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OF GOATS AND MEN: A LITERARY RELIC OF GAELIC 
ONTARIO 

 
Michael Newton* 

 
The settlement of Scottish Gaels that began after the American 
Revolution in the far eastern corner of Ontario known historically 
as Glengarry County has long been the subject of popular and 
scholarly commentary.1 Despite the promising start made by the 
late Professor Charles Dunn of Harvard University from the 1940s 
through 1960s to record, edit, analyze and publish the Gaelic oral 
traditions of Canada,2 including those of Glengarry, only a very 
small number of texts from the Highland communities of Ontario 
have been given a thorough treatment as either historical evidence 
or literature. 

The following poem is one of the longest surviving Scottish 
Gaelic poems composed in Canada.3 It does not seem to have 

 
* Dr. Michael Newton was awarded a Ph.D. in Celtic Studies from the 
University of Edinburgh in 1998 and has written several books and 
numerous articles on many aspects of Highland culture and history in 
Scotland and North America. In 2014 the Scottish Heritage Centre of 
Laurinburg, North Carolina presented him with the Saltire Award for his 
'outstanding contributions to the preservation and interpretation of Scottish 
history and culture' and he is currently the Technical Lead in the Digital 
Innovation Lab at the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill. 

An early draft of this paper was presented as the seminar text at the 
2013 annual conference of the Celtic Studies Association of North 
America. I wish to thank David Anderson of Williamstown for finding 
information about the poet and passing it along to me, and an anonymous 
reviewer of the article who provided a great deal of valuable information 
and advice about difficult aspects of, and mistakes in, the original Gaelic 
text. I particularly wish to express my gratitude to the late Kenneth 
McKenna for providing me copies of Gaelic materials from Glengarry and 
the encouragement to look into them; this article is dedicated to his 
memory.  
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received any previous scholarly notice. It is framed as a dialogue 
between the poet and a goat who meet in a Gaelic township in 
Ontario and engage in a long discussion about life in the old 
Highlands.4 This dialogue provides interesting insight into the 
perceptions of Highland immigrants in Canada about their past and 
present, as refracted through Gaelic literary tradition. 

Song-poems are arguably the most popular form of personal 
and cultural expression in Scottish Gaelic communities and 
constitute one of the most important means of recovering and 
understanding the mentalities and communal experiences of Gaels 
in North America: 

Until recently, songs were constantly present in the 
lives of people. . . . The occasions for singing were 
so numerous that Gaelic song—and the social and 
affective content of the verses—has over generations 
inevitably made up a large part of the inner verbal 
dialogue among many traditional Gaels.5 
The song-poem edited, translated and analyzed in this article 

was likely one of those performed by Gaelic speakers in Glengarry 
at céilidhs and other social gatherings. In fact, the poem itself 
alludes to the convivial sharing of oral tradition along with alcohol 
such as might happen at a house or tavern (lines 45-52). That the 
song was enjoyed by others in Glengarry is also confirmed by its 
appearance in a local newspaper. 

Source and Author 
This song-poem was composed by Alasdair MacGilleMhaoil 
(Alasdair mac Eóghainn mhic Ghill-Easbuig mhic Domhnaill 
Duinn). His father belonged to the branch of Lochaber MacMillans 
known as Clann Iain Léith na Coille; his mother, Eamhair 
NicGilleMhaoil (Eamhair nighean Gill-Easbuig mhic Eóghainn 
mhic Dhomhnaill Mhóir) belonged to Suaineart (anglicized 
“Sunart”).6 Alasdair was born in 1764 in Reisibol, Suaineart but 
was raised in Lochaber from a young age. In 1802 he left Gleann 
Cinnidh (anglicized “Glenkingie”) in Lochaber for Gleann Garadh7 
(Glengarry), Ontario, with many others of the region. He lived at 
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E1/2 of lot 10-8th in Kenyon Township8 until he passed away in 
1853. 

I have two sources for the text of this song-poem. The first is 
an extremely rare booklet entitled Òrain le Alasdair MacIlleMhaoil 
an Gleann a Garaidh, an Canada-Ard printed in Inverness 
(Scotland) by the Highlander Office in 1882.9 The original copy of 
the booklet suffered some damage and the print is sometimes hard 
to read. In the photocopy of the booklet that I have, several words 
have been marked out and alternative words written near them. 
There are a total of eight poems on the fifteen pages of the booklet, 
and all text in the booklet is in Gaelic with no English translation. 
This is the first poem, appearing on pages three through six. I rate 
the quality of MacGilleMhaoil’s poetry to be of a high calibre. 

I also have a photocopy of this song-poem (also in Gaelic 
only) from a bundle of local newspaper clippings collected by John 
Roderick MacLeod (“Big Johnny Duncan”) of Glen Nevis. The late 
Kenneth MacKenna gave me a copy of these clippings in 2000. No 
source details were noted on the pages, so it is not possible to say 
for certain if a local newspaper printed the song before or after the 
booklet was printed in Scotland. Given that the texts are exactly the 
same—including punctuation and typos—one must have been 
copied directly from the other or from a common written source. 

The sources do not indicate the air to which the song should 
be sung, although the metre is used in other heroic songs of the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries for which melodies survive. 
One such example is “Moch ’s a’ Mhadainn Di-Domhnaich” by 
Murchadh Mór mac ’ic Mhurchaidh (†1689).10 Likewise, there is 
no extant information about the sources for these texts, whether 
they were written down during the lifetime of the poet or 
transcribed from an oral source much later. The three decades that 
passed between the death of Alasdair MacGilleMhaoil and the 
publication of his poems may account for some of the anomalies in 
the text. 

One apparent anomaly is the inconsistency between the 
information in the foreword to the poem and the poem itself. The 
foreword states that the poem was composed after the poet 
purchased a pair of goats while the poem itself mentions the 
acquisition of only one goat. Imperfect memory or information may 
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account for this discrepancy, but as a work of the imagination, 
poetry does not have to be true to reality: the historical account and 
context is understood to be the function of the prose seanchas that 
accompanies song performance.11 

Literary Form and Themes 
This poem takes the form of a conversation between the poet and a 
goat. Although it might be tempting to consider the goat a proxy for 
an actual person, the human-animal dialogue is a well-established 
literary device we are clearly not meant to take literally. This 
literary convention has featured in Gaelic literature since at least 
the Middle Gaelic “The Colloquy between Fintan and the Hawk of 
Achill” (from about the eleventh century).12 As a framing device it 
is fairly common in Gaelic poetry of the central Highlands, 
especially as a means of offering social commentary. The best 
known example is a complex, multilayered poem dated to the late 
sixteenth century commonly called Òran na Comhachaig, “The 
Song of the Owl,” in which an owl recalls the glories of olden days 
in Lochaber to the poet-hunter.13 I believe that that poem is one of 
the major influences on this one. 

Several other dialogue-poems featuring animals from the 
eighteenth century offer similar social commentary. In a poem by 
Fear Shrath Mhaisidh (of Badenoch), posing as a dialogue between 
a Highland hunter and a deer, for example, the deer teases the 
Highlander for having to wear trousers (after the kilt was banned 
for civilian males in 1746). The poem makes clear political 
statements about cultural subjugation in several spheres.14 
Numerous other examples of dialogue-poems of a political nature 
could be cited. 

Most heroic and monumental poetry in Gaelic from this era 
typically focuses on the elite: specific men or families, and their 
deeds, lineages, residences, and other associations. This poem 
contrasts sharply with that pattern and the choice of a goat rather 
than an animal with associations of nobility or wealth—such as a 
deer, bull or horse—is surely significant to its message:15 “goats 
were especially associated with the lower ranks of Highland society 
. . . From the mid-eighteenth century onward, first wood 
preservation, then the new emphasis on sheep, and finally the 
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clearances, all combined to eliminate the goat from the Highland 
economy.”16 Like the poet, the goat has survived being squeezed 
out of existence in the Highlands even if his existence was never 
more than meagre. I understand the goat to be a metonym for the 
most vulnerable portion of the population most influenced by social 
and economic impositions, the cottars (called in Gaelic coitearan or 
bodaich), a demographic that formed a sizable element of Gaeldom 
largely invisible in English and Gaelic sources. 

The hyperbolic praise of the goat’s machismo and the flattery 
of the goat as lovable bedmate demonstrate that there is a definite 
tongue-in-cheek element to the poem. In fact, a mock-heroic tone 
alternates in the poem with the nostalgic air of an idyllic but 
irretrievable past. The poet uses the goat to voice a critique of the 
post-Culloden condition of the Highlands and highlight the 
divergence of its present state from former times. If my 
identifications of the voices of the poet and goat are correct, it is the 
human and not the animal who has detailed memories of the past 
(who lived where), an inversion of the traditional conventions of 
the dialogue poem, thus a confirmation of its mock-heroic nature, a 
mixture of sarcasm and serious commentary. 

Gaelic immigrant poetry is a literature full of contrasts: 
distinctions are typically drawn between Scotland and North 
America, and past and present, but sometimes also encompass 
contrasts of youth and old age, domesticated and “wild” 
landscapes, and so on.17 The poet evinces such a polarity when, for 
example, he highlights the vigour of his youth in Scotland (lines 
77-80) and states that he regained this youthful spirit when he gains 
the companionship of the goat, an avatar of the old Highlands (lines 
193-200). While many poets expressed relief at escaping the 
injustices foisted upon them in Scotland, some of them never lost 
their attachment to their homeland and looked back longingly at 
what and who they had left behind. Alasdair seems to be one of 
those who was less than satisfied with Canada, his adopted home, 
at least judging by this and another poem in the booklet. 

Like a number of other poems composed in North America 
by Gaels born in Scotland, this text spends most of its time 
travelling around and commenting on the haunts of the poet’s youth 
in the Highlands rather than in the country where he was residing at 
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the time that he composed it. The sense of belonging and of 
dùthchas that pervades the poem is discussed in more detail in the 
Commentary section below. Place names are central in expressing 
this sense of place in Gaelic literature18 and they permeate many 
sections of this poem. Natives of this part of the Highlands were 
particularly vulnerable to clearance and pressures of emigration by 
the 1760s,19 and this poem offers an important and rare testimony 
of the names of places that have since passed out of usage and have 
not otherwise been well documented. This article does not, 
however, attempt to analyze these place names or compare them to 
the documentary record. 

Despite its lament of the decline of Gaelic glories, the 
present text is illustrative of the deep continuities in many cultural 
expressions that can be traced from medieval clan life to settlement 
in North America in the form of literary conventions, cultural 
allusions, historical signifiers and humour. Numerous other such 
literary remains survive and await academic scrutiny to inform us 
of how immigrant Gaels made sense of their experiences by 
drawing creatively from the past, particularly from their well-
developed literary tradition. 

This Edition 
The original text has a number of irregularities and typos, and is 
often missing length marks over vowels. I have made silent 
emendations to the text in minor manners of spelling, orthography 
and punctuation. I have provided the original text in endnotes only 
when significant changes have been made or speculations have 
been necessary to make sense of the original source. 

One of the challenges in interpreting this piece is that the 
original text does not indicate which quatrains are in the voice of 
the goat and which are in the voice of the human (the poet). I have 
done my best to deduce these, although I believe that this ambiguity 
is deliberate. Therefore, in the concluding comments, I treat these 
communities as essentially synonymous unless there is reason 
otherwise. 

Òran 
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Rinneadh an t-òran seo a leanas air do’n bhard a bhith àireamh 
bhliadhnaichean an coilltichean fiadhaich America, gun bhoc no 
gobhar fhaicinn no gun mhór-dhùil ri am faicinn nis mó; gidheadh, 
thachair dha bhith cho sealbhach is gun d’fhuair e càraid dhiubh a 
cheannach bho dhuine uasal do Chloinn Domhnaill a fhuair greim 
air pàirt dhiubh, ainneamh is gun robh iad ri fhaotainn an Canada 
aig an àm sin. Air dha na gobhair a thoirt dhachaigh, rinn e an t-
òran. 
 
1 Latha dhomh air thuras 
   Am Baile Mhuilinn aig Cloinn Domhnaill, 
 Dé b’ ioghnadh leam a chunna mi 
   Ach boc nan cluigean òmair; 
5 Chuir mi fàilte ’s furan air 
 ’S gun d’ fhiathaich mi le cuireadh e 
 ’S gun òlainn botal cuide ris 
   Le sulas a’s taigh-òsda. 
 
 Dh’fharraid mi ’s a’ Ghàidhlig dheth 
10   Có ás a thàinig bròinein? 
 Fhreagair e le gàire mi 
   “’S e sin is cànain dhomh-sa –     [ a’ ghobhar 
 Rugadh mi ’s a’ Ghàidhealtach 
 ’S na monaidhean am b’ àbhaist duit 
15 Bhith siubhal ’s gunna ’nad làimh agad 
   ’S tu ’g iarraidh fàth air gòraig.” 
 
 “Saoil an tusa a chunna mi  [ an duine 
   Bha fuireach am Beinn Éideann 
 ’S do leannanan ’nan dusanan 
20   Am Bruthach nan Clach Éiteag; 
 ’S tric thug thu sgrìob gu h-urranta 
 Ri Sgurr na Cìch’ is udalan 
 Mu d’ mhuineal ’s ròp gun trusadh ort 
   ’S cha chuireadh iad geall-réis riut.” 
 
25 “’S mi mac na goibhre luideagaich [ a’ ghobhar 
   A rugadh an Druim Chòsaidh; 
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 B’ eòlach ann an Slat Bheinn mi 
   ’S an Sgurr a’ Chlaidheimh còmhladh; 
 ’S tric a bha mi spaisdireachd 
30 Mu Choire Gorm nan Cathachan 
 ’S bu dùthchas dhomh bho m’ athair 
   A bhith tathaich am Bràigh Mhórar.20 
 
 “Cha ruig thu leas bhith ’g innseadh dhomh: 
   Mu d’ shinnsre tha mi eòlach; 
35 Is fad bho’n tha còir sgrìobhte ac’ 
   Air gach frìth tha ’n Caledòni; 
 Bho linn Rìgh Raibeart fhìrinnich 
 ’Chuir iomadh blàr ’s cha strìochdadh e 
 Do mhuinntir Shasann, dìreach 
40   Gus an d’ ìslich e fo ’bhròig iad.” 
 
 “A-nise tha mi ’g aithneachadh 
   Gum bheil thu sean mion-eòlach 
 ’S gur aithne dhut a h-uile àit’ 
   An tuinicheadh mo sheòrsa; 
45 Gun teagamh, bidh mi buidheach dhuit 
 ’S thoir fiosrachadh do’n chuideachd air, 
 ’S ged dh’òlamaid am buideal 
   ’S beag is mutha21 oirnn ás ar pòc e.” 
 
 “Ma tha thu ag iarraidh fiosrach’ [ an duine 
50   Air do chinne, mar a bha iad, 
 Bheir mise dhut a chlisgeadh e 
   Mur dèan a’ mhisg ar tàladh – 
 Bha cuid dhiubh tàmh ’s a’ Sgicideadh 
 ’S bha pàirt am Beinn an Sgritheil22 dhiubh 
55 ’M bràigh Chnòideirt bha na ficheadan 
   ’S bu sgiobalt’ iad air fàire. 
 
 “Bha móran an Ceann t-Sàile dhiubh 
   ’S gach àite bha mu’n cuairt da; 
 ’S bha cunntas mór gun àireamh dhiubh 
60   Air fàrsa Ghlinne Cuaiche; 
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 Bu chridheil clann a’ gàireachd ann 
 Gu’n cumail cruinn, ’s na màthraichean 
 ’S bu mhilis gruth is càise ann 
   Is bainne blàth gun truailleadh. 
 
65 “Bha gleadhraich mhór fo Shaod-Bheinn23 ac’ 
   Bha Gearraich ’s Fraoch-Bheinn làn diubh; 
 ’S bha Gleann Cinnidh saor aca 
   Gun dad a dhaorsainn màil orr’; 
 Bhiodh coin is gillean caonnagach 
70 ’Gan tional cruinn gu aon àite 
 ’S bhiodh mnàthan òga saoithreachail 
   ’Gam bleoghann taobh nan àthan. 
 
 “Bha ’n Coire Buidhe ’s gaol ac’ air 
   Is dh’fhaodadh iad bhith sealbhach; 
75 Bha Coire Réidh ri thaobh aca 
   Gu aodannan nan Garbh-Chrìoch; 
 Bha uaireigin ’am shaoghal 
 Bha mi sunndach falbhach aotrom ann 
 Ag òl am bainne, ’s shaoileadh tu 
80   Gum faodainn a bhith làidir. 
 
 “Bha còir air Sgurr nan Ad aca 
   Gu Srath Cheann Locha Mórar24 
 ’S bha Eóghan Bàn ’na Chaiptein orra 
   ’S e tacanan ’nan óban; 
85 Gleann Ìlidh ’s coire ’n taice ris 
 Bha Gleann a’ Chùil ’s an Stac aca 
 Gleann Taothadail fo fhasgadh dhaibh 
   ’S a ghabhaltas ’nam póca. 
 
 “Is chunnaic mi do sheanair 
90   Ann am beannaibh Streap a’ Chomhlain; 
 Bha eòlas aige ’n Gabhail25 Bheinn 
   ’S bha thadhal mu Loch Beòraig; 
 Bu mhiann leis a bhith ’s t-fhoghar ann 
 Le buidheann ghorm a thaghadh e 
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95 D’ an t-seòrsa cheann-ghlas adharcach 
   ’S bu toigh leis bhith ’gam pògadh. 
 
 “Bha cairdean dha m’a choinneimh 
   An Creag Thonachain a chomhnaidh; 
 ’S cha ghluaiseadh iad le gleadhar ás 
100   Le gadhar26 no le comhstrith; 
 Iad fhéin ’s an àl gu loinneil ann 
 Bho linn gu linn a’ tadhal ann 
 ’S cha tugadh feachd no faoghaid 
   Port na Craige27 dhiubh gu cròdhach. 
 
105 “Bha cairdean daibh a’ tathaich 
   Am Bràigh Ghlastair ’s Cill Fhianain28 
 ’S bu lìonmhor iad le’n dachaigh29 ann: 
   Breac lachdann ballach stiallach; 
 Bha cuid bha donn is tarr-fhionn diubh 
110 ’S bha cuid diubh riabhach breac-thàirrneach30 
 ’S a’ chuid bhiodh fiadhach, ghlacamaid 
   ’Gam fastadh air am fiasaig. 
 
 “Bu leò Sgurr a’ Ghiubhsachain 
   ’S bu lùthmhor iad ga dhìreadh 
115 ’S na fuarain bhrùchdach dlùth dha sin 
   Le biolair ùr bu mhìlse; 
 Meall Daimh ’na shruthain dhubh-ghorm, 
 Bhiodh daimh is aighean siubhlach ann 
 Is chunna mi le m’ shùilean 
120   A bhith rùsgadh dhiubh nam bian ann. 
 
 “Bha pàirt an Sgurr an Uidheir dhiubh 
   ’S an tuineadh Nead an Fhìrein; 
 Bha cuid an Coire Ghoc-bheinn diubh 
   Le’m bocaibh ’s le’n cuid mìsleach; 
125 Sròin Dhiamhain air a stocadh 
 Sròin Chorra Bhuilg bu docha leo 
 A’ ruith nam bileag dosach 
   Bhiodh air sgorraichean nan stìopall. 
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 “B’ aithne dhomh do shìn-seanair 
130   ’S cha strìochdadh e Rìgh Deòrsa; 
 ’S gum b’ acfhuinneach a dhìreadh e 
   Ri filleadh Sgurra Dhomhnaill; 
 Bha Sgurra na h-Inghinn sìnte ris 
 ’S bha Gleann Mhic Phàil mar stìopan da 
135 Gleann Dubh Choirean fo chìs aige 
   ’S na mìlltean ann d’a sheòrsa. 
 
 “Bha mac am Beanna Beaga dha 
   ’S fear eile ’n Salachan Àrd dhiubh; 
 Is chunna mi, gun teagamh, 
140   Bhith ’gan leigeil air a’ Mhànaisreadh, 
 Maighdeannan is fleasgaichean 
 ’Gan cuallach thun an eadraidh ann; 
 ’S i ’chainnt a b’ fheàrr a fhreagradh iad 
   ’S ‘hug hug’ aca ’gan tàladh. 
 
145 “Bha còir ac’ air na Cearcaill 
   Agus seachad Saor an Daobhaidh 
 Sloc Molach ’na choir’ altraim dhaibh 
   ’S e fasgach air gach taobh dhiubh; 
 ’S bu lìonmhor air a’ chreachann 
150 Ann am Beinn na h-Uamha pailteas dhiubh; 
 Fear maol ’s an Eilean Daraich dhiubh 
 ’S thug m’ athair ás air thaoid e. 
 
 “Bha mac do’n fhear mhaol dhonn sin 
   Ann an Goirbheinn Glas an taobh sin; 
155 ’S bha ’m Bruthach Liath gun toirmeasg31 dha 
   ’S dà thaobh an Tairbeirt daonnan; 
 Bha ’chrìochan farsaing falbhanach 
 Car-son nach biodh e mordhalach? 
 E siubhal ’s caitean colgar air 
160   Mar shuirgheach stoirmeil aotrom. 
 
 “Cuid de’n t-seòrsa b’ urramaich 
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   A’ tuineachadh ’s a’ Bhaodlaich 
 ’S bha cuid dhiubh ’n Gleann Galmadail 
   Ged shearg iad leis na caoirich; 
165 Bha pairt am Beinn na Beithrich32 dhiubh; 
 Cha robh Beinn Iaidean falamh dhiubh; 
 Dh’òl mise pàirt dhe’m bainne ann 
   ’S dh’ith mi caisein an deagh laosbhuic. 
 
 “Bha cuid d’an treud a b’ éibhinne 
170   ’m Beinn Réiseabol a’ tàmhachd 
 ’S bha Camus Bhlàthann réidh aca 
   ’S a’ choill gu léir ’na fàsaich; 
 Ach ’s mór a chuir e dh’éis orra 
 Bhith rùsgadh chrann le’n deudaichean 
175 Ri gailleann nuair bhiodh feum orra, 
   ’S bha ’n lagh ’nan déidh ’s gach àite. 
 
 “Cha robh beinn no sléibhte 
   Nach robh géilleadh dhaibh an Albainn; 
 ’S dh’ainmichinn na ceudan diubh 
180   Ach bheir thu céill do m’ sheanchas; 
 Nise bhon a dh’éirich dhuinn 
 Gun ’thachair sinn ri chéile seo, 
 Bidh mise ’s tusa réidh-sgeulach 
   Ma théid thu fhéin air falbh leam. 
 
185 “Is mise ’m fear théid comhla riut [ a’ ghobhar 
   ’S a tha ro dheònach falbh leat 
 Bhon chuir thu sìos air òran domh 
   Mar bha mo sheòrs’ an Albainn; 
 Mas ann an cath no’n comhrag e, 
190 An spàinn33 na streup a sheòlas tu 
 Cha dealaich mi ri m’ bheò riut 
   Ach thoir dhomh mo bheòshlaint aimsreil.” 
 
 “Mhic na goibhre ’s urramaich [ an duine 
   A rugadh ’s an tìr bhòidhich, 
195 Chan eil mi nis gun chuideachda 
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   ’S tu cuide rium an comhnaidh; 
 ’S ann dh’fhàs mi aotrom iollagach 
 Bhon thréig a h-uile mulad mi, 
 Tha spiorad air tigh’nn thugam 
200   A bha cuide rium ’am òige. 
 
 “Nuair théid mi anns an leaba 
   ’S e ’m boc tarr-fhionn bhios mi feòraich; 
 Gur taitneach leam thu ’n taice rium 
   Gu carthannach ’gad phògadh; 
205 Tha Gréigis agus Laideann 
 Air am foghlam ann am pailteas leat 
 ’S cha tréiginn air òr Shasann thu 
   Ged dh’aisigeadh iad dhomh-s’ e. 
 

English Translation 
Song 
The following song was made after the poet had spent a number of 
years in the wild forests of America, without seeing a buck or she-
goat and without much hope of seeing them either; however, it 
happened that he was so lucky as to manage to buy a pair of them 
from a gentleman of the Clan Donald who got some of them, 
despite how rare they were at that time in Canada. After he had 
brought the goats home, he made this song. 
 
1 One day while I was travelling 
   In Milltown possessed by the Clan Donald 
 What surprising thing did I see 
   But the buck-goat of the bronze bells; 
5 I bade him welcome 
 And I greeted him with an invitation 
 That I should drink a bottle with him 
   With great exuberance in the tavern. 
 
 I asked him in Gaelic 
10   Where did the sad-guy come from? 
 He answered me with a laugh 
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   “That [Gaelic] is my own language;  [ the goat 
 I was born in the Highlands, 
 In the moors that were customary for you 
15 To travel with a gun in your hand 
   While you were sneaking up on a foolish creature.” 
 
 “I wonder if it was you that I saw  [ the man 
   Who was living in Beinn Éideann? 
 You had sweethearts by the dozen 
20   On Bruthach nan Clach Éiteag; 
 Often did you boldly take a trip 
 Up Sgurr na Cìch’ with a collar 
 Around your neck, and a loose rope on you, 
   And they could not beat you in a race.” 
 
25 “I am the son of the ragged goat  [ the goat 
   Who was born in Druim Chòsaidh; 
 Well did I know Slat Bheinn 
   As well as Sgurr a’ Chlaidheimh; 
 Often was I sauntering 
30 Around Coire Gorm nan Cathachan 
 From my father it is my inheritance/culture [dùthchas] 
   To frequent the braes of Mórar. 
 
 “You don’t need to explain to me: 
   I know about your ancestors; 
35 For a long time they have had written charters 
   For every hunting ground that is in Caledonia; 
 Since the era of honest King Robert [the Bruce] 
 Who fought many a battle, and he would not submit 
 To the people of England, until the exact moment 
40   That he brought them down under his shoe.” 
 
 “Now, I recognize 
   That you are old and have precise knowledge 
 And that you are acquainted with every place 
   That my folk inhabited; 
45 Without a doubt, I will be indebted to you – 
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Provide information about them to the company 
[assembled here], 

 And even if we drink the bottle 
The cost for it out of our pocket will be of little      
consequence.” 

 
 “If you seek information   [ the man 
50   About your relations, as they were, 
 I will give it to you immediately 
   Unless drunkenness tempts us away [from the topic] – 
 Some of them abode in Sgicideadh 
 And some at Beinn an Sgritheil; 
55 There were scores in the braes of Knoydart 
   And they were lively on the skyline. 
 
 “There were many of them in Kintail 
   And everywhere around there; 
 And there was an innumerable slew of them 
60   Round about Glen Quoich; 
 It was cheerful to hear children laughing there 
 Kept together in a group, and their mothers; 
 Curds and cheese were delicious there 
   And warm milk, unsullied; 
 
65 “They caused a tremendous clangour under Saod-Bheinn 
   Gearraich and Fraoch-Bheinn were full of them; 
 They had the freedom of Gleann Cinnidh, 
   With no oppression of rent on them; 
 Dogs and pugnacious lads 
70 Would gather them [the goats] together in one place; 
 And young, industrious women 
   Would be milking them [goats] next to the kilns. 
 
 “There was the Coire Buidhe, and they loved it, 
   And they had the chance to be prosperous; 
75 They had Coire Réidh next to it, 
   Up to the edges of the Rough Bounds; 
 There was a time in my life 
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 When I was happy, carefree and footloose there 
 Drinking their milk, and you would think 
80   That I could be strong. 
 
 “They had the [land] rights to Sgurr nan Ad 
   To the strath of the head of Loch Mórar; 
 And Eóghann Bàn was their leader 
   While he was for a time in their harbours; 
85 They had Gleann Ìlidh and the corrie next to it, 
 Gleann a’ Chùil and the Stac was theirs; 
 Gleann Taothadail was a shelter for them 
   And they had a lease in their pocket. 
 
 “And I saw your grandfather 
90   In the peaks of Streap a’ Chomhlain; 
 He was familiar with Gabhal Bheinn 
   And he travelled around Loch Beòraig; 
 He delighted to be there in the autumn 
 With a dark-coloured group that he would choose 
95 Of the horned, grey-headed breed, 
   And he loved to kiss them. 
 
 “He had relations across from him 
   Living in Creag Thonachain; 

 And they would not move out of there with a [frightening] 
noise 

100   Due to a hunting hound or conflict; 
They themselves and their offspring were elegant there 

 From generation to generation frequenting there, 
 And neither war-troop nor hunting party 
   Could take Port na Creige from them by force. 
 
105 “Their relations were frequenting 
   Bràigh Ghlastair and Cill Fhianain 
 And they were plentiful by their home being there, 
   Speckled, swarthy, spotted, streaked; 
 Some of them were brown, and some white-bellied, 
110 And some of them were grizzled and speckle-bellied, 
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 And we could capture those that were wild 
   Tethering them by their beards. 
 
 “They owned Sgurr a’ Ghiubhsachain 
   And they were vigorous in climbing it 
115 With the gushing springs close to that 
   With the sweetest fresh watercress; 
 Meall Daimh was [like] dark shiny streams, 
 There would be nimble stags and hinds 
 And I saw with my [own] eyes 
120   Their hides being stripped from them. 
 
 “Some of them were in Sgurr an Uidheir 
   In which would be found the eagle’s nest; 
 Some of them were in Coire Ghoc-bheinn 
   With their roebucks and their young does; 
125 Sròin Dhiamhain was well stocked; 
 They preferred Sròin Chorra Bhuilg 
 Chasing the bushy leaves 
   That would be on the spurs of the peaks. 
 
 “I knew your great-grandfather 
130   And he would not yield to King George; 
 And he would climb well-equipped  
   Up the folds of Sgurra Dhomhnaill; 
 Sgurra na h-Inghinn was stretched out against it 
 And Gleann Mhic Phàil was his stipend, 
135 Gleann Dubh Choirean was under his command 
   As thousands of his kin were there. 
 
 “He had a son in Beanna Beaga 
   And another of them in Salachan Àrd; 
 And I saw without a doubt 
140   Them being milked at Mànaisreadh, 
 Young women and men 
 Herding them there to the milking; 
 The words to which they would best respond 

 Was their “hug hug” [chorus] as they were being coaxed. 
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145 “They had the land-rights to the Cearcaill 
   And past Saor an Daobhaidh; 
 Sloc Molach was a cauldron of nourishment for them 
   And a shelter all around them; 
 They were plentiful on the rocky slope 
150 And loads of them on Beinn na h-Uamha; 
 A hornless one in Eilean Daraich 
 Who my father took out with a tether. 
 
 “That brown, hornless one had a son 
  On that side of Goirbheinn Glas; 
155 And Bruthach Liath was his without hindrance 
   And both sides of Tarbert always; 
 His territory was extensive and well-travelled 
 Why wouldn’t he be pompous 
 As he travelled, with his rugged fleece 
160   Like a tempestuous, light-footed wooer. 
 
 “Some of the most noble of that kin 
   Were living in Baodlach 
 And some of them in Gleann Galmadail 
   Although they have dwindled with the sheep; 
165 Part of them were in Beinn na Beithrich 
 Beinn Iaidean did not lack them; 
 I drank some of their milk there 
   And I ate the dewlap of the goodly goat. 
 
 “Some of the most joyful flock 
170   Were living in Beinn Réiseabol 
 And they had the freedom of Camus Bhlàthann 
   When the entire forest was a wilderness; 
 But it was much to their detriment 
 To be stripping trees bare with their teeth 
175 During a storm when they [the goats] needed  

 them [the trees], 
   And [estate] law was [enacted?] after  

them everywhere. 
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 “There was no mountain or moorland 
   In Scotland that did not yield to them; 
 And I could name hundreds of them, 
180   If you would only understand my lore; 
 Now, since it has happened 
 That we have encountered each other here 
 You and I will be reconciled 
 If you yourself leave with me. 
 
185 “I’m the one who will go with you indeed [ the goat 
   And who is most willing to accompany you 
 Since you have recorded in a song for me 
   How my kin were in Scotland; 
 Whether it is to warfare or battle, 
190 Or to strife or conflict that you proceed, 
 I will never part from you all my life 
   If you only give me my seasonal earnings.” 
 
 “O son of the most noble goat   [ the man 
   Who was born in the beautiful land, 
195 I am now not without company 
   So long as you stay with me; 
 Indeed, I have become light-hearted and frolicsome 
 Since every sorrow has left me; 
 A mood has come to me 
200   That I had in my youth. 
 
 “When I go to bed 
   It is the fair-bellied buck I will be asking for; 
 I enjoy having you next to me, 
 Kissing you affectionately; 
205 Greek and Latin 
 You have learned in abundance 
 And I would not abandon you for England’s gold 
   Even if they carried it over to me.” 
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Commentary 
This poem reflects the insecurity over land tenure, which enabled 
landlords and bureaucrats to remove so many Gaels—particularly 
the most vulnerable—from their ancestral habitations. There are 
several references in the poem to inhabitants having the rights to 
their land (lines 81 and 113), enjoying unhindered occupation (lines 
67-8, 155-6 and 171), and sometimes even possessing written 
charters (lines 35-6 and 88). The poet also contrasts the present 
with the times when tenants could not be removed from land by 
force (lines 99-104). On the other hand, he mentions the negative 
consequences of the introduction of sheep (line 164). 

There is, furthermore, a strong emphasis on the long-term 
occupation of land and sense of attachment to it, reflected, for 
example, in the term dùthchas (line 31) and the intimate knowledge 
of territory and inhabitants that people had (lines 27-8, 41-4 and 
101-2). Like Òran na Comhachaig (and many other Gaelic texts), 
this poem delights in enumerating the names of locations where 
people lived and some of the associations of those locales, 
displaying a very strong sense of place. It is notable, in this regard, 
that the poem begins by naming the township of its origin as a 
place in the possession of Clan Donald. 

