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ABSTRACT

Founded c1680, the Library d&finerpeffray loaned books to local people in rural Perthshire
without charge. By 1747, a record was established detailing who borrowed which books from
the library, alongside additional information to identify the borrower (addresses, occupa-
tions,relatiomhi ps) . This thesis establishes a dat
1855 and addresses the lack of a detailed institutional history against which to assess it, in-
cluding the intentions of its founder, the impact of its rejuvenation ghieerth century,

and the contents of the library collection over time. It identifies in detail not only who was
using the library, but how they were using it, in contrast with who was permitted to use the
library and how it was intended to be used. $nctimtext, characteristics of the books
popularly selected by users are identified, and patterns assessed overall are traced within the
borrowing ives of four individual useihe thesis demonstrates how borrowing records
arebetter understood not asammce of reading, as they have been used by scholars previ-
ously, but of library use in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. The attention paid
by this thesis to the influence of both institutional and personal contexts on book borrowing
has strog implications on how similar records elsewhere might be approached. Its original
contributionto knowledgés to demonstrate a new and effective methodology for studying
borrowersd records within the disrstang-l i ne ¢
ing of the Library of Innerpeffray as expounded in this thesis, alongside the detailed data set
of borrowing created as part of it, will facilitate better use of the records of Innerpeffray by
other scholars across multiple disciplines. This thélsésriesult of an Applied Research
Collaboration between the University of Stirling, the University of Dundee and the Library

of Innerpeffray.
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INTRODUCTION

David Drummond, third Lord Madertie, founded the Library of Innerpeffray close to his
home in rural Perthshipe 1680, when he placed his own books into the nearby private
chapel to be accessible to local people free of charge. By 1747, a recoethefubkerg

borrowed from that library was established, detadgiranlynames and bodklesbut also

further information to identify the borrower (addresses, occupations, relationships), with
each user signing a promise to return the item. Thoughhghiangirm and depth across

the intervening centuries, this record was maintained until the library finally stopped lending
books in 1968. As well as a social document, in which current generations can find their
ancestorsd signat wroeosk sandcego bom rtoavelol d ht
has begun tbeused as a resource in tracing the spread of text (and, by extension, ideas),
largely by scholars of the history of reading. Such an approach is problematic because of the
indirect relationshipetween borrowing and reading, which will be explored further below.

This thesis addresses the lack of a detailed institutional history against which to assess the
borr ower s ddemorestrateBod this re@nikdbetter understood not as evidence

of reading, nor of book use, butlibraryuse in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.
Thinking carefully about the influence of both institutional and personal contexts on book
borrowing has strong methodological implications on how similar recovierelseight

be approached. Further, the deeper understanding of the Library of Innerpeffray as ex-
pounded in this thesis, alongside the detailed data set of borrowing created as part of it, will
facilitate better use of the records of Innerpeffray by sthelars across multiple disci-

plines.

Theonlyful ength institutional hi story of | nnei
The First Lighwhich was commissioned and published by the governors of the Library in
2009A o6 gl or i f i eddscripad bydvardk Sowvdey the veoik is very readable and
focuse®nawide Scottish historical contdodt does not reference any sources in its short
accountof the librarg history.In taking abroad focus and not engaging with primary
sourcesthe work overlookthe scholarlywalueof Innerpeffraywhichlies in the compre-
hensiveness of its records and the intactness of itscoll&ceopso nd t he borr owe
ter,such evidence includes twanuscript catalogues (1813 and 1855) andhtie tmook

1 George Chamiefhe First Light: The Story of Innerpeffrginbibmaeffray: Library of Innerpeffray, 2009).
2Mark R.M. Towseyd The First Light: The St olibyary & inforinatione r pe f f
Histor®6:2(2010), 178179 (p. 170).



of the Governors of the Innerpeffray Mortificat{@@231811), the body responsible for
making decisions regarding the libfesgether, these sourqeevide anearunparalleled

opportunity to nderstand howlibrary was used over time.

Paul Kauf mands 1964 essay on the Library of
was still lending, remains the best worthe libraryo date It issituatedirmly in the realm

of book use anddrary history, as exemplified by the title of his colldgboaries and their
User$1969}.1ts broad concepts and specific insights have been the basis upon which this

thesis has been built and will be referenced throughout. However, the verg exkistenc

Kauf mands bri ef ohased somesgholard to interpre¢ theprecdrd im a y
serviceoft hei r own arguments without much furthe]
were employedbyR.. Houston to establish that &signin
cul tur al p o s switlbthel bortowirgy secomiie oflthe few resrcey fiom

which the ability to read could be inferred and the ability to write could be e¥ideneed.

ston acknowledged the difficult relationship between borrowing and reading in interpreting

the record at Innerpeffray, and highlighted the additmmagrn that a borrower need not

be the intended recipient of an iteoit did not need to resolve the issue for his purposes.

I n 1976, Anand Chitnis used Kaufmands data t
the impact of the Scottish Enlightenmeas wot restricted to the intellectual &e.
CairnsMasonthrough a study of the borrowing records to 1800 and an assessment of En-
lightenment titles available in the libreopcluedthat interest in such works did not take

off until much later, iotthe nineteenth century, despite their presence in the cdtalogue

Thus, from an examination of how Innerpeffray has been approached in the past, it is clear

that assessment of its recasdsnmured irproblemswith the relationship between bor-

rowing andeading, and in the pursuit of evidence for Enlightenment.

3Paul Kaufman) A Uni que Recor d Libfi148(19845) p2b242.Rse pRei andtiendg 6a,s 61 n -
nerpeffray: Reading for Allh e P elLmriegaid theim Users: Collected Papers in Lifirandbiistdhe

Library Association, 196pp. 158162.

4R.A. HoustonScottish Literacy and the Scottish Identity: llliteracy and Society in Scotland and dNorthern England 1600
1800(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,,1985)9.

5Houston, pp. 175.

6 Anand C. Chitnighe Scottish Enlightenment: A Sociélétisiony Croom Helm, 197@) 19.

7D. Cairns Mason,ending Libraries in the Sptealigbtenment Thinking: Two Scottish Case Studies: Innerpe-

ffray Library, Crieff; The Monkland Friendly Societ{B2aoos@miea, 2009).

10



Mar k T ®Keadirg yhé Scottish Enligh2oibdgmbadda culmination of this tradition

and remains the most detailed study of Innerpeffray tbAdahgtious in its scope, this

work traces contemporary readers of Scottish Enlightenment works and the impact that the
texts had on the lives of their readershiprkingthrough a huge range of souréesn

catal ogues and borrowersd records to comnm
reading in letters, readindThistoemensoutchve cent
erage i s what soadualde, blit@alsosvbat riakes iwvprabl&rtatoes

not haveahe space to deal with the methodological prolhertraotivate this present the-
sisFrom the outset, Towsey acknowledges t ha
us e o f, whtotbiktlsesis argues is also applicable to borrowing réktisd-

proach to the problematic relationship between borrowing and reading uses borrowing rec-
ords to determine O6reading vogues?o, a ter
content of the texts as the primary motivator for borrowing and considevarigppat-

terns on a macro, ratherthan microfeee peat ed use odnd héer evaod ar
does nothing to disrupt the borrowsgualgeading assumptipand is prevalent in his
assessment of Innerpefftag@ince at Innerpeffrayp supporting\edence to show that the

books were read, nor hint at how they werehliaadbeen uncoverddp ws e y 8esveswo r k

to show that in some parts of rural Scotland ordinary people had access to the texts on which
he focuses. The broad scope of the study puigkful context for access to texts in other

l i braries in the Scottish | andscape but di
ister and what had been previously published to understand how it might have been impacted
by the access conditions aeduisitions of individual libraries. Towsey acknowledges this
problem by reflecting on the i mpact of 06ul
estsd at the end of his study of Dborrowin
recorvies adblgeaeat deal | eft wunsaidd which is
for reading in the second part of his wéMet again, this work highlights the need for an

8 Mark R.M. TowseyReading the Scottish Enlightenment: Books and their Readers in Provit®#l Scotland, 175(
(Leiden: Brill, 2010) based upteading the Scottish Enlightenment: libraries, readers and intellectual culture in pro
Scotland ¢.186082@Doctoral Thesis, University of St Andrews, 2007).

9 TowseyReading the Scottish Enlighignni&a199.

10TowseyReading the Scottish Enlighten&ieio such consideration is given to this as a motivation for
borrowing, for which see the assessment of Innerpeffray borrower Ebenezer Clement in chapter five of this
thesis.

11 TowseyReading theofish Enlightennper9; Mark RV . Towsey & Kyl e B. Robert
Before the Public Library: Reading, Community, and Identity in the Ad850 Ay, T668ey & Roberts

(Leiden: Brill, 2017), pp30 (p. 9).

2For exampl e, in title for Towseyds seReddiogtheon | nr
Scottish Enlightenmpem®l.

13Towsey Reading the Scottish Enlightsmr&so.

11



understanding of the individual institutional histories behind the library, @b fds fur-
ther consideration of precisely what a borrowing record can be usedwitoardgoth

centralkconcern®f this thesis.

The benefits of a deeper understanding of [In
identinthe mostreceptu bl i cati on concerning the |library
nero6 of the Reading Nation: Rodh&8B800¢ Readeées
foll owing Hal seyods integral participation ir

recads, as detailed bel&iin this book chapter, Halsey demonstrates a significantly im-
proved understanding of the context of Innerpeffray, gained from a lengthy and fruitful

relationship with the library and its records, when examining the popularitgrmatidena

texts, framed within an argument towards a ©b
Further, since the scope of the work is div
ment 6, which have haunt ed p fifiesthe patestialaseal vy s e s

of borrowing records, particularly by those with specific subject expertise. Hopawer,
suingthis argument within the confines of a book chagédseycannot do full service to

that institutional history, which is insteaddd at and presented incidentally. This thesis,
therefore, has the potential to achaground worlscholars need, opening up the borrow-

ing records as a resource to those in disciplines halgoargHistory, without such im-
mersion in the library arni$ records. This is true not only for literary scholars, such as
Halsey, but also for anyone interested in the dissemination of a particular text or author in

any discipline.

This examination of previous studies of Innerpeffray has brought to theyf®suks

common to the way in which all borrowing records are approached, which are easily sum-
marised thus: whaanyou do with a borrowing record? Harvey and Olsen, in one of the
earliestdatabader i ven borrowersd recooddstasdsi @shedersct
tie between book and readerd, thus concludin
of their study O6are a particularly rich sour
of the librarg user groupy.Yet most other studies, exemplified above, always acknowledge

the indirect relationship between book borrowing and reading, even if this admission does

“Katie Hal sey, 0A 0Quai ntRof@anticiReadedshipsfin Rural @ertksbie,di ng Na't
178@1 8 3 OB&foré the Public Libpar18235.

15Mark Olsen and LouSse or ges Har vey, O60Reading in Revolutionary 1T
vard College Library, 18137 8H2ar@ard Library Bulletifl993), 5372 (p. 57; p. 72).

12



not always affect their subsequent analysis. Since evidence of reading dominates the use of
b or r oeeads sodar, it will be considered here first, followed by consideration of other

nonfr eading uses of borrowers® records.

The difficulties associated with retrieving reading history at®oauetiented, and the
methodological issues associated wdtilliprove fodder for stat-the-discipline arti-

clest® The History of Reading discipline arose in the 1990s as a reaction to the way Book
History privilegethe production and dissemination of books and printnasaasof un-
derstanding how they sharibd wider cultural, political and intellectual landsehpe

not accounting for who read them or how they weré"r®aéar as a methodology has

been established, a combination of different types of evidence has been shown to be the
most successful, duas where book purchase or borrowing intersects with maoginalia
commentary in other written or printed source, with the different problems associated with

each diminished when taken together.

