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in education that we heard so much about
there ought to he plenty of people living in
our midst capable of writing a decent and interesting paper. But interest in this sort of
higher things of life seemed to have died out.
It might be t h a t better things were taking
their place, although he doubted it. But there
it was. There were many ministers and schoolmasters in the area whom they never saw, and
who, although it might be expected of some of
them, never contributed papers, for the supply
of which they had sometimes to depend oil
gentlemen so far away as London. The occasion of the jubilee of the Club next year might
well be taken advantage of to introduce more,
vitality into its affairs. (Hear, hear.)
Mr Win, Simpson, in the absence of the hon
treasurer, Mr John Tough, presented the balance sheet for the year to 11th December thus :
Income—Subscriptions received during year
—19 Ladies, £2 10s; 47 Gentlemen, £13; Interest
on Deposit Receipts, £4 2s 3d; War Loan Interest, Calder Fund, half year, £2 l1s 5d- Transactions sold, 2s 6d; Rev. R. H. Calder for "Calder Fund," £105; Balance on hand, 28th Nov.
1928, amount in Bank on Deposit Receipt. £116
13s—total, £243 19s 2d.
Expenditure—Printing Transactions, &c., £10;
Stationery, 1s 6d; Postages, Treasurer, 7s 6d;
do., Joint Secretaries, £1 7s 1d; Calder Fund.
Brokerage, &c., £2 1s 7d; Balance on hand, 11th
Dec. 1929, amount in Bank on Deposit Receipt
£127 3s 1d; 5% War Stock, 1929-1947, "Calder
Fund," £102 18s 5d—total, £243 19s 2d.
Membership at close of year, 91. Life Members, 5; Honorary Members, 6; Ordinary Members, 80.
The statement was adopted, the Chairman
remarking that there was nothing the m a t t e r
with the finances of the Club; what they
wanted in it was a little more energy.
LETTERFOURIE.
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There was read the following paper by Dr J.
M. Bulloch, London, on the Gordons of LetterfourieandtheBaronetcyof Gordonstoun : When Sir William Gordon. 6th baronet of
Gordonstoun. died unmarried (but not without
issue) in 1795, his baronetcy remained dor-
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mant for eleven years, being ultimately
assumed, without any very clear proof, by his
distant kinsman, James Gordon of Letterfourie which is in Rathven.
On Sir William's death a highly complicated
scramble ensued among people who considered
themselves as heirs-(l) for his baronetcy and
(2) for his estates, which did not go together.
A mass of genealogical material was produced
in the law suits t h a t followed, and although
certain allocations were made, the genealogical grounds on which they were made are far
from satisfactory, and have really never been
cleared up. The whole Letterfourie descent remains to this day in a bad muddle, which nobody has had the courage to try and disentangle. This is a l l the more ironic in view
of the fact t h a t the founder of the Gordonstoun line. Sir Robert Gordon, 1st Bart. (15801656), was one of the great, genealogists of his
house, producing the "History of the Earldom
of Sutherland" (not printed till 1813), which is
more complete t h a n any history of the family
written by themselves.
What happened was this: Sir Robert Gordon,
1st Bart., and Sir William Gordon, 6th Bart,,
were both descended from Adam Gordon (who
married the Countess of Sutherland, and became Earl of Sutherland by right of marriage).
The baronetcy was created in 1625 and ran
from father to sou except in the case of the
6th Baronet, who wa3 a brother, until 1795. On
Sir William's death that year the male issue
of the grantee became, presumably, extinct.
The claimant for the baronetcy sought to
trace his descent from the youngest brother of
Adam Earl of Sutherland (the ancestor of Mr
Robert Gordon, 1st Bart, of Gordonstoun),
namely, Sir James Gordon of Letterfourie,
who is usually described as "High Admiral of
Scotland," but of whom the "Scots Peerage_
has only one thing to say, t h a t he was In 1198
named in an entail on the lands of Schivas.
The history of Sir James Gordon, the socalled Admiral of Scotland, is very obscure.
There is, for example, a large family of Gordons in Holland, who claim descent from a
certain Solomon Gordon, said to be the greatgrandson of the Admiral. To this family be-
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longed the Dutch poet, Gertrude Gordon (who
married Cornelius de Graauw) and also Otto
Dirck Gordon, an eighteenth century Dutch,
patriot.
In any case, on May 31, 1804. James Gordon
of Letterfourie (born 1779), managed to get
himself served heir male and heir of line general to his great-great-great-grandfather, t h e
"Admiral," Sir James Gordon, I. of Letterfourie, and on April 22, 1806, he was served heir
male general to his cousin, Sir William Gordon, the 6th Bart., after which he assumed
the baronetcy.