Going back in time to the poet’s (and the goat’s) Scottish 
homeland, the inhabitants of the Highlands are portrayed as 
vigorous and healthy from their right relationship to land (e.g., lines 
56, 61-4, 69-74, 76-80,  77-80, 101, 114-16, 147 and 167-8). The 
description of the noble goat travelling extensive territories “like a 
wooer” (lines 157-60) puts us in mind of the literary conceit of the 
ruler married to the female personification of the land.34 Like Òran 
na Comhachaig (and many other Gaelic texts), well-being, self-
reliance and individual freedom is expressed by depictions of 
hunting scenes (lines 14-16, 69 and 118-20). As noted previously, 
this song-poem makes a notable departure from its predecessors 
and most of its contemporaries by highlighting the mundane 
activities of the lowest rank of the social order, the cottars who kept 
goats. Nearly all of the main characters in this poem are these 
unnamed serfs or goats but they are cast in a positive, nearly heroic, 
light. 
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There must be a reason why particular place names are 
mentioned by the poet but it is hard to recover today. I suspect that 
these may be townships that where evictions took place and/or 
where the author had relations. The meanings of some of the place 
names conjure an heroic and sovereign past (such as in line 28). 
The emblem of the MacDonalds was the heather, which is part of 
the place name of Fraoch-Bheinn (line 66). The poet mentions the 
area where he was raised near the beginning of the poem (line 67) 
and the piece culminates with the area where he was born (line 
170). 

It is also noteworthy, regarding perceptions of cultural 
subjugation, that the poem reflects a strong sense of Scottish 
nationhood, when King Robert the Bruce is praised for unyielding 
resistance to English domination (lines 37-40) as well as when 
allegiance to the Jacobite cause is applauded (line 130). The 
mention of “Caledonia” (line 36) suggests the influence of 
contemporary Anglophone literature, although Robert the Bruce is 
the best attested Scottish king in Gaelic oral tradition35 and his 
appearance in this piece does not in itself give cause to suspect 
cultural or literary cross-contamination. 

The poet makes some interesting comments on the 
importance of oral tradition in preserving communal memory: first, 
in the request to have the knowledge about the associations 
between people and place recounted (lines 41-8); second, in the 
thankfulness that these associations were encoded in song form 
(lines 177-8). In fact, the bond that forms between the poet and the 
goat (who promises to accompany the poet in his future adventures 
and even share his bed (line 201), a traditional conceit of the Gaelic 
literati)36 is reminiscent of the relationship between patron and poet 
(or that of the leader of the war-band and member of his retinue), 
except that the roles have been reversed: here it is the poet who is 
going off for adventures, and the warrior (presumably the role of 
the goat) who will accompany him.  

There is scant information about goat-keeping in Gaelic 
sources or the lives of those who were engaged in this segment of 
the economy: “vital occupations such as tilling the land are 
dismissed as undignified or worse. . . . The same attitude evidently 
applied to goats.”37 This song-poem provides a rare but narrow 
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window in this world, depicting the large numbers of them in the 
Highlands (lines 55-62, 107, 136, 149-50, 165-6 and 177-9), their 
rounding up (lines 70-2 and 141-2), their milking (lines 72 and 
140), and the critical sustenance produced by them (lines 63-4, 79-
80 and 167). There were increasing conflicts over woodland 
resources in the post-Culloden era, however, and many trees died 
after having the bark stripped from them (as intimated in lines 173-
6).38 Goats were usually proscribed by estate “improvers” due to 
the damage they did to woodlands.39 

The description of Sloc Molach as a “cauldron of 
nourishment” or fosterage (line 147-8) is a play on words that 
appears as a motif in other seventeenth- and eighteenth-century 
Gaelic poetry praising the landscape.40 The Gaelic term coire refers 
to both a cauldron where food is cooked for consumption and a 
feature of the landscape, a “corrie”41 carved by a glacier from a 
mountain to form a round hollow. This ambiguity emphasizes the 
ability of the land to sustain its inhabitants generously. 

It is, however, the ridiculousness of the idea a goat excited 
about serving as a warrior-companion that returns us to the mock-
heroic aspect of the poem, reminding us that the Heroic Age of 
Gaeldom is now actually over, despite its vibrancy in literature. Nor 
would we expect the lowest class of Gaelic society to know Greek 
and Latin (line 205), normally the preserve of aristocratic learning. 
The “gold of England” refused at the very end of the poem invokes 
the chase of Prince Charles Edward Stuart across the Highlands 
after the defeat of the Jacobite army at Culloden and the failure of 
the Jacobite cause. That the poet could value the goat as highly or 
more as the head of the Prince is either a satirical comment about 
nobility, an elevation of the lowest order of Gaelic society, or both.  

This poem, then, is an important testimony to both the 
continuities of Gaelic tradition—transplanted from the Scottish 
Highlands to numerous communities in North America, including 
Glengarry, Ontario—and the discontinuities, as Gaels were forced 
to reconcile the heroism of their past as a proud, independent 
people with the broken world in which they found themselves. 

Further Notes 
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Line 76: Garbh-Chrìochan “Rough-bounds” was the term 
commonly used in Gaelic for the geographical Highlands of 
Scotland into the nineteenth century. However, it was also used in a 
more restrictive sense for the western parts of Inverness-shire of 
Knoydart, Morar, Arisaig and Moidart. 

Line 83: Eóghann Bàn is not an uncommon name in Lochaber, and 
there are several possible candidates for who is intended by this 
allusion. Probably the strongest candidate is Eóghann Bàn Chalpa, 
who died in 1840 at Callart. He had been the foster-brother of John 
Cameron of Fassiefern (1771–1815), colonel of the Gordon 
Highlanders.42 

 
 
NOTES
 
1 The most complete modern study of the early Highland settlement is 
Marianne McLean, The People of Glengarry: Highlanders in Transition, 
1745-1820 (Toronto and Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 
1991). 
2 Charles W. Dunn, Highland Settler: A Portrait of the Scottish Gael in 
Cape Breton and Eastern Nova Scotia (Wreck Cove, Cape Breton: Breton 
Books, 1991). 
3 Professor Robert Dunbar has informed me that there are two poems by 
Am Bard MacGilleathain which are 216 lines long. 
4 I am certain that this township was Alexandria, which was known in 
Gaelic as Muileann an t-Sagairt. Both the English and Gaelic names of 
the town were named for the Rev. Alexander Macdonell (1762-1840). 
5 John Shaw, Brìgh an Òrain: A Story in Every Song (Montreal and 
Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2000), 13. 
6 This information appears in the private booklet of poems from which this 
selection is taken; some of it can also be found in Somerled MacMillan, 
Bygone Lochaber: Historical and Traditional (Glasgow: Davidson & 
sons, 1971), 85-7. His patronymic and dates can also be found in the 
Gaelic periodical Mac-Talla 3 no. 26 (29 December 1894), 8. 
7 Although the original form seems to be Gleann Garadh, Canadian 
Gaelic sources alternate between Garadh and Garaidh. 
8 The location of his home was passed on to me by David Anderson of 
Williamstown and came from the records of Harold MacMillan. 
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9 There is no entry for it in Mary Ferguson and Ann Matheson, Scottish 
Gaelic Union Catalogue (Edinburgh: National Library of Scotland, 1984). 
10 Sung by William Matheson on track ten of side two of Scottish 
Tradition 16: William Matheson, Gaelic Bards & Minstrels (Edinburgh: 
School of Scottish Studies, 1993). 
11 Shaw, Brìgh, 14. 
12 Pat Menzies, ed., Òran na Comhachaig (Edinburgh: Scottish Gaelic 
Texts Society, 2012), 24. 
13 Menzies, Òran. 
14 Paruig Mac an Tuairneir, ed., Comhchruinneacha do dh’Òrain Taghta 
Ghàidhealach (Edinburgh: T. Stiubhard, 1813), 332-4. 
15 Another poem by Alasdair MacGilleMhaoil (on pages 14-15 of the 
booklet) is written as though to a bull. 
16 B. R. S. Megaw, “Goat-Keeping in the Old Highland Economy,” 
Scottish Studies 7 (1963), 201–09 and 8 (1964), 214, 208. 
17 Robert Dunbar, “Poetry of the Emigrant Generation,” Transactions of 
the Gaelic Society of Inverness 64 (2004-2006), 32-76. 
18 See discussion in Michael Newton, Warriors of the Word: The World of 
the Scottish Highlanders (Edinburgh: Birlinn Ltd, 2009), 296-308. 
19 McLean, The People of Glengarry. 
20 Original: “Mhor-thir.” 
21 Original: “mo.” 
22 Original: “Sgràil.” Scrawled next to this in the margin is “sgreil.” 
23 Original: “Shaod-Bheum.” 
24 Original: “Mor-thir.” 
25 Original: “Gobhal.” 
26 Original: “gaothar.” 
27 Original: “Creige.” 
28 Original: “Cill-ianain.” 
29 Original: “dobhaidh”? Hand-written over this: “daithidh.” 
30 Original: “breacairneach.” 
31 Original: “tiormasg.” 
32 Original: “Beinn na bearaich.” 
33 Original: “A Spainn.” 
34 Newton, Warriors, 132-4. 
35 John MacInnes, Dùthchas nan Gàidheal: Selected Essays of John 
MacInnes, ed. Michael Newton (Edinburgh: Birlinn, 2006), 8, 31, 45, 271-
73. 
36 Newton, Warriors, 98. 
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37 Megaw, “Goat-Keeping,” 217. 
38 Marianne McLean, The People of Glengarry, 55-6; T. C. Smout, Alan 
MacDonald and Fiona Watson, A History of the Native Woodlands of 
Scotland, 1500-1920 (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2005). 
39 Megaw, “Goat-keeping,” 203-5. 
40 Newton, Warriors, 295-96. 
41 The Scots term is a borrowing from Gaelic. 
42 MacMillan, Bygone Lochaber, 87. 
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MILITIA CHIEFTAINS: PROFILING THE FOUNDERS OF 
CANADA’S SCOTTISH MILITIA REGIMENTS 

 
Patrick Watt* 

 
 
Following a downturn after the Napoleonic Wars, citizen soldiery 
experienced somewhat of a revival in the British Empire in the 
Victorian period. The successes of imperial troops in the Crimea 
and Indian Mutiny, coupled with the withdrawal of British soldiers 
from the dominions, meant that in Canada, the militia, “once 
envisioned as nothing more than an armed auxiliary to the British 
Army in North America, was increasingly called upon to act as a 
self-supporting field army.”1  Cities, towns and communities across 
Canada responded to external threats from the USA and internal 
rebellions by forming companies or regiments of local militia.2   
 Of particular popularity in Canada was the establishment of 
regiments of militia that conformed to the Scottish military 
tradition.3 This was not a new phenomenon, with kilted highland 
companies and regiments taking part in several key engagements in 
the American War of Independence, the War of 1812, and in the 
1837 Rebellion.4 While some historians have argued that military 
Scottishness across the Empire increased due to the prevalence 
from the 1880s of Scottish-oriented social and fraternal societies, 
with regards to Canada, this is too simplistic an interpretation.5 The 
first wave of permanent military Scottishness to appear in the 
dominion did so for a far more pragmatic reason than simply as an 
extension of Scottish associational culture. In the late 1870s a raft 
of Canadian militia regiments were either formed or converted 
using the image of the Highland soldier as a template. The catalyst 
for this move was the appointment of the Scottish Marquis of Lorne 
to the position of Governor General in 1878. Early founders of 
 
* Patrick Watt is a doctoral candidate at the University of Edinburgh with 
a thesis that focuses on the British Expeditionary Force in 1915.  His work 
has been published in the Journal of Historical Research and History 
Scotland. His book Steel & Tartan: The 4th Cameron Highlanders in the 
Great War was published in 2012. 
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Canadian militia regiments were eager to curry favour with Lorne 
and his wife, Princess Louise, the daughter of Queen Victoria. 
Assuming imitation as the sincerest form of flattery, four militia 
units converted to become regiments of Highlanders during Lorne’s 
four year tenure as Governor General.6 In the following thirty-five 
years, a further five regiments were established according to 
Scottish military traditions, created amid rises in the popularity of 
the Scottish soldier, imperial sentiment, an increase in the military 
budget of the Canadian government, and “a naive military 
enthusiasm” which arose in Canada following the dominion’s 
participation in the Boer War.7 
 When the number of regiments which manifested a Scottish 
identity is compared to other national military traditions, the 
importance of the Scottish fact is evident. Despite the large 
percentage of the Canadian population, particularly in Quebec, who 
identified with French traditions, it was manifested in only seven 
regiments of militia, the majority of those formed in the 1860s.  
The Irish and Welsh diasporas contributed even less, with only two 
regiments of Irish militia and no Welsh representation on the militia 
list. Even then, only the ‘right’ sort of Irish immigrant was 
considered for inclusion in the regimental family. The 6th Duke of 
Connaught’s Own Rifles and the 11th Irish Fusiliers of Canada 
both drew their officers and men solely from the Protestant 
communities of Vancouver. Indeed, the establishment of Scottish-
themed regiments of militia across Canada and not just in particular 
regional communities is indicative of both the reach of the Scottish 
diaspora and of the popularity of the image of the Highland soldier. 
 The manifestations of military Scottishness which emerged 
in Canada from 1878 to 1914 were part of a wider process by 
which specifically highland Scottish military traditions were 
utilized by diasporic communities.  As Ian Beckett noted, “just as 
Scots became regarded as a kind of quasi-martial class within the 
regular army, ‘national’ or ‘ethnic’ citizen corps of Scots appeared 
in most corners of the empire.”8  At the outbreak of the First World 
War, regiments of volunteer militia based on Scottish military 
traditions existed in South Africa, including the Cape Town 
Highlanders and the Transvaal Scottish, in Australia as the Victoria 
Scottish, and in New Zealand as the Dunedin Highland Rifles, to 
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name but a few.  Even diasporic communities in England bonded 
together to form the London, Liverpool and Tyneside Scottish 
regiments.  As Hew Strachan asserted, ‘it was an identity that was 
created in the context of the Union and the empire.’9 
 It has been suggested that the large number of emigrants 
from Scotland may have played a part in the popularity of 
volunteering for the militia in the dominions.10 Volunteering 
certainly was popular in Scotland in the nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries, with Scotland providing “twice as many 
volunteers per head of male population of military age than any 
other part of Great Britain.”11 When the Scottish emigrants created 
ethnic-oriented clubs, societies and organizations, volunteer 
regiments tended not to lag far behind, and were often created as a 
direct result of the organizations’ involvement. 
 The regiments they created manifested overt Scottish 
military traditions such as the wearing of tartan and the kilt, 
broadsword and dirk, and the formation of regimental pipe bands. 
The men who founded these regiments “appropriated the 
paraphernalia of the highland soldier as a universal symbol of 
Scotland.”12 The founders used the image of highlanders as 
“magnificently exotic specimens who embodied the ‘true spirit of 
the soldier’, and whose past of unbridled violence had generated a 
‘lust of fighting’ that was in their blood” as a platform on which to 
build their regiments.13 
 However, while the civic role and, following service in the 
First World War, military record of the regiments of Canadian 
Highlanders are well documented, the men who established the 
regiments have received little attention. This article seeks to redress 
the balance somewhat by profiling the founders of the six militia 
regiments which manifested Scottish military traditions in the most 
obvious manner. An examination of the backgrounds of these men 
in the areas of place of birth, ethnicity, social status, military 
expertise, religious denomination, and political orientation, can 
produce a clearer understanding of why these regiments came into 
being. This model also allows for comparisons to be made between 
the different groups of founders across Canada. 
 This article will focus on these particular regiments, in 
order of date of formation: the 5th Royal Scots Highlanders 
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(Montreal); the 48th Highlanders (Toronto); the 91st Canadian 
Highlanders (Hamilton); the 79th Cameron Highlanders 
(Winnipeg); the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders (Vancouver) and the 
50th Gordon Highlanders (Victoria). The term “founder” describes 
any individual who was actively involved in the establishment of 
one of the six regiments of militia. In the case of the 5th Royal 
Scots Highlanders this means the six “Montreal Chieftains” who 
each raised a company of the regiment in 1862.14 For the 48th 
Highlanders, the founders were the thirty-one men who formed the 
‘regimental standing committee’ on 6 August 1891 in Toronto.15 
The founders of the 91st Canadian Highlanders were the seventeen 
men who, in 1902, “agitate[d] for the raising of another militia 
battalion for Hamilton, wearing the Highland uniform,”16 and those 
of the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders were the eighteen men who 
formed the regimental committee in Vancouver in May 1909.17  
The fifty-one founders of the 79th Cameron Highlanders were 
identified in an article in the Manitoba Free Press of 27 March 
1910, and similarly the twelve founders of the 50th Gordon 
Highlanders were identified from newspaper articles in the Victoria 
Daily Colonist.18   
 
Place of Birth and Ethnicity of Founders 
The Canadian census returns provide the places of birth for the 135 
founders of the six militia regiments and enable an accurate picture 
to be drawn up of how many native born Scots were involved in the 
regiments’ creation. Table 1 shows that the number of native born 
Scots involved in the regiments’ creation varied from between 23-
61 percent and the number of men born in Canada were between 
22-70 percent. The high number of first generation Scottish 
emigrants involved in the creation of the Toronto, Winnipeg and 
Vancouver regiments suggests that Crawford’s assertion that the 
high number of Scottish emigrants to New Zealand brought an 
enthusiasm for volunteer soldiering also holds true for Canada. Yet 
the low figures of native born Scots in the 5th Royal Scots, the 50th 
Gordon Highlanders and the 91st Canadian Highlanders shows that 
being born in Scotland was not a prerequisite to found a Highland-
themed regiment in the Canadian militia. In this, the Canadian-
Scottish military experience seems to have parallels with that of the  



Patrick Watt  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

31 

T
ab

le
 1

: P
la

ce
 o

f B
ir

th
 fo

r 
th

e 
Fo

un
de

rs
 o

f t
he

 S
ix

 M
ili

tia
 R

eg
im

en
ts

*  
  

N
o.

 o
f F

ou
nd

er
s 

Sc
ot

la
nd

 
C

an
ad

a 
E

ls
ew

he
re

 
N

o 
D

at
a 

5t
h 

R
oy

al
 S

co
ts

 
6 

2 
2 

1 
1 

48
th

 H
ig

hl
an

de
rs

 
31

 
15

 
13

 
0 

3 

50
th

 G
or

do
ns

 
12

 
3 

5 
2 

2 

72
nd

 S
ea

fo
rth

s 
18

 
11

 
4 

1 
2 

79
th

 C
am

er
on

s 
51

 
23

 
22

 
2 

4 

91
st

 H
ig

hl
an

de
rs

 
17

 
4 

12
 

0 
1 

 



 Militia Chieftains 
 

 

32 

South African-Scottish, where “when toasts were exchanged in 
bars, the traditional Gaelic ‘Slainte Mhor’ were given by people 
who had never been within 7,000 miles of Oban.”19 
 
 
When ethnicity rather than place of birth is examined the patterns 
change somewhat. The 1901 and 1911 Canadian census returns 
include a section in which the respondents self-reported their 
“racial or tribal origin.”20 Analysis of this data is extremely 
valuable in this study as it allows us to view how the founders 
considered their own ethnicity.   
 
Table 2: Ethnicity of the Founders of the Six Militia 
Regiments21  
 

 
When this data is examined, it becomes clear that 110 out of 135 of 
the founders, across all four regiments, identified themselves as 
being of “Scotch” racial origin. However, the ‘level’ of 
Scottishness is not recorded in the census data. It appears that only 
a direct line through the respondent’s father is counted. This leads 

 # of Founders 
 

Scottish  Other   No Data 

5th Royal Scots 6 4 2 0 

48th Highlanders 31 27 1 3 

50th Gordons 12 8 4 0 

72nd Seaforths 18 14 2 2 

79th Camerons 51 45 2 4 

91st Highlanders 17 12 4 1 



Patrick Watt  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

33 

to possibly skewed results, but gives an interesting insight into the 
minds of those who founded the regiments.  One such man 
claiming Scottish ethnicity was John Robert Grant, a founder of the 
79th Cameron Highlanders of Canada. Grant was born in Ontario in 
1844 and had emigrated to Winnipeg in 1874, the year after the city 
was founded. His obituary, from 1927, recalled him as “one of the 
best known of the Scottish-Canadian citizens of Winnipeg,” whose 
great-grandfather had fought with Prince Charles at Culloden and 
whose “branch of Clan Grant had been Canadians for over 200 
years.”22 Clearly, then, Scottish heritage lived long in the memory. 
The formation of the regiments, then, was as much, if not more so, 
the brainchild of second and third generation Scots immigrants, 
who despite the potential for a mixed ancestral heritage, by and 
large chose to prioritize their Scottishness. 
 Yet, the data shows that ethnicities other than Scots were 
also involved in regimental creation.  Across the regiments, seven 
men identified themselves as being of Irish heritage, seven of 
English heritage and one man as being Welsh. Certainly, in the case 
of Charles Wentworth Sarel, a founder of the 72nd Seaforth 
Highlanders, Scottish heritage was claimed despite the founder 
being born in London to English parents. Sarel did, however, have 
other Scottish connections: his children were educated at Dollar 
Academy in Clackmannanshire. His eldest son enlisted into the 
16th Battalion (Canadian Scottish) of the Canadian Expeditionary 
Force, dying in April 1915 in the Second Battle of Ypres. 
 
Scottish Associational Culture 
It has been established that the majority of the founders of the 
Highland-influenced militia regiments felt Scottish in one way or 
another. One of the ways Scots-Canadians celebrated their 
Scottishness was through the establishment of “an array of clubs, 
societies and institutions, which regardless of their primary 
purpose, helped to preserve a distinctive Scottish identity within the 
adopted country of residence.”23 These Scottish clubs and societies 
would be the driving force behind the establishment of five out of 
the six militia regiments.24 



 Militia Chieftains 
 

 

34 

 

Table 3: Scottish Societies Involved in the Establishment of the 
Six Regiments 
 
Regiment Scottish Societies Involved  

(Year  of Formation) 

5th Royal Scots (1862) None 

48th Highlanders (1891) St. Andrew’s Society (1836) 
Caledonian Society (1869) 
Sons of Scotland (1876) 
Gaelic Society (1887) 
Caithness Society (1877) 
Orkney and Shetland Society 

50th Gordon Highlanders 
(1913) 

Caledonian Society 
St Andrew’s Society 

72nd Seaforth Highlanders 
(1910) 

Gaelic Society (1908) 
St. Andrew’s Society (1887) 
Caledonian Society (1887) 

79th Cameron Highlanders 
(1909) 

St. Andrew’s Society (1871) 
Highland Society 
Caithness Society 
Sons of Scotland (1876) 
Clan Stewart Society (1871) 
Scottish Amateur Athletic Ass. 
(1906) 

91st Canadian Highlanders 
(1903) 

Sons of Scotland (1876) 
St. Andrew’s Society (1876) 
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 In Toronto, the officers of the Gaelic Society sent 
invitations to the other Scottish-specific clubs and societies to 
consider “the question of the formation of a highland regiment (to 
wear the kilt) in Toronto.”25 In 1903, the 91st Canadian 
Highlanders were formed by a group of Hamilton Scots who 
gathered “letters promising [the] support of the various Scottish 
societies of the city.”26 It was a similar story in Victoria, Vancouver 
and in Winnipeg, where all fifty-one founders of the 79th Cameron 
Highlanders of Canada represented one or more Scottish-oriented 
society. Indeed, one of the delegates, Donald MacLeod Telford, 
was President of the Highland Society, Honorary President of the 
Caithness Society, a Chieftain of the Scottish Clans of Winnipeg, 
and a President of the St Andrew’s Society.27 Telford was born in 
Wick, Caithness in 1845 and had emigrated to Ontario in 1867 
before moving west to Winnipeg in 1881. In Manitoba, Telford 
quickly became “loyal to the institutions of his adopted country”28 
while “his enthusiasm for auld Scotia made him an effective worker 
in the transplanting of Scottish traditions to his new home land.”29 
Telford’s example, and that of a number of the founders, shows that 
the Scottish societies “were not independent groups operating in 
isolation from a wider ethnic community.”30 The prevalence of 
multiple club membership and the numerous instances when 
Scottish societies came together for a specific purpose, not least the 
creation of Highland regiments, shows that in late-nineteenth and 
early-twentieth century Canada there existed a network of Scots 
and their descendants who were forging “a Scottish national 
identity ‘from away.’’’31 
 In Victoria, Arthur Currie, a founder and first commanding 
officer of the 50th Gordon Highlanders, was made a member of the 
St. Andrew’s and Caledonian Societies in late 1913, around the 
time he assumed command of the new Highland regiment. Despite 
his lack of Scottish background or even distant ethnicity, Currie 
was still asked to respond to the toast of the Gordon Highlanders 
given at the Caledonian Society’s St. Andrew’s Day dinner on 30 
November.32  Currie’s acceptance into the wider Scottish family in 
Victoria shows that the inclusive nature of Scottishness mentioned 
by Elizabeth Buettner with respect to India was also prevalent in 
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Canada at the same time.  The offer of Scottishness was extended 
to the founders of the regiments and incorporated men with no 
Scottish ties, who later assumed “Scottish” identities through 
joining Highland regiments.33 
 The role of the Scottish societies in the raising of the 
regiments was not confined to ideological support. In many cases, 
the actual cost of establishing the unit was borne by the founders.  
At a meeting of the founders of the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders in 
Vancouver in 1910, James Macdonnell “offered his services as 
Chairman of a Committee to collect subscriptions for the outfitting 
of the proposed Highland regiment.”34 The committee was 
successful, raising $25,000 for the regiment “with the co-operation 
of the Scottish societies.”35 It was a similar story in Winnipeg.  
William Grassie reported to the Winnipeg Free Press that the 
officers were doing nobly in raising the $25,000 they needed to 
raise the 79th Cameron Highlanders, “but it will require an heroic 
effort on the part of Scottish citizens to assist in putting this corps 
on a sound financial basis.”36 This was an enormous sum of money, 
the equivalent to over $580,000 in 2013. The Scots of Winnipeg 
and Vancouver rallied to the call, one in particular doing sterling 
service for the 79th Camerons.  Lieutenant Colonel Robert 
McDonnell Thomson, a future commanding officer of both the 79th 
Cameron Highlanders and the 43rd (Cameron Highlanders of 
Canada) Battalion of the CEF, donated $2,500 of his own money in 
order to buy uniforms and equipment for the militia battalion.37 
 It is clear, then, that Scottish clubs, societies, organizations 
and institutions were instrumental in the creation of Highland 
regiments in the Canadian militia in the first fifteen years of the 
twentieth century.  The large number of regimental founders who 
were members of these societies, particularly in the cases of the 
48th Highlanders and 79th Cameron Highlanders, is testimony to 
this importance.  Scottish society membership was not only open to 
native-born Scots but was multi-generational, encompassing their 
descendants too.  The constitution of the St. Andrew’s Society of 
Toronto, written in 1835, describes its membership criteria as 
“Scotchmen, and the Children, Grand Children, and great-Grand 
Children, of Natives of Scotland, shall be admitted as resident 
Members of the Society, [and] all resident Members [are] to be 
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considered as natives of Scotland.”38  So, not only were 
descendants of Scots invited to join, but they were then deemed to 
be as “Scottish” as native-born Scots.  Membership of a Scottish 
society was clearly a way in which some Canadian-born men of 
Scottish descent could reinforce their Scottish identity.  That 
Scottish identity was manifested in the celebration of overtly 
Scottish cultural icons such as Burns Suppers, St. Andrew’s Night 
Celebrations, Highland Games and Scottish sports such as shinty 
and curling.  The introduction of pipe bands and Scottish music to 
the celebrations tied “Scottish games with the patriotic sense of 
Empire” and became a “potent symbol connecting the games with 
late Victorian militarism.”39  When it was realized that Highland 
army regiments could be replicated in a colonial setting, this above 
all tied the Scottish in Canada and their descendants to the martial 
power of Scotland, and used one of Scotland’s most successful 
exports, the image of the Highland soldier, to reinforce their own 
Scottish identity.  The numerous Scottish-specific clubs and 
societies were already the focal point of the Scottish communities 
and it was unsurprising that they took the lead in establishing 
Highland regiments in their Canadian homes. 
 
Social Status 
In recent studies, the role of the Scottish societies has been 
examined from a different angle, one which is particularly relevant 
to the raising of the Highland regiments of the Canadian militia.  
Michael Vance argues that “nineteenth and early twentieth-century 
Canadian celebrations of Scottish culture are best understood in 
terms of exercise of power and influence.”40 If this was the case, 
then it would follow that a large number of the members of the 
various St. Andrews, Caledonian and other benevolent societies 
would be men of wealth and good standing in their communities. 
As a large number of the founders of the four militia regiments 
were members of Scottish societies across Canada, this presents an 
excellent example to examine whether Vance’s theory holds true, 
and whether the establishment of the regiments were an extension 
of this exercise of power and influence. 
 While the majority of early Scottish societies in Canada 
were established with philanthropy as their outward driving force, it 
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has been said that “these acts of charity . . . can also be viewed as 
reinforcing elite control.”41 Certainly, that charity was qualified: 
only Scots or their descendants could apply for the various forms of 
relief offered and, in many cases, the organizations only “wanted to 
help the ‘good poor.’”42 Often, only those who were deemed 
deserving members of the Scots community were given financial 
handouts and even then only after close scrutiny from a panel 
consisting of members of the assisting society.   
 An examination of the occupations of the 135 founders, 
taken from the Canadian census collections, gives an indication of 
their social class and influence. I have divided the occupations of 
the founders into nine groups: unemployed, unskilled workers, 
skilled workers, agricultural workers, clerical and sales workers, 
managers, merchants, professionals, and gentlemen. As Table 4 
shows, in each of the regiments the majority of the founders were 
classed as being in the managerial, merchant, and professional 
classes. The data shows that of the 135 founders, none were 
unskilled workers and only four worked in skilled occupations such 
as carpenters, bakers and tailors. Indeed, only twenty-six of the 
founders whose occupations can be ascertained worked in 
occupations ranked under managerial level and nine of those were 
farmers, mainly in Manitoba, who almost certainly owned their 
own land. Eighty-three percent of the founders of the 5th Royal 
Scots, 80 percent of the founders of the 48th Highlanders and 50th 
Gordon Highlanders, 69 percent of the founders of the 72nd 
Seaforth Highlanders, 59 percent of those who founded the 79th 
Cameron Highlanders, and 87.5 percent of the founders of the 91st 
Canadian Highlanders were part of the established Canadian middle 
and upper classes.  
 So, the majority of the founders of the regiments were, 
indeed, members of the Canadian social elite and exerted their 
influence in deciding who among their communities received poor 
relief. Indeed, a list of the founders of these four regiments reads as 
a veritable ‘who’s who’ of late Victorian and Edwardian Canadian 
society. The founders of the 79th Cameron Highlanders count 
among their number men of influence such as Sir Hugh John 
MacDonald, son of the first prime minister of Canada; Sir Daniel 
Macmillan, the Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba from 1900 to  
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1911; and Sir William Methven Whyte, the Vice-President of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway. The 50th Gordon Highlanders were 
created and administered by such luminaries as Israel Wood 
Powell, the founder of the University of British Columbia and 
George Milne, a director of the National Life Assurance Company 
of Canada. In Vancouver, the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders counted 
among their creators men of “financial standing” and “public spirit” 
such as Dr Simon Tunstall, a past president of the Canadian 
Medical Association and College of Physicians; Guy Hamilton 
Kirkpatrick, son of Sir George Kirkpatrick, former Speaker of the 
Canadian House of Commons; and Henry Ogle Bell-Irving, a 
salmon-canning magnate from the Scottish borders who made a 
fortune in British Columbia.43 The 91st Canadian Highlanders 
founders were largely drawn from the upper echelons of Hamilton 
society and counted among their number William Alexander Logie, 
later Major General in the First World War and grandson of the 
founder of Queen’s University.   
 The power and influence these men could exert was clearly 
huge.  Yet for them their membership of the Scottish societies had a 
dual focus. In the first instance, it provided them, both native-born 
Scots and those who were descendants, with a platform on which to 
celebrate their Scottishness through the commemoration of national 
holidays, events and heroes, while simultaneously reinforcing 
Scottish identity. Second, the St. Andrew’s, Caledonian and other 
fraternal societies served these men as a meeting place of minds 
and where business was conducted at the highest level. As 
Bourbeau notes: “they were forming a strong network, a 
community of powerful and influential men who considered 
themselves as such and established a social and spatial distance 
between themselves and the rest of society.”44 As this distance 
between the members of the Scottish societies and the rest of 
Canadian society grew so did the level of power and influence they 
could exert. 
 In this context, the establishment of Highland regiments 
seems to be a prime example of the “Scottish bourgeoisie” in 
Canada displaying their power. Vance contends that the Scottish 
societies sought to “link themselves with patriotism and the British 
Empire” which is “seen most clearly in the establishment of 



Patrick Watt  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

41 

Highland Games in Canada.”45 While Highland games are 
undoubtedly important, I would take this further, and suggest that 
the formation of militia regiments based upon, and often carbon 
copies of, the Highland regiments in the British Army is a clearer 
indication of patriotic links with imperial Britain. The 
establishment of these regiments is an example of some Scots-
Canadians of significant influence and wealth “demonstrat[ing] 
power and loyalty in a broader imperial context.”46 
 