A borrowing record alone, therefore, issmatughevidece to build up a picture of reading,

so why does a history of reading approach persist in dominating the way in which borrowing
records are assessed? The answer must lie in the frustrating lack of other evidence from
which to reconstruct the reading ebgrere, particularly for specific types of user, namely

rural and loweclass populations. Framed in this way, the determination to use Innerpe-
ffrayds records as evi,dsaheyoffertheocchance ®abdervea g 1 S
groups for whichevdence i s harder to find. Hal sey
argue that readers went out of their way to borrow lmukberefore were more likely to

read them, but I nnerpeffrayds propitious s
fareand at a crossing point of the River Eaeant that users may have accessedaute

to somewhere, rather thamtheidestinatiod? The link between borrowing and reading at

Innerpeffray, therefore, is likely to be as problematic as it is @lsewher

Kati e Hal $aum; Unidepsityeff Editbergh Postgraduate Journal of CylaB@&1ibk &l

JA. Radway, 06 Re ad ipnodyced liseratNre and theathieoreticpl, meMadslagical, and polit-

i cal consequ e BookResearth Qua?t@($#9863 @2Mo r &,onat han Rose, ©6Rer
lish Common Reader: A Preface to a Histo o f  AJlodrnaleohthre ¢listdry of 38eK$992), 4570.

Il an Jackson, OApproaches to the-CéhnstutupyThh&HisoticRReander s
Journal7:42004),1041 054 ; Kati e Hal sey, didgRA mdoductipn td thecReaB-vi d e n ¢
i ng Exper i eopular NdrativeaMudH2 @08), 1 XR 37.

17 JacksonApproaches, 1042.

8Hal sey, paésimr ef ac e d,

19d/arious factors would suggest that the effort expended in borrowing the books vedodeantirely

di sproportionate if the bor r oBeferethe PdbliccLipe2@4t i nt end t

13



This thesis does not, therefore, situate itself within the History of Reading, though its find-

ings have significant implications for that discipline. Instead, it sits firmly within the field of
Library History, usi ng telokreating but as evedenset®f r ecor d
library uselo date, wrks that situate themselves mainly or solely within the field of Library

Hi story have made surprisingly I|little use of
terpretativalifficulties outlined in this thesis. Further, no work in Library History has satis-
factorily addressed the question of the uses
the history of readitf§This thesis aims to address that gap. It will shovedtratving

records demonstrate who accessed the lienatyljingcompaisons to be drawwith who

was intended to use the library and, through the books they choseskquedplesed

it. Such an analydias the potential to improve our understandiriigeorelationship be-

tween prospective and actual use for other collections where records of use do not survive.

The term 6readingd will be avoided, with O0bo
to 6readerd. Assessnmenftr aonfe db carsr odw innt ge nht a boint st
|l ows for acknowledgement of the appeal of an

attributes (size, age, appearance).

Within Library History, Innerpeffray is often cursorily acknowledged among ee=sdl as

ments of community libraries, subscription libraries and the general library landscape in Scot-

land and rarely dwelt up8his is because it does not easily fit within that narrative or

those categories, and because its most valued source, the ordfower e c or d , I's no
comparable because such evidence rarely survives elsewhere. It is hoped that this thesis will
demonstrate what Innerpeffray is, and whanitjsand therefore contribute towards its

more meaningful inclusion in such studiedoimg so, this thesis also contributes towards

the advancement of that field in more closely aligning individual library histories with the
broader discipline of the history of the book, following the path outlined by Jonathan Rose

in his 203FWtAdrtes nfadan vLi brary History?o, de
History as part of understanding how texts were disseminated and@ccessed.

2Wor ks that come closest to articulating a satisfacto
Literature and Readingr@munities in Eighteenthe nt ur y  She Raview of Englsio 364183,

(2017),949 6 7 and DA Natioh of RéatleesnTlesLending Library in GeordiharitioglaBdt-

ish Library, 2008)

21For example KA. ManleyBooks, Borrowers, and Shareholders: Scottish Circulating and Subscription Libraries Before
1825(Edinburgh: Edinburgh Bibliographical Society, 2012), John Créwfolde Communi ty Li br ary

t i sh HALA Jowna?B:®6 (2002), 24855 andthegpl i cati on of the word déquaint
in Hal seyds O6A oO0Quai nt REeforetheRuldlicldbfarftoh é oRvé andyi WG | N a taimo 8¢
1898 description of the library in tlasgow Herald

2Jonat han Rose, o&AIlLti ebrrnadribyariesel SHtyr@81(26633, 5860.

14



Mat t hews 3admagidetbegindtodgethe gap between these History of Reading

and Library History appaches and, methodologically, has much in common with this the-
sis®In his analysis of the borrowing records from the University of St Antineesd(
6receipt booksd), Sangst er &Gihglegdndranthddysd t he
interconnectedvidencéfor one institution so théeading practicawnight be understood

in their institutional conteXtT hough Sangsterds concl usions
the recreation of the 06r ead tituighal focugallaevs 6 o f
his conclusions to be much better couched
of its shelve® This article begins to demonstrate the value of considering library history

both as adwithin institutional history, wii@lso forms a key part of this thé&sis.

Met hodol ogi cal <considerations surrounding
might be used within academic discourse, but how they might be approached as data at all.
The need for such considerati@msbecome more urgent as a growing number of digital
projects emergbatmake such records accessible, exemplified by databases based on bor-
rower sd r eaheMunaedubBclibrary, ldesv York Society LibraryDassenting
Academies Onlamel emerging transcription projects such as at the University of St An-

drews’ These efforts are laudable, particularly when the future of the History of Reading

2Z2Matthew Sangster, 6Copyright Lit-eenturg &hed ARdBadWw
Review of English St68i2872017), 94067.

24Sangste Copy r i g ht Reéading €omemunitieged46a n d

25Sangste Copyright Liter at udpp 94d% 8andgiteradhievesghisthoougindetail-t i e s
ing the impact of copyright legislation on the collections at St Andrews, concluding that it led to less curated
widerange of material available to students and professors, including vernacular literature. This contextual
work has meant that the records at St Andrews can be more easily employed as a comparison to Innerpeffray
(with caveats) as explored in chapter seven.

26\Work on this topic hasmerged most recently from within ih&titutions of LiteraturedlB@@network,

for which see Anne H. Stevens, 6Circulating and S
Institutions of Literature dBOM< http://institutionsofliterature.net/2017/12/04/annRk-stevensn-circu-
latingandsubscriptiodibraies’>[ accessed 3 July 2018] and Mstthew S
tutions of Literature @¥900 <http://institutionsofliterature.net/2017/11/23/definingstitutions/> [ac-
cessed 3 July 2018)utside of that network see Bernadette A. bekrj br ari es and Rea
Carlisle Indian Industrial School, ¥79 1B®dk ,Histor8 (2015), 188 6 ; Devin Griff
Panizzi, Virginia Wool f Caaogue of PrintedBBB®obk Hissoh8 (2016% e u
134665; Alice Crawford (edjhe Meaning of the Library: A Cultural(Nestodersey: Princeton University
Press, 2015yhomas Augst and Kenneth Carpenter (Btjtutions of Reading: The Social Life of Libraries in the
United Stat@mbherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 20(H)oabd Koe hl er ds &6 Chal |l eng
Ambitions: The Practice of Book Exchanges at the New York Society Librédy, 77889 6, i n Towsey
erts, pp. 2017. See also James J Connolly, PatrickrGslial(eds)Print Culture Histories Beyond the Metropo-
lis(Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2016), particularly the Introductio®Zppa8d essays by Kyle

Roberts (pp. ©87), Frank Felsenstein (pp.@31) and Christine Pawley (pp.d®29.For an account of the

broader role of literature and university libraries in institutional history, see @r@deaffing Literature: An
Institutional Hist@@hicago: University of Chicago Press, 1987).

27What Middletown Re#tp://lib.bsu.edu/wmr/> [accessed 26 June 2018]; The New York Society Library,

City Readershttp://cityreaders.nysoclib.org/> [accessed 26 June 2@i8%enting Academics Online
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must be based upon tracing connections beyond institutional boundaries, as above. How-
ever, thavay in which such data is represented can be misleading, as it simplifies and stand-
ardises what is, by its nature, a complex record, tempting the user to detailed quantitative
analysis without the qualitative framework provided by a true understatieirogotext

Such a framework oughtitelude not onlyhe content of the collectisrand how they

were accessed, but additibtmed! or personal factors. The project at St Andrews avoids this
controversy, choosing not to create a database but toiuptoacdy es of t heir Orec
alongside a proposed transcription. Any individuals mentioned are then matched to their
ent r y iBiographital Rdgiéter of the University of @hishdnesisasic information

about who they weféHowever, ths approach makes it very difficult to navigate and, ulti-
mately, is so tirensuming that only a handful of examples have so far been completed.
The Muncie Public Library records which constitutgVtiet Middletown Reagect and
publication, also enh@ntheir borrower records with additional personal data, in this case
drawn from the census records (not an option for the other projects due to their earlier time
period) as well as library registration reévfth& Dissenting Academies @ojieet igich

in catalogue and borrowing data, supplemented by provenance records, while also being the
only database so far not to focus on a single instifUBiprncluding both catalogue and
borrowing data, with the latter undeniably muchrd¢tmseading tan the former, the pro-

ject aims to identify what students read, and consequently the relationship between taught
courses and independent study, as well as how far the academy allowed heterodoxy or main-
tained orthodox3!.Again, this simplifies the relatioipsbetween borrowing and reading

and typifies the problem of all these databases, which give their purpose as providing evi-
dence for reading without sufficient consideration of whether that is truly the case. It was
for this reason that tiReading Exggrie Databgsted to omit borrowing records entifély.

This thesis aims to strike the balance between these approaches, contributing towards our

<https://vls.english.gmul.ac.uk/> [accessed 26 June 2018]; University of St ArRkeweipt Books
<https://arts.standrews.ac.uk/transcribe/index.php/Main_Page> [accessed 26 June 2018].

28 Robert N. SmarBiographical Register of the Universityeoi &St481897 (St Andrews: University of St

Andrews Library, 2004) <https://artsastdrews.ac.uk/biographicafister/> [accessed 26 June 2018].

29Frank Felsenstein and James J. ConvWdilyt Middletown Read: Print Culture in an AmericafAmall City

herst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2015).

30For a paean to this database when compavgtabMiddletown ReatitheReading Experience Dadabase

Ed Potten, O6The Dissenting Academies Onliing Virtual L
Ex per i en c €e Day8:m2052p 81355.

31 8 A b o bigsénting Academics Odittyes://vls.english.gmul.ac.uk/ehin/koha/opacguide.pl?chap-

ter=0> [accessed 25 June 2018].

32Reading Experience Databad®43156ttp://www.open.ac.uk/Arts/reading/UK/index.php> [accessed

30 September 2017]; Hal sedy,, poRela2dsi.ng t he Evidence of
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understanding of the value of borrowing records, without relying on the link totheading

has driven reses interest in them in the past.

This thesis is based upon a data set draw
1747 the earliest point at which they surtov®&)ay 1855, the moment at which the collec-

tion changed dramatically with signifieattitions of new iteni$The original transcrip-

tion of the complete registers (19¥B68) took place in 2@&PD14 as part of a project by

the University of Stirling, and | am indebted to Kate Buchanan who was largely responsible
for its completion. However, since the project was conducted under time pressure using
digital photograph$yr this thesig was necasry to check each entry against the original.
This processesulted in significant chang@esluding 405 additional entries missed in the
original transcriptigmnd much greater accuracy, especially for local place names, following
time spent in the latarea and the consultation of local pébplather, given the separa-

tion of different elements of the record idistinctcolumns, and the speed with which the

data was created, it became clear that no transcription conventions wereTbédeaed.

of conventiorwas particularly noticeable in expanded borrower first names (where an ab-
breviation was given in the register) and
the book borrowed was recorded. Given the vastness of the data set @ostraiats,

the decision was taken to correct interpolations or normalisations which lead to misidentifi-
cation of people or books, but not to undertake full, detailed transcription of the entries.
These identificationgereestablishetbr individuals ah books using materials beyond the
register, as detailed beldWwus, a reliable and functional data set for the earliest period of
the libraryhas now beeastablished'he data set was originally created in Microsoft Excel,
andthe corrected data set @@ns in this formaiecause its functionality was sufficient for

the purposes of this the¥is

In order to better identify individuals regardless of variations in spelling etc., Person IDs
were added to the data fegtthe first time, having been cafi@dby Kaufman in his early

article on InnerpeffrayBorrowers were deemed to be the same person if their names were

33For further information on changes to the collections at 1855 see chapter two of this thesis.