The Letterfourie descent is very unsatisfactory, and as "G. E. C." notes in his "Complete
Baronetage" (ii„ 279), "no evidence appears to
exist" for a p a r t of it. One of the most difficult points in the descent is t h a t , as "G. E. C."
points out, it accounts for only seven generations in more t h a n three hundred years, and it
differs materially from the account of t h e
Letterfourie family given in the Balbithan
Manuscript. This document mentions a Patrick Gordon, who does not appear in the other
pedigree, and yet who certainly existed. The
"Chronicle of Aberdeen" tells us of a William
Gordon of Letterfourie, who murdered in 1572
Master Robert Gordon, brother to the Earl of
Huntly. This William Gordon of Letterfourie
may be the William (brother of Patrick), who,
according to the Balbithan
Manuscript,
settled in Orkney where he may have taken
sanctuary.
The lands of Gordonstoun, a f t e r .Sir William's death, came under a different category.
They -were claimed by the descendants of the
3rd Baronet, but were allotted to a descendant
—Alexander Penrose Gumming of Altyre—of
the second Baronet, apparently by some sort
or entail. Not only did Cumming get the
estates, but a new baronetcy was created in
favour of Cumming on May 21, 1804.
It is perhaps significant" of the doubt in the
whole of the Letterfourie case t h a t James Gordon s father, Alexander Gordon of Letterfourie
(1715-1797)—who had succeeded his brother
James Gordon of Letterfourie (died 1790)—did
not apparently enter any claim for the baronetcy. But his son James did. The hazy no-
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tions of the latter about his pedigree is shown
in a letter he wrote from Letterfourie on Febr u a r y 7, 1802, to William Rose of Gask, near
Turriff. The letter, which is preserved among
the Rose Papers, now in the possession of Mr
Alistair Tayler, runs as follows:—
Dear Sir.—You have let nie long for t h e
pleasure you promised ine of a visit. In the
expectation of it I have delayed applying to
you for intelligence on the subject of family
genealogy, on which you. a r e reputed to he
more t h a n commonly well versant.
You gave me the satisfaction of assuring
me that the male line of the family of Gight
[which his father had thought of buying in
1789] is extinct. This was a chief point which
I wished to have ascertained. Yet the greatest to me is to be able to prove my descent
from a brother of the first of that family.
Our common father was George, 2nd Earl of
Huntly, who died about the year 1507. His
son, my immediate predecessor. Sir James
Gordon of Letterfoury, was Admiral of the
Fleet about 1510 and 20.
The destruction of our family writs during
the intestine wars of Scotland renders it
difficult for me to connect by authentic documents with this Sir James. You, Sir, who
probably have read all the memoirs of these
troublesome times, and know so much of the
traditional history of families, are likely to
recollect any particulars regarding mine. If
so, and that you can help me by any means
to establish a progress from generation t o
generation, or even point out the representative of the family of any single period, you
will do me a great obligation To learn into
what families they married or into what
families their children may have married
would lead to make enquiries where further
information might be obtained.
Believe me I am interested and anxious in
this m a t t e r : and if you cannot come to see
me. write to me as fully as you have leisure,
and I will wait on you for explanation, and
offer you my best thanks—I am, Sir, with
great regard,
Your obedient humble servant.
(Signed) James Gordon.
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The Rose Papers also contain an (undated)
"'copy of memorial for James Gordon, Esquire
of Letterfurie," as follows:—
Ever since the death of Sir William Gordon
of Gordonstown in 1795 this title of Baronet
has been lying d o r m a n t : yet the memorialist
persuades himself t h a t it is not extinct.
It is true, a t least it is here supposed and
believed that heirs male of the body of the
Patentee have failed. But, as the patent
grants the honor in heredibus masculis quibuscumque, if the memorialist is t h e nearest
collateral line, is he not a t liberty to assume
this title?
It cannot indeed be said t h a t he is nearer
t h a n any other in the degree of male propinq u i t y : for the Duke of Gordon stands in the
same relation to the patentee as t h e memorialist.
The memorialist nevertheless pretends the
preferable right because he is descended of a
younger brother of t h a t Patentee's predecessor, as the Duke of Gordon is of the elder
brother.
The memorialist presumes the Duke would
disregard an honour so inferior as such a
feather would add no grace to his case of
dignity. That even if the Duke were to contend for it, it should be adjudged to the memorialist conform to the decision in the case
-with Belhaven with which this is so similar
a n d as much the same as one honour is to
another.
The peerage of Belhaven had been created
in favors of the grandson of a second brother and his heirs male. The heirs male of
his body having failed, his honours were
assumed by the representative of the eldest
brother. But on challenge it was found and
decided t h a t the peerage had descended to
the competitor, who was t h e heir male of the
third brother. In like manner was the honour of Gordonstown created in favour of a
second son and his heirs male whatsoever.