Military Experience 
While participation in Scottish associational culture was the vehicle 
by which the six militia regiments were founded, a further factor in 
choosing to become involved in the foundation process was 
military experience, although it was by no means a prerequisite. 
Among the founders of the 5th Royal Scots of Canada, Havilland 
LeMesurier Routh alone had seen militia service, with the Montreal 
Rifle Battalion in the 1840s. In the case of the 48th Highlanders of 
Toronto, Dr James Thorburn had previously served as the Surgeon 
Major of the Queen’s Own Rifles and Wilbur Henderson was a 
captain in the 34th Militia Regiment at the time of the regiment’s 
formation. The founder who was chosen to become the 48th 
Highlanders first commanding officer was James Irvine Davidson. 
A native of Aberdeenshire, Davidson had served in diverse 
volunteer militia units such as the 7th Aberdeenshire Rifle Corps, 
the London Scottish, the Uxbridge Yeomanry, and the 10th Royal 
Regiment of Toronto Volunteers.47 
 In Victoria, Israel Wood Powell, one of the main founders 
of the 50th Gordon Highlanders, had a history of militia 
organization. Shortly after arriving in Victoria from Montreal in 
1860, Powell was involved in the formation of the Victoria 
Volunteer Rifle Corps, and soon reached the rank of Lieutenant 
Colonel.48 Once permission had been secured for establishing the 
regiment three of the founders—Powell, George Milne and Peter 
Riddell—sought out experienced army officers to continue the 
founding process and staff the regiment.  Arthur Currie, a real 
estate broker, was the commanding officer of the 5th Canadian 
Garrison Artillery and was joined in the early days of the regiment 
by David Donald, a former member of the 2nd Lanarkshire 
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Volunteers who had seen active service as a medical officer in the 
British Army in the Somaliland Expedition of 1898 and in Uganda 
from 1900 to 1901.49  Following Currie from the 5th Canadian 
Garrison Artillery was Englishman, Captain Robert Percy Clark.  
Clark had seen service with the Volunteer Battalion and later 
Volunteer Service Company of the Royal Fusiliers and later had 
joined the Rand Rifles in South Africa.50  As a Boer War veteran, 
Clark was an ideal choice for the position of adjutant of the 50th 
Gordon Highlanders. 
 In Vancouver, the founders had similar military experience.  
When the regiment was being established, its Scottish nature 
attracted four officers from the 6th Duke of Connaught’s Own 
Rifles, another Vancouver militia regiment.  Major Duff Stuart, 
Captain Archibald Rowan, Captain John Tait, and Lieutenant James 
Sclater were all born in Scotland and transferred to the 72nd 
Seaforth Highlanders, bringing with them valuable experience of 
the workings of the Canadian militia. One of the earliest founders 
of the Canadian Seaforths was Lieutenant Guy Kirkpatrick, a 
twelve-year veteran of Lord Strathcona’s Horse and the 2nd 
Canadian Mounted Rifles cavalry regiments, who had been on 
active operations in South Africa.51 Another founder of the 
regiment was Lieutenant Colonel Robert Leckie, a colleague of 
Kirkpatrick in the 2nd Canadian Mounted Rifles, and veteran of the 
Mad Mullah’s War and the Somaliland Expedition of 1904 to 
1906.52 
 The founders of the 79th Cameron Highlanders in 
Winnipeg also had a large number of men with military experience, 
including some who had seen active service in Canada. Sir Daniel 
Macmillan, later Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba, had early 
ambitions of being a career soldier.  Macmillan served on the 
Niagara Frontier in 1864, in the Fenian Raid of 1866, and came 
west in 1870 with the Wolesley Expedition during the Red River 
Rebellion. After settling in Winnipeg, Macmillan joined the 95th 
Winnipeg Rifles of the Canadian militia, fought in the North-West 
Rebellion of 1885, and became that regiment’s commanding officer 
in 1887.53 Also migrating west with the Wolesley Expedition was 
Sir Hugh John Macdonald who served as a private soldier in the 
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16th Company of the 1st Ontario Rifles before becoming a founder 
member of the 95th Winnipeg Rifles in 1885.54   
 The 91st Canadian Highlanders in Hamilton, Ontario also 
had a number of ex-military men as part of their founding 
committee. The main instigator of the regiment, William Alexander 
Logie, had served in the 13th Royal Hamilton Regiment of 
Canadian militia since 1893, and Edwin Adolphus Dalley had 
served in the same regiment in the Fenian Raids of 1866.   
 The formation of militia regiments also created 
opportunities for military-minded founders to gain advancement by 
obtaining commissions in their regiments.  Peter Riddell, founder 
of the 50th Gordons, was appointed Honorary Quartermaster of the 
new regiment, the same position that Duncan Campbell MacGregor 
assumed in the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders. Sir Douglas Colin 
Cameron was appointed Honorary Lieutenant Colonel of the 79th 
Cameron Highlanders to which he had contributed significant time 
and money.  The 91st Canadian Highlanders, of all the regiments, 
are the best example of career advancement. An examination of the 
Canadian Militia and Defence Force List for October 1904, a year 
after the formation of the regiment, reveals five of the founders in 
operational positions with the 91st Highlanders. William Logie was 
appointed Lieutenant Colonel; James Moodie was appointed 
Honorary Lieutenant Colonel; James Chisholm took over the role 
of paymaster, and Walter Stewart and Roy Moodie were serving as 
Lieutenants.55  Indeed this form of social advancement has been 
suggested as a reason for the formation of the regiments.56 As 
James Wood has noted,  
 

social activities, public displays, and other spectacles 
seem to have occupied an inordinate amount of time, 
unless one considers the value of these activities in 
establishing links with the wider community and 
fostering recruitment. Examples of these occasions 
include reviews by imperial visitors, annual 
inspections, the hosting of visits by regiments of other 
cities, and parades whenever the occasion warranted 
one, including civic holidays, the Queen’s birthday, or 
Sunday Church Services.57 
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Religious Denomination 
Analysis of the Canadian census collections gives an indication of 
the religion of the 135 founders.  Primarily, all of the founders were 
Christians and were split into six groups: Presbyterians, Anglicans, 
Methodists, Unitarians, Baptists and Roman Catholics. There was 
only one founder who identified with the Roman Catholic religion: 
James Alexander Macdonnell of the 72nd Seaforth Highlanders. 
 In all the regiments except the 50th Gordon Highlanders, 
Presbyterianism was the dominant religion. In that regiment, a 
number of the founders, such as Arthur Currie, Robert Clark and 
Garnet Hughes were recruited for their military abilities rather than 
their ethnic or imagined Scottishness, which led to an increase in 
the number of founders who adhered to other religions. The data in 
Table 5 goes some way to agreeing with Hinson’s analysis of the 
Scots in Toronto where “being Presbyterian and Scottish went hand 
in hand.”58 Church attendance among Presbyterians was high and 
“in terms of how Scottish culture was represented . . . adherence to 
the Presbyterian church must be considered one of the primary 
means.”59 
 Each of the regiments sought to recruit a Presbyterian 
minister to act as the regimental chaplain. The chaplain ministered 
to the troops as needed and held regular services at their churches 
in each of the cities. A further example of the chaplain’s role was to 
consecrate the regimental colours at their presentation ceremonies. 
The colours, the very fabric of the regiment, were blessed in the 
Presbyterian faith. Indeed, following the return of the regiment to 
Winnipeg in 1919 the colours of the 43rd Battalion, Canadian 
Expeditionary Force (Cameron Highlanders of Canada) were 
presented to St Stephen’s Presbyterian Church in Winnipeg who 
declared that “they will be placed in position on the wall 
immediately behind the pulpit and will be guarded with the greatest 
care and veneration.”60 
 The Scottish societies tended to highlight “distinct elements 
of the Scottish culture and history—the Scottish education system 
and Presbyterian culture, for instance—and that gave the members 
a sense of uniqueness, a sense of belonging to a community sharing 
a common past.”61  This adherence to the religion of Scotland, both  
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for native born Scots and Scots-Canadians, reinforced their sense of 
Scottish identity in the same way as the clubs and societies, by 
grouping them together with like-minded individuals who held the 
same values.  In this case, those values were education and piety 
which in turn would lead to “success and fulfillment” in life.62 
 Those last values were immortalized in literature by Ralph 
Connor in his works Glengarry Schooldays and The Man from 
Glengarry. Connor was better known to the citizens of Winnipeg as 
Dr. Charles William Gordon, the minister of the St. Stephen’s 
Presbyterian Church. In addition to his literary career, Connor also 
gave the first church service in May 1910 to the 79th Cameron 
Highlanders, and continued to act as their chaplain until the 
outbreak of war.63 In 1915, Connor travelled to Britain as chaplain 
of the 43rd Cameron Highlanders of Canada (CEF) and was a later 
moderator of the Canadian Presbyterian General Assembly. 
 Presbyterianism led the Scots to “plant among the nations 
of the future the seeds of learning, of true religion, and manly 
national character.”64  One of these nations of the future was 
Canada, and the establishment of regiments of soldiers dressed as 
Scots and acting as Scots was the very embodiment of masculine 
national character. 
 
Political Affiliation 
The Scots have had a long and enduring effect on the politics of 
Canada. Evans shows that “politically articulate Scots made their 
appearance in the British colonies which are today Canada towards 
the end of the eighteenth century.”65 In the period immediately after 
the confederation of Canada in 1867, Scots headed the new national 
government, first through Conservative John A. MacDonald, and 
then Liberal Alexander Mackenzie, despite Scots making up only 
16 percent of the Canadian population.66 Indeed, this shows that 
there was no one Scottish political affiliation.  They existed in 
different parts of Canada as Liberals and Conservatives. Evans 
shows that religion was a strong determinant of which political 
party Scotsmen in Canada would follow: typically Scots who 
conformed to the Presbyterian and Anglican faiths were more 
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conservative than those of secessionist churches who tended to be 
more liberal.67   
 Iarocci has noted that in the pre-1914 period “Canada’s 
military was indeed heavily politicised, with entire regiments often 
identified as Liberal or Conservative bastions.”68  Indeed, O’Brien 
has suggested that “local units were ‘political machines’ . . . with 
even minor appointments being doled out as political patronage.”69  
The political leanings of twenty of the founders of the six militia 
regiments are known.  Of those, fifteen were members of the 
Liberal Party and five members of the Conservatives, with the latter 
grouped solely into the founders of the 48th Highlanders and 79th 
Cameron Highlanders.  Indeed, several of the founders took very 
active roles in local and national liberal politics.   Sir Daniel 
MacMillan and Sir Douglas Colin Cameron, both founders of the 
79th Cameron Highlanders, controlled the governorship of 
Manitoba for the Liberals from 1900 to 1916.  William 
Hallyburton, also of the 79th Cameron Highlanders, was for 
twenty-five years a member of the Manitoba Liberal Executive 
Committee and was the secretary of the Scottish Home Rule 
Association.  George Lawson Milne, a founder of the 50th Gordon 
Highlanders, was also president of the Victoria Liberal Association, 
and many other founders of each of the regiments were members of 
local assemblies and legislatures. 
 The Conservatives who founded the Highland regiments 
were equally prominent in the Canadian political sphere.  Of the 
three who have been identified as having contributed to the 
founding of the 79th Cameron Highlanders, one, prominent 
Winnipeg lawyer Sir Hugh John Macdonald, was the son of the 
first Conservative prime minister of a united Canada.  Sir Hugh was 
appointed a minister in the short-lived Conservative government of 
Sir Charles Tupper, in no small part due to the efforts of Tupper’s 
son, James, who was also Sir Hugh’s partner in law in Winnipeg.70  
Another Conservative was Thomas William Taylor, who was 
mayor of Winnipeg from 1893 to 1894 and who served in the 
Manitoba Legislative Assembly from 1900 to 1914.71 
 Largely, the Scots in Canada viewed themselves as part of 
the greater British Empire.  They maintained, argues Morris, “what 
can only be described as an apolitical loyalism,” paying their 
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“respect to the powers that be and avoid[ing] any radicalism.”72  
Many of the founders, such as Henry Bell-Irving of the 72nd 
Seaforth Highlanders, could best be classed as “imperialists;” 
Macdonald asserts that “Henry Bell-Irving was both a Briton and a 
Scot but not, in any discernible way, a Canadian.”73  This feeling of 
imperial Britishness in Canada served to promote the establishment 
of militia regiments in the first years of the twentieth century.  The 
feeling of Scottishness meant that when Scots founded the 
regiments they drew on the martial tradition of their ancestors.  As 
Edward Spiers has asserted, “Highland imagery had become 
emblematic of a Scottish cultural and national identity, intertwined 
with a British identity and wedded to an imperial cause.”74 
 
Conclusion 
This article has attempted to refocus the debate on Scottish 
diasporic units in Canada onto the individuals who formed the 
regiments.  While the number of native-born Scots who were 
involved in the regiments’ creation fluctuated between 23-61 
percent of the total number, those founders who identified 
themselves as of “Scotch” racial origin were consistently in the 
majority, often overwhelmingly so.  Yet Scottish heritage was by 
no means a prerequisite for involvement in the formation of 
Scottish military formations abroad.  The inclusive nature of 
Scottishness in the imperial context meant that other nationalities 
could assume Scottish identities through their participation in 
Scottish associational culture and, by extension, the formation of 
the regiments. 
 Scottish-focused associations took the lead in establishing 
the regiments after the rise in popularity of organized Scottishness 
in the 1880s.  This rise coincided with increases in the popular 
image of the Highland soldier and of military spending in Canada, 
and in the first decade of the twentieth century, increases in 
international diplomatic tension.  However, in Canada, these 
reasons for the formation of Scottish-themed regiments are 
tempered with a pragmatism not seen elsewhere in the dominions.  
The wave of manifestations of Scottish military traditions following 
the appointment of the Marquis of Lorne to the position of 
governor general in 1878 suggests that, at least in part in the early 
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years, Scottish formations were formed to curry favour with 
establishment figures. 
 This is not to neglect the importance of the role of Scottish 
clubs, societies and organizations in the establishment of highland 
regiments in the Canadian militia.  These societies took a front seat 
not only in organizing the regiments but also in fundraising, 
recruitment and the selection of officers.  The society-regimental 
relationship was mutually beneficial: the regiments received 
support and the founders enhanced their social status and prestige, 
in several cases by taking appointments as regimental officers or 
honorary colonels.   Membership of the societies, and thus taking 
part in the formation of the regiments, can also be seen as a display 
of power.  The founders had, through the Scottish societies, a 
platform on which to celebrate their Scottishness and as the 
visibility of Scottish imperial regiments increased, the founders in 
Canada sought a military outlet for their own Scottishness.  While 
Vance has suggested that the Scottish societies sought a link to 
patriotism and empire through the establishments of highland 
games, I would contend that the establishment of regiments based 
on, and often copies of, imperial Highland regiments is a clearer 
indication of both aspects. 
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THINK ME BACK 
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Catherine Forde’s Think Me Back (2001) is a children’s novel that 
explores the links between the historical past and the shaping of 
identity, both individual and national, within twenty-first century 
Scotland. As part of the so-called “democratisation of history,” 
Tony Watkins refers to the move away from history as grand 
narrative “to focus on personal, cultural and national identity.”1 
This postmodern popularization of history into a series of 
subjective mini-narratives is further explored by Richard J. Evans, 
who writes that “history . . . at the beginning of the twenty-first 
century, is about identity, about who we are and where we came 
from.”2 Exploring individual and national selfhood becomes ever 
more crucial “at a time when other sources of identity such as class 
and region have declined” since “history is stepping in to fill the 
gap.”3 For Evans, the role of history in “constructing national 
identity” is “nowhere more” vital “than in England, where the 
decline of the idea of British unity in the face of resurgent Welsh 
and Scottish nationalism on the one hand and growing integration 
into Europe on the other, have left the English wondering who on 
earth they are.”4 Apart from Evans’s overly pessimistic view of 
devolution in Britain and the anxiety surrounding the undermining 
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of Englishness, the point about history’s importance in the 
underpinning of national identity is certainly helpful in a 
consideration of post-devolution Scotland. As a female writer of 
children’s fiction, Forde’s work, then, forms part of a wider 
dialogue that helps to shape Scotland’s future citizens by offering 
them alternatives to monophonic grand narratives. Significantly, 
women’s writing in post-devolution Scotland is considered to be a 
contributing factor to the “democratisation of history,” since it is 
regarded as response to “a culture previously more accessible to 
male Scottish writers.”5 Instead of mimicking a traditional 
Caledonia, contemporary writers like Forde are responding to a 
dynamically reconfigured nation of pluralistic cosmopolitan 
intention which, according to Gerrard Carruthers rejects “any 
attempt to forge a coherent, unitary national identity.”6 As such, 
Forde’s narrative voices a reconfigured alternative Scotland of 
polyphonic potential. 

Forde’s text traces the psychogeographical journey of its 
eleven-year-old protagonist Pete Smeaton from his familiar London 
home to the unfamiliar relocation of Clydebank, on the peripheries 
of Glasgow. As a new arrival, his voice becomes part of this new 
homeland, symbolizing post-devolution Scotland’s diversity and 
cosmopolitan citizenship that strives to accommodate all of those 
residing within it. In her discussion of children’s fiction, Adrienne 
Gavin considers how “an ostensibly realist past is introduced into a 
realist present. Links to the past occur through quirks of fantasy or 
possible fantasy, by means of the supernatural, time-slips, dreams, 
or the power of the imagination.”7 She continues to argue that,  

The child protagonists, as ‘writers’, re-create 
through their imaginations a history they have 
never experienced while in turn their creators . . . 
necessarily rely on textualized narrativizations of 
history in order to create their own imagined 
version of the past.8 

Similarly, Forde makes use of time-slips, dreams and 
supernatural happenings in order to bring Pete closer to his 
relocated home, cope with and accept his resultant shifting identity, 
and learn about the history of this as yet unfamiliar space. The 
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chronotopic time-slip functions as a threshold at the moment of 
crisis for Pete, spiralling him toward a bildung journey. Think Me 
Back parallels different time periods in the same Scottish setting—
contemporary and during the Second World War—with a view to 
educating the protagonist about himself and others which, in turn, 
pedagogically affects its intended reader to identify with the 
characters. Similarly, Arthea J. S. Reed notes that “one of the 
exciting aspects of young adult fiction is its ability to make history 
come to life,” since “adolescents need to read books with 
adolescent characters from different times and cultures with whom 
they can empathize.”9 Within the narrative, Pete represents that 
struggle to move out of one’s comfort zone and reach an 
understanding of difference, gained through his geographical 
relocation to a different culture and, intermittently, through a 
historical time shift. As Gavin has already indicated, time-slip 
fiction foregrounds history as textual narrativization and, as such, 
Forde’s characters link history to fiction, conscious of “stories”10 
about the Blitz. 

When his father, an unemployed architect, is offered a job 
in Clydebank, Pete experiences the childhood trauma of losing best 
friends and the reassurance of familiar surroundings. We are 
introduced to him just as he moves there “from London. That was 
just yesterday.”11 Freud’s term for the uncanny, the unheimlich, is 
that which is unhomely or unfamiliar, which describes Pete’s sense 
of unease at being relocated. It is symbolic that Pete’s father is an 
architect because Forde’s entire narrative pivots around 
psychological concepts of home’s familiarity offset by its uncanny 
double of home as unfamiliar threat. The uncanny is unsettling, as 
Nicholas Royle reminds us because it “is not simply an experience 
of strangeness or alienation” but “is a peculiar commingling of the 
familiar and unfamiliar” which “can consist in a sense of 
homeliness uprooted, the revelation of something unhomely at the 
heart of hearth and home.”12 Pete’s recently relocated Scottish 
family home is haunted by its Victorian ghostly other half, which 
was destroyed in the Second World War Blitz. The home’s 
Victorian shadow is undoubtedly dogged by such gothic narratives 
as Robert Louis Stevenson’s Strange Case of Dr Jekyll and Mr 
Hyde (1886), existing as a palimpsest beneath its twenty-first 



 Many Different Voices and Accents 
 

 

58 

century façade and serving to indicate the disturbances at the heart 
of the contemporary home. The loss of home haunts Forde’s text: 
the loss that Pete initially feels at losing his familiar London home 
parallels the historical loss to a wartime community that “suffered a 
ferocious night blitz which damaged all but seven of Clydebank’s 
houses and left 35,000 of its 47,000 inhabitants homeless.”13 

When Pete time-travels back to the wartime childhood of 
Beth Winters (an 11-year-old girl existing in 1940s Clydebank 
during the Blitz), he witnesses the destruction raging within 
society, much like the crumbling decay central to Dr Jekyll’s home, 
for “as far as his eyes could see were jagged buildings, ruined, 
burning.”14  Not unlike rotten teeth, these razed buildings depict the 
vulnerability of the home: it symbolizes the wider threat to the 
nation’s hearth when it fails to provide shelter to external forces 
beyond its control. The devastation caused by bombings of civilian 
areas during the Second World War leaves its epochal mark on the 
new twenty-first century, causing unsettlement: “Pete stood in the 
ruins of the bombed house and looked up at what had once been the 
internal walls of a house that joined on to his own new house” and 
he “shivered” for “the room markings on the jagged exposed walls 
stood out vividly despite the attempts of sprouting weeds to hide 
the evidence of an existence torn down by the giant hand of war.”15 
At the close of Forde’s novel the wreck of the destroyed half of 
Pete’s house is finally smoothed over so that his family home 
stands firmly on its own: “The jagged ruins of Beth’s former home 
had finally been cleared . . . they had filled the bomb crater with 
new soil and laid the seeds to a garden which would burst into 
flower in time for summer.”16 Clearing the foundations of past 
destruction and planting the seeds of new growth allows this 
contemporary family to move forward and recognize the 
importance of the home as a space in which to journey forwards 
into a more settled future. Notably, Pete’s newfound friend is called 
Dunny, and we learn that “it means a cellar, but in Australian it 
means toilet:”17 the cellar, of course, is a key aspect of the 
unheimlech in its representation of the psyche, since basements are 
common literary tropes that represent homely disturbances, such as 
Angela Carter’s “The Bloody Chamber” or the cellar housing 
Miranda in John Fowles’s The Collector. Making use of “the 
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supernatural, time-slips, dreams, or the power of the imagination,” 
Forde relocates Pete to a place steeped in narrative, for “there’s a 
bit of a story about this house. I don’t know all the details yet, but 
it’s to do with history; what happened to Clydebank during the 
Second World War.”18  Just as Pete and Beth are linked in space 
and time, so too is Pete’s house haunted by its historical 
doppelganger insofar as it is the remaining half of a semi-detached 
Victorian villa, a period steeped in gothic literature. The traumatic 
scarring of the Blitz has left a palimpsest of the bombed part of the 
semi-detached, in a similar way to an amputee feeling their lost 
phantom limb. The chronotopic link between these time jumps, 
characters and houses is “a small door in the wall of the cupboard” 
within which exists “a narrow brick tunnel.”19 Pete has discovered a 
spatio-temporal tunnel in which he overcomes his fear of dark 
places with cobwebs and becomes Beth’s heroic saviour by helping 
her to find her lost box of treasured keepsakes, linking her to her 
lost mother who “had packed a box of things to remind Beth of 
home.”20  

Pete’s rich imagination and creativity (“he planned where 
he would put his books and lean his guitar,”)21 combined with 
Forde’s use of time-slips and supernatural happenings, leads him to 
encounter Beth. As Gavin asserts, “the child protagonists, as 
‘writers’” recreate a historical event, just as Forde recreates her 
version of the past. Thus present and past collide in a 
historiographic metafiction that seeks to decentralize London’s 
dominant role in British histories of World War Two and to 
reposition it within unwritten accounts. History becomes 
fundamental in the shaping of perceptions of the Scottish nation 
and Pete’s new relocated position within it: Pete confirms his 
hitherto southern ignorance to his new-found friend Dunny that “all 
I knew about the war, till now . . . was that London was bombed 
and kids got sent away from the cities.”22. As a marginalized 
subject within the United Kingdom, Dunny confirms the hegemony 
at play in Pete’s lack of knowledge, by observing that “all the 
history books just talk about London, London, London . . . Haven’t 
you heard about the Blitz in Coventry either?”23 Forde, then, is not 
forcing a solely Scottish perspective here but, on the contrary, is 
alluding to the centralized stranglehold that London has on shaping 
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reality, leaving others, such as Clydebank and Coventry on the 
periphery of historical accounts. Crucially, Pete’s relocation occurs 
at the beginning of the twenty-first century, just as Scotland’s 
transition towards a devolved nation is underway: as the boy is 
moved away from London by Forde in a bid to decentralize the 
capital as a central authority, so too is devolution an attempt to 
redistribute power from Westminster to Holyrood. The 
bildungsroman of the individual, then, is mirrored in the nation’s 
development and self-formation in a new post-devolutionary space. 
Forde parallels historical narrative with contemporary events in her 
time-slip text as a means of educating her protagonist about the 
past, but also so that he can draw comparisons with his own life, 
which is a common trait in historical fiction. Evans alludes to 
contemporary fiction’s main intention being, not to “re-create a past 
world,” but “to address present-day concerns by putting them in a 
past context.”24 

Pete’s relocation North to a hitherto only imagined 
landscape fills him with an alternative reality that he must grow and 
develop into. It is the week before his eleventh birthday, a key age 
for the heroes and heroines of children’s literature. For instance, 
Will Stanton’s eleventh birthday marks the beginnings of his time 
travelling in Susan Cooper’s The Dark is Rising (1965-77), while 
Harry Potter journeys north to the fantasy realm of Hogwarts. Lisa 
Damour points out that Rowling’s series concerns itself 
predominantly with “the challenges he faces as a preadolescent, a 
developmental period that runs roughly from ages eleven to 
fourteen,” for “Harry’s latency has just about come to an end. 
Indeed, the series kicks off with Harry’s eleventh birthday.”25 
Likewise, the uncertainty of pubescent shape shifting, both 
physically and psychologically, is explored through the dislocation 
of Pete from everything familiar and comfortable to all that is alien 
and unknown. The move is largely traumatic, given the abruptness 
of it, for “Mr Smeaton had turned up at school two days ago to take 
Pete home to pack and leave for Scotland that very evening. 
Everything had happened as quickly as that.”26  Without any time 
to say proper farewells to his friends, “here he was, two days later, 
standing in his new garden in Clydebank worrying about starting 
yet another school—in a different country for goodness sake where 
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everyone spoke with a Scottish accent.”  Self and other are 
effectively reversed, as Pete shifts from being part of the 
centralised established norm to becoming himself an alterity, for 
“nobody would understand him. And they would tease him about 
his London voice, even more than his dad did.”27  As such, his 
journey North is a symbolic rite of passage that affords him space 
to discover his emerging self and re-evaluate notions of home. He 
is, after all, in many ways returning home insofar as he is “only 
half-English”28  on his mother’s side, yet his father’s land is 
uncannily unfamiliar to him. By returning to his father’s home, Pete 
mirrors Scotland’s devolution in 1999, in effect a journey towards a 
new future that contains elements of its previous state prior to 1707. 
While he may be linked genealogically to the Scottish nation, it is 
geopolitically foreign terrain. Pete experiences a chronotopic 
moment of crisis and epiphany that allows him to move forward to 
a reconfigured selfhood. Common in ‘tweenage’ and Young Adult 
fiction, “these time spaces of crisis and transition readily produce 
fictional characters on the border between childhood and 
maturity.”29 Pete’s spatio-temporal journey enables a renegotiated 
identity to emerge within a bildungsroman, a type of novel that 
reflects an educational coming of age and self-development. It is 
through that maturation that Pete can participate in his relocated 
home and become a new citizen of a reconfigured post-devolution 
Scotland. 

Home, then, becomes uncanny, which is further 
emphasised by his supernatural encounters with Beth. The 
dislocation brought about by military conflict is mirrored in the 
contemporary anxiety of familial and cultural displacement. 
Sharing the same age and house, though out of time with Pete, Beth 
is ultimately the return of his repressed double since “during the 
war there must have been a girl who lived in the other half of your 
house,”30 and it is no accident that Dunny’s brother “Wee Stookie” 
believes Beth to be Pete’s “sister”.31 The doppelganger effect 
increases when, on the anniversary of the Clydebank Blitz, Pete is 
transported back to that 1941 scene of devastation while he is in the 
air raid shelter, for “her panic became his.”32  Understandably,  
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He could hardly believe what had just happened to 
him in the shelter, and felt deeply shocked. Not 
only because he had somehow gone back in time to 
the past, but also because he realised that he had 
probably experienced the very blast which had 
destroyed Beth’s home.33   

Later that night time converges when Beth pleads for him to come 
out of bed and help her and he awakes to her childhood present 
because “gone from Pete’s perspective were the tiers of post-war 
houses . . . As far as his eyes could see were jagged buildings, 
ruined, burning.”34 While experiencing his own childhood trauma, 
he has been introduced to the trauma faced by Beth, his historical 
peer, and by helping her he enables himself to work through and 
conquer his own fears and uncertainties. Joe Layburn’s Ghostscape 
(2008) is comparable as a time-slip ‘tweenage’ novel, as it also 
links contemporary society with the Second World War. Lay 
parallels the relocation of Aisha, a working-class Somalian girl to 
London’s East End with the plight of Richard, a boy living during 
the London Blitz, and attempts to offer a cosmopolitan conciliation 
between cultures and nations. While grieving the loss of her father, 
who “was just another statistic in Somalia’s civil war,” Aisha 
recognizes her affinity with Richard and his suffering during the 
Blitz, and “felt overcome with anger for the people who start wars: 
the powerful people whose thirst for still more power is never 
satisfied.”35 Like Pete, Aisha realizes that history tends to exclude 
the ordinary person: her father’s “death wasn’t written up in any 
newspaper or announced on television. But he had been my heart’s 
joy” and resolves to counter this with her own narrative, for “I 
would keep my father’s memory alive and Richard’s memory 
too.”36 There are obvious comparisons too with Philippa Pearce’s 
Tom’s Midnight Garden (1958) in which the title’s protagonist 
experiences a similar time-slip that leads him to encounter a girl 
called Hatty. Discussing this text, Matthew Grenby points out that 
“the relationship between childhood and adulthood is a related 
theme, often central to fantasy fiction and particularly time-slip 
novels,” adding that Pearce’s “eponymous hero is a lonely child on 
the verge of adulthood who has been sent away”37 from the 
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familiarity of the parental home. Having built a friendship with the 
Victorian Hatty, it is later disclosed to him that she is in fact an 
elderly neighbour. Initially “devastated”, “slowly he learns to 
reconcile himself to the loss” of his female companion which, in 
turn, shifts him away from an “unhappiness [that] was the result of 
an unwillingness to accept change in his own life.”38 Finally, 
Grenby concludes, “as well as showing that the old were once 
young, Pearce teaches young readers that they cannot hold onto 
childhood forever.”39  

Forde’s narrative is directly comparable in her 
intertextuality of Pearce’s novel, with the traumatized and 
displaced Pete befriending Beth only to discover that she is an old 
woman in the present of the text’s events. But Grenby’s assessment 
of the time-slip device can be developed by arguing that Forde is 
not merely considering Pete’s childhood psychological 
development but, rather, is utilizing this fertile space for the 
exploration of cosmopolitical ethics within post-devolution 
Scotland. Grenby anyway incorrectly assumes that the young/old 
dichotomy is rigidly established yet when Tom talks with the 
elderly Mrs Bartholomew he notes “a gesture, a tone of the voice, a 
way of laughing that reminded him of the little girl in the garden.”40 
Forde’s text similarly examines the crossover between generations, 
so that Pete contains heroic elements more associated with grown-
ups while the aged Beth is nevertheless still very much young at 
heart: “Young Beth? Oh, deep down somewhere I still am. 
Everybody’s young inside.”41 Pete has the vision to recognize this, 
as “in his dreamy state of mind he found the tones of the young 
Beth in the voice of the old woman” and “when he opened his eyes 
Beth’s softly wrinkled face was overlaid with his mind’s image of 
the blue eyed girl.”42 It is particularly in the eyes as “the window to 
the soul” that Pete recognizes Beth’s inner youthfulness and the girl 
who kissed him on the cheek for rescuing her box of memories. 
Simultaneously child and adult in the text, Beth signifies the duality 
at our core, the tension between one’s nascent potential and mortal 
limitations. Again emphasizing their doppelganger position, as 
with Pete’s father, the grown-up Beth’s now retired “husband was 
an architect, like your dad,”43 accentuating the links between them 
both and the significance of home. Both children’s lives are 
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redesigned and planned by being relocated to new homes with their 
fathers—Beth moves to New Zealand and Pete to Scotland which, 
in turn, affects their accents and identities. Beth’s previous 
neighbour was Jamie Milligan, Mr Smeaton’s new boss, who 
concedes that “There is a way through here into the house next 
door. At least there was when I was a lad, and before the Winters’ 
side was bombed,” but “I’ve never actually been through it. Too 
frightened” since “Beth, the girl who lived next door, had me 
convinced that a goblin lived in there. Said it would eat me up if I 
crawled through.”44 Even when older, Milligan continued to be 
afraid to assist Beth, haunted by his childhood impotence, as his 
mother attests: “Mind you do what my Jamie didn’ae manage. Help 
that wee lassie so her poor mother can rest.”45 Milligan himself 
concedes, “Pete, you’re some lad . . . only here one day and you did 
what I could have done if I hadn’t been such a feartie.”46  By 
stepping out of time, Pete and Beth assist in healing each other of 
the trauma caused by loss and displacement in their rapidly 
changing young lives. So Pete explains that “I’m not an evacuee at 
all. Like what you mean. I’ve moved in more than sixty years after 
you were here. I’m for the 21st century,”47 while Beth says, 
“You’ve just come, and I’m about to leave” because “I’m being 
evacuated tomorrow evening. Just me and nobody else.”48  Pete’s 
arrival could imply that Scotland can only solve its problems with 
the help of an English hybrid figure. But Beth’s saviour is Pete 
rather than Milligan because it then connects him to her, just as it 
connects him to his new home. Previously regarding London as the 
centre of his world, he has to shift his Anglocentric focus to accept 
his geographical neighbour, Scotland, as his new home and learn to 
empathize with others. Only by seeing through Beth’s eyes does he 
learn to put his own problems into perspective: she is evacuated, 
loses her mother in the Blitz, and ultimately relocates to New 
Zealand afterwards with her father, while Pete and both of his 
parents move to a new Scottish home. Beth, meaning house in 
Hebrew, is key to his resettlement—experiencing her childhood 
trauma enables him to open the door and fully inhabit his new 
home. 