34] am extremely grateful to Lara Haggerty, Keeper of Innerpeffray, and the library volunteers, whose input
was invaluable during this exercise.

35 A more usefriendly interface based on SQL conceived as part of the original transcription project is still
under construction, therefore it was not necessary to create another for the subset of records used for this
thesis. The corrected data set estallighring this thesis has been submitted for inclusion in this project,

which is planned to be made available at www.innerpeffrayborrowers.com.

36K a u f maaerpeffray:IReading foralltheBpl ed, p. 160.
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sufficiently similar, if additional information was able to support their being the same person
and if they were borrowing isimilar time period. In some cases, it was possible to ascertain
that a borrower with the same name, but a different address, returning after a lengthy period
away, might still be the same perparticularly within occupations which have strong sec-
ondarysourceso support simple biographical datech as ministeYd=or example, James

Gilfillan was the son of Samuel Gilfillan (another borrower) in Gordbecame minister

of the United Secession Church in Stirling in 1822. This link to the loeapkmiea the
presence of 06Stirlingd as a borrower address
travelled by a borrow&On the same page under the same signature his address also ap-
pears as New Row, which elsewhere in the register is ides@redddress in Balgowan.

Given the likeness of the signatures and the common nature of the address, all instances of
James Gilfillawereassigned the same Person ID. Such sources are also useful when iden-
tifying those with different occupations or asklre as the same person. For example, Rev
Patick Mclsaac of Comrie and RBW.Mclssac of Gask could be identified the same man,
having moved to a different parfi$in the very rare cases that could not be solved, such as
David Mitchell (father and saeferred to as junior and senior in some entries, but not in
others), an estimation was made based on their former borrowing hedsithi$t pains-

taking proceshat meant that the data set is much more useful when tr@sgess bor-

rowing at an indidual levelas demonstrated in chapter five.

Each entry in theata seloes not represent one visit to the library, but each book bqrrowed
followinga precedent set by the original transcription préjeeas continuetiere as it

allowed for more space to include further information about the items borrowed. However,

this meant it was not possible to record accurately the 99 instances wheredboks we

rowed by a group instead of an individual. In these cases, the entry is listed under the first
borrowersd name wi-idir rao weortse inna ntinegy & lheen dcion g
column. The same column is used to indicate the rare instanceisisvheted that bor-

rowers are borrowing on behalf of someone else.

37Usually Hew Scoftasti Ecclesise ScoticandicElrssion of Ministers in the Church of Scotland from the Reformation,
Vol. IV, Synods of Argyll, and of Perth and Stirling (Edinburgh: Oliver and Boyd, 1923).

Thomas Hamilto799D&74) a6, | raey . ORfomciionafiNatidnal Biogh el |
raphy(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004) <http://www.oxforddnb.com/view/article/10726> [ac-

cesse@1 September 2017]. On the distance of borrowers see chapter three of this thesis.

39 ScottFastiVol. IV, p. 264 and p. 274.
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Additionalperson informationot explicitly stated in the register but identified through ex-
ternal sourcesas noincluded in the data set unless it was integral to the application of
Person ID. Any personal information not given in the registewigseifcluded in square
brackets. This was due in part to the constraints of time, but also bettausariable
strength of secondary sour cedinfdengeéhaithi ng o
pression of who was using libeary. For exampli,iseasyo identify Church of Scotland
ministerau s i n g F&ttbattalm@simpossible to identify weavers, masons etc. unless
that information was included in the regféfEnus, had the additional information been
includedjt might haveappeagdthat ministers were using the library more than any other
group.Analysis of theccupatiorof peopleusing the library, as explored in chapter three,

is thereforeimited to the relately short time period in which occupations were routinely

recorded in the register

Book titles matched as part of the initial transcription project were discarded; instead, entries
were matched against a transcription of the 1813 library catalgiemesued by an 1838

list of items sent for rebinding and the 1855 catalogue, as a much better representation of
what was availabfelhese titles had been checkedirna g ai nst t he | i br ary
alogue to identify specific publication informatiod additional details, such as format.

This processid not allow for the inclusion afultipletitles bound into the same volume
andcatalogued under the title of the first item but was not problematic because the borrow-

er sd0 regi st e reciselgthecsanc: evaly. thasdioh & Bounevith itgms in

the quantitative analysis was corrected in the qualitative analysis.

A full list of titles can be found under the Book ID tab of the data set, and it is from this list

that details were copied and added alongside matched entries from the register. Seven items

did not appear in any of erhenbgdkilni sthe &
with additional details gathered where possible fraB8te** 18 of the entries could be

mat ched only to an author, not to a- speci
only). 99 items which could not be idewtifiewer e assi gned Book | D ¢

Book I D 6 X8 ar e thptdosna give enowminfdrnyatioe to beridentified,
such aga bible in foliGor @n old sermon bod# As many details as possible were added

40 Scott, Hev, Fasti Ecclesiae Scoticanae; The Succession of Ministers in the Church of Scot{&dihfrom the Reforma
burgh: Oliver and Boyd, 191928)

41 Two items were identified via the 1838 list and a further 12 in the 1855, as detailed in chapter two.

42English Short Title Catadtgie//estc.bl.uk> [accessed 25 June 2018].

43Entries for Thomas Keir, 29 November 1773, and John Fisken, 1 February 1806, respectively.

19



to the unidentified items;or exampl e, ©6a bible in foliod co
t he geReligon(BeeOme&@ en without a specific editioc
thor IDs wereaddedo make it possible to trace the popularity of individual authors, rather

than specific books. Genre terms were assigned following the practice of the original tran-
scription, though with a fuller range of sutf
Opoetic artsd replacing i ndistrendgtisadndwgalo-et ry/ dr
nesses of the collection. A full list of the terms ugecti®n the Genre ID tab of the data

setand provided below as appendix dwain, qualitative analysis within this thesis is used

to compensate for the rigidity of genre teapmpdied to produce quantitative results.

A Provenance ID was assigned to any bloatdisplayed markings associated with having
been in the library since its foundation. These were identified viatgpfsegch of items
published before 1700, asatletl in chapter one. Specific IDs are defined under the Prov-
enance ID tab of the data set. Itehat were published after 1700 (almost 10 years after
the estimated death of its foundethatdid not display any evidence of having been in the
library ollection at its foundation were left blank. Filtering blank values from the Prove-
nance ID column on the Book ID tab therefore provides a list of items identified as present
in the library at its foundation, upon which chapter one is based. For easemhease

also listed in appendhree

Chapter one unpacks how the Library at Innerpeffray began and how it was intended to be
usedThe <chapter examines the intentions of th
terms of his will, but alday the nature of the books with which the library was populated.

Analysis of books in the foundation collection, identified for the first timis théesis,

show the I|ibrary not to have been aimed at t
but for a much wider audience, particularly through the lack of church fathers, concordances

and interpretative works, as well as the remarkable doenafatems in English (90%).

This conclusion is then placed in contrast to the intentions for the library by Robert Hay
Drummond, who transformed the building and its collections in treghidenth century

envisioning O pr oper ¢ e@entimanlof the Ineagbhbeurhioar to meet a such

ti mes as t h'%This chdptehighlighahow theisentwodconflicting visicmesd

an impact onthe conent s of t he | thebmaaneny whichbsokserMere e s and
accessed.

44NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 15.
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What was availadi®m the library, informed by an understanding of these conflicting vi-
sions, is explored in chapter two. Here, t
sitions and its 18XBanuscriptatalogue are assessed alongside remaining physical collec-
tions to give an overview of what was available to library users, and how that changed across
the | ibraryds history. After wverification
library collection emerges, with only one new title enterindlécéi@o between 1790 and

1855. While this provides a strong basis from which to approach the bonegvstes,

knowing precisely what borrowers had to chiooiseto 1855it also highlights a dramatic

change in the librarysollections, from relatiyeupto-date in 1790, to an antiquated relic

by 1855.

Chapter three moves on from the library founders and its books to its people, namely who
was permitted to use the library, how that access was mediated, who did use the library and
how they used it.hE influence of the individuaéeperemerges as paramosirice alt-

hough rules governing the collectiame decided by library trustees, significant discretion

wes applied. The chapter also identidries th
a third of borrowers are recorded as borrowing one item once, with 86% of users borrowing
fewer thanlOi t ems overall, amslerfd & ebamrdol@d gt al p
items, whose borrowing makes up almost 15% of the register to 185%acidrssenider-

l' ine how difficult it is to interpret a bo
odology of chapter fiyevhich focuses on exemplary rather than representative individual
borrowers.

An examination of the characteristics of @opuborrowed works from Innerpefffayms

the basis othapter fourand reveals again the difficulty of identifying typically popular
works (the top 12 popular works still make up less than 15% of all borrowing to 1855). What
it does reveal, howeverthat the primary driver of borrower preference is novelty (i.e. how
new an edition isq stronger interest in works with a Scottish connection, and, of those

works which are novel and have a Scottish connectiofgeramue for illustrated works.
The borrowing lives of four library users are explored in chapter five to demonstrate the
benefit of maintaining an individual foargl interpreting borrowing choices against not

only the | ibraryds institut i odendiff abduitlset or vy,
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user s o borrowmglifedemansiréites how one person might use the library, from

its earliest incarnation (John Bayne, borrowingdl7%®), through its new building

(Ebenezer Clement, borrowing 21337)and current collectisitJohn Whytock, borrow-

ing 17851797) into a period when almost every item is at least 50 years old (Alexander
Maxton, borrowing 176484) . |t f urt her demonstrates the p
records to assess individual reading prattitdsdhlights their potential contribution to-

wards the institutional histories of libraries and building up a pattern of library use.

Chapter six focuses on I nnerpeffrayds cl oses
closest not only geographicallggu 20 mi |l es away), but also in
records (c178@1830) and shared personnel, most notably in the form of Robert Hay
Drummond, who served as a trustee to both libraries in teggmidenth century. Though

unique in its own righgsshownthroughout the chapter, it provides a vital benchmark

against which Innerpeffray can be compared, stressing the anomalousness of Innerpeffray

with regard to the nature of its collections, how its collections were (or rather, were not)
augmentedral the broad range of backgrounds represented among its users.

Chapter seven makesrgarisons with other lilsras across Scotland agentifies criteria

by which other institutions might be considered compaltabiglores thdlifficulty of
categorisg Innerpeffray when considering seventeanthearly eighteentkntury Scot-

tish library foundations. The chapter goes on to take a closertloele@mparable li-

braries (Kirkwall, InverneasdHaddington), focusing on what we can learn abouséhe

of Innerpeffray by contrasting it with other collectitinslso testsut the methodology

with which this thesis is concerfe@iming the use of other collections in their own library
historical contexts and treating their borrowing records azxewdébrary use, rather than
reading. To demonstrate more fully the impact that the contents and context of a collection
have on what is borrowed even while the individual user remains a constant, the chapter also
traces individual users who borrowedhftnnerpeffray and another collection (predomi-

nantly student borrowers at St Andrdwsalso the Leighton library).
This thesis wildl begin with an examination c

to understand the institutional contilttunderpins theubsequent discussmfrinnerpe-

ffrayds borrowersd record
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CHAPTER ONE: FOUNDATION

The circumstancesirrounding the foundation of the Library of Innerpeffray are a suitable
starting poinfor this thesisiot only chronologically, but because #mwhow and by

whom the | ibrary was intended to be used.
through theterms dla d e r t ,iwhidhisowmeé d a | egal entity ca
sum of money Obeing mortified or assigned
for religious, educ ahelegarraniewonithinavhichthe i-a bl e
brary was forced to operasmdwithin which it still operates todaifor the first time,

these terms will be considered alongside the only other surviving evidence of the library in
its earliest phaSehebooks present in tlowllection at its foundatiinto demonstrate that

the library was intended to be of use to the broadest range of petajligthrough the

genres present within it and through the overwhelming number of English language works.
This account of the foundérs i nt enti ons wi | | then be cont
eighteentitentury patron, Robert Hay Drummond (B1¥¥6), since it is against this back-

drop of contrasting aims and resulting col
this thess, begins.

Evidence fothelibrary in the seventeenth century, beyond the books it held, is limited to
details given ithe will of its founder, David Drummor&F Lord Madertie (16516%1).