The heirs male of the patentee's body a f t e r
some generations having failed, shall not the
baronetage on the same principle descend to
the patentee's heir male representative of the
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third brother rather than mount up to the
elder?
The memorialist would wish to establish
his title in a manner as satisfactory as can
be required. But he might find some difficulty to ascertain' his lineal descent by evidence as authentic as was requisite in the
Peerage of Belhaven. The more ancient writs
of his family unhappily perished in the devastations and house burnings of the 17th
century. He is a t a loss who to apply for
them if a- complete connected proof in his
circumstances was necessary. His man of
business apprehends that he is not sufficiently versed in affairs of this kind. The memorialist therefore applies to Counsel altogether learned i n the law and in the practice.
I t is historically known that a t periods
there did exist male descendents of the Patentee's body and also of his immediate author the Earl of Sutherland.
It must be a t the same time acknowledged
that all of them had failed before thy decease
of the late Sir .William Gordon and of the
last earl. Is it not therefore unnecessary to
bring a proof of any such having failed,
since there are to be no legal averments
made of their having ever existed?
Needs there be a positive proof that the
memorialist is the lineal male heir of Sir
Adam, Earl of Sutherland's younger brother?
Will evidence not disputed such as he is able
to produce, supported by habit and repute,
and the acknowledgment of the Duke of Gordon, be sustained as sufficient?
Especially if this acknowledgment can be
confirmed by any kind of document to show
the entries of the memorialist's predecessors
to their land holdings of the house of Gordon? If his Grace's doers should show any
reluctance to take the trouble he is entitled
to demand an exhibition of them. The memorialist conjectures that his genealogy and
propinquity might be discoverable in the
family settlements of the Earls and Dukes of
Gordon.
The author of the •history of the family of
Gordon (William Gordon), says that the Earl
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who died in the year 1507 had taillzied his
heirs male and got them ratified in Parliament. Ne hereditas Huntlie domus iteram ad
homines devolveratur. The same author observes t h a t the Duke of Gordon made a tailzie
of the same nature in 1707.
The memorialist flatters himself that his
grandfather stands in his rightful order of
substitution in this last settlement; as also
in the first-mentioned which was made by
that Earl who was the common f a t h e r of the
Duke of Gordon and of the Earl of Sutherland and of the first Letterfourie.
The same author often refers to a MS. history then in the possession of Mr Gordon of
Clunie, advocate, of the families of Gordon
and of Sutherland down to the year 1630,
written by Sir Robert Gordon of Gordonstown, who died 1656. This MS. is probably
preserved in the family archives. If it does
not point out to indisputable evidents, it
would probably afford a t least historical presumptions available to the memorialist.
The memorialist would likewise solicit t h a t
a search be made in the proper public records and of those of Lyon Office which are
now deposited in the Advocates' Library.
The memorialist has been sometime flattered that all this trouble of investigation is
superfluous; for t h a t he is safe to assume
the title as he cannot be challenged by anybody, or t h a t an inquest would have no difficulty to serve him on a putative claim where
there would be no competitor.
He submits to his counsel to instruct and
direct the most expedient measure's that
would be easiest and at the same time effectual.
Little is known about Sir James Gordon of
Letterfourie and 7th bart. of Gordonstoun. He
seems to have been a r a t h e r peculiar character,
for among the archives a t Gordon Castle is a
curious reference to him in a letter (copied f o r
me by the late Rev. Stephen Ree). written to
him on August 1, 1801, by George Garden Robinson (1766-1844), the Provost of Banff:—
I received your letter of yesterday, and I find
you again say you were in joke, and that
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no bargain subsists between us. If you were
in joke, it was the most extraordinary kind
of joke I ever heard of, for, even if I am a
fit subject for your ridicule, it certainly
could afford no entertainment, to gentlemen
present to hear you asking me to purchase
your votes and a long treaty entered into
very gravely and carried on for two mornings and at last a bargain concluded as binding, as any engagement we ever made in life,
and which I am certain it is perfectly impossible for you to get off from.
I should be glad to know if you were also
in joke when you offered one of your superiorities for sale in Edinburgh a few weeks before; demanded £500 and was offered £450.
Indeed you had even gone so far as to say
publicly in what manner you would dispose
of the money. This very clearly proves t h a t
your determination to sell was not hastily
formed, but of some standing and also that
I gave you the full value, even more than it
was judged worth in Edinburgh.
There is no part of your conduct in this
business surprises me more than your refusing to submit to the gentlemen I proposed.