Further, Pete demonstrates a mature cosmopolitan outlook 
in his distaste for conflict and his desire for humanitarian 
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cooperation regardless of one’s national identity. Transported to a 
period in which civilization is tearing itself apart, including the 
events of the Holocaust, Pete draws attention to humankind’s 
capacity for cruelty and avarice through its power over non-human 
as well as human others. According to Jonathan Sterne, discussing 
Nietzsche, history is a spatiotemporal dialogic exchange and, as 
such, “The voices of the dead had their cultural converse in the ears 
of the not yet born,” resulting in “transgenerational speech, where 
any ‘present’ could address itself to an almost infinite range of 
possible futures.”49  The adult Beth is not deceased, but her past life 
coincides with a historical event that she relates to Pete through her 
ghostly childhood imprint. By speaking through her past child self 
rather than adult frame, this allows a levelling of understanding 
between two different generations while benefitting equally from 
each other’s knowledge. For Rosi Braidotti, “the de-Oedipalization 
of the inter-generational bond of the young to those who preceded 
them” allows both to “join forces across the generational divide by 
working together towards sustainable futures”50 and sharing 
information. For Linda Hall, the house in children’s time-slip 
fiction serves as a trope for intergenerational dialogue, since “the 
houses in these novels enclose layers of past lives that are 
accessible to us if we are sufficiently attuned” because “the living 
nature of the building itself seems to have the power to put the 
imaginative child in touch with its peopled past.”51 The house, 
regarded by Hall as a quintessentially “English ingredient,” is a 
crucial component of a “personal and cultural inheritance.”52 
Forde’s text, however, subsumes this figurative Anglocentric 
emblem to reconfigure cultural identity within post-devolution 
Scotland as Pete’s new home.    

Although based on gothic elements like ghostly apparitions 
of deceased family members, Forde’s historical child is not a ghoul 
but is, rather, an impression of the past living cheek by jowl with 
the present, since “you don’t seem very ghostly just now. I mean 
you’re totally real.”53  Through sharing her childhood trauma, Pete 
is able to see beyond ideological notions of war as well as its 
remoteness and to read the immediacy of its effect on human faces. 
Thus, “Pete had seen pictures on the news, of towns torn open by 
war: Bosnia, Beirut, Kosovo, but he had never experienced the 
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horror of such devastation so close.”54 Reliving the Blitz with Beth 
allows him to adopt a cosmopolitan empathy concerning the 
humanitarian cost of war upon global citizens and to recognize that 
conflicts are not always confined to far-off places and history but 
can also occur on the very doorstep of one’s home. Beth’s adult 
artwork brings home the message of war’s immediacy: rather than 
focusing particularly on battle fronts, her work tends to depict “the 
aftermath of a bomb or a raid,” showing “ruined houses, ruined 
gardens, ruined streets and buildings.”55 Instead of depicting 
military scenes, she paints domestic scenes shattered by conflict, 
while “the people in Beth’s paintings were often children.”56  She 
focuses on carefree childhood interrupted by the harrowing 
knowledge of suffering: “The same faces appeared in all the 
different paintings on display. Those faces were those of Beth 
herself and of Pete.”57 The gap between her childhood and Pete’s is 
diminished as the artist looks out from the canvas warning against 
the danger of history repeating itself in perpetual scenes of 
devastation. Forde, then, is directly commenting upon the atrocities 
of contemporaneous conflicts and the need for conciliation by 
engaging these two children in a conversation that allows the 
convergence of their respective timelines. Think Me Back not only 
permeates national borders but also overcomes a gap between 
centuries through an inter-generational dialogue that enables 
historical events to be viewed through contemporary circumstances. 
In turn, this enables him to recognize that all war affects civilians 
and its arena is somebody’s doorstep, no matter how far the 
distance between here and there. In response to Dunny’s heroic 
masculinist wrongheadedness—“Pretty exciting, eh, all that fightin 
. . . Wish we could have a war”58—Pete offers an alternative 
cosmopolitical perspective, saying  

 
Nah . . . Look at what happens to people like us in 
wars. Supposing we became refugees kicked out of 
our houses, having to leave everything behind and 
walk all the way to another country. And being 
bombed, and tortured, and shot. That’s what 
happens in wars these days. I think it must have 
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been pretty scary in Beth’s time too, especially 
during the Blitz.59  

Ordinary “people like us” are dispossessed by historical and 
contemporary conflict, evicted from their familial and geographical 
homes and subject to the shifting power structures of national 
discourse. Amidst such traumatic hegemony, one’s country may no 
longer allow a feeling of belonging for certain citizens. 

Forde effectively undermines glorified heroism with an 
altogether more humanitarian cosmopolitan ethic that seeks to 
demonstrate, not the difference between us and them, but the 
similarity. Citizens caught up in war, according to Pete, will always 
be “people like us,” regardless of their race or ethnicity, as he 
learns first-hand the personal story of loss and devastation. That is 
precisely why “new entries suddenly appear”60 in “Beth’s 
notebook,”61 in order that the lessons of history be learned to 
prevent a continual repetition of its events down the ages: “it was as 
if Beth was drawing attention to what happened.”62 As well as 
gaining a fuller understanding of his new Scottish home, Pete’s 
time-travel allows him to renegotiate his evolving self within a 
spatiotemporal framework that reflects Grenby’s confirmation that 
“fantasy is extremely well suited to consideration of questions of 
identity” since “the journey to another world, or another time, 
decontextualizes the protagonists, removing them from the 
structures that locate and bind them into a particular role within the 
family, the school, or the larger society.”63 Although existing in a 
realist space, Pete’s journey does transport him to “another world” 
insofar as Scotland is completely alien to all he has previously 
known, while the fantasy element of “another time” returns him to 
1941. This dislocation from the familiar to the unfamiliar or 
uncanny is in keeping with children’s fiction: “they then have to 
discover afresh who they are, and, usually, can return to their 
reality at the end of the novel with a stronger sense of 
themselves.”64 Pete’s dislocation from a sense of familiar home and 
self leads, in turn, to a relocated identity that is happier and wiser, 
and the bildung of his development certainly strengthens his 
character. The stronger sense of self, though, is not a unified 
Cartesian cogito that depends upon rigid ontological self/other 
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dichotomies; rather, Pete’s newfound identity remains fluidly open 
to negotiation, dependent upon his encounters and relationships 
with others. Though “he had been afraid that people would make 
fun of his accent,” when he starts school with Dunny after Easter, 
“he settled in immediately.”65  Instead, “it must have been more 
Scottish than he thought. After a few weeks his mum was asking 
him to repeat things because she couldn’t make out what he was 
saying to her.”66 Part of his evolved identity includes an accentual 
shift that Pete had previously considered utterly alien to himself, 
since he is now speaking in a different voice from the one his 
mother previously knew. As such, “the point is not to know who we 
are, but rather what, at last, we want to become . . . rather than 
Being in its classical modes.”67 This endless nomadic process of 
mobilized becoming rather than a trajectory towards fixed a 
destination signals a poststructuralist “permanent process of 
transition, hybridization and nomadization”68 that is ideally suited 
to pre-adolescent fiction’s concern with the imminent 
metamorphosis of adolescence. Moreover, Scotland’s post-
devolutionary identity is itself in flux, a cartographical movement 
towards multiple possibilities that allow for “de-territorializing”69 
beyond “fixed notions of one’s territory” that are prescriptively 
“deterministic, and also exclusive and intrinsically xenophobic”70 
in order to consider cosmopolitical alternatives to be heard.  

   A significant factor in Pete’s unhappiness is his mother’s 
post-natal depression and the uncertainty of his father’s 
employment success, all of which lead to constant parental rows 
that generate further dislocation within their son. Looking at “his 
mum’s pinched face and tired, shaky voice,” he realized that “she 
looked as though she was going to start crying again. He really 
hated that. Never could get used to it, even though she cried all the 
time these days. Her tears made Pete feel panicky and scared,”71 
and later, “Pete heard tears in his mother’s voice. He didn’t want 
her to cry.”72 Already enduring the displacement of a new 
unfamiliar home, his anchored certainties, including the safety of 
his mother’s strength, have all become unpredictable and dislodged, 
leaving Pete feeling completely at sea without knowing how to 
navigate such vastness. Unlike traditional children’s literature, 
contemporary transitional ‘tweenage’ texts probe social issues, such 
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as dysfunctional families, war, or teenage pregnancy. The position 
of women is at best precarious in Forde’s depiction of gender roles; 
internalizing his father’s perspective, Dunny informs Pete that “my 
mum hates toys lying around . . . M’dad says it’s because she’s a 
New Rotic and he says he likes to keep out of her road and Wee 
Stookie and I should do the same if we’re smart.”73 Dunny’s 
mother is trapped within a Scottish heteropatriarchal definition of 
Woman as Scotland’s hysterical simulacra in order to compensate 
for its own psychological shortcomings as the feminized other of 
England’s centralized norm.74 In turn, Pete applies this phallocratic 
script to his own mother. Just as Beth in her time entered the air 
raid shelter to escape the Blitz, Pete shelters from the storm raging 
within his parents’ embattled marriage, “his mother’s shrill 
angriness punctuated by his father’s deeper tones.”75 Falling asleep 
in a space embedded within conflict and trauma to escape the 
reality of the present, he dreams “that his mum said he wasn’t to 
bring any toys to Clydebank because she was a New Rotic and 
wanted everything to be tidy from now on.”76 But note that, in 
relation to Dunny’s so-called neurotic mother, “Dad’s never around 
when she needs him. Well, he’s just never around,”77 as Forde 
paints a bleak picture of the nuclear family with the woman coping 
with the brunt of its fallout. This is a vehement criticism of Scottish 
heteropatriarchy and is clearly not what Forde envisages for a 
successful family or nation; instead, she offers cosmopolitical 
empathy and harmony between individuals as the only way 
forward. Written in the early days of Scotland’s newfound 
autonomy, it is clear that she is challenging post-devolution 
Scotland to deliver a nation based on understanding and respect for 
others rather than the perpetual divisions caused by phallocratic 
binaries.  

As well as offering a new life for Pete in Scotland, his 
parents’ marriage is resurrected and family harmony is restored to 
countermand the conflict that had hitherto broken out.78 He 
discovers the importance of family and home from Beth who lost 
her mother and house in the Blitz and from Dunny who explains 
why her shoebox of trinkets is so important:  
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See all the stuff in here, Pete, how can you say it’s 
not treasure? It’s real treasure. Imagine your mum 
died. Just imagine that. And you lost everything. 
Not only her but everything that she used to have, 
things you remembered about her.79  

This is another facet of cosmopolitan empathy insofar as Dunny is 
asking Pete to use his imagination in order to place himself in an 
other’s shoes and, by doing so, recognize not only their suffering 
but also comprehend that real value lies not in monetary gain but 
within love and its treasures. His journey of self-development 
allows him, then, to see the true value of life because “he 
understood what Dunny had said about the things in the box, and he 
felt ashamed at his previous outburst.”80 Existing in the rapidly 
globalized twenty-first century, Pete is equipped with a 
cosmopolitical ethics that will enable him to see beyond the façade 
of society to the heart of what really matters in terms of 
communitarian and familial love. Beth’s despair at globalization—
“Clydebank has changed so much. All these new houses springing 
up, and shopping centres everywhere. So busy. So much traffic. 
Nothing seems the same any more”81—points out the alienation of 
such rapid advancement but Pete’s progress indicates that there will 
be continued human endeavour to create cosmopolitan community 
as a point of relocation between citizens.  

Rather than becoming a soulless automaton within 
globalization’s mechanization, Pete’s cosmopolitanism nurtures 
human creativity and imagination as a way of connecting different 
cultures and age groups. Imagination is crucial to young Beth too, 
who writes in her notebook and on the air raid shelter wall that is 
then read by Pete. She adds “new lines” to  the walls that are also 
discovered by Pete; she writes to her parents on the eve of her 
evacuation that “When you are here and I am far away Think me 
back and I will make my thoughts fly To be with you and hold your 
hands.”82 Forde’s imaginative writing emphasizes the capabilities 
of the mind as a connective force, where these child characters are 
able to transcend the prison house of conflict and achieve social 
conciliation. Similarly, the adult Beth pursues her childhood 
creativity and becomes a celebrated artist in her New Zealand 



Fiona McCulloch  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

71 

home, signifying that she has not repressed that imagination in 
order to conform to adult society’s rat race, but has instead nurtured 
and developed it. Spiritually wealthy, Beth has also successfully 
eked out a comfortable lifestyle as a woman artist, able to exist 
within society on her own terms rather than bend to its will. 
Utilizing the power of the imagination, both Beth and Pete 
cosmopolitically dismantle the binaries between global and 
personal conflicts in their pursuit of unfettered and, as such, 
nomadic thought. ”Nomadic subjects,” they “are capable of freeing 
the activity of thinking from the hold of phallocentric dogmatism, 
returning thought to its freedom, its liveliness, its beauty,”83 thus 
resisting hegemonic narratives in favour of charting a different 
route of self-development.  

Beth’s relocation to New Zealand furthers the 
cosmopolitical emphasis in Forde’s writing because it focuses upon 
the importance of nomadic dislocation from one’s homeland in 
order to be truly at home with oneself and others. In her discussion 
of philosophical nomadism, Braidotti considers the fallacy of 
“people comfortably established in the illusion of familiarity their 
‘mother tongue’ gives them.”84 It is illusory because upon entering 
the symbolic order, we are uncannily divided from ourselves and 
duped into a fictive subjectivity. To shatter that illusion and journey 
away from territorial nationalism offers a nomadic challenge: 
“Lacanian psychoanalysis shows us that there is no such a thing as 
a mother tongue, that all tongues carry the name of the father and 
are stamped by its register.”85 Only by decentring fixed territorial 
nationalism and recognizing our other selves across borders and 
tongues in the broadened horizon of nomadic thought, can the false 
consciousness of cultural hegemony be avoided. The scene in the 
family home towards the end of the narrative is crucial in depicting 
this:  

 
The kitchen was warm and cheerful. It smelt of 
bolognese and coffee and resounded with many 
different voices and accents: Mrs Smeaton’s 
London twang and Beth’s Kiwi inflections . . . 
There were the Scottish accents: Mr Milligan and 
his mother whose accents were distinctly Scottish, 
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and then the tones of Pete’s father and Hugh 
Winters who had had the edges of their 
Scottishness rubbed away by years in England.86  

Central to the family home, the kitchen is full of odours and voices 
that present warmth, love and connectedness, offering shelter and 
security against the alienation of globalization. Also, this is clearly 
signalling a shift in the nation’s psychological development: rather 
than an insular Caledonia of absent fathers and New Rotic mothers, 
this is a healthy home that abounds with a cacophony of 
cosmopolitan unity. Interestingly, according to the Oxford English 
Dictionary, rhotic describes a dialect or variant of English: thus, in 
Forde’s text, a New Rotic indicates a new post-devolution Scottish 
cosmopolitan citizen, just as the kitchen “resounded with many 
different voices and accents,” including Pete’s newly evolved 
accent. The New Rotic is not a negatively construed simulacrum of 
Scotland, then, but a positive challenge to the stereotypical 
association of Scottishness with masculinity.  

For Gilles Deleuze, the simulacrum is not a copy, but a 
reminder that there is no fixed original and, as such, it poses a 
formidable challenge to grand narratives of identity.87 Nomadically 
shifting the boundaries of home beyond its geophysical borders, 
these Scots benefit from a broader outlook and bring back the 
benefits of understanding other cultures whenever they return 
home. By travelling to London and the other side of the globe, 
diasporic planetary conviviality ensures a cultural fusion that 
intertwines alternative with indigenous Scots.88  Scott Hames posits 
that, despite postmodern fluidity, Scottish vernacular is 
symptomatic of devolution’s limitation and containment by 
Anglocentric hegemony rather than a counter-resistant voice, since 
“tropes of vocal plenitude help to mask the constitutive separation 
of action from authority in all democratic assemblies, the apparent 
‘immediacy’ of vernacular speech countering Holyrood’s 
particularly complex attenuation of sovereignty.”89 Voice, like 
devolution, according to Hames, is a fetishized spin spectacle rather 
than democratic agency. Pete could certainly be read alongside 
Hames’s essay, as an Anglo-Scot whose vernacular inflections are 
part of neo-colonial containment. But, while devolution may have 
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initially served as a UK political safety valve, it has nevertheless 
enabled the Scottish National Party to secure a majority of votes in 
2011 that, in turn, has paved the way for an Independence 
Referendum in 2014. The democratic voices of its citizens now 
have an opportunity to vote against Anglocentricity. Meanwhile, to 
reiterate Braidotti’s silencing of the phallocratic mother tongue, 
Forde’s text envisions the possibility of amplifying national identity 
to hear the “many different voices and accents” of cosmopolitan 
conviviality.         

Maintaining a cosmopolitan ethics of mobility allows 
Forde’s characters to forego debilitating notions of nationhood and 
instead relocate their citizenship within the interstices of multiple 
belongings. It is a deterritorialization of psychogeographical 
borders “being introduced as a way of defamiliarizing home and 
territory, in order to facilitate the movement between discourses of 
nationalism and cosmopolitanism.”90 Forde’s portrayal of Scottish 
home life opens outwards ideas of home and nation in a 
“glocalized” blending of local and global influences fluidly 
enriching the new possibilities of post-devolution Scotland. Instead 
of being weighed down by the dour Scot psyche and its Caledonian 
antisyzgy, Forde’s characters epitomize a cosmopolitical 
community that is tangible in this regenerated home, for “Pete felt 
there was a lightness about the visitors, a sense of relief, of 
completeness.”91 Home, then, is not a matter of geopolitical fixity 
but, rather, a heartfelt outward motion of transnational 
cosmopolitan endeavour to reach across boundaries, dismantling 
territorial differences with an ethics of understanding and 
appreciation of the relations rather than restrictions between others. 
In keeping with philosophical nomadism, home is fluidly mobile 
because it is carried within; it is where the heart is: “nomadism 
consists not so much in being homeless, as in being capable of 
recreating your home everywhere.”92 In his reading of 
contemporary fictional and theoretical texts, including Derrida and, 
specifically, Jean-Luc Nancy’s The Inoperative Community, as 
“cardiogrammatology,” Royle perceives “it is a love letter of sorts, 
about the strangeness of the heart but also about the heart as what 
dictates the love of thinking, the love of writing, the very 
possibility of literature or philosophy.”93 Writing to reach you, 
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then, such works as Forde’s shoot from the heart rather than the 
gun in an attempt to redress the imbalance of global power with 
cosmopolitical community. The heart itself is uncanny, both 
familiar and unfamiliar because it housed within the self but offered 
up to the other in a bid to find similarity in difference and to 
connect with humanity. So, “to feel and think the heart today, in 
one’s heart, from the heart, is to engage with the matter of the heart 
as other, as the workings and the passion of a foreign body, as what 
is not and cannot be reduced to a subject.”94 Each heart is only 
complete in the “you” that “I” love, and we remain divided from 
ourselves until we unite with others.  

The shift is from claustrophobic inertia and fear to a breath 
of fresh air swept in by nomadism’s wind of change that 
reconfigures the home as a liminal space between inside and 
outside, self and other, epitomized by “the woman in the strange 
floaty clothes.”95 Beth’s airy clothing is both a release from the 
heavy woollen attire of her war-time existence and symbolic of a 
lighter altogether more cosmopolitan Scotland, since “behind the 
exotic inflection of English spoken with a soft New Zealand accent, 
Pete heard Scottish tones too.”96  Benefiting from communitarian 
ethics, “there was a similar lightness in Pete’s parents’ behaviour” 
as “Mr Smeaton was full of energy” while “Mrs Smeaton seemed 
more cheerful and energetic than she had been for months.”97 The 
relocation to a reconfigured Scotland has had a restorative effect on 
this flagging family unit, generating more stable economic, cultural 
and familial ties and impetus. Initially, “everything about this 
woman seemed out of place, not least her flowing, colourful 
clothes, so light and so different, Pete realised, from the dull 
tracksuits he had seen on the canal path and drab, anoraked 
shoppers in the supermarket,”98 and learning her story helps to 
bring some of that exotic colour into the drab greyness of the west 
of Scotland climate. Berthold Schoene points out a similar mobility 
in James Kelman’s novels in their tendency to marginalize Scotland 
as a location, focusing instead on more transnational geopolitical 
spaces. However, in discussing You Have to Be Careful in the Land 
of the Free (2004), he insists that “while one may be able to take 
the man out of Scotland, one cannot take Scotland out of the man” 
because the protagonist’s “attitudes fail to shift, and his vociferous 
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dismissal of Scotland leaves his actual Scottishness undiminished 
and all the country’s nationalist myths intact.”99  

For Schoene, “actual Scottishness” maintains and 
perpetuates the traditional heteropatriarchal confines of Caledonia, 
though it is problematic to impose such an essentialist and singular 
national identity as “actual Scottishness,” which silences any other 
Scottish identity. He seems to simply equate the nation’s heritage 
with psychological impairment and nothing less than cultural 
evacuation will do for there to be any hope for Scotland’s 
apparently damaged populace. On the contrary, this is a malaise of 
Caledonian hegemonic discourse and not the nation per se. As a 
Scottish woman writer of children’s fiction, Forde’s novel imagines 
alternative Scotlands that wholeheartedly bypass such mindsets by 
focusing instead upon a cosmopolitan child who unites both 
England and Scotland through his genealogical heritage and makes 
transnational as well as transhistorical links through the power of 
his imagination. Pete’s biggest influence in his relocated home is a 
female child who furthers his growth towards an adulthood that is 
thoroughly pluralistic and communitarian rather than divisive and 
patriarchal. But, far from leaving Scotland behind as some kind of 
lost cause, Forde is intent on voicing its many positive community 
dimensions (particularly as Scotland is historically more socialist 
than England)100 and its “glocal” international relationships. To 
return to and refocus Evans’s comments at the start of this essay, it 
is clear that history is engaging with national identity in post-
devolutionary Britain, allowing those hitherto subsumed by 
Anglocentric history a democratic voice that resists grand 
narratives of nation and depicts a simulacrum of New Rotic 
accents. Forde’s fictional liaison between contemporary Scotland 
and the Clydebank Blitz imbues her protagonist with an ethical 
cosmopolitanism that, in turn, gives utterance to a bildung of 
polyphonic becoming. 
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JOHN STUART, 3RD EARL OF BUTE: IMAGE AND COUNTER 
IMAGE IN HANOVERIAN STUDIES 

 
Karl W. Schweizer* 

 
It is as one of the more, if not most, unpopular and controversial 
eighteenth-century British political figure that John Stuart, 3rd Earl 
of Bute (1713-92)—the first Scotsman ever to become Prime 
Minister—is still generally, but unfairly, remembered.  In 
traditional accounts he comes across as the embodiment of 
arrogance, venality and corruption, an image shaped mainly by the 
partisan distortions of contemporary opposition writers, refined in 
the similarly slanted narratives of nineteenth-century Whig 
historiography, and due partly to Namierite influence, lingering to 
this day.1 
 Only recently, particularly over the past two decades or so, 
have attempts been made to present a more balanced portrayal of 
Bute’s character, abilities, and contributions to the turbulent politics 
of his day. Though much of this revisionist work has appeared in 
article form, collectively these writings now allow us to discern the 
telling disjunctures between partisan contemporary judgments and 
assessments based on more rigorous, modern scholarly standards. 
The present article aims to explore the changing perception of Bute 
among historians since his own time, to explain the changing 
political orientations which those perceptions represent, and to 
disengage Bute from the idiosyncrasies of any specific observer: 
that is, to free him from generationally vindicated opprobrium and 
polemically conditioned repetition.   
 As a well-connected Scottish aristocrat, enjoying rapid 
political success, Bute from the outset was the object of hard-
hitting public abuse fostered by disgruntled Whigs2—abuse that 
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eventually drove him from office and from court. Reinforced by 
deep anti-Scottish sentiments which permeated English society at 
all levels,3 this popular hostility had its political counterpart in 
Bute’s proscription by the nation’s political leaders and concurrent 
censure by opposition writers—propagandists like Almon, 
Walpole, and Burke4—all joined in fervent condemnation of Bute’s 
alleged responsibility for the upheaval and conflicts in British 
politics following the accession of George III. Thus, in Almon’s 
History of the Late Minority (and elsewhere in the opposition 
literature of the period),5 Bute is depicted in uniformly negative, 
almost crude, stereotyped terms as the embodiment of “prerogative 
politics:” an ambitious yet mediocre courtier with a high view of 
regal power intent on undermining the constitution and the tenets of 
responsible government.6 “To the gratification of his [Bute’s] 
ambitious views,” wrote Almon, 
 

is to be attributed all the divisions and distractions 
into which the unhappy kingdom has been plunged 
since his present Majesty’s advent to the Crown . . . 
He made certain of meeting with the cordial 
affection of the Jacobites, and . . . he was certain of 
having the support of the other infatuated set of 
men called Tories; these with a great part of the 
Scots . . . formed his troop.  The slavish and 
arbitrary doctrines which they imbibed with their 
milk they hoped to see soon established as the law 
of the land.7 
 

These hostile portrayals, partisan, bordering on being deliberately 
contrived, eventually evolved into what John Brewer has called the 
“Whig case” against Bute8—a comprehensive recital of Bute’s 
supposed political sins, commonly invoked in the 1760s and 1770s, 
on both sides of the Atlantic—to explain the nation’s political 
difficulties and the disasters of the American war. For much of the 
Whig establishment, Bute, from the outset was in the fullest sense a 
mere “favorite,” successful without true credentials for office, his 
position and status solely dependent upon royal support and covert 
patronage manipulation. These politicians saw each crisis and each 
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new setback as undeniable evidence confirming their theory of a 
conspiracy, originating with Bute and supported by the king, to 
create a government “designed to vaunt prerogative, unbalance the 
constitution and subvert liberty in the Old World and the New.”9 
Only this system could explain the incessant political conflicts and 
divisions during George III’s early years and the autocratic 
treatment of the colonists that led to the loss of America. 
 Although constitutionally speaking, the Whig critique 
added important dimensions to contemporary political debate. On a 
rhetorical level it was also propaganda posing as historical truth: 
the portrayal of Bute’s character and actions in the most sweepingly 
reprehensible terms in order to justify and define opposition to the 
court. Opposition ideologists utilized the Bute image to legitimate 
their position as defenders of liberty at home and abroad against a 
would-be absolutist king and his all-powerful minister; to them, as 
to the ruling Whigs generally, Bute insidiously personified the 
changing agenda seemingly implicit in George Ill’s accession—that 
of ending party distinction, reasserting royal independence and 
widening the patronage network. They undermined prevailing 
Whig hegemony by challenging the basic premises—the 
ideological consensus—on which this hegemony was based. As 
royal favourite, opposition to whom the king considered a personal 
affront, Bute embodied an unacceptable conception of politics—
became identified with Tory notions of personal government hostile 
to traditional Whiggery and adverse to that distinction between 
king and minister which was a constitutional restraint on the 
executive and so fundamental to the idea of responsible 
government and hence political stability. He likewise offered a 
competing source of power and influence to incumbent ministers, 
thereby threatening a key prerequisite of Whig aristocratic 
dominance. As a result, “personal grudges and group vendettas 
against Bute were elevated into a coherent historical account,”10 or 
“Whig interpretation” of George III’s reign and subsequently 
eighteenth-century British history in general. As such, the Whig 
version of events—an intricate blend of propaganda and ideology—
represents a distorting mirror in which Bute’s historical reputation 
came to be adversely and enduringly reflected. 
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 Indeed how far ‘Whig’ polemics established the guidelines 
of subsequent historical scholarship is illustrated by the work of 
Horace Walpole. His famous Memoirs of the Reign of George III 
were initially, in first draft, much more favorable to the King and 
Bute than subsequently. The American war made him hostile to the 
court and prompted him to insert this new attitude retrospectively 
into the published description of the King’s early reign. Taking a 
cue, William Belsham, in his Memoirs of the Reign of George III 
(published in 1795), summarily dismissed Bute “as a nobleman 
haughty in his manners, contracted in his capacity, despotic in his 
sentiments and mysterious in his conduct.”11 Worse still, he 
accused Bute of planning a change in Britain’s system of 
government, a return to Tory principles of expanded royal power 
and ambition.  Similarly Robert Huish, writing in 1821, considered 
Bute responsible for giving George III “predilections more befitting 
a despot of the Stuart line than a successor of William III.”12 
Comparable views resonated throughout the writings of most 
contemporary or near contemporary historians, including Charles 
Coote, Edward Holt and William Smyth,13 suggesting their 
dependence on the same indiscriminately hostile tradition going 
back to Walpole and Burke but, as Herbert Butterfield14 has shown, 
permeating the opposition literature long after. 
 More impartial, typifying a distinctively moderate 
interpretation of events, was John Adolphus who, in 1802, 
published his History of England, which extended from 1760 to 
1783. It was a nuanced and generally sympathetic account of 
George III’s earlier years that set the tone for similarly supportive 
or Tory commentary throughout much of the Victorian period. 
Utilizing previously neglected sources, including Bute’s own 
papers and the Dodington diary, Adolphus agreed that Bute and the 
king had sought to alter the character of English government but 
only, he argued, to free regal liberty from aristocratic domination 
and only through the “moderate assertion of royal prerogative.”15 
Here he essentially reformulated the case made by some of the 
earliest commentators supportive of the king and his circle. 
Adolphus’s sympathy for court policies also carried over to Bute, 
whom he absolved from the charge of conspiracy, subversion or 
corruption and credits with some admirable character traits but not 
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the attributes that made an effective politician in the shifting 
context of the times. 
 