This will is the source for almost all that is krelwout Madertjesave for a single episode

in 164t which he was imprisamhdollowing the battle of Tippermuir when fighting with his
brotherin-law, James Graham Marquis of Monttfodéhile Ma d e rotigina @il has

been lost since at least 18@@pies were made in 1822 and used as evidence in legal opin-
ions, suggesting that there is no reason to question their sotiMdadsgie made two

wills, the latter necessary after his witglgreasedim.* Thefoundation of the librarg
outlinedas follows:

6 Morti fi c aDidtiomgry of ntHe eScots .Lén§eatiesh Language idiionaries Ltd, 2004)
<http://www.dsl.ac.uk/entry/dost/mortificatioune> [accessed 4 August 2018]

46 James Balfour Paul (edhe Scots Peerage; founded on Wood's edition of Sir Robert Douglas's peerage of ¢
containing an histband genealogical account of the nobility ovblattlhgBdmburgh: David Douglas,

1904)p. 218; Andrew Reitlhe Campaigns of Montrose: A Military History of the Civil War in Scotland 1639 to 164
(Edinburgh: The Mercat Press, 199®2p.

47 Innerpeffiey Opinion: J Ivory 1890 uses the copied will in a legal argument, citing loss of the original.

48 Innerpeffiey Opinion: J Ivory 1890.

49Scots Peerdge VIll,p. 219 has Beatrix0s death dat eglanmasy Nov e mb
1692, with his final will dated December 1691. The whereabouts of this final will is currently unknown, but it

was used to generate the Heritable Bond with which the Innerpeffray Mortification was formed in 1696. The
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| have erected a library partly in the west end of the chapel of Innerpeffray and
partly in that little new house lately built by me at the east end of the kirkyard
thereof which library | appoiabhd ordane to be preserved entire and to be aug-
mented by my successors yearly in time comeing in manner underwritten for the
benefit and encouragement of young students and to be provided from time to
time with aKeepemwho may likewise be useful as alaimam divine worship

and family exercise within the peace of Innerpeffray and who upon his admission
to the said office shall be holden and obliged to keep and observe such rules and
instruction for the preservation of the said library as shall beques®hin-

formed to him by my said successbrs.

This elaborate sentefftddsmu ch t o expl or e. It raises quest
the chapel in whose environs it was situate:
tended to encourageoN hi ng survives or is known of the
med, and it is never referred to in any ot he

of the chapel, directly beside the current library at Innerpeffray, which is the onlg candidat

for the home of the early books. A plan of the current librarygitensagsppendixwo.

The location, and the thought thatkez=ped may | i kewi se be useful as
w o r snmghtsudggest strong link to the chap€bnstructed as private, Catholic chapel

for the Drummond family, and the final resting place for manyaliging family mem-

bers, evidence for it functioning as anything beyond a mausoleum does not exist beyond the
sixteenth centufyRather thamo support a ministeor a congregation, the library seems to

have been placed there merely for convenience, with the intention for it to move into its

own building is already hinted at through th
Further, t hadntinisttator, fol whibhr nanutgsdssrvive from 1@0B811,

never mentions chapel affairs serves as further evidence that it cannot be clearly understood

as a religious foundation, despite its location and the potential additional dukegpéthe

referred to in the wilt

quotation here is taken dirgdtbm his earlier will. While the date of this will is uncertain, it was written before
Beatrixf6s death, and is therefore necessarily closer
50 Innerpeffraywill of David Drummond,Third Lord Madertiec. 1680.

511t was not an official centre of religious worship after the Reformation, and though references to Provosts

of Innerpeffray in 1580s and 1590&led to the suggestion that the chapel continued to serve as a Catholic

chapel to the Drummonds, there isenvience for such activity in the decades preceding the foundation of

the library. Hi storic Environment Scotl and, 6l nnerpe
ment.scot/visHa-place/places/innerpeffraghapel/history/> [accessed 31 July&00On Catholic Drum-
monds in theseventeenh cent ury: Aonghus MacKechnie, 06The Earl of

Castle and the Roman Ca fArchitdctural Hehis(@014), @3 r e of James
52NRA S1489/0l. 11. Kaufmanni t he cont ext of Engl i sh -parodhialar i es, co
foundati ons®, a | ooser term which could encompass | nn
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TheKeepes 6 addi ti onal duties also have the po
0f or the benefit and encouragement of youn
a school at Innerpeffray and matessision for theKeeperand schoolmaster to be one

and the same person, 6i f one person can b
the discharge of both the said officesd.
benefit, the fornreproviding the level of literacy necessary to benefit from the latter at a

time shortly before the introduction of compulsory schooling in Scotland, there is no evi-
dence that the O6young student s dTheaatweed i n t
of the books available, detailed below, in fact ssitigeespposite, with few works associ-

ated with the acquisition of reading or writing, few Biblical texts and a near complete absence
of Classic¥.In this way, the shortcomings of evidence from wittleinvill are clear, justi-

fying efforts made to establish the nature of the collection at its foundation in order to better

ascertain Madertieds intentions.

Foundation Collection

Methodology
Archival evidence for anything to do with the earliestpetiodi@a | i br ar yds hi s
to the copies of Madertieds will, as det ai

exist, they have yet to provide any further evidence about the nature of the man or of his
book collectio®: Evidence for what &s in the collection at its foundation, therefore, is
limited to what can be gleaned from markings in the books themselves. Retention rate for

books at Innerpeffray, despite its being a lending library, is remarkably good, at around

ecclesmt i cal cont r dHe Gommengylibrark 4 CHapieeEnglish Social Histdyyransac-

tions of the American Philosophical S¢t88Y).1667 (p. 41).

53The earliest list of names attending the school can be created from two documents dating to 1834 (NRS
AD14/36/402 and NRS JC26/1836/490heborrover s 8 r egi st er doesmotshowe pugilea me per
making any use of the library at all. This type of pupil use does not occur in the register until the 1870s (In-
nerpeffray Boo.Rower sd Register V

Ri chard Ovenden defines school books in the era
dictionaries and grammar s, Ri ¢ h a-cedturOBdmburdlte a , 6Sel
c as e sThaHEtinb@irgh History of therBsodtiandolume 2: Enlightenment and Expansib®0D707

ed. by Stephen Brown and Warren McDougal (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2014), pp. 132

142 (p.138).0n the curriculum in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries see JohnSzotkian,

Schools and Schoolmastéit33@@. by Jamie ReRbhxter(Boydell: Woodbridge, 2013); James Scot-

land The History Of Scottish Education Volume One: From The Begifiindofio WAiK2rsity Of

London Press, 1969), p. 65PRAnderson Educ&n And The Scottish PEGi04918 (Oxford: Claren-

don Press, 1995). 4; Andrew BainThe Life And Times Of The Schoolmaster In Central Scotland In The
Seventeenth And Eighteenth Centuries: A Study Based Upon Selected Extracts FromdrdeatGiusch And Sec
(Callendar Park College of Education, Dept. of Educational Studies, 1989), p. 65.

55 Private Collection NRA S1489 and Folger Shakespeare Library X.c.61 Papers of the Rattray family of
Craighall 1594.699.
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82%:3° This means thatstrong proportion of books that were in the founding collection
are still to be found there, aarécertainly largenoughn numbeto give an impression of

the nature of its contents.

In order to establish which items are likely to have beerali¢icgon since its foundation,

all pre1700 books in the current library (1182 titles) were subjected #tfisgarching.

Several items from this search identified themselves as having entered the collection later,
througheighteenth nineteenth and twentiethcentury donors, thus have been excluded

from the present analysis. Those few without provenance markings to positively identify
them were also excluded, given the frequency with which the earliest books were marked by
Madertie himself or byishfamily members. Of the 1182-pv@0 items, 36 contained

enough provenance evidence to identify them as having been in the library collection in its

earliest day8These items are listedoppendixthree.

Provenance

In the absence of acquisition records and contemporary catalogues, provenance is the only
means by which we can identify items from tl
has been defined succi |
piece ofinformation that may bear
witness to the®itinerar
Shelfarks, stamps, dedications, ini-

tials, margin notes and bindings have

all been the focus of previous aca-

Figure 1.1: Innerpeffray Chagl-Phase Book Label demic studf}? At Innerpeffray, such

%0f titles entered in the borrowersd register up to 1
and not all of these can be attributed to loss (1330 of 7811 entries).

S"Madertiefs deat h Sdotsteec(@id9), gehisvsignature appehr n2a work with a

publication date of 1694 (Simon Patfitle Devout Christian Instructed How to PrayhanlSGv&ficon-

don,1699). It is for this reason that all {@00 titles were included, rather than limiting seaixtieose

only printed before his death date. The search also revealed a Madertie signature in a book printed in 1701,

which has been included here for completeness, but which may be questionable (WillseSitdjled

(Glasgow1701).

58 This figure counts mukrolume works which are individually signed as single entities and excludes the few
boundwith items, since it was not possible to determine at what point volumes were assembled.

T. Curwen and G. Jonss onthe bdol reaondingmpeovenance datadinet he it i ner
c at al loginteasditheir Ownecsréing Gdturalseography of Eyexpeby D. Shaw (London: Consor-

tium of European Research Libraries, 2007), p. 32.

60 See for example. J. JacksoMarginali®®eaders Writing in Bdtds Haven and London: Yale University

Press, 2001}illiam H. ShermatJsed Books: Marking Readers in Renaissa(Reiladglphid: University

of Pennsylvania Press, 2088jjam J. Foot,The History Bbokbinding as a Mirroo@étfi_ondon: British
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evidence is limited, but what evidence igiprés remarkably consistent. Each book con-
tains an Innerpeffray book pl@gure 1.2put this was commissioned in the -gight-

eenth century under Robert Hay Drummond, still pasted into books today, and is therefore
unhelpful in marking out the datevaiichbooks

enter thecollectiorf! Most items contain various
shel fmarks of the format
of the [ X] pressao, but tt
contemporary with the new building, finished in
1762. In some items the title of the baok a

simple number written onto a slip of paper is
pasted in so the title can be read as the book is
lying down(as illustrated ingure 1.1 The fra-

gility of such additions, however, means that they
survive very infrequentMarginalia is also infre-

qguent at Innerpeffrathose prel700 books sur-

veyed which do display it seem to have been an-
Figure 1.2: Innerpeffray Book Plate notated prior to entering the collection. The rich-
est type of provenance at Innerpeféigysignatureandi is therefore primarily from sig-

nature evidence that the foundation didledas been ascertained.

The vast majority of titles the foundation col-
lection have been identified as such because they

contain the signature of the founder himself:

Figure 1.3: Mader OMadertiedo in a distincti)
italic letters with a pronounced right hand slant,
even body size and condensed ascearttbdescenders ($iggire 13), most usually on the
top left hand corner of the page following the title page. We can confidently identify the

signature as the foundero6s own by compar:.i

Library, 1998)A vital handbook covering a wide range of provenance information found in Daokd is
PearsonProvenanase&archBaokHistory: Blandbodk ondon: British Library, 1994).

6lRecord§ r om t he meeting of trustees on 10 June 1726 n
of Maddertie that i mpressions thereof mp9yTHee pl ace
style of the plate is early armorial, a style Whigd Pearson dates to around 88930, so this marks a late

example. PearsdProvenanpp. 5658.
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collectiorf? Previouslythis marking had been thought to denote all items in the founding

coll ection, but its absence afcesorpronmptechy books
the fingettip search to gain a clearer suf¥€ighttitles displayed other provenance mark-

ingsby the same man, ortgreeo f whi ch showed t he®*Theseu al 6 Mad

other markings include a different form of his name, Lord David Madertie, on thefinal leaf.

The O6LDMG6 binding, featufrl he _initials st
onto the front and back coverig(ire 14) is less secure &

identifier. Though it seems to have been used by Ma_ |
during his lifetime, it has also been added to books le:
the collection, ahsimilar stamping tools can stllfound

at Innerpeffray todafgooks bearing it only appear in t

Figure 1.4: 6L

compiled foundation list if the binding is accompanieu .,

other identified provenance markings.