You must be sensible that none of them
would require of either of us but what a man
is bound to. both in honour and character in
the world, and as it is my wish (as far as
possible) to avoid trouble on either side, I
again beg leave to propose this mode of
settlement. If it is possible that you can
have any objection to any of the gentlemen
mentioned, I hereby propose that you name
any person within ten years of your own
time of life, who has received the education
of a gentleman.
Sir James Gordon, who purchased on Dec. 4,
1810, the estate of Buckpool, or Wester Buckie,
from Alexander Dunbar, married in 1801—marriage contract July 4, 1801—Mary Lucy Elizabeth Glendonwyn (born 1783), eldest daughter
and co-heir, of William Glendonwyn of Parton,
Kirkcudbright. At the time of marriage he
claimed to be worth £3,000 a year. Upon marriage he received a portion of £2000 and settled
£210 a year on the lady. But he fell out with
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his wife, as we learn from an action for £185
16s l0d brought against him, May 30, 1825, in
the Court of Session by Alexander Buie, vintner, in Fochabers; copies of the papers on the
case are preserved at King's College, Aberdeen.
The sum claimed for was for a debt contracted
by Lady Gordon. In his defences, Sir James
gave a long account of his disagreement with
hiswife, with whom he had "long ceased" to
live. Lady Gordon was disinherited by her
father and Sir James was involved in "many
long and expensive litigations" on her behalf.
By means of this and other misfortunes Gordon
stated t h a t his affairs became extremely embarrassed so that he was compelled to sell more
than a half of his estate and got embarrassed
on the part he managed to retain.
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Sir James had five children—two sons and
three daughters. The eldest daughter was entirely supported by Sir James, "who, on account of a prejudice the mother has taken
against her and refusing to allow her to remain under his roof and of his inability to pay
for her board here has been under the necessity of sending her to a more economical situation in France. The eldest son is past majority and Sir James has repeatedly attempted
to get him placed in some respectable situation to learn a profession from which he may
earn a livelihood, but he has been continually
thwarted in his views by Lady Gordon by
whose advice the young man seems t o be entirely regulated. The two younger daughters
a n d son who are infants are with Lady Gordon."
Sir James went on to state t h a t from his
rentals he bad not had more t h a n £100 a year.
A particular rental of the estate of Letterfourie was submitted. Out of this he had to
pay an annuity of £210 to Lady Gordon, and
of £100 to Miss Russel and £892 as interest on
debts.
Gross rental
£940 14 5
500 0 0
Deduct Taxes
and burdens

£1440 14 5
140 0 0

Free rent

£1300 14 5
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So that all there remained, with one or two
other expenses amounted to £87 9s 4d. He had
given up Letterfourie to Lady Gordon, though
it was his only residence. Sir James stated
t h a t Lady Gordon accumulated debts by the
money she spent in travelling to and from
Edinburgh and other places. Buie's claim,
which dated from May 9, 1821, was largely incurred by hiring and included a chaise to
Huntly Lodge for three days (31/6), with £4 14s
5d of tolls and half-a-guinea to the driver.
Another item was the cost of a chaise to Gordon Castle.
Lord Eldon found partly in favour of Buie
and partly in favour of Sir James and the case
went on before the courts until 1831.
Sir James and his wife had the following
issue—
1. Sir William Gordon, 8th bart., born at his
mother's home, Parton, Kirkcudbright,
Dec. 1803. Died, unmarried, 1861.
2. James Gordon, born at Letterfourie, May
16, 1805, died at Edinburgh, J a n u a r y 11.
1832.
5. Charles Gordon, born at Letterfourie, Nov.
11, 1808; died a t Edinburgh, September 25,
1825.
4. Sir Robert Glendonwyn Gordon, 9th bart.,
born 1824; died March 4, 1908.
5. Helen Gordon, born a t Letterfourie, Oct.
12, 1806.
6. Mary Gordon, married Dec. 26, 1837, Sir
William Shee, Q.C., sergeant à law and
judge in the Queen's Bench, who died,
Feb. 19, 1858. She died October 11, 1861.
7. Alexandrina J a n e Gordon, born at Aberdeen Oct. 26. 1816?
Sir James died at Letterfourie on December
24, 1843, and his widow died there on May 5,
1845. He was succeeded by his soil, William
Gordon (1803-1851), who served in turn in the
Royal Scots and the 65th, fighting in Canada,
and the 3rd West Indian Regiment, retiring as
lieutenant-colonel. He was succeeded by his
brother, Sir Robert Glendonwyn Gordon (1824-
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The Secretary was asked to convey the
hearty thanks of the meeting to Dr Bulloch for
his valued paper.
All the office-bearers of the Club were reelected.
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1908), on whose death the baronetcy became extinct.