He [Bute] was not connected either by blood or 
familiar intercourse with the leading families in 
England, he was not versed in the arts of popularity 
or used to the struggles of parliamentary 
opposition; and his manners were cold, reserved, 
and unconciliating. Prejudices were easily exerted 
against him as a native of Scotland.16 
 

 Ultimately, concluded Adolphus, Bute’s well-intentioned 
efforts proved unsuccessful partly because of his political 
shortcomings, but equally because of the selfish, irresponsible 
opportunism of the opposition organized against him, especially in 
the city of London. An increasingly important force in metropolitan 
and national politics, London by the 1760s was showing “factious 
and overbearing resistance to the exertion of government;” while 
the “licentiousness of the press became unbounded and disgraceful 
to the nation.” This party spirit, in turn, produced unduly hostile 
and often unfair judgments of Bute’s administration “for such were 
the effects of a constant and acrimonious opposition that not only 
the prudence of his measures but the purity of his intentions were 
doubted.”17 Obviously, the revised assessments of royal aims and 
actions during the 1760s, in part a reaction of growing metropolitan 
radicalism, had profound ramifications for historical perceptions of 
Bute; the more historians were partial to George III’s, his world 
program and policies, the more they correspondingly tended to be 
sympathetic in their treatment of Bute. 
 Adolphus was the first to illustrate this tendency towards a 
more impartial, balanced estimate of both Bute and the king, a 
trend sustained by a succeeding generation of Tory writers and 
historians, among them Robert Bisset,18 Nathaniel Wraxall who 
considered Bute “a nobleman of remarkable talents and 
erudition,”19 Lord Brougham20 and, above all, Lord Mahon whose 
influential History of England in the Eighteenth Century appeared 
in 1844. Using new materials, including the Hardwicke and 
Mitchell papers, Mahon advanced a defense of George III as the 
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highly principled opponent of “oligarchical abuses” but also paid 
tribute to Bute for his intellect, moral principles and attention to 
duty, seeing him as a man of undoubted potential, “unfairly 
maligned in a licentious press imbued with party prejudice and 
faction.”21 His preferment was in no way unconstitutional, but like 
Adolphus and Bisset, Mahon felt that George III’s predilection for 
Bute was a mistake—that the latter lacked the political experience 
and aptitude, not to mention temperament, to deal with the 
problems he had to face, especially in time of crisis and war. 
 Despite these shifting perspectives, personally and 
politically biased accounts of Bute, reminiscent of earlier 
opposition propaganda continued to appear at intervals.  Restricted 
at first to relatively popular or anecdotal works, these attacks were  
intensified—made more persuasive and adaptable to serious 
scholarship—by the appearance in the 1830s and 40s of political 
memoirs and letters such as the Chatham Correspondence, the 
Rockingham Memoirs, the Grenville Correspondence and the 
recollections of Horace Walpole and Lord Lyttleton.22 These new 
source-materials proved prejudicial to Bute, precisely because so 
many of them reflected the views of his enemies and rivals—hostile 
evidence seemingly confirming the earlier critiques of Almon and 
Burke and so by way of reinforcement, once more becoming the 
basis for portrayals of Bute as the progenitor of arbitrary 
government and secret influence. Lord Russell, for instance, editor 
of the Bedford Papers, summed up the situation in the following 
manner: 

 
The letters of the King, the letters of Sir Gilbert 
Elliot—the friend of Lord Bute—all corroborate 
the general view taken by Mr. Burke in his 
Thoughts on the Causes of the Present 
Discontent:”. . . that the project of restoring to the 
crown that absolute direction and control which 
Charles the First and James the Second had been 
forced to relinquish . . . was entertained and 
attempted by George the Third, can hardly be 
doubted.23 
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Despite demonstrable defects in the nature of the evidence, the new 
documentary publications came to influence Bute historiography 
most detrimentally, not least in the way in which editors 
inextricably entangled their materials with tendentious 
interpretations that inevitably shaped subsequent commentaries on 
George III’s early reign in general—as the sinister twists injected, 
transformed the understandable liberationist aims of the new court 
into evidence of a design against the Constitution. 
 Contributing to this process were the changing conditions 
of British political life resulting from the nineteenth-century 
transition towards parliamentary government. By the 1860s, new 
constitutional conventions had developed and the “spirit of the 
Constitution” had changed in important ways. These developments 
in turn influenced English historiography at a critical point; they 
henceforth led historians to equate the political practices of the 
Hanoverian period with those of their own time—to imagine that 
prior to 1760, there had flourished a fully established system of 
“responsible government” which Bute (through George III) had 
somehow conspired to overthrow. In short, British historians 
henceforth viewed the eighteenth century through the lens of 
Victorian parliamentarianism—an instinctive predisposition now 
mutating the very structure of historical explanation.  Specifically 
this meant that once again historical judgment of Bute was defined 
by contemporary political perspectives, (with all their attendant 
defects), augmented by the attitude of writers towards the 
constitutional controversies of the 1760s—attitudes not reflecting 
the norms of Bute’s own day, but those of a later and quite different 
age. It also meant that the Whig charges against Bute—the early 
partisan imputations revived—and enlarged—in the newly 
published sources—were gradually (and uncritically) transmuted 
into a new “form of academic orthodoxy”24 in which fact and 
legend, myth, and reality became intricately conflated and blended 
with contemporary political preoccupations. 
 Thus in their characterizations of Bute, nineteenth-century 
Whig historians were content, for the most part, with sweeping 
condemnations, making virtually no attempt to objectively assess 
his character, abilities, and significance on the basis of serious 
documentary research. Once more, therefore, Bute appeared in the 
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role of villain: politically inept, morally corrupt and intellectually 
pretentious. “He was a man of some literary and artistic taste,” 
wrote W. E. Lecky, “but of very limited talents, entirely 
inexperienced in public business, arrogant, reserved . . . and with 
extreme views of the legitimate power of royalty.”26 Similarly, in 
G. O. Trevelyan’s Early History of Charles James Fox, perhaps 
even more radical in its Whig tendencies, Bute is seen as bringing 
Britain to the brink of ruin by inviting George III to establish a 
system of “personal” government and in Erskine May’s 
Constitutional History of England, he appears as proto-Jacobite, 
wickedly attempting to destroy modern constitutionalism, now 
transposed from nineteenth-century Britain to the quite different 
world of the 1760s.27 Such was the all but undifferentiated image of 
Bute projected by contemporary Whig historiography, 
reverberating through the works of such diverse historians as 
William Hunt, J. R. Green, Goldwin Smith, and A. Ballantyne, to 
name only a few.28 Indeed for all its fallacies and contrivances, the 
Whig conception of Bute was long to endure, and with wide 
displacements: affecting general histories, biographies of major 
political figures, and specialist works on diplomatic, military and 
colonial themes like those of Julian Corbett, K. Hotblack, J. 
Holland-Rose, and Richard Lodge, among others.29 
 Possibly the sole exception were the writings of the 
German historian, A. von Ruville, who not only defended Bute’s 
foreign—specifically Prussian—policy on the basis of new archival 
evidence,30 but, for the first time, advanced the opinion that Bute 
was a diligent and, within limits, an able minister whose dedicated 
commitment to British national interests and achievements, (the 
Peace of Paris especially) had been unduly ignored. In fact, von 
Ruville even compared Bute favorably with William Pitt whose 
political opportunism he deplored, and whom he charged with 
initiating but not completing, potentially unpopular policies—such 
as canceling the Prussian subsidy—for fear this might damage his 
political reputation.31 Being non-British, with access to untapped 
foreign sources, von Ruville was able to sidestep the compelling 
attractions—and fallacies—of Whig historiography that had 
acquired such disproportionate ascendancy by this time.  There was 
no need for him to disentangle historical accuracy from 
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partisanship except perhaps that of the still nascent German 
nationalist variety. 
 Unfortunately, the German scholar’s immediate impact on 
the historical community at large was negligible; his conclusions 
were either unrecognized or challenged by contemporary writers 
and would not be incorporated into the mainstream of academic 
scholarship, and then only in attenuated form, until a much later 
date. It was above all with the advances of the Namierites during 
the 1940s and 1950s that the gross distortions of Whig 
historiography gave way to new, more rigorous critical standards 
and a revised interpretation of Georgian politics—a counter system 
to that of May, Lecky et al., became gradually established. Herbert 
Butterfield’s valuable survey George III and the Historians (and 
postscriptum controversies) make it unnecessary to elaborate on 
this transformation except to note that much of the Namierite 
research did not center on Bute directly, nor did it modify the by 
then conventionally negative image of Bute in important respects. 
Certainly in Namier’s England in the Age of the American 
Revolution, the most extravagant features of the Whig tradition— 
Bute’s representation as the aspiring agent of royal absolutism 
intent on subverting British liberties—is effectively swept away. 
Yet the equally damaging charges of incompetence, ignorance and 
failure, reiterated by Whig partisans from John Almon to Hunt, 
were accepted virtually without question. It was Namier, in fact 
(evidently relying on Lord Shelburne, a notoriously biased source) 
who presented what, until relatively recently, was the accepted 
picture of Bute: an honourable but timorous, unimaginative man, 
well educated yet hopelessly deficient in political abilities, 
experience and sense: totally “unfit for a place of responsibility” to 
quote Namier himself. The resultant consensus in eighteenth-
century historiography—what P. D. G. Thomas calls “a new 
orthodoxy”32—is demonstrated by looking at works as variously 
dated as Richard Pares’ George III and the Politicians (1953) 
where Bute is summarily dismissed as “inept,”33 John Brewer’s 
influential Party Ideology and Party Politics (1976) which affirmed 
the dominant image of Bute the “incompetent and unpopular sole 
Scotch minister,” Jeremy Black’s The Politics of Britain (1993) 
where again Bute is dismissed as “weak willed” and “a broken 
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reed,” and John Marsden’s even more recent biography of George 
III, which essentially, provides a similar estimate of Bute.34 
 Only lately have historians of eighteenth-century Britain 
truly taken serious issue with the Namierite approach in its 
implications for political ideology, extra parliamentary movements 
and controversial historical figures such as Bute. A major 
contribution of the Namier School to English political history—
aside from new methodologies—was the purportedly exhaustive 
nature of its research (a claim no longer viable)— research as it 
proved, however, preoccupied overwhelmingly with structural 
analysis, constituencies, vested interests, and collective biography 
to the neglect of statesmanship, foreign affairs and ideological 
debate. These were all areas in which Bute was actively engaged 
also themes not explicable solely in terms of structure or empirical 
technique.35  Continental archival sources—so essential for a 
balanced perspective—are also glaringly absent from the Namierite 
corpus, as they were from the works of most nineteenth- and early 
twentieth- century British historians. 
 The result has been a critical deflection of the compass, 
translating into an underestimation of Bute’s role in national 
politics and hence judgments less favorable than a more nuanced 
reevaluation in terms of interactive assumptions, priorities, 
personality, circumstances, and primary materials might suggest.  
Particularly illuminating here is the field of foreign policy—one of 
the leading topics of political activity and discussion at the time—
yet an area that the Namierites, engrossed by factional intrigues and 
domestic struggles for power, have tended seriously to ignore.36 
Although diplomatic history in general has tended to be 
academically unfashionable for some time,37 the last three decades 
have witnessed a gradual resurgence of interest in eighteenth-
century (including British) diplomacy, with studies reflecting 
increasing growth in scope, areas of focus and methodology.38 
Since the 1970s diplomatic historians have not only expanded the 
range of sources consulted—supplementing the official records 
with the private papers of ministers and diplomats39—they have 
also paid more serious attention to the military/naval dimensions of 
diplomatic action, economics, ideology and propaganda, the 
intellectual framework of national policy, the importance of 
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domestic pressures as well as the role of leading personalities, Bute 
included. 
   Thanks to this work, Bute has at length received credit—
creating a more equitable historical image—for his contributions to 
the formulation of diplomatic, military and fiscal policies during 
the opening years of George III’s reign. Moreover, a wealth of new 
manuscript evidence, unknown to, or neglected by the Namierites, 
has thrown new light on both the deeper motivations prompting 
diplomatic actions, apart from simple consequences and the sheer 
play of contingent forces. Although Bute was, like Pitt et al., 
initially inexperienced in diplomacy, he proved to be a 
conscientious, competent, and hardworking minister (unlike many 
of his contemporary peers) studying to master European affairs and, 
in an age of amateurism, becoming relatively proficient in 
implementing necessary policies with notable insight, astuteness, 
and even unity of purpose. He swiftly developed self-confidence 
once in office, gaining both the respect and loyalty of his 
subordinates, including the veteran under-secretary Edward Weston 
with whose close support he strove to improve the operational 
efficiency of the Northern Department atrophying under his 
predecessors.40 Bute, moreover, made a favorable impression on the 
envoys from abroad—men, for the most part, professionally 
shrewd, observant and well-informed—as industrious, perceptive 
and capable—qualities very much at variance with his historical 
reputation.41   
 These conclusions have been confirmed by work on the 
critical Anglo-French negotiations for peace during the summer of 
1761, demonstrating that Bute, not Pitt as traditionally believed, 
was the influential force throughout the deliberations. He not only 
formulated many of the key proposals submitted to France but, 
together with Devonshire, helped maintain the degree of cabinet 
harmony, amidst deep conflicts of opinions and personalities, 
essential for effective decision making.42  
  This view aligns with a growing revisionist trend—one 
that,  while recognizing Pitt’s singular articulation of national 
interests, has questioned his reputation, motives and achievements, 
especially his alleged sole responsibility for Britain’s rise to 
imperial greatness—the “heroic” view of Pitt given classic 
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expression in the writings of nineteenth- and early twentieth-
century historians committed to the triumphant ethos of empire. A 
number of works over the past two decades, spawned by Richard 
Middleton’s iconoclastic, The Bells of Victory, have steadily eroded 
the long accepted notion of Pitt “the absolute war minister,” finally 
giving hitherto marginal figures—Newcastle, Ligonier, and Anson, 
to name just a few—more deserved historical recognition.43 
 Bute has also benefited from this revisionist scholarship to 
the extent that his record as diplomat has been reassessed in 
connection with Russia and more controversially, Prussia—
Britain’s ally during the Seven Years War. Here the Earl’s negative 
reputation stems mainly from the shift, successfully executed 
during the years 1761-63, towards retrenchment: a move away from 
his predecessors’ dispirited continental interventionism towards 
more popular maritime and colonial objectives—a policy held by 
contemporaries and later historians to be responsible for Britain’s 
post-war diplomatic problems, especially her prolonged isolation 
after 1763. Here again, judgments of Bute’s foreign policy, as with 
so many aspects of his career, were for generations distorted by the 
bitter controversies over the reign of George III generally, another 
example of the extent to which partisan dimensions have shaped the 
Earl’s historical standing. Condemnations of Bute’s policy both 
served as surrogate for debate about George III’s alleged 
constitutional designs and were related clearly to it: adverse 
judgments of one inevitably entailed censure of the other. 
 Not surprisingly, therefore, Whig historiography accepted 
without question, the fabrication of Prussian propaganda, reiterated 
by most German historians, to the effect that Bute’s progressive 
dissolution of Britain’s wartime alliance with Prussia, constituted a 
base betrayal of a loyal ally at the moment of greatest need, as well 
as precipitating British postwar isolation. A series of more recent 
studies, however, have not only vindicated Bute from the charges 
of desertion traditionally leveled against him, they have also 
reexamined his foreign policy within a wider interpretative 
framework, with reference to unresolved problems predating his 
political advent, the interplay of domestic and foreign pressures, the 
exigencies of intra-alliance politics and, finally, in relation to the 
transformations throughout the European system as a whole 
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towards the close of the Seven Years War and beyond. This 
research, combining new evidence from European, American, and 
British archives, has led certain scholars to conclude that the 
negative aura surrounding Bute’s foreign policy for so long, owed 
less to faults of personality, (however real) character or misguided 
statesmanship, than to domestic/political and financial exigencies, 
international reconfigurations, alliance complications and above all 
a gradual systemic eastward shift in the pattern of European 
alignments which seriously diminished Britain’s continental stature 
and influence after 1763 and hence the opportunities for effective 
diplomatic action abroad.44  Similarly, the desire to harmonize the 
conflicting needs of government economy and American security, 
prompted Bute’s administration to impose the cost of postwar 
defense upon the colonists—a decision leading to an imperial crisis 
that ended in revolution, but one probably inevitable, given the 
state of British finances in 1763 and the Bourbons’ known plans for 
revenge. Bute’s awareness of the transitory nature of peace and the 
appreciation that an enlarged empire demanded new fiscal and 
protective provisions was a sound response to altered realities, 
though much criticized by contemporaries.45 From this perspective, 
Bute’s diplomacy has been judged basically effective in difficult 
circumstances: he adapted to domestic pressures, fiscal exigencies 
and international dynamics, its overall objectives were achieved. 
There is increasing recognition that on many diplomatic issues, 
Bute merely brought to successful completion policies initiated 
earlier by the Pitt-Newcastle administration but left incomplete.  
Indeed, many historians would now agree that what Bute himself 
considered his major achievement—the Peace of Paris with 
France—was in fact an honorable, advantageous settlement: rich 
compensation for Britain’s global victories and eloquent testimony 
to Bute’s concerns for British imperial security.46 The consensus of 
contemporary political opinion concurred: treaty terms passed in 
both the Lords and Commons by decisive majorities and received 
formal ratification on 10 February 1763. What opposition there was 
to the peace again derived largely from personal antagonisms 
against Bute by political rivals who fanned spurious public hostility 
against him and his policies. Even in the military realm, Bute’s 
leadership in retaining and supporting the essential elements of 
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Pitt’s wartime strategy yielded further triumphs, including the 
capture of St. Lucia, Martinique and Havana, the key to Spain’s 
West Indies possessions. This suggests that the contrasts between 
Bute’s ministry and that of his immediate predecessors, certainly in 
foreign/military affairs, were less dramatic than usually assumed—
an important conclusion with vital implications for Bute’s historical 
status. 
         The growing prominence of social/cultural/intellectual 
history—after World War II—has also led to a gradual 
reorientation of scholarly interest on those facets of Bute’s career 
previously overlooked or ignored by earlier Namierite scholars 
working in the narrow confines of English political/constitutional 
history. One such area is his role as scholar/scientist patron of 
learning and other contributions to the intellectual life of his day, 
contributions made possible by the immense fortune he acquired 
upon the death of his father-in-law, Edward Wortley in 1761.47 
Deeply interested in education, Bute provided generously for 
Scotland’s leading universities and colleges. At Edinburgh, for 
instance, he founded the Professorship of Rhetoric and Belle 
Lettres, appointed to the professorship of botany, Dr. John Hope, an 
accomplished scholar known for his taxonomic studies, and 
established the Regius Chair of Natural History. He also endowed 
several new Chairs at Glasgow. Similarly, in 1786, Bute donated 
his personal scientific library of 1,300 volumes to Marischal 
College, Aberdeen, made additions to the college museum, and 
supplied money to improve the observatory together with 
telescopes and other instruments of the highest quality. These gifts, 
and his general enlightened patronage, were to be of prime 
importance in the emergence of Aberdeen as a vital center of 
practical astronomy and medical education.  
 He was, moreover, instrumental in establishing the great 
Royal Botanical Garden in Edinburgh and helped to advance into 
university chair positions outstanding individuals, who collectively 
exerted a powerful influence on the course of Scottish cultural 
development. At Glasgow he secured the scholar John Miller as the 
Regius Professor of Civil Law and supported William Leechman as 
professor of ecclesiastical history. 
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 As patron of literary and artistic merit his beneficiaries 
included Samuel Johnson, Tobias Smollett, Thomas Sheridan, 
Allan Ramsey the painter, Robert Adam the architect, William 
Robertson the historian and the playwright John Home. Contrary to 
widespread belief at the time, Bute did not show undue partiality to 
Scotsmen but dispensed his patronage according to merit rather 
than national or personal considerations. 
 A gifted scholar himself, deeply devoted to flori-culture, 
Bute published a splendid work in nine volumes in 1785, entitled 
Botanical Tables Containing the Different Families of British 
Plants, combining 654 hand-coloured plates, many derived from 
actual field work. Another privately printed work, “The Tabular 
Distribution of British Plants,” in two parts—the first containing 
the genera, the second the species—is often attributed to him. Two 
of the groups classified by Linnaeus and Sir William Jones, 
Stewartia and Butea were named after him; and to him also, 
Albrecht van Haller inscribed his valuable Bibliotheca Botanica 
(1771) and John Hill his Vegetable System (1759-75). Other authors 
who dedicated botanical works to him included William Curtis, 
George Edwards and Samuel Pullein.48  
 His best known role in botany, however, was in connection 
with the development of Kew Gardens first laid out as a private 
garden by Frederick, Prince of Wales in 1730, then after his death, 
remodeled into a botanical centre by his widow, Princess 
Augusta—with Bute’s assistance. In 1754, Bute leased a house in 
Kew Green expanded to accommodate his botanical library, from 
where he supervised the garden alterations. Sir William Chambers 
was commissioned to design new buildings including the orangery, 
the pagoda and numerous temples.  Bute also appointed William 
Aiton (1731-93), head gardener in 1759, with responsibility for 
establishing the herbaceous plant garden to be designed on the 
Linnean system.  Bute closely supervised and coordinated these 
operations as well procuring trees and plants through his contacts 
from around the world. In this work Bute established the 
foundation on which his successor Sir Joseph Banks would 
subsequently build.49 
 Bute’s place in the history of science is further 
consolidated by his erudite patronage of such noted naturalists as 
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Peter Woulf, John Strange, the anatomist Dr. William Hunter, and 
the taxonomic recorder James Robertson, all of whom were 
instrumental in enhancing the quality of botanical exploration, 
scientific teaching and research. There is also ample evidence of a 
keen interest in mineralogy, sound acquaintance with current 
theories of the earth and the experimental arrangement of minerals 
based on chemical analysis.  It was due to the depth, seriousness 
and durability of his commitment to virtually all aspects of natural 
history that, for his contemporaries, Bute stood out among other 
noble patrons and amateur scholars and should as such be 
recognized and enduringly remembered.  Among his achievements, 
moreover, ranks a remarkable interest in the acquisition of rare 
books—an interest he communicated to the future George III, 
thereby essentially helping to establish The Royal Collection.50 
 What, finally, can we conclude about Bute’s status in the 
current historiography of eighteenth-century Britain, remembering 
that a full-length scholarly biography still remains to be written and 
that he remains a controversial character, one who has been judged 
politically more than historically in the past and may continue to be 
so even in the future.  This is likely because the significance of his 
career is inextricably connected, as John Brewer once observed, 
with the political controversies and issues that he raised and 
embodied.51  Hence, Bute’s historical importance transcends his 
brief tenure of high political office; in fact, “the few months in 
which he officially led the nation have to be placed in the context 
of his entire political career and the broader epoch in which he 
lived.”52 
 Bute’s seeming fate, to be the progenitor of political 
conflict, was largely shaped by fortuitous factors: the interaction of 
domestic and external developments that would eventually 
transform the pattern of British politics and institutions. It was his 
misfortune to assume office amidst the crisis conditions of war and 
following the accession of a new king whose quest for enhanced 
executive power proved politically destabilizing, creating bitter 
conflict with a political establishment devoted to the status quo and 
consequently the appearance of a constitutional crisis in which Bute 
became the central focus. Enjoying power and status through court 
favor alone, Bute was a disturbing presence to the ruling elite, 
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disliked and distrusted, he fostered ministerial instability as those 
directing government policy had to confront the threat to their 
political security he represented.53 
 Personifying the changing agenda implicit in George III’s 
ascension—that of ending party distinctions and reasserting royal 
independence—Bute undermined Whig hegemony by challenging 
the premises on which this hegemony was based. As royal 
favourite, opposition to whom the king considered a personal 
affront, Bute embodied an unacceptable conception of politics, one 
reminiscent of Tory notions of personal government, hostile to 
traditional Whiggery, and averse to that distinction between king 
and minister which was a constitutional restraint on executive 
power and so fundamental to the notion of responsible government. 
Determined to preserve this distinction, the crown’s opponents, 
allegedly observing constitutional propriety, maintained it was 
Bute, not the king, who was responsible for a system of 
government that disregarded the precepts of political responsibility. 
In this way, regardless of the facts of the case, Bute became a 
political scapegoat, held culpable for the conflicts between George 
III and the nation’s political leaders. Moreover, his nationality—
Scotsmen then being much disliked in England—made Bute a 
prime focus for disparate social and economic grievances which 
enabled the opposition to mobilize public hostility against him, 
added popular disapprobation to their own indictment of his 
political involvement, and by bringing him into further disrepute, 
sapped much of the strength necessary for the political conflicts in 
which he was engaged. 
 From these conflicts, so prominent a feature of the 1760s, 
ultimately emerged new political alignments and doctrines, 
culminating in the evolution of an organized party system and 
concomitant legitimization of opposition of mutually reinforcing 
developments that would profoundly affect the future relationship 
between George III and his ministers.  The constitutional questions 
explored in this process—notably those of ministerial responsibility 
and the parameters of royal power—expanded into an evolving 
public debate, prolifically articulated in the press, a debate yielding 
important innovations in contemporary political arguments and of 
crucial significance for the long term development of the British 
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constitution.  At the same time, the widespread controversy 
surrounding Bute’s career gave focus to a variety of social and 
political discontents which in turn fostered the growth of extra 
parliamentary radicalism dedicated to political change and reform.  
The importance of Bute to the historian, then, lies partly in the fact 
that he was a potent if unwilling catalyst of these developments, his 
presence and actions evoking responses and counter-responses that 
collectively altered the basic patterns of Georgian political life. 
 But ultimately Bute is more than a symbol of the 
aberrations conventionally associated with George III’s early reign.  
Though brief and turbulent, his tenure as Secretary of State and as 
Prime Minister was not without success.  Although his plans for 
domestic political reform remained unfulfilled, Bute showed 
himself generally capable of leading a ministry in time of stress and 
war.  For all his limitations, Bute implemented a coherent political 
strategy, one that consolidated Britain’s imperial achievement and 
projected a minimalist continental policy at a time of intensifying 
national concern over the financial consequences of the Seven 
Years War.  His contributions to British diplomacy during a highly 
critical phase were significant, showing undoubted qualities of 
statesmanship, as was his management of the Treaty of Paris, which 
established British dominance overseas.  Altogether, modern 
research has shown, Bute was a responsible, cautious minister who 
maintained his concentration on the most important issues and had 
a clear sense of political priorities.54  This accomplishment 
commands all the more respect when one remembers his 
psychological aversion to governing and the multitude of problems 
confronting him from the outset.  No doubt he lacked the populist 
charisma of William Pitt, the self-serving oratory of Henry Fox, the 
consecrated Whig credentials of Newcastle or Devonshire—but yet 
he proved true to his convictions—a rare quality for a political 
figure in any age. 
 The lack of support from cabinet colleagues, his personal 
unpopularity, bitter factionalism within the Whig ranks, a hostile 
press and an inherently fractious government, all might have 
unsettled a more experienced minister.  That Bute’s concern for 
king and country prompted him to struggle on amidst political 
purgatory, reveals qualities of courage, tenacity and altruism not 
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usually associated with the sordid enterprise of politics.  “I follow 
one uniform system,” he wrote to Henry Fox shortly before his 
resignation, “and that is founded on the strictest honour, faith and 
duty.”55   
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THE TIE THAT BINDS: POPULAR IMPERIALISM AND THE 
AUSTRALIAN DELEGATION OF 1928 

 
Benjamin Wilkie* 

 
Pride in our country and its British foundation will enthuse the delegation to 
acclaim modestly but fervently its faith in the future of the Commonwealth, and the 
necessity that it should be peopled by competent members of the British race. 
 
– Archibald Gilchrist, Secretary of the New Settlers League and chairman of the 
Australian Scottish Delegation1 
 
On April 11, 1928, with a crowd of 8000 present, the T.S.S. 
Hobson’s Bay left Prince’s Pier in Melbourne for Scotland with 
over 600 Scots on board, who were taking part in a delegation and 
variously seeking to encourage others to migrate, to develop trade 
and commerce, and to holiday and visit family. The farewell was a 
thoroughly Caledonian affair. The Melbourne Highland Pipe Band 
and the Royal Caledonian Pipe Band attended and “in kilt and 
sporran, completed the Gaelic atmosphere.”2 The bands struck up 
versions of ‘Auld Lang Syne’ and ‘Pibroch O’Donaldhu’ and, “as 
the ship, festoons of streamers hanging from her side, moved into 
the channel the pipes were wailing ‘Will Ye No’ Come Back 
Again?’”3 It was said that the captain of the ship was a “braw 
hielanman from up beyond Inverness”, and that “practically every 
officer hails from the Land o’ Cakes and Cookies.”4 In a farewell 
speech, the chairperson of the delegation to Scotland, Archibald 
Gilchrist, told the crowd: 
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In the Empire scheme of things we are still 
pioneers. We are pressing forward with 
determination, and the busy present is 
hurrying to a busier future. Inquiries 
regarding industries and land settlement 
have poured in of late years from all points 
of the world, and will do so to a greater 
extent after the mission has finished its job. 
An infectious spirit of optimism prevails, 
and faith in the future of the 
Commonwealth is unbounded. There are no 
croakers on the Hobson’s Bay.5  

 
This article draws upon the Australian Scottish Delegation of 1928 
as a case study to explore various facets of the migratory and 
commercial links forged between Scotland and Australia in the late 
1920s and early 1930s. It examines the growth of commerce and 
trade between Scotland and Australia because of the delegation’s 
activities and additionally considers the maintenance and 
composition of migratory connections between the two countries in 
this period. More broadly, the article argues that the delegation 
represented a meeting of migratory and commercial ambitions that 
were couched in imperial rhetoric and this reflected both 
Australia’s orientation towards Britain and the Empire in the 1920s, 
as well as the preponderance of popular imperialism in middle-
class expressions of Scottish culture in Australia. Overall, the 
article illustrates a further episode in Australian history where 
imperial aspirations were central to the way in which Scots 
imagined and managed their relationship with ‘home’. As such, 
there are three main historiographical themes touched upon with 
regard to the Scotland-Australia relationship: commerce, migration, 
and popular imperialism. 

The literature on Scottish commerce and enterprise 
overseas is broad and offers many avenues for further exploration. 
Of Scottish foreign investment throughout the eighteenth, 
nineteenth, and early twentieth centuries, Tom Devine observes that 
in its commercial and trading endeavours, Scotland recorded a 
“colossal economic achievement” and gained a position of “global 
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pre-eminence.”6 By the eve of the First World War, Scotland “was 
at the pinnacle of global prominence.”7 Central to this prominence 
was the British Empire. W. T. Jackson, Ian Donnachie, and others 
have noted that in the nineteenth century and earlier, the 
commercial middle class of Scotland saw the Empire as a place of 
great opportunity for enterprise; it was integral to the Scottish 
imperial mission was the presence of Scottish business in the 
colonies and in the commercial apparatus of the Empire.8 There 
have been a number of studies of Scottish commerce and enterprise 
in Australia, including various contributions from Eric Richards, 
David Macmillan, J. D. Bailey, and Malcolm Prentis, among 
others.9 The primary focus for studies of Scottish and Australian 
commercial connections has been, on the one hand, early Scottish 
investment and pastoral enterprise in the nineteenth century and, on 
the other hand, the over-representation and prominence of Scottish 
migrants in Australian business from European settlement until the 
present day. It is arguable that Australian-directed efforts to 
connect with Scotland, and Scottish-Australian links in the 
twentieth century more generally, deserve more attention. The 1928 
delegation offers an exemplary focus for addressing these two 
themes. 

The delegation also sought to stimulate migration to 
Australia from Scotland. Again, the literature is broad and there are 
many opportunities to confirm and challenge various 
understandings of the Scottish migrant experience in twentieth-
century Australia.10 A case study of the delegation serves as an 
opportunity to illuminate a variety of aspects of migratory 
connections between Scotland and Australia in the early twentieth 
century. In particular, the delegation throws into focus the 
relationships between Australia’s post-First World War ambitions 
in the Empire and the immigration of Scots to the Antipodes. While 
studies from historians such as Marjory Harper make it clear that 
Empire destinations distinguished Scottish migration at this time, 
the ways in which peripheral, receiving countries such as Australia 
actively engaged and encouraged Scottish migration are also 
important.11 That is to say, while scholars such as Angela 
McCarthy have shed much light on the personal motivations behind 
Scottish migration during the inter-war period, a case study of the 
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delegation further illuminates the activities of Scots in destination 
countries, such as Australia, in attempting to attract migrants in the 
1920s and 1930s.12 In particular, the delegation’s partnership with 
imperial youth migration schemes offers the chance to explore 
issues of class and race as they played out in the Scottish 
diaspora—who were the “right kinds of Scots?” 

Furthermore, although Harper has not made an extended 
study of it, she and Stephen Constantine have suggested that the 
1928 delegation was an early form of “roots-tourism” or a 
“homecoming.”13 They observe, “visitors were often subjected to a 
round of official receptions, at which politicians and civic 
dignitaries waxed lyrical on the virtues of the imperial 
relationship.”14 Harper and Constantine view the delegation as a 
homecoming pilgrimage in the guise of an imperial trading and 
migration drive and note that as a kind of “heritage tourism,” the 
delegation demonstrates the importance of identity, even invented 
identity, to rootless or restless migrants.”15 Indeed, roots tourism 
was arguably one aspect of the delegation’s activities. But it also 
remains true that, in reality, the delegates in 1928 did seek to 
extend direct trading to Scotland and to encourage immigration to 
Australia. Indeed, Richards has briefly contextualized the 1928 
delegation as “the last hurrah” of Australia’s spirit of expansion and 
enthusiasm for immigration in the 1920s. He notes its relation to 
the “grand imperial intergovernmental project entailing the long-
distance transfer of labour and capital” that was Australian 
immigration in the 1920s.16 From a migration perspective, the 
delegation encompassed aspects of both migration from Scotland, 
and return migration to Scotland. Therefore, it is better to 
understand such delegations holistically as combined commerce, 
migration, and roots tourism events, for none of these were 
mutually exclusive.  

What both Harper and Richards draw attention to, 
furthermore, is the imperial rhetoric that was evident both 
throughout the delegation’s activities, but also in Australia more 
broadly during the 1920s. This reflected Australia’s orientation 
towards Britain and the Empire in the inter-war period, as well as 
the preponderance of popular imperialism in expressions of 
Scottish culture in Australia. As will be demonstrated, the latter 



Benjamin Wilkie  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

111 

theme—popular imperialism—ties together the migratory and 
commercial ambitions of the delegation. What this article achieves 
is to demonstrate how this mentality was reflected in the rhetoric, 
and the aspirations, of the 1928 delegation to Scotland and those 
Scots who participated.  

What follows is a brief overview of Australia’s economy 
and society in the 1920s, which provides helpful broader context 
for the activities of the 1928 delegation. After an introduction to the 
delegation itself, the discussion then focuses on two major themes. 
The first is commerce and migration, and the second is how the 
Scottish and Australian contexts affected the various activities and 
outcomes of the delegation. Threading through all of these 
discussions is the influence and role of both Australia’s imperial 
ambitions and the imperial mentality of Scottish migrants and 
people of Scottish descent in Australia during this period. 
Ultimately, in investigating the delegation’s promotion of 
commercial and migratory connections between Scotland and 
Australia, the goal of this article is to provide insights into the 
centrality of the Empire in this relationship and how imperial 
sentiment figures so prominently in the ways some Scots and 
Scottish Australians managed and imagined their relationship with 
Scotland during the interwar years.  
 
“Men, money, and markets” 
In the years following the First World War, Australia was active in 
seeking economic opportunities in the imperial sphere and 
embarked on a mission to revive its pre-1914 focus on Empire, 
geopolitical security, and economic expansion. It was within this 
context that Scots and Scottish-Australians played on a reputation 
as Empire builders and initiated a trade and migration delegation at 
the end of the 1920s. Prime Minister William ‘Billy’ Hughes 
sought a return to the immigration levels Australia had experienced 
before the war, in part to protect Australia from an increasingly 
powerful Japan, but also to stimulate economic development.17 He 
wrote to his deputy in November 1918, “If we are to hold Australia 
and develop its tremendous resources we must have numerous 
population.”18 Hughes’ first opportunity to revitalize immigration 
came after the war. Ex-servicemen in Britain were offered 
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assistance with passages and settlement in the Dominions between 
1919 and 1922. Of all the Dominions, Australia received the largest 
proportion of assisted ex-servicemen and their families, at around 
44 per cent of the total.19 Hughes continued his enthusiasm for 
immigration and in 1920 placed the administration of assisted 
migration into federal hands. The Commonwealth established 
migration offices in London and Melbourne, and agreed to pay at 
least one-third of the passages for migrants selected by agents in 
Britain or nominated by residents of Australia. Selectees were often 
farm labourers or domestic servants, while nominees were usually 
friends and family of migrants already living in Australia.20 

In 1921 Hughes negotiated a loan of 20 million pounds 
from London, and in return Australia would settle 20,000-25,000 
British migrants and their families on the land. In November 1921, 
Hughes said that British labour and capital would provide Australia 
with the basis of a “great developmental policy for the building of 
railways, roads, the clearing of forests and bush, water conservation 
or irrigation.”21 A national consensus emerged in the early 1920s 
that saw immigration, land settlement, and overseas markets as 
integral to the economic development of Australia. Despite the 
ultimate failure of costly land settlement schemes, Hughes’ 
successor—Prime Minister Stanley Bruce—pursued British capital 
and promoted immigration with even greater determination.22 

Explaining his policy to an Imperial Conference in 1923, 
Bruce declared that his Australia was turning to Britain for “Men, 
money and markets.”23 Australia needed men from Britain, along 
with women and children, to make the land productive—overall, 
the British government financed more than 200,000 assisted 
migrants to Australia over the decade. In the same period, the 
Commonwealth and States borrowed over £300 million to support 
development projects and to expand the capacity of Australian 
producers. To make increased primary production profitable 
Australia needed markets, and Britain remained the main buyer of 
Australian wool, wheat, dairy, meat, fruit and sugar.24 The 
government founded its vision, labelled “Australia Unlimited,” on 
encouraging primary industries and stimulating rural growth. 
Immigration agents selected British migrants for their 
appropriateness to find employment in both agriculture and 



Benjamin Wilkie  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

113 

industry. Around one-third of the migrants were skilled and in 
some cases were funnelled into specific industries such as textiles 
in Victoria and coalmining in New South Wales.25 With the 
assistance of trade unions, a group of Scottish masons were 
contracted in 1926 for five years especially for the construction of 
the Sydney Harbour Bridge.26 

In the end, Australia Unlimited was little more than a pipe 
dream. The government’s plans were not suited to the realities of 
the market—including high post-war land values and a peak in 
export prices immediately after the war—and its inability to 
recognise rural decline led ultimately to hardship for the migrants 
and a failure to stimulate agricultural growth. By April 1924, nearly 
one-third of migrants had left their rural holdings, along with nearly 
half of the Australians working alongside them. Most migrants 
moved to the cities or never left them. Perhaps the greatest 
contribution made by British migrants to Australia’s economy 
between the wars was to provide labour and experience to its 
nascent urban industrial sector, rather than the rural agricultural 
industries that agents had selected them to work in. Ultimately, 
Richards notes that the “unhappy fate” of imperial commerce and 
migration schemes in the 1920s “caused deep pessimism at every 
level” and, in the final analysis, “was a comedy and tragedy of 
misplaced predictions and the powerlessness of a country to mould 
its own future.”27 

In an effort to reduce the costs of Australian exports, the 
Bruce government turned on unions and workers, and sought to 
undercut wages through new industrial awards and by attempting to 
abolish Australia’s arbitration system. Backlash against these 
measures led ultimately to the election of James Scullin’s Labor 
government in 1929.28 Reacting to dropping export prices and the 
growing reluctance of British financiers to fund Australia 
Unlimited, Scullin promptly abolished the Development and 
Migration Commission (a governing body in Bruce’s program of 
British men, money, and markets) and minimized assisted 
migration. While Australia had promised to settle Britons in return 
for the generous loans London had provided throughout the 1920s, 
whatever animosity Scullin’s reversals might have stirred were 
soon made moot by the oncoming economic depression.29 Despite 
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the eventual collapse of Australia’s program of British men, money, 
and markets, pockets of enthusiastic support for imperial commerce 
and migration existed right up until the last days of the Bruce 
government in 1928 and 1929. Perhaps one of the last large-scale 
attempts to stimulate British labour and capital for Australian 
development was the Australian Scottish delegation of 1928. 
Combining Empire migration and imperial commerce, but focusing 
specifically on Scottish migrants and markets, the delegation was 
one final effort to revitalize a decade-long fixation on Britain for 
Australia’s sustenance—although they could not have foreseen the 
coming economic catastrophe. 
 