Books with provenance (again, most commonly
also been included as part of the foundation collection as there are no other means through
which they could have entered it, and on occa-

sion Madertie or his family mesnd also add

their own signatures alongside previous book

ownersSixe x ampl es give Ol ncheff

Figure 1.5: Dalvid] Drummond Signature to an earlier title of that branch of the Drum-

mond family°6 Da Dr ummondd with a distinctive rever

62 Folger Shakespeare Library X.c.61(162) Papers of the Rattray family of Crai§h&891583
<http://luna.folger.edu/luna/serviet/detail/FOLGERCM1~-6~686417~147582:L etttom-David
Drummond;3rd-Lor#> [accessed 5 August 2016]

63 A catalogue search for items with recorded Madertie signatures listedresiit815

64Thomas Baylyhe Royal Chartear®ed uniings, by God hinfisetfdon,1649; Robert Dallingtoripho-
rismesi@ll andMilitariglLondon,1613; Lettres missives et familieres d'Estienne(Barigh60BeIn Isaiam
Prophetaf@durich,1583; Wolfgang Musculul) Esaiam Prgam commentarii locupl@izsatiis5j. Also
signed 06 Mad e r Thavigstery BathopEmadp(Editburghy669; George Mackenziehd aws

and Customes of Scotland, in MaiteafEQinburgh,1678; Jean de SerrésGeneral Inuentorie ofisbheryHof
Franc@_ondon,1607.

65 Jean de SerrdsGenerdhuentorie ofthistory of Fraficendon,1607.

66 James DrummondstLord Madderty from 1609, was made Commendator of Inchaffray isd¢&85eer-
ageVol. VI, p. 265), while John Drummon&2ord Madderty stylddli ms el f &6 Mas(eots of I ncha
Peerageol. VIII, p. 217). Five of the six examples are in sixteentbry books: Castigliomidjbro del cor-
tegian@enice1538; L'A griculture, et maison rustigue de mm. Chargddastibimg(ilyon,1593; Mach-
iavelliLes Dscours de I'estat de paix et@RagegFe); Elcie Edouard LéoMellemaDictionaire ou promptuaire
flamergancoyRotterdam159); L'A rithmetique de Simon Steuin dedBdegd$85. The single later exam-
ple is Eusebiughesaurus temphnnsterdam] 658.
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A (figure 15) was also fourfdWhile this could refer to Madertie, whose full name was
David Drummond, thenarkedly differentamdwriting, and the fact Madertie never seems
to have styled himself such, means this is more likely the signature of David Dr2fhmond
Lord Drummond (d.1571), the father of Mader

Severitlescome from Patrick Lord Drum-

mond, M greatincle, wlkodessigna-
ture i s a di stinctive
mond o, often wi®h t he ¢

figure 1.6his name is given alongside that

of Lilias Ruthven, second wife to his father

David® Signatures of other female family
members also appear in the collection, such

as O6M Drummondd (the on
family are two daughters called Margaret

and aother called Maryj6 Mar i e Dr um-
mondd has al so been fou
the foundation list, since she was married

and with her own family by the time of her

father ds® foundation.

Figure 1.6: Patrick & Lilias Drummond Provenance

67The CL. Psaks of Dauid in Meter. Fos¢hef the Kirk of Scafididdelburg1594.

68 Calvin,Institution de la religion chréSigmawal557; Les @roniques de leamo@ philosoffParis,155);
L'histoire de Chelidonius Tigurinus sur l'institution des princes Chrestiens, &(Paging5d€s Fogasnes
Gemmal.'ArithmetiqBaris,156); SebastiaMunsterLa Gosmographie universelle odeta@Pheis1576;
PierreViret, Instruction Chrestiene & somme generale de la doctrine comprinse(€e SamadtEsgEmuditures
Les CL. Pseaumes de (Pavisi1567.

69 Scots Peerdge VI, pp. 467.

%9 Mar i e D donathen®laplth®mA Guide to the TrwdigRo(Edinburghl669. 6 M Dr ummond 0 :
de GranadalheSinners yd€London,1598. 6 Mi s s Mar g &ichartdRoders Tineniaatiae dfd :
Christianit{&ondon,1629.

71 Gordon Andrew Macgregdrhe Red Book of PerttRaithshire Heritage, 2006), p. 273.
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An AndrewWood appears in 27 titflésle tends not only to sig

his name, but also to include a distinctive monograss aenera
pages of each itengfire 17). A newspaper article from 1890 c
cerning the library identifiesrthi as 6 Andr ew Wo
was married to the Hon Jean Drummond, aunt of the foun
the | ibraryd, vide ScdtsiPeecdagthinng Figure 1.7:

the inclusion of his volumes in the library colle€tion. Alndrew[ W[ood] Monogram

C a md 8ntadrsglondon, 1637) and a small Bible in French (Sedan, 1633) bear the sig-
nature of James Graham, Mar qu-indaw/olfléMont r os e,
Madertie was sent forth as a messenger by Montrose at the battle of Tippermuir, and was
promptlycaptured and detained for behea@ifgough we know nothing more of Mader-

tieds military career, or his interactions w
his marriage to Beatrix stild]l stranmbg, the pr
attributed to this familial connection.

Other Drummonds (H, Thomas, John, James) also appear, and seem to be family members
too, though there is not enough accompanying information for them to be securely identi-

fied. Those books marked John or Jagcdirummond have been included only when a

72 Jose de Acostahe Miturall and morall historie of the East and \(lestdowlj£804; Giovanni Boccagcjo

The fall of pryrfceadon,1554; Giovanni BoterdRelations, of the Most Famous Kingtloms amehlehor-

ough th&orld(London,1612); William BrownB r i t aastaradeoddsn,1®1§; John Burge#\n Ansvver
Reioyned to that Much Applauded Pamphlet of a Namelesse Auttier yBe&rirepthivoDr. Mortons Generall
Defencé Three Nocemtré&nonies; &ondon,163); TheBooke of CommmaydfLondon,1604; Gerolamo
Conestaggjorhe Historie of the Uniting of the Kingdom of Porttmaiiewmth@agtibndon,1600Q; Celio
Curione A Notable Htorie of the Sasdtendon,1575; Robert DallingtgnAphorismes Ciuill arititavie
(London,1613; John Donnglgnatius hio@claeondon,1635; Charles EstiennBictionarium historicum ac
poeticui@eneval579; Henri Estienngd World of Wonders: oimfoduction to a Treatise Touchinfpthatie

of Ancient anddderné/onder@ ondon,1607; Fabgns CronyclewyPrintedLondon,1533; George Gas-
coigne The Noble Art of VenerieunmtirifLondon,161); Simon GoulastAdmirable and Memorabterlés
Containing the Wonders afe(lrohdon,1607; Peter HeylyrMikrokosm@®xford, 1627; Lancelod/oisin

La Popelinierélhe Hitorie of Frafloendon,1599; Pedro Mexial heHistorie of all the Romanme©(Eon-
don,1604; Jan OrlerShe Tiumphs of Nasdaandon,1618; Plinythe elderTheHistorie of thekid(London,

1602; PlutarciThe Liues of thebe Grecians and Rothaimdsn,1613; John de Serrgdn Historical Collection,

of the Most Memorable Accidemntagiaatl dssacres of Frdmmelon,1598; A Famouse Cronicle of imee T
called Sleidanes Comnflemaliom,1560; William Alexandefhe Mnarchickeagedifisondon, 1607; George
Wither, luueniliélLondon,1623; The Shepheaendétondm, 161).

T he Pe o pSaterdag Octblmeuld h880y cutting from PKC MS2/&&dts Peerdgé VIl , p. 217
“Through Madertieds second marriage, to Lady Beatrix
William DrummondThe Genegy of the Most Noble and Ancient House of Drummond by the Honourable William
Drummond, Afterwards First Viscount of Stv@GILAXXI (Edinburgh: A. Balfour and Co., 1831), p. 181.
Books found sladible qui eft Matenld saigitredirivieil et noveau TeSadait633;
WilliamCamdenBritain, or A Chorographicall Descriptioas#ltheishirigingdonfsondon,1637.

5Reid p. 52.
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Lord title is given; while Johr2iéLord Madertie, the father of the Madertie who founded
Innerpeffray, the library also receives a bequest of books from a John Drummond, deprived
minister of Fowlis WestesiX miles northeast of Innerpeffray), in 1717, and those titles

found signed O6Mr John Drummondd ha%e thus

Titles signed by William Dr umndentfiedduriddader t i
the fingettip seach, namelyJlohanne€olerusCalendarium perpetuum et sex libri oeconomici
(Wittenburg 1613 and CiceroDe officiis libri tfesiden,1643. William, after a successful

career as a mercenary and having gained favour with the royal fanriyuwn,tasquired

the |l ands at I nnerpeffray and was nominat e
a |liferent to hims@ifll[]damder tdiea]t hand HiI6S8 8
elder brother, meant that lands and title passed oatn ot her Wi I I i am ( Wi |
son) during Madertieds |ifetime. We can id
since the first flyleaf of tigalendariomo nt ai ns bi ographical det ai

match that of the eld&They are included in this analysis since it seems plausible that they
entered the collection during Madertieds |

The fingeitip search also uncovered markings of other major Perthshire families in the
books”® Theseare mostly undated, and are often just the surname, sometimes with an initial.
Even when the first name is given, the regularity with which first names are repeated within

the family means it is difficult to tie a name to a particular era. These hdadigen

6NRA S1489 Voll], p. 2 setting up the press for the books, greating an inventory. On his deprivation,
see ScotkastiVol. IV, p. 272.

77 Alexander B. Bart¥he History of Dunb{8tiding: Stirling District Libraries, 1994), pd20.9

78 These details are transcribed in fuidots Peer&gé VIII, p. 222.

6 Murray® (v BaoloSarpildistosepotthelCouncgl sflyomidn,1629; RichardHooker,Of the
Lawes of EcclesiastilitdPondon,16173; The Works of the Very Learned and Rathereinddod lohn levvell
(London, 1609; Dictionariolum lainaeamallicunParis,1607; John Davenant,Determinationes quaestionum
quarundam theologit@ambridgé634; JohnDavenantDissertationes (fDambridgel 650Q; John Cameron,
OperdGeneval643; David Derodon,The kneral of tMasgEdinburgh,1680Q; M. Tullii Ciceronis De officiis
libri tre@_eiden1643; HughBinning,The Common Principles of Christian Religronétedirpigh1660;
JohnLightfoot, The HarmonyhiGnicle aBdder of the Old Testghmwdon,16473; HermannRennechein I.
psalmum familiares quaedam osb@aamsiiones589; RobertSandersorDe juramenti promissorii obligatione
praelectiones séptardon,1647%; JohnDod, Ten 8rmor{tondon,1632.

60 Ro | | RopertBamoiPhitosophia theologiae dpiflarts1627; JohanneRiscatorAnalysis logica evangelii
secundum Matthgpum] 1606; RichardBarckleyThe Felicitie of Man, or, his SuromunfL&don,163J;
James#iowell,Lustra Ludov{tiondon,1646).

06 C a mp $amleRubherford, A Peaceable and Temperate Plea feslRdets&Rn Scoflaottion,1643;
RobertDallington Aphorismes Ciuill anldavigLondon,1613.

6 Gr a h Riohprésibliesl.ight from ldegefLondon,163§; AndrewWillet,Synopsis pap{tandon, 1634,

Also, WillianFleetwoodAn Account of the Life arathDof the Blessed Wiggidon,1687 and Samuélage,

A Godly Learneddositiofondon 1633, though these do not appear in thalogtie at 1813.

Al so 6Ol i ph a nHeroita@Hdn7etou llian. Hetnerhtdls |
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excluded from the analysis, since many of the families, particularly the Murray family (both

of Ochtertyre and of Dollerie)dha long relationship with the library, and most certainly

donated books to it in later yeédiEhe Murray family also se¢o have donated books to

other collections: one of the items identified as part of the later bequest of the minister from
Fowlis Wester, for example, is si%Sneed O6Murr a
the entry of these items into the colbectiannot be pinned down to a particular date, or

through Madertie himself, they have been excluded from the analysis, unless accompanied

by Madertie or other familiar provenance markings already discussed.

By compiling all the provenance evidence foutine iprel700 books,36titles have been

identified as part of the library in its earliest incardadmile unsigned titles may have

been overlooked using this method, it has sufficiently excluded later additions to the collec-

tion. Further, 86 mightbe about the size of a rural private library one might expect during
theRest orati on; Nairnds collection, estimated
840 volume¥.This means that any conclusions about the nature of the library collection in

its earliest incarnation are likely to be based upon a very high proportion of what would have

been present origindity.

Language Figure 1.8: Language of Works in the

L . Foundation Collection
The most striking feature of books in t

foundation collection is their uniformi French B O
of language. Onig8 of the 86 works
are in anything other than English. F
thermore, the majority of ndinglish
texts enter the collection by means ot

than Madertieds ¢

English

ample, all of Patridkor d Dr u |
94%

additions to the collection are

80NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 6 records a meeting of the mortification attended by both Patrick Murray of Ochter-
tyre and Anthony Murray of Dollerie.

81John Camero@pergGeneval642.

82These titles are listed in full in appendix three.

83Murray CT. SimpsonThe Library of the Reverend James N#iYg)638holarly Book Collecting in Restoration
Scotlan@®octoral Thesis: University of Edinburgh, 1987).

84|nnerpeffray MS Library Catalogue, 1813.
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French® German and Italian are represented by one title each, but again these books were
not purchased by Madertie, and only bear the marks of his family rfferhizedsfferen-

tiates those texts whiclkean the collection incidentally, and those whichhaengg/ been
specifically chosedustlOtexts are in Latifonlythreeof which are signed Madertie), and

Greek appears only ever in combination with other languages (dictionaries, rather than facing
texts)® Thistallies with the lack of specific gemstgsh as classipsesent in the collection
identified below, and of biblical texts.

Figure 1.9: Translations within the The foundation collection isot,

Foundation Collection . L
howeverentirely English in content,

0, . . .
Other, 11% since 27% of its collections were not

Translated composed in Englisi6% oftitles

to English . . .
16% are translations into English, usually

from Frenchor Latin,but also Ital-

ian and SpanishThis can be ex-

English plained in part by the availability of
OriginaJ
73% texts forpurchasing, though the lack

of Latin in particular would seem to
suggest thatladertie was choosing to purchase texts in English, rather than simply prefer-
ring the type of item which happened to be in Endflishs not been possible to establish
Maderti®@ s own educational background, therefo
beerlargelynonoglottannot be confirmed. Howeuiérs possible that he wished to acquire
texts which the widest number of readers would be able td*d€oasgleringiat Mader-
tie hada wife and daughters, whose names in some of the books suggest they used the
collection as well, a text in the original langalageay not have been as accestible
them Though analysis of other elements of the foundation collem®otisuggest that

he started sourcing texts specifically with the idea of opening it up to the public in mind,

85 Calvin Institution de la religion chréStsmmavwal557; Les @roniques de lean Carion pHiRexighs5);

L'Histoire de Chelidonius Tiguritinstisutidn des princes Chrestiens, & origine (eariaya6)dsrisius
Gemmal'ArithmetigParis 156); Sebastian Munstéa Cosmographie universelle de to(P kgl

Pierre Viretinstruction Chrestiene & somme gengoaterecomprinse es Saincte$@esuealdshe; Les

CL. Pseaumes de [DRsiis1567).

86 Castigliondl libro del cortegf@enice 15836 a mo n s i e uM. JohannisiCdldfiCaterdgridm per-

petuum et sex libri oecbtr@oburg1613,6 W Dr ummonddé (Wil l i am Drummond,
87 Minsheui emendatio, vel a mendis expurgatio, ssuiddgohensat linguas, The Guidagogkdndon,

1627.

8Though Maderti eds anc eeslistoatthe Univedsity lofrSoAedischis samaip pear i
absent (Smart) [accessed 26 June 2018].
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Englishlanguage itenvgould undoubtedly have bemrtessible to theghesinumber of

readers.

Genre
Figure 1.10 Genre of Works in the Foundation Collection

Religion s 267
History s 386
Poetic Arts mmmm 21
Politics m 9
Law = 8
Reference/Generaln
Classicsm

Biography m

5
5
5
Natural History & Sciences 3
Philosophy 1 3
Medicine 1 3
Mathematicsi 3
Essays/Criticismi 3
Education 1 3
Land Management (Agriculture) 2
Emblem Books1 2
Travel | 1
Sports/Leisure| 1
Land Management (Horticulture) 1
Heraldry | 1
Geography| 1
Crafts | 1
Conduct Books| 1
Astrology | 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Once titles from the early collection were identified, they were assigned a genre so that the
makeup of thecollectioroverallcould better be understood. Genre headings were adapted
from existing terms used during the original transcription of therfgise results, dis-

played in the graph above, show exactly how important it is to begin any interpretation of
borrowing records with an assessment of the texts available for borrowing. The range of
subjects on offer at Innerpeffray was highly limitell,omerwhelmingly, religiomarked

the core of the collection. As the graph above shows, other subjects are represented, but not

890n which see the introduction to this thesis and appendix one.
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in any great number, and oHlgtoryis a significant part of the collection otherwise. Even

here, texts marked ldsstory cold often be viewed as predominantly religious. There are

not only standard texts on religious history in England and ScotlandCsibent&sirnet,

Abridgment of theddy of theermation of the Church of Argidiod,1668) andDavid
CalderwoodTrueHistory of the Church of S{letearmirgh,1678, but also in other coun-

tries too (for exampl@ilbertBurnetRe f | ect i ons on Mwvaoliond/laat i | | a ¢
Have lpmed in Europe iatidrs &eligio(Amsterdam] 686).

Figure 1.11: Breakdown of Religious Genres within the
Foundation Collection

Religion (Sermons- 20
Religion (Practical Divinity [ R 100
Religion (General_ 122
Religion (Commentaries_ 20

Religion (Bible) JJ] 5

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140

Figure 1.11 breaks down the biggest category, Religion, into more spgeffiesRieli-
gion Genergl accounts for the greatest proportdmeligious item&ncompassing as it
does a wide array of works, various in form, topic and viefpbiese range frotracts

on specific pints of church administratisych a®avid CalderwoodReexamination of the
FiveArticleEnacted at Pekitmo 161gn.p], 1636, to apologetics and polemics including
RobertAbbot, Defence ofReéormeththolicke of M. W. Pelkiosdon,1606, andSamuel
Colvil, Grandmpost@iscover@ttinburgh,1673. The very miscellaneousness of the col-
lection supports the ideaath Ma d e r t i wadrot ah intenntal persuaiisvards
any particular religious standpdmit to give others accessitange of materials available

in order to mak#heir owninformed opinionThis reflectshe religious turmoil in which he

90 Thanks are due to Prof. Neil Keeble for his assistance in identifying the different redigéntivpgemithin
the collection.
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wasliving, and can also be seen in other contemporary foundations, such as the Leighton
Library in chapter six.

Similarly, inclusion of material from across the doctrinal spectrum would give the oppor-
tunity forusergo consider a range of viewpoints, eiluga@and informing a personal deci-

sion, rather than to encouraging a particular doctrine. Across all works there is strong Puritan
representation\illiamPerkinsRichardRogersJohnPrestonArthur HildersamRichard

Sibbes), with numerous otHemtestant voices alongsidl@ncelotAndrewesRichard
Hooker,Jeremylaylor)®* Some Roman Catholic works are also included (Bernard of Clair-
vaux,Francis d Sales and Luis de Granada), but not so many as to support any suggestion
that Madertie himself w&atholic, despite the history of Catholicism within the Drummond
family, including the notable conversion of his Drummond cousin under James Vil and .
The collection also includes a similar level of independent/radicdd¢exy#\(nsworth,
JeremiaBurroghesj]osepltCaryl). Such a variety of texts is not uncommon in libraries not
made available to the puldied iparticularly so in the collections of those who confiscated
such texts, but their inclusion completely changes in meaning wheniti@agptiblic

context such as Innerpefffaffurther, it highlights the nature of Innerpeffray as a private
library incidentally made public, rather than a curated collection intended to encourage a

particuladenominatiorladentity.

The relatively smalbllection of commentaries (even including annotations etc.) reflects the

fact that, despite the large number of religious works, this is not a pedagogical collection, but

one first collected for private interest. This is also reflected in a compdéieudek, and

that the only copy of any of Cal vilmis wor k ¢
tution de la Religion Chreglienaeeal557). The focus seems to be on individual opinion,

rather than direct (or aided) interpretation ofr@idexts, which can also be explained in

part by the lack of ancient languages present within the collection, as identified above.

91 Puyritan authors identified from William Halldére Rise of Puritafiéew York, 1938).

92The earlier religious history of the family is recounted in ABelfeyitch,The Search for Salvation: Lay faith

in Scotland D&&560(Doctoral Thesis, University of Glasgow, 1994514 using documents published in

William Moir Bryce (edThe Scottish Grey FNais|l (Edinburgh: William Green & Sons, 1909) 2645.

On James Drummondds c onv efraCatimlic chapeldat Drummend Qaste see b ui | di
Aonghus MacKechnie 6The Ear|l of Perthdés Chapel of 16
Ar chi t ect urhlechiedturalHerir@g§é2014y),110131.

93 See for example texts from the Holbeck Jesuit Library brought into the collections at Sion College. H.
Dijkgraaf,The Library of a Jesuit Community at Holbeck, Nottinghg@ahibeifiter Q)P Publications, 2003).
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Works of practical divinityseveral titles, mostly in English, on how to live a godly life

are far more prolific. ExamplesludeRichardAllestreeTheArt of @ntentme@lasgow,

1676, Arthur Dent, ThePlainenan®athvay to ehuefLondon,163l) andThomasTaylor,
David&earning, or the Way to Tappihegé®ndon,1618. Such titles would be of benefit

to allcomers, no matter what their status, or even their particular affiliation. These titles, as
we shall see in the following chapters, form the core of the collection which becomes popular

with borrowers.

Bibles themselves (and associated parts and woeksyfiple, Books of Psalms, Books of
Common Prayer), while strongly represented in the modern collections, only &ippear on
occasionsThesaremostlpy r i vat e copies previously owned
Montrose, Andrew Wood, Patrick Lord Bxmond, D§vid] Drummond? That Bibles

were not necessarily available for borrowing is not unexpecéstthe one text to which

most individuals would already have access, whether through ownership or through chapel

reading$:

While the religious st@point of the library seems to be fairly uncontroversial and relatively
neutral, the same cannot be said for its politics. Within the history and philosophy categories
there is a discernibly Royalist b&villiam Howell, Medulla Historenglicangé&ondon,

1682; An Historic@discourse of the Bespgsed Supremacyioce@®ndon,1679). Foreign

politics, civil wars in particular, are well represdfriaacéscéuicciardini on ItalyGer-

olamo Conestaggio on Portughbuis Mayene on Spain). This is unsurprising, given
Madertieds role as Lord, | amlawthenMamuisofand h
Montrose. An understanding of affairs in other countries, and the bearing they might there-
fore have on affairs in Britaitould serve either as means of trying to predict whht w
happen next, or a means by which to understand vdhatdedy happened. Support for
monarchical rule at home, too, is present (sulithablalson,An Impartial Collection of the
GreatA ffairsofSatg(London,1683; andGeorgeMackenzieA Defence of Amiquity of the

Royal Ine of Scotldadinburgh,1685). Coming out of the War of the Three Kingdoms,

and immediately following the restoration of the monarchy, such texts could hdeg provi

%4Montrosela Bible qui est taautgaincte escripture du vieil et novea{S€&datd®adt Andrew WoodThe

Booke of CommmaydtLondon,1604; Patrik Lord Drummond:es CL. Pseaumes de (Pavid,1567; Da
Drummond:The CL. Psalmes of Dauid ifMiétiriburg1594.

95|n the context of provincial readers in Kent in 1640, Peter Clark reports that if only one book were owned,

it was the Bible. ©6O0wnl6t 4s®Bahqulingand SometykSsudids m th& histply af ediica-1
tioned. by Laurence Stone (Badtie: John Hopkins University Press, 1976), pp195(p. 98, p. 103).
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comfort to Madertie, who had fought on the side of the King. Innerpeffray is, after all, within

20 miles of Tibbermore, where the Battle of Tippermuir was fought in 1644, and at which
Madertie himself had been sent as messenger and impaisomesbined abov& Making

such works available to the public could serve as comfort to those locals who had been so
close to the fighting, as well as a peaceful reminder that order was restored, with these titles

reminding usethat this order ought to be upheld.