The Australian Scottish Delegation, 1928 
Because of the increasing number and diversity of Scottish ethnic 
and cultural organizations during the early twentieth century in 
Australia, a decline in older associations, and the need to share 
scarce resources, various umbrella organizations emerged across 
the country. This included the Victorian Scottish Union (VSU), 
established in 1905 to affiliate suburban and rural Caledonian 
societies and pipe bands, the members of which were a combination 
of Scottish-born and Australians of Scottish descent.30 Relations 
between the group and the government were usually amicable. In 
September 1919, a Horsham-based member had put forward a 
motion to make sure the VSU appropriately respected returning 
soldiers, and thanking Prime Minister Hughes for “the manner in 
which he represented Australians in England during the war.”31 In 
November 1919, the group received thanks from Hughes for the 
“appreciation by Scotsmen of his efforts at the Peace 
Conference.”32 When Prime Minister Bruce gave his 1925 re-
election speech on the importance of imperialism to Australia, the 
VSU hosted his celebratory luncheon.33 Furthermore, prominent 
Nationalist politicians were members of the Victorian Scottish 
Union. At one event, William Plain, the founding president of the 
Nationalist party and a Victorian senator for many years, 
denounced a shipping strike in early 1925 to VSU members, and 
said, “If a man set about damaging the country in which he lived he 
certainly should be sent to a country where his ministrations would 
be welcomed. That country is not Australia.”34  



Benjamin Wilkie  IRSS 39 (2014)   
 

115 

In line with its various political engagements, in the 1920s 
the VSU decided to form a delegation to Scotland to promote 
Bruce’s agenda of British men, money, and markets. As a 
contemporary observed in 1929, “the Scottish groups in Australia 
had no politics—their only policy was maintenance of the British 
Empire!”35 In late-June, 1927, the Sydney Morning Herald 
announced that the VSU had made arrangements for an organized 
tour of Scotland by a large number of Scots and people of Scottish-
descent living in Australia. The delegates, who applied to take part 
and paid their own way, represented the six states and the main 
primary and secondary industries of those states. The tour left 
Melbourne on April 11 and, sailing via Colombo, Suez, and Port 
Said, arrived in London on May 18. On May 23, the delegation left 
for Scotland, spent a week in Edinburgh, and another week in 
Glasgow from May 30 to June 5. After leaving Glasgow, the 
delegation visited Perth, Dundee, Aberdeen, and Inverness, where 
the tour ended on June 15.36 They were to organize special 
“Australia campaigns” in the main Scottish cities where literature 
and other information concerning industries “in all parts of the 
Commonwealth” was circulated. They also held small exhibitions 
of Australian products in smaller towns, and each delegate, it was 
intended, was to promise to sponsor a migrant.37  

The delegation aimed to promote trade between Scotland 
and Australia, and extend Scottish business networks within the 
Empire. The event was couched in the familiar rhetoric of 
Scotland’s imperial culture. The ‘Empire-builder’ trope was readily 
found in official propaganda for the tour: 

 
Scotsmen, and, of course, Scots women, are great 
home-makers, and that quality, coupled with the other 
characteristics of our race, has enabled our sons and 
daughters to take a disproportionately large part in the 
pioneer work of empire-building. But it is equally true 
that the Scot abroad never loses his affection for his 
old “Home”, and in the Australian-Scottish Delegation 
we see a practical expression of the “homing” instinct. 
We are proud and happy to welcome our kinsmen, 
proud of their success in a far-off land, proud of the tie 
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that binds them to “their own, their native land.” Like 
them, we are anxious to strengthen and secure the 
bond by the increasing development of a mutually 
advantageous intercourse in trade and commerce of 
every kind.38 
 

The optimistic Empire-building pioneers on board the T.S.S. 
Hobson’s Bay as it departed Melbourne on April 11 came from a 
range of backgrounds.39 Of the delegates, 352 were women and 251 
were men.40 Many were business owners; Richard Pritchard from 
North Melbourne sold Aitken’s Wine Tonic, while Robert Walters 
managed a boot manufacturing company in Windsor, and Mrs E. C. 
Allan operated a confectionary business in Malvern, for example.41 
From Sydney was Mr D. Oswald, who was a garage proprietor, and 
from Bondi came William Cowie, who was the managing director 
of Newtown Furnishing Company.42 The Queensland group 
included merchants, farmers, contractors, bankers, fruit growers 
and one W. B. Irvine, Esq., who listed his profession as 
‘bushwhacker’.43 There was no lack of headmasters and teachers, 
and other professions such as nurses, hotel owners and skilled 
tradesmen were common from all states. A £200 fee paid by each 
delegate covered the cost a berth on the Hobson’s Bay, plus 
expenses in Scotland (but not the return fare to Australia), although 
a number of delegates were reportedly sponsored by Scottish 
associations.44  

When they arrived in Scottish cities, various civic officials 
and business leaders welcomed the delegates. In Perth, for instance, 
the General Assurance Corporation provided the reception. In a 
welcoming pamphlet for the delegates, Perth’s history concludes in 
a manner that tells us much about the commercial interests of the 
Scots. “Lastly,” it reads, “she has been the birthplace of a great 
Corporation, which, from its home office in Perth, has encircled the 
globe, and spread the Fair City’s name, not upon the label of a 
whisky bottle, but on a document possibly more beneficent and 
certainly more enduring—a policy of insurance.”45 The pamphlet 
further proclaims, “there is scarcely a civilized community in the 
world where the Company is not represented.”46 In Australia alone, 
between 1903 and 1928 the company had established offices in 
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Melbourne, Sydney, Brisbane, Adelaide, and Perth. By 1931 it had 
an Australian staff of 60, with a further 1,500 agents across the 
country.47 In an attempt to acquire the business of the visitors, the 
company reminds them that “Australia . . .  has a population more 
British than Britain’s”, and that their money is better invested with 
the General Assurance Corporation because “all insurance is good, 
but some is better!” In a token of friendship, the company offered 
free accident insurance to all of the delegates for the remainder of 
their tour.48 

White Horse Distillers in Glasgow provided a similar 
pamphlet; its title proudly reads Australian Scottish Delegation: 
Tour of the Motherland, 1928. Inside we find photographs of the 
delegates, dressed in kilts and tartan, enjoying the hospitality of the 
whisky company. Male delegates are pictured inspecting a 
consignment of White Horse whisky ready for dispatch to 
Sydney.49 Activities such as these perhaps reflected the eagerness 
of Scottish business to find markets in Australia—through the 
resources of the delegates—and complement the host of other 
events organized which, in turn, promoted Australian business in 
Scotland.  

 
Imperial commerce and trade 
As Ian Donnachie, Christopher Whatley, and others have noted, in 
the nineteenth century and earlier, the commercial middle class of 
Scotland considered the Empire as a place of great opportunity 
where they could exercise entrepreneurial dynamism and 
enterprise.50 Central to the Scottish imperial mission was the 
presence of Scottish business in the colonies and in the commercial 
apparatus of the Empire.51 We will now examine the growth of 
Scottish Australian trade in the context of 1920s and 1930s 
Australia, explore the people and politics behind moves to 
consolidate and increase trade between the two countries, and 
assesses the role of the Scottish diaspora in assisting what were 
ultimately drastic increases in direct trade between Australia and 
Scotland in the late 1920s and early 1930s. 

The 1928 delegation had its precedents. In July 1896, 
James M. Sinclair, the representative in Britain of the Victorian 
Agricultural Department, travelled to Glasgow, Edinburgh, 
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Dundee, and Aberdeen with a view to encouraging direct trade with 
Scotland and Victoria.52 Upon his return, Sinclair claimed that he 
“succeeded in inducing several large firms, hitherto doing business 
chiefly with Denmark, the United States, and Canada to turn their 
attention to Victoria products.”53 Direct export to Scotland, 
however, depended on the extension of the monthly Gulf line 
steamer service from Melbourne north to Glasgow, rather than 
terminating at Manchester. This was conditional on a guaranteed 
minimum 100 tonnes of cargo being shipped to Glasgow from 
Victoria.54 Yet, while Canada established a direct shipping service 
with Glasgow in 1903, by the late 1920s Australia still had not fully 
exploited Scotland as a market for its exports. Indeed, even New 
Zealand exported approximately three times as much fruit, dairy, 
and meat to Scotland than Australia in the early twentieth century.55 
Harold Ford, secretary of the Clyde Navigation Trust, said in 1928 
that in Scotland “there are established markets which are literally 
starved of Australian commodities.”56 Within a year, nevertheless, 
direct trade with Scotland had begun to boom, largely thanks to the 
work of the delegation. 

Measuring trade activity between Scotland and Australia 
can be a complex task, though there were dramatic increases in 
direct trade in the late 1920s and throughout the 1930s, and much 
of this had to do with the delegation’s activities in 1928. Archibald 
Gilchrist, the delegation’s chairperson, told the Advertiser in 
October 1928 that the “tour was an outstanding success, and 
resulted in an increased demand for Australian goods in Great 
Britain.”57  

A lack of direct shipping routes to Glasgow initially 
hampered trade between Australia and Scotland. It was not cost-
effective to transport Australian products from the south and, 
despite the publicity, goods were simply not available in many 
parts of Scotland. Early in the tour, Australian exporters met with 
the leading Scottish distributor, Gowan’s, who claimed to have 
only one case of canned fruit, and that only a dozen cases were 
procurable. The products were “badly packed and were uneatable 
and half green.”58 Responding, one grower from Mildura told 
reporters: “It is scandalous. The Commonwealth Government and 
Australia House are to blame.”59 In April 1929, Harold Ford spoke 
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in Western Australia to the Perth Chamber of Commerce on behalf 
of the City Corporation of Glasgow, the Glasgow Chamber of 
Commerce, and the Clyde Navigation Trust. He told the audience, 
“Australian products were virtually being over-advertized in the 
northern markets of Britain, because these products could not be 
procured there.”60 In 1929 he remarked that “what we really want 
to see is Australia opening up a central depot here [in Scotland] for 
her products and really tackling the retail shopkeeper. Until this is 
done the Scottish housewife will remain in the hands of your 
foreign competitors.”61 

The solution came with the realization of an agreement 
between the Victorian Government and the Clyde Navigation Trust, 
which advanced a policy of developing trade between Glasgow and 
the colonies.62 The agreement, sketched out by the delegation and 
officials of the Clyde Trust in June 1928 while the delegates were 
touring the Clyde River, opened Bristol, Manchester and 
Glasgow—“the gateway of the north”—to Australian trade and 
produce.63 This was perhaps the most important practical 
achievement of the Australian Scottish Delegation. In the years 
following, direct trading between Glasgow and Australia increased 
greatly and, in 1932, traders on the Clyde had reported a 300 per 
cent increase in imports from Australia and New Zealand to 
Scotland since 1929.64 In the same year, arrangements between the 
Clyde Trust and shipping company Alfred Holt & Co. would 
establish, for the first time, refrigerated trade between Australia and 
Glasgow. This meant that Australian primary producers could sell 
their apples, pears, butter, cheese and meat directly in Scottish 
markets; previously, refrigerated trade had been limited to London 
and Liverpool.65 This coincided with the opening of the King 
George V dock on the Clyde in 1930; the first completed segment 
of the dock was set aside especially for Holt & Co.’s Blue Funnel 
refrigerated shipping service from Australia.66 In late-1932, Scottish 
importers announced that storage facilities for holding Australia’s 
refrigerated cargo were to be opened on the Clyde by Clan, Shire, 
Federal, and Blue Funnel lines of steamships.67  

In 1933, Ford gloated, “we have increased our trade 
between Australia and Glasgow from 22 vessels to 43, and the 
imports of Australian products from 44,000 to 110,000 tons per 
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annum, and I am looking for a still greater increase in the coming 
year.”68 Indeed, by that year Australia’s high-grade butter and dairy 
products began to dominate Scotland’s market at the expense of 
butter imports from Denmark, while Australian dried fruit and eggs 
had also become popular imports. The Director of Trade Publicity 
in Britain, A. H. Hyland, observed that “the improved trade outlook 
for Scotland was a striking illustration of the value of organized 
publicity.”69  

In 1934, it was argued that Scotland would be the solution 
to a glut of Australian produce in London, which had rendered 
Australian products “unsaleable and certainly unprofitable to men 
on the land.”70  The Morwell Advertiser observed that if trade with 
Scotland continued to increase, “there should be no glut on the 
London market and dairymen would receive something more than 
6d or 7d per lb for their butter fat.”71 Indeed, enthusiasm for 
Scottish markets spread to Queensland, where a former president of 
the state’s Chamber of Commerce, J. E. Plumridge, argued in 1934 
that “there would be unbounded opportunities for thriving trade 
between Queensland and Scotland when the State Government 
decided to establish direct contact with the commercial community 
in Scotland.”72 The Premier of New South Wales visited Scotland 
in June 1936 and said he was “most impressed with the possibilities 
of increasing Australia’s trade with Scotland,” and that he intended 
“placing the views of Glasgow importers before New South Wales 
exporters on his return.”73 The Commonwealth government also 
promoted imperial trade with Scotland. On a trip to Scotland in 
1935, the Prime Minister Joseph Lyons responded to calls from 
Alexander Swan, the Lord Provost of Glasgow, for more Australian 
imports, saying:  

 
I am delighted to know that Glasgow is willing to 
encourage the expansion of Australian trade. It is 
essential for the future of the empire that Australia 
should continue its balanced development. . . . We in 
Australia are your people and it is important for the 
Empire that we should prosper equally as much as it is 
that you should prosper.74 
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Between 1929 and 1934, trade in Australian products had increased 
annually, and trebled from 1933 to 1934. In the five years since the 
delegation, approximately 50 direct business links had been 
established by Australian producers and merchant and traders on 
Scottish markets.75 Between 1935 and 1936, in his report to the 
Trade Development Department of the Clyde Navigation Trustees, 
Harold Ford recorded the appreciable progress made in Scotland’s 
imperial trade. A total of 135 vessels representing a tonnage of over 
1.3 million tons entered the Clyde, with cargoes of 262,616 tons. 
Australian imports of flour and grain dropped, but cargoes of meat, 
dairy produce, eggs, and fruit increased, bringing higher dues and a 
higher tonnage of ships. Ford noted, however, that “the over 
concentration of supplies in London acts unfavourably in the 
interests of the Australian producers and on the port and trading 
interests of Glasgow.”76 

In 1936, after retiring as Agent-General for Victoria in 
Britain, Richard Linton, gave a speech to the Melbourne Scots—a 
social organisation for wealthy urban Scots of which he was 
president of at one time. In that speech, Linton emphasized the 
importance of Scotland as a market for Australian products, and 
reminded the audience that of Victoria’s fifteen Agents-General, 
thirteen had been Scots. His colleagues claimed that, through his 
efforts and those of the Australian Scottish delegation, Australian 
produce was favourably known in Britain, “particularly the most 
important portion—the north.” Regarding the prospects for 
developing more trade with Scotland, Linton stated that Australia 
had merely scratched the surface, but that “throughout Scotland 
there was a spirit of Empire fellowship, and the Scots would buy 
Empire goods in preference to those from foreign countries.”77 
Overall, between 1928 and 1939, a four-fold increase in the 
quantity of goods imported to the Clyde from Australia occurred. 
The tonnage of shipping increased from 300,000 tons in 1928 to 
over one million tonnes in 1935, which was a more distinct increase 
than the broader expansion of shipping on the Clyde in the 1920s 
and 1930s.78 The delegation’s aims of increasing imperial trade 
activity between Australia and Scotland had surely succeeded. 
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Tourism, migration, and the ‘right kind’ of Scots 
The mixture of business people, single women, and families 
indicates other motivations for visiting Scotland in addition to the 
delegation’s intentions to encourage commerce. The entire group 
included 151 single women, and many of these listed their 
occupation as domestic or home duties, teachers, or clerks. It seems 
that many single sisters joined the delegation: Catherine and Isobel 
Knight from Burnley, Rebecca and Alice Neil from Middle 
Brighton, the Arnott sisters from Horsham, and Helen and Margaret 
Cowie from Ballarat, to name a small number of those who 
travelled to Scotland together.79 The lists compiled by Archibald 
Gilchrist, the delegation’s manager and secretary of the New 
Settlers’ League of Australia, also show that numerous family units 
took part. John McCrae, from Jung in Victoria’s north-west, took 
his three daughters May, Jean and Margaret, to Scotland with him, 
for example, and there were many married couples with a young 
Master or Miss in tow.80  

Returning ‘home’ was a theme present in coverage of the 
delegation. At a farewell luncheon held in Launceston for six 
women who were leaving on the tour, a reporter in attendance 
observed: “We who are Tasmanians born and bred, and who 
possess an inborn love of our native country, which nothing can 
ever dim, can imagine the feelings of excitement with which many 
of these persons will shortly commence their voyage home . . . 
people who have never seen its rugged shores . . . who have a 
strong desire to visit their ancestral homes.”81 While ‘home’ was 
important for the delegates, a condition of participating was that 
they would purchase a return fare, thus reducing the likelihood that 
delegates would use the trip to return permanently.82 Nevertheless, 
anecdotes such as that given above shine light on the delegation’s 
additional function to provide, perhaps informally, a medium for 
heritage or roots tourism.83 Indeed, as Harper and Constantine 
suggested, the 1928 delegation may also be understood in the 
context of “genealogical pilgrimages to ancestral homelands,” 
which were one of the many facets of Scottish return migration in 
the early twentieth century.84 One newspaper ventured to suggest 
that the delegation was “primarily intended as a Back to Scotland 
picnic.”85 Undeniably, delegates took the opportunity to both see 
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the country and their old friends and families after the tour broke up 
in Inverness: 

 
Many of the party stayed on for some days after the 
delegation as a whole was disbanded, and many made 
trips to many places that did not come within the 
official programme. Although the delegation has been 
disbanded, sections of it are still doing all they can in 
the interests of trade with Australia and migration. 
Many of the party remained in Scotland to visit 
relatives and friends in parts which were not included 
in the official programme. Others have come south, 
and are in small parties visiting various places in 
England, whilst others are spending a season in the 
Empire’s metropolis, London, which is now in the 
height of its season for visitors.86 
 
Along with goals of stimulating trade with Australia, heritage 

and tourism activities were significant aspect of the delegation. 
Archibald Gilchrist told papers, “we are out for a picnic—a 
thoroughly enjoyable holiday—and at the same time we are going 
to boost Australia.”87 From their arrival in London on May 18 until 
the tour’s end in Inverness on June 15, the delegates were to 
“adhere to a strict programme”, but afterwards they were “able to 
go where they [chose].”88 There is little evidence of where 
individual delegates might have visited after the official tour, but 
between attempts to ‘boost Australia’ the delegation visited, among 
other sites of historical significance, Balmoral Castle, Sterling, 
Loch Lomond, and the field of Bannockburn.89 

More widely reported upon—and perhaps more 
controversial—were the activities of the delegates with regard to 
increasing Scottish immigration to Australia; in the 1920s scheme 
of Australian expansion, along with British money and markets, of 
course, came British labour. While the delegation is an important 
case study in twentieth-century Scotland-Australia commercial 
links, it also offers an insight into issues of class and race in the 
Scottish diaspora.  

An important aim of the VSU for the 1928 delegation was 
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that each delegate would pledge to nominate and sponsor a young 
Scottish migrant who would be able to work in Australia. Gilchrist 
told newspapers that his delegation would endeavour to “obtain at 
least 500 migrants for the Commonwealth.”90 This took place in the 
context of much broader child migration movements in Australia, 
and numerous organized developed schemes designed to bring 
young British migrants to Australia were in operation during the 
interwar years.91 These organizations were closely linked to 
Australian and British imperial interests, and in the interwar years 
were leading proponents of another core ideological theme of 
popular imperialism, the superiority of the British race.92 

Richard Linton, the son of a Scottish importer in New 
Zealand who we met previously as the retiring Agent-General for 
Victoria, established one such program in Australia in 1924—the 
Big Brother Movement. A member of the Victorian state 
Nationalist party, Linton was concerned with increasing numbers of 
non-British migrants, contending that their presence undermined 
the wages scale. “It is our duty as a Parliament to encourage our 
own people to come from the Old Land”, he said in his maiden 
speech to parliament in 1927, “God help this country if we continue 
to allow foreigners to come into it.”93  

Linton intended his Big Brother Movement to combine 
loyalty to Empire with Australian idealisations of life on the land. 
The movement promoted the migration of “Little Brothers” to work 
Australia’s rural sector, although urban employment for British 
boys was common. On arrival in Australia, each became the 
responsibility of an Australian “Big Brother,” who provided initial 
accommodation and maintained contact with the youth after he had 
found employment.94 A memorandum to Australia House in 
London claimed, “I don’t think that there will be much difficulty in 
securing the 10,000 Big Brothers, from which [Richard Linton] 
aims as a preliminary.”95 By September 1928, the scheme had 
brought 868 Little Brothers to Victoria, 522 to New South Wales 
and 125 to Western Australia.96 Overall, between 1922 and 1927, 
youth migration schemes brought a total of 14,000 boys and 2000 
girls to Australia, and the channelling of young men from Britain to 
rural properties in Australia accounted for 10 per cent of all assisted 
immigration in the 1920s.97 
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Youth migration movements formed an integral part of the 
imperial propaganda directed at young British males in the interwar 
years. Empire migration schemes were particularly anxious to 
“acquire” middle and upper class youths, and the Big Brother 
Movement reflected this consciousness of Empire and social 
standing.98 As Richard Linton said, “it is essential for the future 
success of our Movement and to retain enthusiasm of our members, 
that boys of a high standard, morally, physically, and of education 
in accordance with our schedule, should only be sent under our 
auspices.”99 The movement’s official magazine, New Australian, 
told readers that young boys “are more resourceful and courageous 
than older people, and when they are shifted they have not to sever 
long-established habits and associations.”100 

The secretary of the Big Brother Movement, Colonel 
Burrett, wrote that the VSU vice-president J. D. MacInnes “thought 
it would be a good idea if every member of the [1928 delegation] 
became a Big Brother, and brought home a Scottish little 
brother.”101 The movement played on national sentiments, and 
called the on Scots to adopt one of their “ain folk.”102 On the other 
hand, MacInnes later told the Australian Press Association in 
Edinburgh that the delegation was not explicitly searching for 
migrants, but would never fail to boost Australia from the migration 
point of view. “I will always tell the people that hard-workers are 
needed,” he said, “I am a supporter of the Big Brother movement . . 
. [but] I have told delegates that indiscriminate talk regarding 
migration is most unwise. The real object of the delegation is to 
increase the sale of Australian products.”103  

Indeed, at a farewell reception in the Melbourne Botanic 
Gardens, a member of the federal parliament “asked members of 
the party to tell people in Scotland the real position regarding the 
Commonwealth . . . Australia did not want more migrants to 
overcrowd still more the already overcrowded labour market. The 
delegation should tell intending migrants that if they left for 
Australia they would only encounter unemployment.”104 During 
1928, unemployment levels were edging higher, and had raised 
from 4.23 per cent in 1926 to 11.94 per cent by 1929.105 Opposition 
to using the delegation as a means of increasing Scottish migration 
to Australia was the exception, however, despite the condition of 
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Australia’s labour market. Delegates themselves expressed the 
opinion that the role of the tour was to stimulate both trade and 
immigration. One traveller, P. E. Potts, said retrospectively “the 
object of the delegation’s visit was to develop trade relations 
between Great Britain and Australia, and at every meeting attended 
by the delegates emphasis was placed on the necessity for 
stimulating immigration.”106  

The Argus commented shortly after the delegation tour that, 
in view of concerns over unemployment in Australian cities, “it 
may have been deemed desirable to make no public speeches on 
migration in Scotland, but members of the delegation went with the 
avowed object of selecting likely men with or without capital and 
inviting them to come to Australia.”107 The Argus further reported 
that, when advised to approach matters of migration with caution, 
the delegates said “We will not be gagged, not even by Mr. 
Bruce!”108 MacInnes stated—despite his earlier comments—“it 
amazes me and the majority of the delegates that anyone should try 
to curtail the migration of Britons when Australia’s paltry 
population affords too tempting a bait to foreign peoples.”109  

Most parties expressed approval of the prospect of 
receiving “Little Brothers” from Scotland. A member of the federal 
opposition present at the botanical gardens farewell, Sir William 
MacPherson—the son of a prosperous Scottish-born merchant—
stated that there was “room for millions of people in the open space 
of the Commonwealth.” He said that, although there had been 
complaints about “certain migrants,” the solution to the difficulty 
lies “in Australia obtaining migrants of her own kith and kin.”110 
Moderator of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of 
Australia, the Rt. Rev. Robert Scott West, gave a farewell sermon 
to the delegates at St. Stephen’s Church in Sydney on April 1, 
1928. He suggested that the Scottish delegation should take the 
slogan “White men for a white Australia” as their motto, and told 
the assembly that Australia “wanted the sort of clean, brave, 
patriotic men and women who had been hardened and softened by 
the great struggle in which the soil of Scotland had involved its 
children.”111  

Although the federal government offered no financial 
assistance to the delegation, the Prime Minister offered his 
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approval. “The Government is pleased to learn of the success which 
has attended the efforts to organize a visit by a Scottish delegation 
to the United Kingdom”, wrote Bruce.112 He was confident that “as 
a result of the visit and the close personal relations which the 
delegation will be able to establish, Empire trade will be assisted 
and migration to Australia stimulated.”113 Despite claims that Bruce 
had advised the delegation to remain quiet on matters of migration, 
the prime minister told Parliament that no official instructions had 
been given to the members, and that they “were private citizens and 
it was entirely their own affair if they encouraged people to come to 
Australia.”114  

While the Scots did not form the majority of Big Brother 
migrants, they were certainly a desirable ‘type’. The Honorary 
Secretary of the Movement in New South Wales wrote that the 
Scottish delegation would benefit the Commonwealth because “as 
with the parents [who would secure commercial ties with Australia] 
there are sure to be quite a number of good Scottish youths, whom 
experience shows make excellent, careful, and thrifty settlers.”115 In 
reference to his activities with the movement in Scotland in 1925, 
Linton regarded the boys he had selected for migration under the 
scheme as “a splendid type, and the conditions of their acceptances 
themselves require a superior type of boy.”116 Indeed, the image 
circulated by the Bruce government in the 1920s was of a “clean, 
white, cheerful and resolute country,” and Australia became 
increasingly protective of its British heritage. The government 
deported undesirable aliens, and imposed restrictions on Australian 
nationality in 1920. The immigration departments introduced a 
system of racial and national classification, which affected flows of 
immigration and procedures naturalization. Entry quotas were 
introduced for southern Europeans and other “undesirable 
immigrants.”117 Australia had to remain British, even at the risk of a 
clogged labour market at a time when Australian exports were 
slowly decreasing as Britain slipped from its place as the financial 
centre of the world.  

Yet, Australians on both sides of politics still had to face a 
rising tide of working class British migrants.118 The decline of 
British industry, especially Scottish staples of textiles, coal, and 
steel, provided a surplus of tradesmen. Mineworkers, engineers, 
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textile workers, and their families formed the majority of British 
migrants in the 1920s.119 Scotland’s heavy industries were in 
decline, and farmers and agricultural workers were scarce in 
comparison to the relative glut of industrial workers—land 
settlement schemes and farm apprenticeships were often failures 
due to the lack of experience of the migrants.120 Part of the reason 
for this scarcity of rural workers from Scotland was that the share 
of migrants from agricultural areas in the 1920s gave way to a 
higher percentage of families who were young, urban, literate and 
industrially skilled. The regional origin of Scottish migrants to 
Australia was increasingly focused on the industrial central 
Lowlands—Glasgow and surrounds, the Lothians, Dundee and 
Fife.121 

Thus, a high percentage of new migrants were from the 
urban working class. Uninhibited immigration seemed to present a 
threat, but targeted migration schemes offered the possibility of 
counteracting the political ramifications of working-class influxes. 
Captain Marshall Wood, an assistant to the British Government 
Representative in Australia, told officials in Whitehall that one of 
the aims of the Big Brother Movement was to counter the effects of 
British working-class migration, which he believed would only 
strengthen the Australian Labor Party and the labour movement. 
Wood said that migration from Britain “continued on the present 
basis may eventually give to one political party an overwhelming 
majority, a position which should not be lost sight from an Empire 
point of view.”122 Targeted migration of the sort the delegation 
attempted might have offered a counter to fears of a working class 
influx, and as the Big Brother literature claimed, an “English, 
Scottish or Irish boy can be quickly converted into a good 
Australian.”123  

The labour conditions in Scotland meant that many Scots 
who wished to migrate were not of the background or age desired 
by the delegation or the Bruce government. Well before the 
delegation had departed in July 1927, members of the House of 
Commons in London were enthused by the idea of a Scottish 
delegation and made the suggestion that it “visit overcrowded 
districts of the Clyde, where unemployment was rife, instead of the 
Highlands, where further depopulation was undesirable.”124 Yet it 
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seems the delegation had no intentions of taking on Scotland’s 
unemployed masses. In June 1928, as the delegation was preparing 
to leave Glasgow, newspapers reported that delegates had agreed to 
employ at least 50 young Scottish boys who would sail in 
December unaided. Additionally, “numerous applications had been 
received from factory girls desiring to migrate,” and “about 100 
unemployed” were interested in finding employment through the 
delegates—but the unemployed were told that they would not find 
work in Australia. The Scottish workers refused assistance by the 
delegates told the Australian Press Association that they “deplored 
the rumour that the Australian Labor Party did not want their 
kinsfolk.”125 Far from a rumour, it was the new Scullin Labor 
government’s stated intention to minimize assisted migration from 
Britain and elsewhere. For the Big Brother Movement itself, data 
exists on 962 Little Brothers sent to Victoria, New South Wales and 
South Australia between 1925 and 1927, and 765 sent to New 
South Wales from 1925 to 1930. The records show that over half of 
the 1,718 youths came from London and southeast England.126 
Sixty percent of the boys had received secondary education at a 
time when approximately two percent of the English population had 
received public school education and less than twelve percent of the 
male population had gone to a secondary school.127 Geoffrey 
Sherington’s study of the Little Brothers suggests that most “came 
principally and disproportionately from the reasonable comfort of 
middle-class homes.”128 Hence, the migrants selected by the 
Scottish delegation—young, urban, and middle class—were of the 
same type as Richard Linton’s Little Brothers. Genuine concerns 
about  the ability of migrants to find employment in Australia may 
have driven the delegation to its choices regarding unemployed 
Clydesiders, yet frequent allusions to acquiring a “superior type” of 
migrant and stemming the influx of working class Britons suggest 
that merely being Scottish was not enough to justify nomination. 
Despite few of the prospective migrants having farm skills an 
“attractive feature were the number of small capitalists 
interested.”129 As has been demonstrated elsewhere, the 
construction of an “ideal Scot” by this segment of the diaspora in 
Australia faced challenges from new waves of migrants who 
brought with them new ideologies and beliefs from a Scotland that 
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was becoming increasingly dissimilar to the nation remembered and 
celebrated by the older generation.130 

 

Conclusion 
Before the Australian Scottish delegation departed, its president 
proclaimed, “We stand for Scotland but we stand for Australia!”131 
Indeed, the delegation of 1928 serves as an excellent illustration of 
both the 1920s spirit of expansion in Australia and the idealization 
of Scots as Empire builders. The delegation saw in Scotland the 
labour, capital and markets required for the economic development 
of the nation, and was a final effort to enforce Stanley Bruce’s 
program of British men, money, and markets before Labor and the 
Great Depression brought an end to high immigration and costly 
land settlement schemes. This episode in Australian commercial 
and migration history was a uniquely Scottish microcosm of a 
broader movement in Australia to revitalise imperial links during 
the interwar years. In the commercial sphere, at the very least, the 
Scottish delegation evidently succeeded in boosting imperial trade 
between Australia and Scotland.  