The foundation collection also contains a very limited number of almost hastgleook

texts. These range from hunti@g¢rgeGascoignelhe Mblért olVenerie oruftinglon-

don,16123) through farmingQharle€gienne L dghiculture, et maison rksiquel593)

to goldsmithing (W.BA Toucistone f@old and Silveai4London,1677). Their low

numbers put paith any suggestion that the foundation of the library was intended to sup-
port users in theirucrent occupations. In fact, both Estienne and Gascoigne had entered
the collection before any idea of making the texts public could have been conceived, marked
as Ol ncheffrayd and O0Andr emthéMomwesdtothosess pect i ve
maraging an estate themthose working on one. Gascoigne, for example, discusses the
best breeding of dogs, but also includes such things as poetry written from the perspective
of a hunted hareof interest perhaps to a local geaeperbut not particularly of use. Any
borrowing of texts associated with such occupations, therefore, ought to be marked, as there
were fewer of them from which to choose. Once again, this analysis highlights that the foun-

dation collection was not specificallirated, but made public incidentally.

Specificallgducational texts are not well represented in the foundation collection, but two

titles relating to writing and rhetoric do appear: Thomas B\sadgmie of Eloqikane

don, 1656 and David BrowneCalligraph{&t Andrews16232. Both are signed 6|
with no other marks of provenaitB.l ount has been called part o
of conversation manual sd, but his work is no
absences¢ludeEdwardPhillipsdMysteries of Love and ElcapdWikiam Winstanle§ s

New Help to DiscQdtéeain, as with practical divinity, such titles could be considered of

use both to Madertie and to arser regardless of occupation or status, but in such small

% Reid, p. 52.

97The spaces i@alligraphfzave been filled by the printer, which is unusual for existing copies of this work.
Ambrose Heak:nglish Writing Masters and thelfatksf@ambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1931), p.
23.

98 Adam FoxQral and Literate Culture in England,70800xford: Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 122.
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numbers education of this kind cannot be considered part of the aims of the foundation

collecgion.

Poetic arts, a broad term in the early modern period encompassing fiction, drama and poetry,
comprise onlg1titles in the collectiofi20 of these aggnedMadertiéthe single excep-

tion JohnDonne Ignatius His Condlaerdon,1635) bearing the mark of Andrew Wood,
whose name al so | oi ns (GavaheBotcaceiddlse Modell of o ur
Wit, Mirth, Eloquence, aml@rsatirondon,1625; William Browne Britannia Pastorals
(London,1636), WilliamStirlirg, Monarchicke Trag@deslon,1607; andGeorgeWither,
luvenalid.ondon,1623). Though all but one titkeithin this categor§f.S.,The 8conféart

of The pilgrims prqiu@ssdon,1682) were published in 1658 or earlier, there is no evidence

to sugest that Madertie lost interest in their acquisition later on. The nature of their contents
- that they are not translations, nor works which go out df idapéythat there is less need

to pursue a most recent editibtast notable, though, is how féwere are, a characteristic

of the library collection which would continue until later in the nineteenth century.

Genres contained within the collection do, therefore, provide evidence contrary to the as-
sumption that the library was only ever intendiee gochapel or a school collection. Com-

bined with the varied provenance evidence, across many family members and through major
local families, it further emphasises how accidental the collection seems to be, gathered, ra-
ther than curated with a clear focusiind. That said, the preference for religious and for
historically useful texts can reveal something towards an intention of making the collection
available to the public: to enable others, as well as Madertie, to make sense of recent events,
and to wok towards a godly life.

Place of Publication
81% of books identified as part of the foundation collection were published in England.

While this was predominanilgoks publisheoh London, there is also strong showing for

99 For further discussion of the term see Rosalie L. ToéeResources of KindiTBaome in the Renaissance
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1973).
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Oxford and Cambridge. Only2% of titles

_ ) . Figure 1.12: Place of Publication
were printed in Scotland (Edinburgh, Gl

of works in the Foundation

gow, Abedeen andt Andrews) despite a d Collection
cent printing trade in theeventeenttten- Eﬁf;p"g

7%

turyX®This is equab the number of books

Scotlanc
printed outside Britain. Again, more than t = 12%

of these entered th Madert.i
relatives, rather than the man hifn&ince
contacts would have been required to sol
books from abroad, it is possible he had
made the appropriate links in order to ac
texts printed outside of BritahhThis could

England

further explain the limited selection of le ol
0

guages in the collection, since it is possible
tittes published in England would have -
cluded many English translations.

Age

Figure 1.13: Date of Publication
of works in the Foundation Collection
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100An advanced search of thE8TCfor titles printed in the years 180699 gives the following numbers:

Edinburgh 4809; Glasgow 278; Aberdeen 300 (an additional 11&bendene); Leith 73. St Andrews only

returned 4 results, but this is due to multiple spell
6Sainct Andrewes® and 2 6Saint Andrewesd wamre also fo
for the same date range (99575) the Edinburgh number far succeeds that of Cambridge (2134) and Oxford

(3640). nttp://estc.bl.uk/> [accessed 5 August 2016].

101For which see Alastair J. Mafihe Scottish Book Trad@&IIAIM Print Commerce and Pl @oEarly

Modern Scotl@éadst Linton: Tuckwell Press 2000).
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The earliestiteminwhitha d er t i e 0 s ssiFapbyaastcronyae nawpy/(pognted s |
don, 1533yvith no other provenance markings, which suggests Madertie had acquired items
published prior to his birth in 16186.i#ems in the foundation collection were published
before Madertie even turned ten. Of thoséy34 wereidentifiedashaving come into the
collection before Madertiga his ancestoSxcepting the possibility that Madertie received

a large portion of his books from another person who did not mark their texts, it is likely he
purchased sonw the remaining2 for himself on the seco#ithnd market. Most of the
relatively limited scholarly accounts of the sdwamd book market have focused on auc-

tions as a method of procurement, but this is due to the survival of auction records as evi-
dencerather than it necessarily being the predominant ni&tked.puts forward a com-

pelling critique of scholarly debate in this area, giving a full account of Richard Littlejohn,
the single bookseller charged with the task of procuring books new an@ didefar h a moé s
Library in the second half of the seventeenth céfituitylejohn did so through a combi-

nation of auctionandpersonal contacts, bdditishand cont i nent al . Yet
trustees providitheir bookseller with a list of titles to procure specityaigformat, edi-

tion and ageye have no evidence that Madertie was doing the same, or indeed that he was
so specific in his purcha&ésladertie may have bought up books at auction, since these
were becoming more prevalent by the 1670s, but the large number of books displaying prov-
enance from local families suggesil$® acquired them frolnis own personal contacts

closer to hom&? This siggests that he was not looking for specific works, but for any works

which he could get that might have been seen to be generally useful.

102See for example Robin Myers, Michael Harris and Giles Mandebidteledthe Hammer: Book auctions
since the seventeenttilaamory British Library, 2001).

103Matthew YeoThe Agui si ti on of B o o#d&®0(Leigen: Biile201h)appm@®R2 Li br ar y
104Matthew Yeo, p. 100.

1050n the increase in book auctionsJam LawleBook Auctions in England in the Seventeghttin@entury

Elliot Stock, 1906lor provenance of local families in books at the foundation collection see this3thesis p

n. 79 (Murray, Rollo, Campbell, Graeme and Oliphant).
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Figure 1.14: Date of PublicatmnWorks in the
Foundation Collection (By Decade)
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The largest proportion of books in the foundation collection are publish&@5ipatich

maybe partially attbutedtot he O6f or war d bpok magan Stiamdrfrdn of t he
the 1660sfollowingimprovements in the distribution networks for imported and locally

produced iten’$®However, the chart by decade shows that, though not presenting the larg-

est numbeof books published per decade, a significantly large number of titles were pur-

chased from 1630689. This inotable becauseorks acquired in that periodwid have

beerr el ati vely recent additions to ttexte | i brar.)
from, for example, 1630, could have been bought at any time. By this point it is possible that
Madertie was building towards the establishment of his hibriduy evidencedy the fact

that123 of the 124tles published after 16irOhis collectiomvas writtenin English'”’

106Mann, p. 201.

107The single exception bei@dristopherrvine, Historia Scoticae nomenclaturavériamo(&dinburgh,
1682).
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Figure 1.15: Genre of Works in the Foundation Collection
Published after 1670
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The charaboveshows the genre spread of titles in these last decades, with a very narrow
range of subjects, focusing almost soledgrmeral and practigaligiousvorksand histor-

ical texts. The analysis of publication dates, therefore, backs up the initiabfirtiegs
genrs availablef the library: while many of the texts were incidentally assembled for the
family, the primaryyspose of the library was to enaiéendividualo make sense of recent

events and to work towards a godly life.

Format Figure 1.16: Format of Works in the
The format of a text is vital to such i Foundation Collection

I o Duodeci
vestigation because it dictates the pc uooeC'm

18%

bility of each itertIn the context of a Folio

di scussion about 31%

in foundingthe library, overall statistic
do not give any indication that the c
lection was gathered specifically to Octavo

made borrowable. This is based up = 26%

the assumption thétlio-sized voluras

. Quarto
would not be acquired for the ease ¢ 25%

borrowing.Figure 1.1&8hows that there isfairly even distribution of formats across the
collection, with no strong preference for any over the other. Broken down by year of publi-
cation, however, the figures getlifferent story.

108|n this section, format will be used as a broad indication of size (centimetre measurements were not included
with any regularity in the Innerpeffray catalogue, and it was deemed unnecessarily arduous to measure all the
books when format had already beeorded).
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Figure 1.17: Format of Works in the Foundation Collection by
Publication Date
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Folio mQuarto mOctavo = Duodecimo

Works in the foundation collection published 6849 tend to be ifolio orquarto. For

the period 1651699 far more texts are acquitiadctavo andiuodecimo formats. This

could be linked in part to the nature of the works, since practical devotional texts tend to be
smaller for personal use, or to changing habits of the publishing industry, but such a dramatic
shift cannot be explainedtirelyby ths. Again, there is some evidence that Madertie was
beginning to acquire texts with the idea that they ought to be of a transportable format,
perhaps suggesting he was purchasing items with tbiefatedng a lending library col-

lection specifically in nd. Both interpretations give weight to the idea that these texts were

to be taken awayhichis significansincein his willMadertie never mentioned that the

space ought to be a lending libéaityhas always bearnferred from the lack of reading

sp& e in the chapel and from the existence of

Here, finally, we see sopmentiakvidence that the books were indeed meant for borrow-

ing.

Il n summary, Madertieds col | attytconcemedevithn be ¢ h
religion and religious history, but from a variety of viewpoints. It is not a pedagogical collec-

tion, but one of broad interest, made more widely accessible thanks to the prevalence of
works in the English language. Despite this lgagueference, the quantity of translations

present give a p&uropean focus, again not adhering to a single denomination or confes-

sional identity. Its aim, therefore, might be to give its users the tools with which to make

their own decisions about sueatters, but without intense textual scholarship. Its construc-

tion, however, was not heavily curated, and relied upon works which were accessible to the

founder.
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060To be preserved entire and to be augment
me i W9 6

Whil st the picture given by the books | ef
clearer, it is vital to note that the borrowing records do not begin until 1747, and to account
for the intervening period in which neither the collection nor tpegaufor which it was

intended would necessarily have remained static. Sources documenting the library from its
foundation to its movement into the reighteentitentury building in which it now stands

are scarce. Bound into the front of the minute bbtilednnerpeffray Mortification, which

begins in earnest in 1734dejust sixpages of additional notes concerning the earlier pe-
riod*°These recount discharges of the mortification, which are predominantly salaries and
coal allowances for John Milleh&l Master, and Andrew Pattoun, Libkagper From

these scant records, however, it is possible to build up a picture of the library during the
period, in particular to assess its preservation and its augmentation, as stipulated in Mader-

tieds will

Preserved Entire

Users ofthe library are notable by their very absence in the record, but the mortification
takes pains to record due care and attention for the library collection, as was legally required
by the terms of the will. One of the earliest recbekpenditures by the mortification is

6for buying firewood to preserve the books
1701 afmd 17000.