The imperial rhetoric surrounding trade and commerce and 
the selection of migrants of the “right type,” indicated the kinds of 
individuals who delegates understood as belonging properly to the 
Scottish diaspora in Australia; Scots were middle-class, British 
patriots and loyal to the Empire. With the tartan paraphernalia and 
ephemera of the tour included, this reflected an understanding of 
Scotland and Scots as embodied in three core elements: Highland 
symbolism, intrinsically Scottish characteristics (such as thrift, 
respectability, independence temperance, work ethic, and 
meritocracy), and an understanding that the British Empire was a 
stage upon which the credibility and authenticity of these symbols 
and values could be asserted.132 Such imperial aspirations and 
images of national character were central to the way in which these 
Scots imagined and managed their relationship with ‘home’ and 
thus defined their identities. These were the core strands weaving 
through the fabric of popular Scottishness in early-twentieth 
century Australia. 
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REVIEW 

 
Jeremy Smith, Older Scots: A Linguistic Reader. The Scottish Text 
Society, Fifth Series, 9. Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2012. Pp. 
xi + 253. ISBN: 978-1-89797-633-3. £45.00.  
 
Older Scots: A Linguistic Reader makes a vital contribution to 
Older Scots studies beyond linguistic aspects to encompass the 
literary, cultural, and book history of Scotland in the medieval and 
early modern periods. Those working on pre-modern Scotland have 
long awaited a volume with a focus on language rather than 
literature. As the first readily accessible guide to the workings, 
contexts, and transmission of the Scots language, Smith’s 
Linguistic Reader will be much appreciated by scholars and 
students alike. It would be an asset to any university library, and 
any course on Scottish literature or language for both 
undergraduates and postgraduates. The book’s objective is that 
“readers will have acquired not only an understanding of essential 
characteristics of Older Scots but will also be able to engage with 
some of the fascinating textual and linguistic problems with which 
this variety presents us” (p. 1), and it succeeds admirably.  

It is structured in two principal parts, with a glossary of the 
hundred most used Older Scots words forming a smaller third 
section. The first part comprises introductory material, in the form 
of four discursive chapters about the Scots language, and the 
second constitutes a series of Older Scots texts from sources that 
are documentary, epistolary, literary, and translations of scripture. 
The first chapter, “About Older Scots,” advises readers how to 
make best use of the book, particularly if they are beginning their 
study of Scots. It accommodates new learners, although more 
experienced scholars can simply omit these basic introductory 
sections. Clear sign-posting is essential for a work involving 
complex and detailed material: the numbered paragraphs also make 
the material manageable and accessible, thus helping to establish 
the Linguistic Reader as both a teaching text and a reference work. 
This first chapter’s broad historical overview of the Scots language 
to the present day is particularly welcomed, as are the setting out of 
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key manuscript and printed witnesses of Older Scottish literary 
landmarks, and of up-to-date resources, including the Dictionary of 
the Older Scottish Tongue and the Edinburgh Linguistic Atlas of 
Scots 1380-1500 (LAOS). The second chapter, “Transmission,” 
covers linguistic terminology, Older Scots sounds and orthography, 
followed by standardization and Anglicization. Chapter three, on 
“Grammar and Lexicon,” provides detailed yet accessible 
overviews of both of these, whilst the final chapter, “Style in Older 
Scottish Texts” discusses the range of registers in both verse and 
prose, with sharp, clear-cut definitions and explanations 
throughout. 
 The Linguistic Reader’s interdisciplinary significance is 
most fully realized, however, in the series of diplomatically edited 
primary texts that constitutes the book’s second part. The book’s 
focus extends beyond the purely literary by foregrounding 
documentary and epistolary material in a useful manner. Indeed, 
texts in these first two sections span a range of eclectic material 
from the fourteenth to seventeenth centuries, including The Scone 
Glosses (1312), an exemption of Melrose Abbey from customs 
(1389), and letters from Gavin Douglas, from John Knox, and from 
James VI of Scotland in the sixteenth century. The inclusion of 
non-literary texts, as Smith rightly points out, makes possible 
“direct comparisons between these texts and other important 
collections now becoming available” (p. 73). Further text 
categories, “On language and literature,” “Poetry,” “Prose,” and 
“Biblical Translation” are all commendable for presenting a range 
of canonical and less-well known texts to readers. 
 The quality of detailed and scholarly exposition of the 
material in this section and throughout the book as a whole is a 
defining feature of the Linguistic Reader. Smith’s introductions to 
the texts always include historical, cultural, and biographical 
information. Particularly importantly for researchers, the 
availability of the sources’ shelfmarks makes it possible for the 
reader to examine the original witness in the flesh. One of Smith’s 
principal aims in diplomatic editing is to “make accessible the 
spellings, punctuation and layout found in the witnesses for the text 
in question” (p. 2). He has very successfully accomplished his other 
objective of ensuring readers “encounter Older Scots more directly 
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than in…modern editions” (p. 2), replicating the experience of 
reading texts in their original manuscript or print witnesses.  The 
Linguistic Reader presents the workings of Older Scots in a 
colourful, lively way, especially through vignettes and localized 
detail, such as the 1609 legal case when a writer’s unusual spelling 
conventions led to his prosecution for a series of anonymous 
treasonable letters (p. 35). The combination of high caliber 
scholarship, carefully selected texts, and a lucid, engaging written 
style, ensures that Smith’s Linguistic Reader makes the Older Scots 
language comes alive for students and researchers alike.  
 
Kylie Murray 
Balliol College, Oxford 
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REVIEW 

 
Nigel Bryant, trans., The True Chronicles of Jean le Bel, 1290-
1360. Woodbridge: Boydell Press, 2011. Pp. 294. ISBN 978-1-
84383-694-0. £60.00. 
 
As Nigel Bryant points out, the title “True Chronicles” is not le 
Bel’s own, but comes from Jean Froissart’s description of the work, 
which provided the basis for the first part of Froissart’s own much 
better-known chronicles. Froissart’s respect for le Bel came partly 
from the latter’s claim that he had based his work on “what I’ve 
witnessed myself or have heard from those who’ve been present 
when I have not” (p. 22). Some of the chronicle is based on his own 
eyewitness account, which makes it particularly valuable for 
Scottish historians; Le Bel came to England with John of Hainault 
in 1327 to serve on Edward III’s lacklustre expedition against the 
Scots in Weardale, and his account of the travails and miseries of 
the campaign is one of the most detailed and vivid accounts of 
Anglo-Scottish warfare from the Middle Ages. As a Liègois 
churchman writing for other Liègois, his account includes 
numerous details of the sort that English and Scottish writers did 
not bother to record, as they took them for granted. In particular, he 
provides a detailed discussion of methods of war adopted by the 
Scots, which he obviously considered unorthodox. Coming from 
the heavily urbanized Low Countries, he regarded the uplands of 
the Anglo-Scottish Marches as a mountainous wilderness, steeped 
in Arthurian history. He refers to Carlisle as a city founded by 
Arthur, and to the Northumberland monastery of Blanchland as 
another survival from the Arthurian age–notwithstanding the 
anachronism of a house of friars in Arthurian Britain (anyway, 
Blanchland was actually a house of Augustinian canons). Later, he 
refers to “an old city which had been known in the days of King 
Arthur’s Round Table as the Castle of Maidens” (p. 63); this is in 
fact a reference to Edinburgh. 

Although he never returned to Britain, le Bel maintained a 
keen interest in the Scottish wars. Unfortunately, however, he was 
not always able to obtain accurate information, and the claim that 
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his work was a “true chronicle” does not always withstand scrutiny. 
His account of Neville’s Cross in 1346 portrays the battle as taking 
place beside Newcastle (instead of Durham), with the archbishop of 
Canterbury, and the bishops of Lincoln and Durham amongst the 
commanders, and with Queen Philippa in attendance, when in fact, 
none of them were present. On the other hand, this does provide a 
fascinating insight into how Anglo-Scottish affairs were perceived 
and understood on the Continent, albeit from someone whose 
sympathies lay with the English. In particular, the wars of the 
1330s are presented as straightforward national conflicts between 
England and Scotland, without a hint of the civil war raging within 
Scotland. Edward Balliol’s claim to the Scottish kingship is never 
mentioned, nor the “Disinherited” (a faction of Anglo-Scottish 
magnates who had lost lands in Scotland, and who were Balliol’s 
main supporters), or even their spectacular victory at Dupplin Moor 
in 1332. Balliol himself appears simply as one of the English 
commanders at Neville’s Cross (p. 189–probably incorrectly, as no 
other source mentions his presence); he may also appear misnamed 
as Lord Robert Balliol, mentioned (also incorrectly) as the English 
captain of Berwick (p. 147). Le Bel’s work demonstrates how news 
could reach the Continent in a form distorted through rumour or 
wishful thinking. For instance, the terms of the 1357 Treaty of 
Berwick, as reported by le Bel, are wildly exaggerated in Edward 
III’s favour, reducing David to the status of a client king along lines 
which Edward III fervently aspired to, but was never able to bring 
about.  

Bryant provides a translation of the text edited by Jules 
Viard and Eugène Déprez (Chronique de Jean le Bel, Société de 
l’histoire de France, 2 vols, 1904-5). It would have been nice to 
have a facing page reproduction of the French text, but Viard and 
Déprez’s edition can readily be downloaded from the Internet for 
free. The translation is nicely done, and captures the idiom and 
style of the original. There are one or two choices of phrase with 
which one might quibble; for instance, “heavy cavalry” (p. 41, for 
armeures de fer) has a somewhat anachronistic feel. Nevertheless, 
Bryant has done a very good job of balancing accuracy and 
readability. The volume could perhaps have included more 
background information on le Bel’s life and career, and with a bit 
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more historical annotation, but overall, it is invaluable in making 
this fascinating source readily accessible to those without a good 
working knowledge of fourteenth-century French. It certainly 
deserves a place on the bookshelf (or e-book reader) of every 
historian of Anglo-Scottish warfare, and indeed, of anyone 
interested in chivalry and warfare generally. 

 
Andy King  
University of Southampton 
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Dan Embree, Edward Donald Kennedy and Kathleen Dal, eds. 
Short Scottish Prose Chronicles Translated by Susan Edgington. 
Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2013. Pp. 403. ISBN 
9781843837459. £60.00.  
 
Reader’s Digest is seen as a modern phenomenon but the desire for 
condensed forms of literature goes back to at least the Middle Ages. 
The great vernacular histories of Scotland by Barbour, Wyntoun, 
and Hary and the Latin works of Fordun, Bower, Mair, and Boece 
were long and complicated. Fortunately, there were authors at hand 
to solve these problems by providing shorter chronicles that 
transmitted the basic outlines of Scottish history to their readers. 
Short Scottish Prose Chronicles presents edited versions of seven 
of these. Although some of these have been published in older 
editions, they tend to be in rare works and are not up to modern 
editing standards. The editors are to be congratulated for making 
accessible to researchers and students modern editions of these 
chronicles.  The seven works include the French La Vrai Cronicque 
d’Escoce, the Latin Nomina Omnium Regum Scotorum, and the 
Scots The Scottish Originale, The Chronicle of the Scots, The 
Ynglis Chronicle, The Brevis Chronica, and the fragmentary St 
Andrews Chronicle, the latter of which appears in published form 
for the first time. The book will be of great use to those interested 
in both medieval history and historiography.  

An excellent and detailed introduction sets the chronicles in 
their context by first giving a summary of Scottish historiography 
up to the mid-sixteenth century. The editors argue that most of 
these short chronicles were written in the later fifteenth and early 
sixteenth centuries. It is well-known that there were many 
abbreviations of Scotichronicon, the most famous being the Book of 
Pluscarden, but it was not only Bower who was being condensed 
and, to a greater or lesser extent, recast by their abbreviators. The 
editors point out that this period was one in which the relationship 
with England was of serious concern, and all of the works reflect 
this in one way or another. Some take on a much more critical 
attitude to the English than the works on which they are based, 
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highlighting for example the “fact” that the English kings were 
descended from the devil.   

The introduction provides a detailed analysis of each work, 
including examining the manuscripts in which they appear, the 
sources on which they are or could be based, possible dates and in 
some cases authorship (all of them are anonymous), the purposes 
behind their composition, and the intended readership. For 
example, it is suggested that La Vrai Cronicque may have been 
intended as briefing notes on Scottish history for ambassadors 
involved in negotiating an Anglo-French treaty in 1460, a treaty 
that had the potential to ignore the French alliance with Scotland. 
Many of the chronicles seem to have functioned almost as teaching 
tools, providing short and easily digestible outlines of what their 
authors saw as the essential outline of Scottish history. The editors 
provide an analysis of the content of each chronicle, with the 
differences in tone and material from their sources discussed. In 
general, the short chronicles tend to focus more on English 
treachery and less on Scottish flaws than do the longer histories, 
although there are exceptions. The editors suggest that The 
Chronicle of the Scots and The St Andrews Chronicle were less 
politically motivated than the other five, although they were still 
concerned with issues of Scottish independence. 

One theme central to all the chronicles is the importance of 
the unbroken line of the Scottish monarchy and its significance for 
Scotland’s complete independence from England. This takes most 
of them into the realm of legendary history and the various versions 
of Scottish origin stories, some of which will be familiar to readers 
from the arguments put forward to counter Edward I’s claims to 
superiority over Scotland and from the Declaration of Arbroath. 
The importance of kingship is highlighted most clearly in Nomina 
Omnium Regum Scotorum, a genealogy of Scottish kings in prose. 
King-lists were of some antiquity in Scotland, but such royal 
genealogies were also very current in contemporary England and 
Europe, and the Scots were participating in this trend. Hector Boece 
helped in this endeavour by thoughtfully supplying the names of 
the forty kings who had remained nameless in earlier histories and 
The St Andrews Chronicle summarised this material for readers. 
Taken together, these seven chronicles provide new insight into 
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how at least some Scots saw their history and their nation in the 
later fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries.   
 
Elizabeth Ewan 
University of Guelph 
 

 
 



Review 
 

 

146 

 
REVIEW 

 
Mairi Cowan, Death, Life, and Religious Change in Scottish 
Towns, c.1350-1560. Manchester: Manchester University Press, 
2012. Pp. xi + 252. ISBN 978-0-7190-8023-4. £60.00. 
 
In a highly readable book, Mairi Cowan explores the religious 
culture of Scottish towns in the period between the Black Death 
and the Scottish Reformation. In doing so, she joins a growing band 
of Scottish historians who are realizing the insights that can be 
gained through studying religious devotion and the ways in which 
people expressed their faith in medieval and early modern Scotland. 
In addition, her work contributes to debates about the nature of 
Church reform that was underway in Scottish burghs prior to 1560, 
arguing that Scotland was “the only country in Europe where 
Catholic Reformation preceded Protestant Reformation” (p. 13). 

A wide range of sources has been consulted and Cowan’s 
interdisciplinary training in the Centre for Medieval Studies at the 
University of Toronto shines through. Drawing on material 
including burgh records, obit books, papal letters, poetry, and 
archaeological evidence, a clear picture is presented of the vibrancy 
of lay piety in late medieval and early modern Scotland, especially 
in larger burghs such as Edinburgh and Aberdeen, for which the 
extant sources tend to be richer than for their smaller counterparts. 
Indeed, a useful and welcome addition would have been greater 
acknowledgement of the limitations of the evidence, particularly 
for the fourteenth century for which sources are less plentiful and 
varied than for either of the following two centuries. 

Cowan has structured her book imaginatively in 
accordance with the inscription on the St. Giles’ church bell of 
1460. This bell in Edinburgh declared itself to lament the dead, 
summon the living, and subdue thunderbolts: “defunctos plango: 
vivos voco: fulmina frango” (p. 1). The book is thus split up into 
three main parts, each of which is subdivided into two chapters. 
Chapters 1 and 2 (“How the living influenced the dead” and “How 
the dead influenced the living”) cover such topics as indulgences, 
burials, commemorative masses, and saintly intercession; chapters 
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3 and 4 (“Communities of religion” and “The individual in the 
community”) include discussion about the communities of parishes, 
guilds, and burghs, and confession and the reading of devotional 
works; and chapters 5 and 6 (“Religious dissent” and “Catholic 
reform”) highlight the changes that were occurring in devotional 
practice from the late fifteenth century onwards, and the reforms 
that were taking place within the existing Church structure before 
1560. 

While it is admirable that the chosen shape of the book 
echoes the words of a medieval inscription, at times the order of the 
topics under discussion means that information which would have 
helped to contextualise an earlier chapter does not appear until later 
on in the text. For example, some of the content of chapter 3 in the 
section discussing guilds would have helped to contextualize the 
discussion of guild funerals (pp. 29-31) in chapter 1. In a similar 
way, while in chapter 1 The Golden Legend is described as “a text 
read widely in Europe and found in several Scottish libraries” (p. 
19), it is not until chapter 2 that the reader is told what it was, when 
it was written, and who the author was (p. 59). 
 Despite this, one of the strengths of the book is the way in 
which it combines examination of the piety of individuals alongside 
their relationships not only with family and kin groups–a 
significant conclusion from a study of chantry foundations being 
that a married woman “retained connections to her own natal kin 
and did not become completely assimilated into her husband’s kin” 
(p. 43)–but with fellow members of guilds, parishes, and burgh 
communities. At the same time, those who did not conform to the 
Christian community or who were excluded from burgh life–for 
instance, those who committed suicide, those who were classed as 
heretics, those who were afflicted with diseases such as leprosy–are 
also given due consideration. Furthermore, the wider context is not 
ignored. Comparisons are made with other parts of Europe; for 
example, the lack of any evidence of the Brethren of the Common 
Life or of beguines in Scotland is noted in contrast to the Low 
Countries (p. 184). 

It is unfortunate that David McRoberts’ Rhind Lectures of 
1970 (published as Lost Interiors: the Furnishings of Scottish 
Churches in the Later Middle Ages, Aquhorties Press, 2012) 
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appeared in print only in the same year as Cowan’s book and that 
she did not get the opportunity to cite them. Nevertheless, that two 
such complementary books should be published at around the same 
time emphasises the growing interest in, and importance of, the 
study of late medieval devotion in Scotland. 
 
Eila Williamson 
University of Glasgow 
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REVIEW 

 
J. R. D. Falconer, Crime and Community in Reformation Scotland: 
Negotiating Power in a Burgh Society. Perspectives in Economic 
and Social History. London: Pickering & Chatto, 2012. Pp. xiii + 
214. ISBN 978-1-84893-327-9. £60.00. 
 
Being a study of prosecutions in the Aberdeen burgh court between 
1541 and 1600, this book might have been called Crime and 
Community in Reformation Aberdeen. Still, the more ambitious title 
has merits. English social historians have delved enthusiastically 
into criminal court records in order to study various aspects of 
authority and social relations. J. R. D. Falconer applies some of 
these ideas to Scotland, using the rich Aberdeen burgh records as a 
case study of petty crime and judicial responses to it. 
 “Negotiating power” is the subtitle’s key phrase, and two 
main arguments emerge from the occasionally diffuse discussion of 
this concept. First, the ruling authorities—the burgh magistrates—
took a flexible approach to offenders rather than applying fixed 
rules to everyone. They used discretion in deciding how to enforce 
laws and local statutes, especially when deciding on appropriate 
penalties. Falconer demonstrates this with numerous and varied 
examples, although he admits that the magistrates rarely recorded 
their reasoning. There is a particularly original section on 
“Restorative Justice” (pp. 58-61). 
 The second main argument is that petty criminals were 
themselves “negotiating power” by asserting a right or desire to get 
away with actions of which the magistrates might disapprove. 
Falconer narrates the Aberdeen craftsmen’s challenge to the burgh’s 
ruling elite in the 1570s and 1580s, showing that the magistrates 
treated as “petty crime” serial affronts to burgh statutes seen by the 
craftsmen as unjust. Moreover, he persuasively argues that many 
others convicted of petty crimes do not seem to have regretted their 
actions. Employing the concept of legitimacy, as understood by 
political scientists, would have helped the author’s social-scientific 
approach: which of the laws and burgh statutes were seen as 
legitimate? Future work, using sources that elucidate offenders’ 
motives, may enable scholars to build on Falconer’s work by 
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developing the idea of a spectrum of offences ranging from 
legitimate to illegitimate in the eyes of the perpetrators. 
 It is interesting to see the Reformation in action from the 
perspective of the burgh court. Falconer has also studied the kirk 
session records, though these are less complete. The kirk session 
cooperated with the burgh court in the areas where their 
jurisdictions overlapped, while the court used its greater coercive 
powers to back up the session. This approach widens the study of 
godly discipline, which often features only the kirk session. 
Falconer, by arguing that a moderate version of godly discipline 
was promoted even by those who were not committed Reformers, 
confirms an argument long advocated by Michael Lynch. 
 Falconer’s book can profit anyone interested in the social 
life of sixteenth-century Aberdeen. It contains many and varied 
vignettes of social interactions, loosely categorized in chapters such 
as “Property.” However, he spends many pages on topics like 
slander, adding little to interpretations advanced by Elizabeth Ewan 
and others. These cases may still interest local historians. More 
could also have been made of the manuscripts. Many of Falconer’s 
transcriptions contain odd or apparently meaningless words that 
required explanation in order to avoid the suspicion that they arise 
from misreadings. He has certainly mistranscribed “merchandis” as 
“merchandise” from a printed source (p. 34), and misinterpreted at 
least one case, writing that “The records are silent on why the 
council determined these cordiners should be made free of their 
craft at this point” while the quoted source shows that the council 
had done no such thing (p. 69). 
 The book is not entirely up to date; Falconer’s citations to 
secondary works fall away significantly after about 2002. He writes, 
for instance, that “The Gordon Earls of Huntly have not yet been the 
subject of any full-length study” (p. 166), unaware of Ruth Grant’s 
2010 PhD thesis on the sixth earl. More attention to the town’s 
economy would have helped, and Falconer’s limited engagement 
with legal history is most disappointing. Among the recent works of 
which he seems to be unaware, he could have benefited 
considerably from Mark Godfrey’s studies of litigation and 
arbitration. 
 Overall, the strength of this book lies in its depth of focus 
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rather than its breadth. Falconer has commendably examined the 
burgh court alongside the kirk session. A holistic approach to the 
question of “negotiating power” would also take into account other 
local courts like the sheriff court and the commissary court, and 
local royal officers like customs officials, plus central bodies like 
the court of session and court of justiciary. Falconer himself can 
hardly be criticized for giving us only a part of this picture, and 
indeed his part is coherent. There is, nevertheless, much prolixity 
and repetition; Falconer’s most original arguments about 
“negotiating power” could have been made in a couple of articles. 
Still, readers should persevere with his book, since these arguments 
are well worth having. This book will surely be welcomed for the 
many vignettes that it offers of sixteenth-century social life, the fruit 
of detailed archival research. 
 
Julian Goodare 
University of Edinburgh 
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REVIEW 
 
John Durkan, Scottish Schools and Schoolmasters, 1560-1633. The 
Scottish History Society. Cornwall: The Boydell Press, 2013. Pp. 
xvii + 450. ISBN: 978-0-90624-528-6. CAD$76.00. 
 
Scottish Schools and Schoolmasters offers snapshots of 
pedagogical life in the wake of Scotland’s Reformation. It consists 
of sections dedicated to pre-Reformation education, the educational 
impact and aftermath of 1560, specialized schools, and extensive 
appendices. The book reached publication after several years in 
hiatus with the passing of Dr. John Durkan in 2006. Jamie Baxter-
Reid has collated Durkan’s incredibly thorough research into a 
coherent book. 

The first section, “Schools before the Reformation,” 
reflects a patchwork availability of primary sources in its 
construction of education prior to 1560. Individuals for whom 
records exist in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries demonstrate 
the nation’s low prioritization of education; only the occasional 
bishop or town council set aside sufficient funds to found schools 
of any kind. Still, the conditions illustrated at this time period serve 
as a point of comparison and contrast with the changes detailed at 
the end of the book. The scarcity of sources renders it a static 
picture of education rather than an explanation of developments. 
The sheer amount of research often eclipses analysis, but the 
research provides undeniable research potential. 

The more comprehensive sources cited after 1560 in the 
second and third sections facilitate an analytical approach. The 
style shifts from an anthropological portrait of pre-Reformation 
Scotland to an assessment identifying the mechanisms of 
pedagogical change in the Presbyterian society. This proves much 
more engaging and informative; discussions surrounding the Kirk’s 
funding issues, the crown’s interference, aristocratic privilege, 
indoctrination, and competing confessional values in the reformed 
regime flesh out Durkan’s research to form substantial questions 
that deserve further attention. 

With that in mind, the book finds its greatest value as a tool 
to identify unanswered questions as well as primary sources for 
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both local and national research. The appendices, comprising 245 
pages of the 450-page book, serve to place particular teachers and 
notable students within a given location and timeframe. This 
printed collection will prove invaluable for researchers 
investigating specific people, towns, or institutions; however, the 
book is simply not geared toward newcomers to the history of 
education or Scotland. Historians interested in piecing together 
local histories and small-scale case studies will find Durkan’s work 
an invaluable asset. Sections four and five reflect that local focus 
by utilizing teacher-specific case studies to demonstrate changes 
within schools dedicated to song, fencing, writing, religion, and 
languages. The combination of preliminary assessments and 
unanswered questions will undoubtedly set many aspiring scholars 
on track for their next projects. 

The book proper closes with a survey of the status of 
schoolmasters divided into subsections concerning burgh and 
parish counterparts, doctors, their roles in court, their role in school 
endowments, and their living conditions. It adopts an encyclopedic 
style to illustrate archetypal schoolmasters rather than narratives 
surrounding individuals, and serves as an ideal starting point for 
preliminary research. Durkan’s attention to schoolmasters’ earnings 
adds a quantitative aspect to a body of qualitative research. A brief 
subsection on royal interference follows that of status; however, 
this topic is also discussed in tandem with legislation throughout 
the rest of the book. 

Scottish Schools and Schoolmasters is a fantastic addition 
to histories of both Scotland and early modern education. The 
overwhelming amount of research can obscure the book’s analysis 
and presentation, but it provides an incredible breadth of 
information to refine research processes with financial, religious, 
administrative, social, and political lenses. Durkan’s work teems 
with unanswered research questions that will surely guide scholars 
for years to come. 
 
Andrew Webb 
University of Guelph 
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REVIEW 
 

Rev. Duncan Blair, John A. MacPherson and Michael Linkletter, 
Fògradh, Fàisneachd, Filidheachd / Parting, Prophecy, Poetry. 
Sydney: Cape Breton University Press, 2013. Pp. 256. ISBN 978-1-
92749-243-7. CAD$14.95. 
 
The Reverend Duncan Blair (1815-1893) was born in a Gaelic-
speaking community in Cowall, Argyllshire, and immigrated to 
Nova Scotia in 1851. When he died in 1893, the editor of the 
Gaelic newspaper Mac-Talla expressed the hope that his texts 
would be collected together and published. It is a sad reflection of 
the underdevelopment of Scottish Gaelic Studies that a partial 
compilation of them – those published in Mac-Talla – took 120 
years to come to fruition. The results provide a vital window into 
nineteenth-century Gaeldom and a reminder of the Gaelic 
immigrant communities that existed in Canada. 

This volume consists of two introductory essays (one by 
MacPherson and the other by Linkletter), part of Blair’s essays, and 
nine of Blair’s poems. It is a testimony to the editors’ dedication to 
Gaelic that all materials, including their own introductory essays, 
are presented bilingually. The book concludes with a list of Blair’s 
published works and photographs of Blair and the church in Pictou 
County at which he served. 

The introduction summarizes how Blair’s essays about the 
Clearances, the history of Christianity, the origins of the Gaels, and 
the Ossianic controversy showcase his education in both English 
and Gaelic traditions. It also suggests how his interest in nature is 
reflected in memoirs of his first trip to Canada in 1846 and in 
several of his poems, and how both his prose and poetry draw on 
older Gaelic literature. Blair was a “culture broker” who negotiated 
with competing impulses of change, innovation and conservation in 
his local community as well as in the “imagined communities” of 
trans-national Gaeldom.  

This book contributes to making the sources for Canadian 
Gaelic literature and history available to a wider public, but more 
should have been done to ensure that it meets the needs of its likely 
audiences by providing further commentary about the texts. Gaelic 
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learners, part of the book’s core audience, may find it less useful as 
a learning tool due to the editors’ decision to reproduce texts 
verbatim from Mac-Talla. Numerous inconsistencies and errors are 
duplicated that would have been straightforward, if tedious, to 
normalize and correct. Surely Blair would have wanted his texts to 
be as useful as possible in the development of the language in the 
present day.  

The sources used in Blair’s historical essays could have been 
identified, especially those about the Clearances, given the 
controversy which surrounds the interpretation of these events. 
Blair integrated oral history with printed sources; knowing when he 
draws from previously published texts would highlight the unique 
contribution of his fieldwork. His essays about ancient history 
(“The Old Gaels,” “The Coming of Christianity,” and “The Poems 
of Ossian”) are important not only for how men of his station 
conceived of the past but also for how that imagined past provided 
precedent and justification for the contemporary “civilizing 
mission” of church and empire.  

Blair’s texts are embedded within a long literary tradition and 
his work cannot be fully appreciated without background 
knowledge of conventional literary devices, oral formulae, song 
choruses, and airs. “Aiseirigh na Gàidhealtachd,” for example, 
begins with a quote from a long and influential poem by the 
Reverend James MacGregor (1759-1830), the first Gaelic-speaking 
minister to serve in Nova Scotia. Most of Blair’s song-poems are 
based on older models, such as “Gabhaidh sinn an rathad mór” 
associated with the 1715 Jacobite Rising, and his choices of models 
and the ways in which he repurposed them deserve discussion.  

Fògradh, Fàisneachd, Filidheachd is a fine collection indicative 
of the extensive corpus of Gaelic sources composed in North 
America that await examination for a greater understanding of the 
Highland immigrant experience. While these have much to offer in 
linguistic, historical and literary terms, without the guidance that a 
scholar can provide, the inter-textual allusions, literary conventions, 
cultural signifiers and unstated implications in the texts are likely to 
be lost on a general Anglophone audience who might otherwise 
find them puzzling or merely quaint. It has been too easy for non-
specialists to underestimate and even trivialize the significance of 
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Gaelic sources and it would be unfortunate for materials such as 
these not to be given the consideration they deserve. 
 
Michael Newton 
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill 
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REVIEW 
 
Esther Breitenbach, Linda Flemings, S. Karly Kehoe, and Lesley 
Orr, eds. Scottish Women: A Documentary History, 1780-1914. 
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2013. Pp. xii + 340. ISBN 
978-0-74864-016-4. £80.00  
 
Released to accompany the Biographical Dictionary of Scottish 
Women, Breitenbach et al. have created a sourcebook for women’s 
lives in the long nineteenth century. With seven chapters, this work 
ranges from the body to the home to work and public life. The 
introduction provides a survey on the current historiography before 
discussing the project rationale. Despite beginning in 1780, it is 
very much a “nineteenth-century” collection reflecting the concerns 
of a historiography on the Victorian period, and extrapolating 
outwards to encompass their origins and outcomes. This is a 
legitimate intellectual decision and is largely well done, but an 
early nineteenth-century scholar might have created something 
quite different. 
 Each chapter contains a brief introduction to the topic, a 
short context for each source, before providing the source material 
itself. All the sources are easily accessible in Scotland and many 
are available online, which is consistently demarcated in the text. 
This decision is particularly useful for students and new scholars 
requiring an introduction to the main collections. Sources written 
by, or concerning, women in the Dictionary are marked to direct 
the reader to that resource. As a result, Scottish Women will be a 
useful teaching tool–not just a convenient handbook of sources, but 
a text that can direct students to the wider primary sources available 
and their biographical and historiographical contexts.   
 The first chapter provides an innovative section on the 
body, sexuality and health, reflecting the growing literature on 
“body cultures,” including participation in formal recreation, 
rational clothing, and fashion; a longer historiography around 
policing female sexuality; the revisionist literature that emphasizes 
the Victorians’ appreciation of sexual pleasure; and finally, the 
growing work on the professionalization of medicine for women 
and their role in formal and informal medical practices. Chapter 2 
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complements this with a focus on “hearth and home,” the sphere 
traditionally associated with women and an important area of 
research for this period. It usefully connects literature on material 
conditions, such as that on housing and diet, to women’s practices 
of housekeeping at different social levels.  

This is mirrored in Chapter 4, which connects the history of 
women’s work with that on working conditions, reflecting two of 
the most established literatures in the field. It gives examples of the 
types of occupations in which women worked, ranging from 
industrial work to fishing and knitting to the professions. It also 
includes the context of that work, often in reports written by female 
inspectors or by the trade union movement to which many women 
belonged. Whilst still a relatively new area of research for Scotland, 
women were involved in prison reform and the following chapter 
demonstrates this, whilst also exploring women who were involved 
in crime and sexual immorality–the consequences for which were 
not always that different from a criminal conviction. This is 
complemented by a chapter on women’s religious lives–recognized 
in the literature as an important source of authority for women as 
well as underpinning their interventions into wider public life. A 
considerable part of this chapter is devoted to women’s 
involvement in religious charitable work and in shaping the church 
hierarchy. Here the motivations of the prison reformers are 
contextualized and viewed alongside a variety of sources that gives 
insight to women’s personal experiences across the religious 
spectrum. Women’s roles in public life are brought out more fully 
in a chapter on formal politics and particularly suffrage, the most 
widely known political campaign associated with women. This is 
complemented with examples of women in political life before the 
suffrage movement, and by a section exploring how women’s 
involvement in party politics was shaped by feminism. The final 
chapter looks outwards from Scotland to its diaspora, exploring the 
experiences of women who left Scotland as pioneers, colonizers 
and visitors of foreign places. It presents evidence of women’s 
experience of dislocation and place, and their role in the politics of 
empire as colonizers themselves. The collection captures the 
nuances of this field, exploring the extent of and constraints on 
women’s agency, and how they were shaped by social class, 
wealth, and race. 



IRSS (39) 2014 159 

Throughout, the collection brings a wide range of sources 
to the reader’s attention, from letters and diaries, to institutional 
reports, to songs and poems to art and photography. Most of these 
were produced by women, reminding us that not only is there a 
wealth of sources for Scottish women’s history but that women 
themselves were very much part of its making.   

 
Katie Barclay 
University of Adelaide 
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REVIEW 
 

Brad Patterson, Tom Brooking, and Jim McAloon, Unpacking the 
Kist: The Scots in New Zealand. McGill-Queen's Studies in Ethnic 
History Series, No. 2.33. Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University 
Press, 2013. Pp. 412. ISBN 978-0-77354-190-0. CAD $100.00 
 
This is a landmark publication in New Zealand’s developing 
historiography of ethnicity among the Pacific nation’s settler 
population. Drawing on a seven-year research project underwritten 
by the Royal Society of New Zealand’s Marsden Fund, the book is 
a multi-authored account of its major findings. This heavyweight 
research component marks the work off from most previous 
attempts to investigate the ethnic dimensions of New Zealand's 
history, with only Donald Harman Akenson’s trailblazing 
investigation of the Irish group Half the World From Home 
(Wellington: V.U.P., 1990) as a point of comparison. That work set 
out to explore the Irish dimension of New Zealand settlement, and 
stimulated a tranche of articles, books and conference papers on the 
same trail.  This book is something of a delayed counterblast, 
restating the significance of the Scots while critiquing James 
Belich’s assertion that New Zealand constitutes “the neo-Scotland” 
among New World societies (Paradise Reforged, Auckland: 
Penguin, 2001, p. 221). 

It is thus surprising how little use is made of the recent 
work on New Zealand’s Irish group for comparative purposes. 
Though key texts are listed in the extensive bibliography, one 
searches the footnotes in vain for any reference to Akenson’s data 
or to case studies of Irish experiences, such as Lyndon Fraser’s 
fine-grained analyses of Irish ethnic identity formation in 
Christchurch or on the West Coast.  Perhaps the lines of enquiry 
simply have not matched up sufficiently.  Comparison is instead 
made to the Scottish element in other diasporic destinations, 
reflecting the fruits of collaboration with Aberdeen’s Centre for 
Irish and Scottish Studies in particular, and wistfully awaiting 
“fuller investigation of the English migrants” to enable comparison 
with New Zealand’s dominant settler group (p. 256).  Arguably, 
however, the Irish provide a closer match to the Scots in terms of 
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population numbers, and their contrasting experiences in the colony 
seem at least as worthy of comparative interest. 

This is true at least in every part of the country other than 
the Irish concentration on the South Island’s West Coast and the 
Scots’ preponderance in Otago and Southland.  Herein lies another 
surprise in this study: its determination to knock down the straw 
man of Otago (and Southland) as an overwhelmingly Scottish zone 
of settlement.  This is foreshadowed in the introduction with the 
statement that “the Scots were never as dominant in the south as 
has been frequently suggested” (p. 14).  Chapter 3 sheets the 
‘suggestion’ back to the two most popular general histories of New 
Zealand by Keith Sinclair (A History of New Zealand, rev. ed. 
Auckland: Penguin, 2000) and Michael King (The Penguin History 
of New Zealand, Auckland: Penguin, 2003) and argues that “the 
perception that New Zealand’s Scots ‘all went to Dunedin’ 
persists,” although neither King, Sinclair nor any other historian 
makes any such claim (p. 56). The detailed and very useful analysis 
of the distribution of the Scottish-born that follows merely confirms 
“Scots’ continued predisposition to live in the lower South Island 
into the early twentieth century” (p. 66).  

The same determination to look beyond Otago is evident in 
Tanja Bueltman’s analysis of Scottish associational culture in New 
Zealand (Chapter 7).  The weight of her evidence, however, is 
strongly tilted southwards.  She stretches the bounds of geography 
somewhat in claiming evidence for the popularity of Caledonian 
Games in centres “spread throughout New Zealand” on the basis of 
games celebrated “in Invercargill, Dunedin, Oamaru, Timaru and 
Wellington” in 1878-9 (p. 183).  The first three are south of the 
Waitaki River–the traditional border of the southern Scottish zone–
and Timaru is just north of it.  Evidence from Dunedin and Otago 
likewise dominates Brad Patterson’s examination of Scottish 
cultural transfers in “Hearth and Home” (chapter 8) and “Piety, 
Leisure and Discourse” (chapter 9).  He, at least, is prepared to 
describe the southern zone unashamedly as “New Zealand’s 
Scottish heartland” (p. 218).   

The overwhelming impression from this study of the Scots 
in New Zealand is that things are much as we imagined they would 
be – including the central importance of Otago and Southland as 
the ‘Scottish heartland’.  Jim McAloon’s excellent examination of 
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the Scots in New Zealand’s economic life (chapter 4) is typical in 
the way that “if it has reinforced some stereotypes and weakened 
others, it has also provided a more solid foundation for what has 
often been unquantifiably asserted” (p. 107). This is perhaps the 
great virtue of the work, which, if a little underwhelming in terms 
of new insights or surprising conclusions, provides a solid 
foundation for further work on both the Scots and other ethnic 
groups in New Zealand society.  
 
Seán Brosnahan 
University of Otago 
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REVIEW 
 
Andrew Blaikie, The Scots Imagination and Modern Memory. 
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2013. Pp. x + 262. ISBN 
978-0-74861-787-6. £70.00. 
 
The timely publication in paperback of Andrew Blaikie’s engaging 
work is a sophisticated and nuanced contribution to the debate over 
an elusive Scottish consciousness. Blaikie argues that the Scottish 
identity’s “fugitive traces of belonging” has not bore consistent 
scrutiny because individual and collective sides of identity have 
ambiguously shaped one another through non-linguistic modes of 
communication. His exploration of the modern memory finds that 
“any reference to the past consists of an admixture of intensely 
intimate recollections filtered through the shared language of a 
collectively organized imaginary.” (pp. 240-42) Blaikie 
persuasively identifies those “traces of belonging” expressed in the 
Enlightenment to the Kailyard (cabbage patch) writers of the late 
1800s. Also connected is John Grierson’s “The Face of Scotland,” 
the poet Hugh MacDiarmid, and Dundee-based publisher D. C. 
Thomson. 

Much of this book portrays how a shared framework of 
reference links the individual and the community to each other and 
the modern “social imaginary.” In doing so, he challenges the 
notion that tradition defines a community while modernity defines 
society; instead, he argues that the transmission of ideas across 
generations forms the Scottish community and society. Blaikie 
claims that a peculiarly Scottish tradition of moral civility imbues 
that communality, which finds expression in common democratic 
values, whose roots he suggests may pre-date the Enlightenment.  
His most persuasive suggestion is the co-existence of the “parish 
paradigm” and a wider national consciousness; here he resurrects 
locality within Scottish culture (particularly ‘from below’) 
challenging any idea that it is parochial and narrow-minded. Instead 
he argues that Scotland’s social values coalesced within a parochial 
framework to form the modern national identity. The “parish 
paradigm” serves as a microcosm for nation and the prism for 
reflexive identification (p. 100). Here, the local community, be it 
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physical or a network, connects to the nation’s social imaginary in a 
shared cultural intimacy. That common frame of reference includes 
symbols of Scottish national kitsch, such as tartanry, which 
provides identity through its ubiquity (if not its peculiarity).	  

This is a powerful book, not least because its exploration of 
the “Scots imaginary” predicates each individual’s response to his 
or her community. It will resonate with anyone who holds an 
attachment to their land or their communities. Blaikie re-imagines 
Scottishness as “many Scotlands.” (p. 240) There Blaikie 
convincingly argues that “no one tradition, or unified morality, or 
singular conception of nationhood” dominates that identity. (p. 232) 
Instead, a plurality of cultural memories exists, this “universe of 
meanings co-habiting under the canopy of the Scots imaginary that 
describes the field in which each of us might relate to the place.” 
(p. 240) That collective imagination forms a frame of reference to 
which Scots might relate through a “shared lens of nationhood.” (p. 
247) 

Two aspects are absent from this book. First, there is little 
discussion of the legacy of Scotland’s religious past beyond the 
influence of Presbyterianism on John Grierson’s philosophical 
idealism and on MacDiarmid’s Calvinist elitism of the elect. This is 
surprising in a book that demonstrates the power of the “parish 
paradigm” in the development of nationhood; Blaikie’s research 
background in the parish registers of north-east Scotland makes this 
especially puzzling. This diffidence might be rooted in a wariness 
of the Presbyterian kirk’s detrimental image in Scottish culture. 
There is little discussion of the historical influences of 
Presbyterianism on national consciousness, an important aspect if 
Blaikie can rightly claim the past’s legacy in contemporary 
frameworks of reference. 

Second, and more contentiously, there is no mention of 
unionism; there is no index entry for it, let alone any engagement 
with the influence that the Union or England may have had on 
shaping Scottish consciousness, other than defining it in opposition 
to the English. Whilst he is right to expose the bigotry within 
Scottishness that in some quarters excludes non-natives, he does 
not address the unionism explored, for instance, in Colin Kidd’s 
Union and Unionisms: Political Thought in Scotland 1500-2000. 
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This unionism is as inextricably part of Scotland’s past as its 
Calvinist legacy. If as Blaikie so convincingly claims, “the past” is 
“simultaneously both part of what we are and where we are not,” a 
fuller past needs recognition. (p. 241) Blaikie’s brilliant 
identification of the fragmented nature of the “universe of 
meanings” underlying the Scottish imagination, however, leaves us 
with the hope of “many Scotlands.” 
 
Anna Groundwater 
University of Edinburgh 
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REVIEW 
 

John Flint and John Kelly, eds., Bigotry, Football and Scotland. 
Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2013. Pp. viii + 232. ISBN 
978-0-74867-037-6. £70.00. 
 
Flint and Kelly's volume Bigotry, Football and Scotland sets out to 
examine bigotry and football in Scotland. The comprehensive 
introduction by the editors draws attention to the difficult definition 
and ambiguity of terms such as bigotry and sectarianism. They 
argue that intolerance for sectarian identities lies at the root of the 
problem rather than the sectarian identities themselves. For this, 
Flint and Kelly introduce the term “ethno-religious bigotry.” (p. 4) 
The introduction also points out the importance of the media 
discourse, which is taken up by several contributors by analyzing 
several types of communications such as contributions to Internet 
fora. Furthermore, governance is introduced as another focus point 
of the volume. The volume pursues an interdisciplinary approach, 
although methods and approaches from the social sciences 
dominate.  
 After the introduction, which theorizes the concepts of 
bigotry and sectarianism, the remainder of the volume is divided 
into three major parts. The first part, “Rethinking Geographical, 
Historical and Social Contexts,” focuses on the contextualization of 
sectarianism in Scottish football and enhances the perspective by an 
historical dimension. The so-called “Old Firm,” the rivalry between 
Glasgow's two major football clubs, Celtic and Rangers, is taken as 
a starting point. These two clubs illustrate the potential conflict of 
sectarianism as the clubs and their supporters have strong religious 
allegiances. But in his contribution, Kelly can show that 
sectarianism in football is not limited to Glasgow or the west of 
Scotland by analyzing Edinburgh's rival clubs, Heart of Midlothian 
and Hibernian. 
 The second part, entitled “Constructing and Governing 
'Sectarianism' and Football” adds the angle of governance and tries 
to evaluate policy measures which try to fence bigotry and 
disruptive behaviour in football. In the third part of the volume, the 
essays focus on gender and class as neglected social categories for 
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analysis, which open up interesting angles on understanding 
sectarianism in Scotland. The volume is enhanced by the inclusion 
of two essays, written by football supporters rather than scholars, 
which focus on the fans' perspectives from within both Celtic and 
Rangers clubs. 
 Almost all essays in this collection address the prevalence 
of bigotry in society. It is questioned whether bigotry and “ethnic-
religious” prejudices in football can be regarded as a symptom of a 
divided society or if this intolerance is limited to the context of a 
sports rivalry.  
Some contributors argue that bigotry is just important in the 
football stadium rather than in society in general, an opinion which 
is expressed by the term “90 minute bigots” for football fans. 
As the twentieth century has been characterized as a rather secular 
age, the question remains if religious allegiance still has such a 
polarizing potential. Some essays critically engage with the 
question whether anti-sectarian measures might paradoxically add 
fuel to the fire and question the role of the media, which always 
shows a strong interest in sectarianism. Furthermore, the monetary 
aspect of football rivalries such as the “Old Firm” and the 
perception that “sectarianism sells” is repeatedly highlighted. The 
volume opens up a historical perspective and questions the role of 
Irish immigration in the establishment of sectarianism in Scotland. 
It is this generalizing of perspective that makes the essays in this 
volume interesting reading for any scholar interested in Scotland. 
Especially in view of the upcoming referendum, the volume aims to 
relate the issues raised to the national identity of Scotland. In 
questioning how to deal with sectarian identities, the contributors 
also question the validity of a homogeneous Scottish identity. 
 Bigotry, Football and Scotland presents a very ambiguous 
discussion concerning sectarianism and football in Scotland. This 
makes interesting reading as different positions are argued and 
represented but the volume would have remained rather incoherent 
if it were not for the concluding essay by the editors, which 
summarizes vital discussion points and gives an outlook on further 
research. 
 
Jessica Homberg-Schramm 
University of Cologne 
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REVIEW 
 
Trish Reid, Theatre & Scotland. Theatre&. New York: Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2013. Pp. xiii + 103. ISBN 978-0-23029-261-1. £5.99. 
 
Theatre & Scotland is the seventeenth publication in Palgrave 
Macmillan’s Theatre& series, which began circulating in July 
2009. As series editors Jen Harvie and Dan Rebellato note, these 
slender volumes “should all be readable in one sitting by anyone 
with a curiosity about the subject” (p. viii). This text, then, 
imagines a wide audience, one possibly comprised of students and 
a general population interested in the arts or in Scottish history but 
not necessarily familiar with the historical and contemporary 
dimensions of Scottish theatre. While those who have closely 
followed Scotland’s performing arts may not find the volume 
immensely beneficial, theatre scholars with a different geographical 
focus or Scottish political scholars may well find the volume 
enlightening. 

Author Trish Reid usefully outlines two main objectives: 
“to provide a concise overview of the shifting role(s) of theatre and 
theatricality in contemporary Scottish culture in the context of 
wider debates about the theatre of small nations in the age of 
globalisation and devolution” and “to raise the curtain on a 
theatrical Scotland richer, more varied, raunchier and less uptight 
than has hitherto been readily imagined” (pp. 2-3). Reid does not 
forward an argument about the place of theatre in Scotland’s social 
imaginary or in its cultural or political sectors. Instead, she offers a 
survey of numerous plays and playwrights (including David Greig, 
Rona Munro, John McGrath, Sue Glover, David Harrower, and 
Gregory Burke) and of relevant cultural studies (by authors such as 
David McCrone, Nadine Holdsworth, Tom Nairn, Murray Pittock, 
and Christopher Harvie).  

While Theatre & Scotland centres on play texts and staged 
productions from the 1970s through the 2000s, Reid references 
historical events and plays to make visible artistic, socio-cultural, 
and political lineages. For example, she details the production 
history of Sir David Lyndsay’s sixteenth-century morality play, 
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Ane Satyre of the Thrie Estaitis, and its adaptations and re-stagings 
in the twentieth century (pp. 35-38). Moreover, she traces the 
performative role of tartan in branding a shifting Scottish identity 
from the 1746 Jacobite defeat at Culloden to its deployment in the 
National Theatre of Scotland’s (NTS) international hit, Black 
Watch (pp. 20-31). 

In addition to discussing the work of the NTS, an 
institution (funded directly by the Scottish Parliament) that partners 
with artists and companies across the nation, Reid observes the 
varying degrees of Scottishness in the artists, companies, and 
dramatic texts under discussion. The book’s foreword by Anthony 
Neilson sets an ambivalent tone: “I’m neither ashamed nor proud to 
be Scottish. It’s simply a matter of fact that I am. I’ve certainly 
never wanted, artistically, to be defined in those terms and resent 
any implication of duty to address my Scottishness dramatically” 
(p. ix). While Reid does not comment on Neilson’s observations, 
the book resists singularly defining a Scottish artistic identity. This 
perhaps foreshadows the uncertainty of the September 2014 
referendum on Scottish independence, supported by some artists 
(David Greig, for example) and challenged by others (including 
David MacLennan).  

How might one characterize the working definitions of 
“theatre” and “Scotland” here? Theatre appears predominantly as 
text-based staged productions. While Reid mentions earlier popular 
entertainments and more recent site-specific performances and 
experimental work (by companies including Grid Iron, Suspect 
Culture, Vanishing Point, and the NTS), the written work of 
playwrights take centre stage. Reid does not take up Gaelic or Scots 
drama to any degree (although she notes the politics of language) 
nor does she delve into radio plays. Scotland, meanwhile, emerges 
as a complex cultural entity with a contested history and current 
identity in flux. Less important to the volume is the nation 
understood as, say, a diverse geographical terrain. 

As someone keenly interested in Scottish theatre and 
politics, I am pleased that the work and historical conditions of 
these artists is circulating in such a well-written format. However, I 
am curious about the politics of including “Scotland” within the 
series. The only other nation thus far included is Ireland (written by 
Lionel Pilkington). While various cultural and governmental 
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sectors forward Scotland as a “small nation,” I wonder about the 
presumption that the heterogeneous theatrical practices, however 
abridged, of such a complicated nation can fit within the confines 
of such a small book. Of course this is the series’ challenge, with 
massive topics that range from education to globalization to ethics. 
But it is difficult to imagine a Theatre & USA or Theatre & France; 
one might perceive the breadth and depth of their artistic practices 
and cultural histories as too big to capture within such a slender 
volume. So although this book certainly demonstrates the 
“multivalent, playful and performative nature of Scottish culture 
and identity” (pp. 88-89), I hope its place in the series does not 
unwittingly frame Scotland itself as an easily accessible and 
consumable entity. 
 
Joanne Zerdy 
Illinois State University 
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REVIEW 
 
Sarah Dunnigan and Suzanne Gilbert, eds. The Edinburgh 
Companion to Scottish Traditional Literatures, Edinburgh: 
Edinburgh University Press, 2013. Pp. 224. ISBN 978-0-74864-
539-8. £24.99. 
 
Sarah Dunnigan and Suzanne Gilbert's collection, The Edinburgh 
Companion to Scottish Traditional Literatures, is admirably 
ambitious and inclusive. Mainly historicist, yet multi-disciplinary 
and comparativist in focus, this collection covers material from the 
medieval period until the present day.  While some chapters are 
dedicated to key themes, genres and modes, others explore the 
continuing significance of traditional literatures in Scotland, and 
how they enthralled Scottish writers from Robert Burns, Walter 
Scott and James Hogg to Sorley MacLean and Hamish Henderson 
and beyond. The interaction between oral and written cultures is 
one central concern of the collection. The editors challenge the 
perception that the written word is "the natural antidote to oral 
culture” (p. 4). Indeed, the collection succeeds "in bringing back 
traditional modes of expression into the 'fold' of Scottish literary 
history."(p. 2) 
 Margaret Bennett’s “The Roots of the Living Tradition” 
opens the discussion. Bennett traces the history of the “living 
tradition” with particular emphasis on key collectors before 
exploring Scotland's shared “repertoire of medieval legends” (p.11) 
with Ireland. She concludes by analyzing the work of Francis 
Child, an author who will remain in close focus at many points 
throughout the collection. 
 The next chapter, “Genre,” breaks this large topic down 
into three key sections: Emily Lyle on “Ballad,” Valentina Bold on 
“Folk Narrative” and Ian Russell on “Folk Song in Scotland.” 
Lyle's section on the Scottish Ballads demonstrates the difficulties 
with defining this multifarious genre, before analysing its key 
forms, prominent editors and continuing impact in twenty-first 
century Scotland. Bold's study examines the contributions of 
collectors such as Martin Martin, Robert Chambers, Hugh Miller 
and J. F. Campbell and traces the varying uses of folk narrative in 



Review 

 

172 

critical discourse. Russell's examination of folk song in Scotland 
stresses its heterogeneity and gives a fascinating study of 
“alternative” sources, such as popular vernacular media (p.22), 
chapbooks, broadsides and songsters, while tracing the history of 
folksong in Scotland until the present day. 

Lizanne Henderson's “Folk Belief and Scottish Traditional 
Literatures” follows, with an exploration of the history of folk 
belief, stressing the importance of oral and printed sources. She 
focuses on folk belief from the seventeenth century to Hugh 
Miller's Scenes and Legends from the North of Scotland (1835). 
Roy Porter's "Transmission" argues that issues of "class, gender, 
nationalism, community institutions and economy' (p.37) have 
become pressing in scholarship of traditional literatures. 
 John MacNamara's “‘Tradition’ and Literature in the 
Medieval Period” traces 'folkloric' elements in the work of 
Barbour, 'Blind' Hary, Henryson and Dunbar, as well as in 
hagiography. MacNamara’s chapter concedes that more research is 
needed on this topic. Robert Dunbar's “Vernacular Gaelic 
Tradition” demonstrates the importance of eighteenth-century 
collectors in the preservation of Gaelic tradition. Dunbar concludes 
that the Gaelic vernacular tradition “needs deeper integration into 
pre-school, primary, secondary and tertiary education” in order to 
”achieve its full potential” (p. 62).  
 “The Early Modern Period” by Sarah Dunnigan analyses 
the Bannatyne Manuscript and explores the work of Renaissance 
poets such as Gavin Douglas, David Lyndsay and Alexander 
Montgomerie, arguing that “nearly all the best known of the 
Border ballads belong to this period” (p. 68). She investigates 
broadsides and the “Gude and Godlie Ballatis” to conclude that 
while these forms could be used for satirical and dissenting 
purposes, their key feature is their “adaptive vitality, hybridity and 
resilience” (p. 73). Anja Gunderloch's “The Heroic Ballads of 
Gaelic Scotland” traces the tradition of Gaelic narrative verse, their 
“long literary pedigree” (p. 75) and shared history with Gaelic 
Ireland. It also focuses on the role of these texts in the eighteenth-
century Ossian controversy. 
 Valentina Bold's second contribution, “Eighteenth-Century 
Antiquarianism,” links the eighteenth-century appetite for 
collecting to “a contemporary desire to understand the nation” (p. 
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86) after the Union of Parliaments in 1707. Katherine Campbell 
and Kirsteen McCue's “Lowland Song Culture in the Eighteenth 
Century” focuses on the work of Ramsay, Burns and Skinner and 
pays particular attention to the “major role the native melodies of 
Scotland played in inspiring new sets of words” (p. 94). Using 
various case studies of songs associated with the three authors, the 
chapter concludes that “intrinsically these songs are linked to 
tradition by melody” (p.104). 

Suzanne Gilbert's "Tradition and Scottish Romanticism" 
corrects misunderstandings about the influence of traditional 
literatures by arguing that the agricultural revolution and 
Enlightenment were just as important as nation in the Romantics' 
fascination with Scottish cultural heritage. 
 Michael Newton's “Tradition and Innovation in Twentieth-
Century Gaelic Literature” analyzes the continuity of oral literature 
in prose fiction and poetry from the last century in Scotland and in 
North America. The chapter also examines the role of various 
institutions in fostering of Gaelic literacy. Newton concludes with 
an analysis of attempts in Nova Scotia to revive Gaelic, including a 
group of North American Gaelic learners that have been producing 
new Gaelic poetry (p. 133). “The Politics of the Modern Scottish 
Folk Revival,” by Corey Gibson highlights the importance of 
various organizations in the “revival,” and the contribution of 
individuals like Alan Lomax and Hamish Henderson to the 
movement. He asserts that although the folk revival was not a 
“concerted or homogenous movement” (p. 134), it nevertheless 
demonstrated the role of folksong in the “cultural presence of the 
dispossessed” (p. 138). 
 The collection finishes with Margaret Bennett's 
“Continuing the Living Tradition,” which looks at the present and 
considers the future, reminding us of traditional literatures' 
enduring power. The essays here demonstrate, as the editors assert 
in the introduction, the importance of people and places in 
fostering “the connection between traditional expression and the 
material circumstances from which it comes” (p. 4). The 
Companion’s “Further Reading Section” makes it a valuable 
source for scholars who are interested in the various forms, modes  
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and genres of Scottish traditional literatures in Scots, Gaelic or  
English.  
 
Rhona Brown 
University of Glasgow 
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REVIEW 
 
Gerry Mooney and Gill Scott, Social Justice and Social Policy in 
Scotland. Bristol: The Policy Press, 2012. Pp. 296. ISBN 978-1-
84742-703-8. £70.00.  
 
This edited collection of papers aims to explore the impact of more 
than a decade of devolution on social justice and social policy in 
Scotland. It achieves these aims by addressing a series of questions 
set out in the introduction: how far has social policy in a devolved 
Scotland worked to promote social justice? Is Scotland now a fairer 
and more just country? To what extent are Scotland's inequality, 
material inequality, and extensive social problems being tackled? 
Are there other ways of doing social justice and social policy? 
These and other questions are considered under the current policy 
conditions in Scotland: the maturing institutions of a devolved 
government; the election of a Conservative Liberal-Democrat 
Coalition government; the economic crisis post-2008; and the 
victory of the Scottish National Party (SNP) in the 2011 Scottish 
Parliamentary elections (p. 3). 

The book is divided into fifteen chapters. The introduction 
sets out the Scottish context of social justice and social policy in a 
country with more devolved powers than most other devolved 
jurisdictions. The authors are bold and considered in their treatment 
of controversial subjects in the next thirteen chapters, which each 
explore an aspect of social policy in relation to: progress made 
post-devolution; the powers, devolved and reserved, pertaining to 
each topic; possible alternative policy responses and their potential 
impact; as well as an insight into future possibilities and 
considerations. Space prohibits a review of each chapter, but topics 
include: the territorial politics of the devolved state and the area it 
inhabits between autonomy and dependence (chapter 2); income 
inequality in Scotland in both absolute and relative terms which 
remains higher than in the rest of the UK (chapter 3), while poverty 
(chapter 4) steadily decreased in the decade following devolution. 
Race and migration (chapter 6) gives a thorough analysis of how 
Scottish, UK, and international contexts shape these issues for 
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Scotland. It is unfortunate that the results of the 2011 census in 
Scotland were not released in time for this chapter, as the addition 
of up to date data would have provided fascinating analysis of 
identity, race, migration, and their policy implications. Chapter 9, 
on health, notes that the focus on health services and their 
restructuring post-devolution has not placed sufficient focus on 
tackling the growing divide in health outcomes between rich and 
poor, a fact also noted in recent analysis of poverty and inequality 
in Scotland (Aldridge et al, 2013). In chapter 11, we learn of policy 
divergence between Scotland and the rest of the UK, and, 
surprisingly, of policy convergence in the immediate post-
devolution years in relation to youth criminal justice, before 
divergence again under the SNP government. This is unusual given 
that a pre-devolved Scotland always had control over its law and 
criminal justice. These thirteen areas of enquiry into social justice 
segue into chapter 15’s analyses of the future of social policy and 
social justice amidst changing inequalities. Lastly, it notes evidence 
that people in Scotland are seeking a strengthening of powers to the 
devolved parliament to allow for bespoke solutions to Scottish 
social problems (p. 257). 

This book provides rigorous analysis of progress made so 
far towards the stated aims of social justice and social policy in 
Scotland, as well as gives an honest critique of success and failure 
to address these. Where this book especially succeeds is its 
appraisal of: the levels of policy control and flexibility successive 
Scottish governments have had over key areas of social justice and 
social policy; what policy initiatives were within the boundaries of 
their remit, what policy initiatives were implemented and their 
outcomes; what policy initiatives could have been implemented; 
what impact implementation of such policies might have had. We 
learn that the first two Labour-led administrations may not have 
had the flexibility to diverge in policy terms from the then ruling 
Labour government in Westminster (p. 66). The third 
administration, an SNP minority government had its hands tied 
somewhat due to not having a majority in parliament (p. 69). A 
consequence of not having a majority in the third administration, 
however, led the SNP minority government to engage in more 
consultation and partnership-working than its predecessors in the 
development and implementation of policies (p. 70). However, this 
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fourth and most recent administration (2011-present), an SNP 
majority government, now has more power than before to take the 
stated goals of social justice in Scotland beyond political rhetoric 
(p. 3). There are inherent difficulties in achieving some of these 
aims in light of the economic crisis, reduced financial settlement of 
the UK government and consequent contraction in public spending, 
but where this book’s strength lies is in its analysis of what can be 
done and to what effect. This book provides practical policy 
suggestions as well as scholarly review. 
 
Morag C. Treanor 
University of Edinburgh 
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REVIEW 
 
Ian McLean, Jim Gallagher and Guy Lodge. Scotland’s Choices: 
The Referendum and What Happens Afterwards. Edinburgh: 
Edinburgh University Press, 2013. Pp. xiv + 223. ISBN 978-0-
74866-986-8. £12.99. 
 
The authors aim to inform the debate on the 2014 Scottish 
independence referendum.  They have tried to be impartial as 
political scientists, but they do not explore issues surrounding the 
Union nearly as often as those surrounding independence.  The 
heart of the book comprises three chapters dealing in turn with the 
consequences of a ‘Yes’ vote, a ‘No’ vote, and increased 
devolution.  The remaining chapters deal with the mechanics of the 
referendum, the concepts of social union and fiscal federalism, the 
financial implications of North Sea oil, the history of Scottish 
debates on home rule and independence since 1689, and what will 
happen after the vote.  The decision to put the historical 
background in the second last chapter means that many readers, 
particularly non-Scots, will be left wondering for much of the book 
why a referendum is taking place.  Non-Scots may also be puzzled 
why Scotland already has its own National Health Service, legal 
and education systems, and much else besides. 
 The book was published early in 2013, before the Scottish 
government’s White Paper, Scotland’s Future, or various 
pronouncements by the Westminster government and Unionist 
parties on the White Paper’s proposals for the continued use of 
sterling after independence, or for Scottish membership of the EU 
or NATO.  The authors have placed updates on the publisher’s 
website, but the most recent one was dated 18 September 2013 at 
the time of writing this review, two months before the White Paper 
appeared.  Inevitably their treatment of Scotland’s choices is 
incomplete.  Nevertheless, they set out a clear framework within 
which later contributions to the debate can be placed. 
 They do not doubt Scotland has the resources to become an 
independent country.  On the other hand, they believe there is a 
good deal of uncertainty about the economic and political 
consequences of independence.  For example, the terms of 
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Scotland’s entry into the EU as an independent country remain 
unclear.  They place more emphasis than the White Paper does on 
the importance of oil revenues for an independent Scotland.  Even 
excluding the output of the North Sea, gross domestic product per 
head in Scotland is 99 percent of the UK average.  The volatility of 
oil revenues would undoubtedly be a problem for an independent 
Scotland, but could be managed by establishing a fund to smooth 
out fluctuations by investing in overseas assets in good years and 
selling them in bad.  The book lacks a consideration of risks arising 
from UK macroeconomic policy. For example, the Governor of the 
Bank of England, Mark Carney, has said that a currency union with 
the rest of the UK would restrict an independent Scotland’s power 
to borrow or vary interest rates. Yet the present position holds that 
the Bank of England and the Treasury tend to respond to the 
dominant voice of London and the South-East of England. In 1998, 
the then Governor of the Bank, Eddie George, caused controversy 
when he implied that unemployment in the north of England was an 
acceptable price to pay to preserve affluence in the south.  While 
George claimed he had been misinterpreted, it remains true that in 
the 1980s and again in the late 1990s, Scottish export industries 
became less competitive by an avoidable rise in sterling’s exchange 
rate.  For context, oil-rich Norway tempered a rise in its currency 
by creating a sovereign wealth fund. On the whole, the book would 
have benefitted from a deeper economic analysis. 

The authors excel at dealing with political systems and 
public finance.  They make the point that the status quo is not an 
option, since even in the event of a ‘No’ vote there will be 
increased devolution as a result of the Scotland Act 2012.  In 
particular, drawing on the experience of the funding of Canadian 
provincial expenditure, the Act provides for a proportion of income 
tax to be devolved.  The authors devote considerable space to 
exploring the possibilities for further devolution, showing that the 
UK has a highly centralized tax system compared not only with 
federal states like Canada, but also with unitary states like Sweden 
or even France. The chapter covering this has become more 
relevant to the debate since the Labour and Liberal Democrat 
parties have recently outlined proposals to provide greater 
devolution than the 2012 Act. 
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Taken as a whole, the book is a very good vade mecum 
around the intricacies of present and future Scottish public finance, 
under increased devolution or after independence.  Complex 
matters like a future division of the UK’s debt and assets are 
explained clearly.  The authors have made a helpful contribution to 
the debate and, in the event of a No vote, their work should inform 
discussion of further devolution.      
 
George Peden 
University of Stirling 
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THE FRANK WATSON PRIZE IN  SCOTTISH HISTORY 
 
The Frank Watson Book Prize for the best book or monograph 
published on Scottish History in 2011 and 2012 has been awarded 
to: 
 

Marjory Harper, Scotland no More? The Scots who left 
Scotland in the Twentieth Century (Edinburgh: Lauth Press, 
2012) 

 
The Prize was presented to Professor Harper after the delivery of 
her plenary lecture at the Scottish Studies Fall Colloquium, 
University of Guelph, 5 October 2013.  Impressed with the range 
and quality of submission this year, the judges of the Frank Watson 
Book Prize wish to thank all those who entered the competition. 
 
The Frank Watson Book Prize will be awarded in 2015 for the best 
monograph and/or original work on Scottish History published in 
2013 or 2014. The Prize consists of a cash award, an invitation to 
present a plenary lecture, and permission to advertise success in the 
competition. 
 
Authors, publishers, or other sponsors should submit three copies 
of books for consideration by 14 February 2015 to: 
 

The Centre for Scottish Studies,  
Department of History 
University of Guelph, Guelph, ON, Canada 
N1G 2W1 
 
Email: scottish@uoguelph.ca 