Handovers betweedfeepes are well audited, such aslémMarch 1717 at a meeting in
Edinburgh when Jam@&armichae®™ Earl of Hyndford and Mungo Haldane of Gleneagles

make note to appoint a meeting with the Earl of Kinnoull to examine the accounts of former
KeeperAndrew Pattoun (1760714) and preseeeperThomas Caw in Milnab (1317

1724) and t o other mattérsdrelating to the said lsibrarymccading to the
Trust reposed in them by ¥YThhetrudded overseefthet h e
transferahot only of bookdbutof6 ot her pertinentsd such as
carpets, cushioest c. 8, as | isted during tHWhilshandov:

not strictly part of the terms of preservation of the will, it could have served as proof that

109|nnerpeffrayWill of David Drummond,Third Lord Madertiec. 1680.
110NRA S1489 Vol. 11.

111NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 1.

112NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 4.

113NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 5.
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due attention was being given to asteées el ement

were legally obliged to care because of the terms of the mortifitation.

The mortification book also records the creation and implementation of a book plate, the

same design which can be found in thehe books
arms of Maddertie that i mpressionSThshereof n
serves to mark the book as part of the library collection. Further, since it is firmly pasted

onto the front board of the book, it is much harder to remove omreltken a stamp, but

much more cost effective and-selfficient than, for example, an armorial binding. It gives

a means by which to identify books which have been borrowed before borrowings from the

collection were adequately recorded.

Augmented
A memodated 20 Febaryl723/4s hows t hat Andr ew Reepget oun, t he
was diligent in his chasing sufficient money from the trust in death, if not iretterdd
that the Earl of Kinnoull found a charge at
interest from the 5000 merks sgutsnised by Maderfi¥ At thesame meeting theistees
conclude the following:

There remains one thousand seven hundred eighty three pounds six shilling

and eight pennies scots to be laid out in purchasing new books for the library

or for building a new room to contain the booksdtaalready in the library,

& that shall afterward be added to the present library being a small inconvenient

room & not fit to contain one half of the books that already belorig'to it.
Such comment serves as an eXougke limited augmenting of thelleotion up to this
point & there simply is not enough room. Since the minute book records evidence that the
mortification is fulfilling their legal obligations, it is unsurprising that it specifically addresses

the problem of augmenting the collectiotsipresent location.

The library @, however, purchase a small number of items in the intervening period, which
are also recorded in the minute book: 0l tem
of books to augment the library which books darte 16 day of Debr 1709 for several

114Furthermore, it gives a rather different image of the library inathel,cas a place of comfort (cushions
and carpets) as well as inextricably linked to its location (communion cups).

115NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 5.An image of this plate is given as figure 1.2 of this thesis.

116NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 3.

117NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 4.
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volumes as is marked in the Inventare083B 8'8and in the 1723/4 meeting an expense

for Obooks bought by John Hal dane of Gl e
s ¢ ot Qutdof all the trustees, thedaldane of Gleneagles tothie lead in book acquisi-

tion. No specific titles for this period are given, and it isaquéteeclear whether the books

were purchased specifically for the ljpofesm a seller, or if paymentsagiven for items

from t hewntcollactonse e s 6

The Library also acceptad maj or donation during the pe.]
wor kman taking down and setting up Mr Johr
whi ch h e patenr McCleishesabrdlered to make @&l nvent ary of bo
to the |ibrary by Mr Jo'fTtherdis noindicationqf theMi ni s
number of books given, but the need for a new press to house them, and that six titles during
the fingettip search of pr&700 books weredad to have his name on, means both that

the collection arrived and that it was numéféGsven the diligence with which the trus-

tees ensudethatthe donatiorwas inventoried, this wékelyseen as a cost effective (free)

way of adhering to their leghligation to augment the collection.

The register of borrowings from the library does not begin until 1747, and there is little
evidence of the type of borrowing which was occurafaye that dateOne tantalising

glimpse remains WlexandeiPorteou8History of Cri€f©12) which records the envy of
Auchterarder and Crieff over the Library at Innerpeffray as early g4ld764ponse to

the Synod having recommended the institution of libraries in Highland parishes, Porteous
reports thatthe Preglt er y of Auchterarder O6attempted
opened to the publicd, which would i mply
already*Porteous may, however, have misinterpreted the evidence, since his interpretation
isbounded on the quoted response that the L

relish the proposal that the Presbytery should have access to inspect and augment the same

118NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 1.

11I9NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 3.

120NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 2.

121NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 6.

122 3ohn Drummond was minister at Fowlis Wester from 1674 until 1689, whenjasce herwas deprived
of his ministry and imprisoned (ScB#stiVol. 1V, p. 272). Items found bearing his name at Innerpeffray:
Zacharia®Jrsinus Corpus doctrinee Christianae Ecgssiananl634; Richard Capelentations: their Nature,
Danger, @e. Th&hird Rrt(London, 1636)John Clevelandiajestas intemerata. Orrifinertality of the King
(London,1649; Francis Roberi8elievdtvidencesEternall lfe(Edinburgh1649.

123 Alexander Porteoushe History of Crieff: froraahkgestimes to tha®n of tHaventiethe@tur{Edinkurgh:
Oliphant, Anderson & Ferrier, 1912), p. 383.

124Porteous, p. 383.
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[ I i brary oThis suggestsptlerfefbre, aog thad the librampdsessible, but

that the trustees do not wish to lose control over its administration, perhaps especially to the
Presbytery. Further, Hal dane O6believed that
library did get them, and if it were otherwisérediethat they might acquaint him there-

wi t?9TIfe passages quoted (as opposed to what Porteous infers) seem to suggest that
books in the library were available for borrowing, for clergy in Crieff and Auchterarder too.

The administration of the collectibnp we ver , was kept firmly away
hands.

Thus it is clear that the library was envied by local populations, and that its administration

was closely guarded, though not necessarily at the expense of access to its collections. The
limited sources give rather a thin picture of the library betsvErmdation and the arrival

of Robert Hay Drummond, who was to inherit the estates in 1739 and to oversee the build-

ing of a new library building and an increase of its collections. Nonetheless they do at least

show that motivation for changing the libchdynot come in sweepingly with Robert Hay

Drummond but evolved over time, evidenced by the introduction of bbrdyplates

auditing eacKeeperand by the acknowledgement that new rooms were needed to properly

house the collections. Thereisatsore vi dence of movement away fr

vision for the collections.

Towards a New Library: Robert Hay Drummond

Minimal and gradual changes to the library and its collections occurred within the first few
decades of its existence, but whereRdtay Drummond (1781776) joined the gover-

nors of the mortification in 1734, a period of significant change began. Robert Hay Drum-

mond, who inherited the estates of Innerpeffray and Cromlix in 1739, appointed his factor

to act as his proxy at later nmegg of the Innerpeffray mortification, but at the final meeting

he attended (1740), the last point of business was a commitment to constructing a new build-

ing. The phrasing used to define the purpose of suchiadisiid stark contrasp the

pictureof t he | i brary demonstrated by Madertieodos

was to be:

125Porteous, p. 383.
126Porteous, p. 384.
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for the conveniency of such as shall come to read. Algathgtbe a proper

central place for the Gentlmen of the neighbourhood to meet at such times as

they shall appoirt’
Focus moves from personal, individual development, exemplified by the small library space
and the private devotional works left to it by Madertie, to the library as a central meeting
point for gentlemen. This chapterwillrow p| or e how Hay Drummond?©®
library are inextricably linked to his background and character, very different frond Madertie
and howthe visionof each patromsits withina different understandingf the local area.
While much of thisvidence comes from the minutes of the Innerpeffray mortification, the

collections with which Hay Drummond intended the library to be furnished with can also be

anal ysed thanks to the survival of a docu
theli brary at I nnerpef fr a¥Thougtsthedistis mosin Hay o f f
Drummondds own hand, its dat Ar camhdi shheep d sa clt

a letter held by Innerpeffray (dated 1772) means it likely represeoctsringendations for
the collectio®®Not all of his recommendations were to make their way into the library
collection, as chapter two will show, but they do offer a strong point of contrast to the foun-

dation collection explored above.

Robert Hay inhestlthe estates of Innerpeffray and Cromlix in 1739, taking up the name
Drummond as part of his inheritaf®&ducated at Westminster, then at Oxforayéet

on to have a prestigious clerical career in the Anglican Church, eventually rising to the role
of Archbishop of York. He was said to have been particularly happy in classicat®allusions,
and Owith respect to his I|literary attainm
which he was not intimately acquainted; but his knowledge of histeng,aarttmodern,

was most accur at e *Aschdaewitlsbroadintesesty] a fyptureshiglo u n d ¢
ranking Anglican Bishop, with experience of education and affairBaiziosthe course

of his life emphasises ingrained differences from Mabeybnd those which could be

explained by the century separating their births.

127NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 15.

128|nnerpeffray Robert Hay Drummibhist of Recommended Bookdviay 1744.

129|nnerpeffray Letter from James RoberBarclay to William Dow, 7 January 1772.

10Rj chard Shar p, ODr udhmma@a e g , R o b & OkferdiRicgionapylof7 Nibttomak 6 |,

Biography  (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004) <http://mww.ox-
forddnb.com/view/10.1093/ref:0dnb/9780198614128.001.0001/6@661986141288081> [accessed
31 July 2018]

131Sermons RutlicOccasions and a Letter on TheaatbgioalR®bert Latehhishop of York to which are prefixed
Memoirs o§hife by George Hay Drummond A.M. PrebenddBdafbtogh: 1803), p. xxii.
132SermonsfubicOccasions and a Letter on TheothgmaRdbert Latehhishop of Yrkgxvi.
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Hay Drummond was also involved in the management of library collections beyond In-
nerpeffray and displayed a meticulous approach to their administration. He was closely in-
volvel in assessing the collection of his uncle, Edward F2&restl of Oxford, and in a
letter dated December 1748, revealed how he relished the process:

In looking over your collection of MSS at your house in Dover Street with

Mr Harley and Mr Hecker Blie had also a great pleasure in the work®tself.
Hay Drummond identified items which were no
these were not catalogued before it*is not
Abigail Hay, RobertHayDrumond ds mot her , was FistBargoht er of F
Oxford, whose manuscripts were sold to the nation in fiv&ge@rs after Hay Drum-
mondds assessment) as part of ¥HaDhmunding o
mond was also a govermdrthe nearby Leighton Library in Dunblane, which forms the
focus of chapter sixf this thesis, which as a subscription library (from 1734) had a very
different user group and financial standing from Innerpeffray in the same era. His first meet-
ing with the Innerpeffray governors in 1734 demonstrates further progress towards a more
formd library likely stemming from his experiences elsewhdfegfi@mwas instructed to
purchase paper for a borrowersd regd ster, t

official loan period set threemonths'*

Hay Drummondds wissiad moasft taheelnitbrearayn 6s cl ub
be explained by his educational background and hipbsing theeighteentitentury
establishmenWhile the library climate of the eighteenth century, and his participation in it,

offers some explation of what Hay Drummond might have envisaged, ultimately none of

these models work within the framework in which Innerpeffray was first established. Book

clubs, where men came together both to socialise and to discuss texts, might have offered
some inspation, but these clubs and their delmesedn whichtexts ought to be jointly

acquired next, a type of udeiwen governance for which there is no evidence at Innerpe-

ffray*” While salons, originating in seventeeattiury France, flourished asrBsitain in

133BL. Add MS 4449: 1789760 f. 176: Letter of Robert Higjummond, Bishop of St. Asaph, to Henrietta,
widow of Edward Harley, 2nd Earl of Oxford; Westminster, 20 Dec. 1748.

134B|l Add MS 4449: 1789760 f. 176: Letter of Robert Hay Drummond, Bishop of St. Asaph, to Henrietta,
widow of Edward Harley, 2nd Earl offoed; Westminster, 20 Dec. 1748.

B British Li brary, blokH<htps:/avww.blNkdreshelp/tndhelpréstyp@/manu-
scripts/harleymss/harleymss.html> [accessed 31 July 2018]

136NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 14.

137pPeter Borsay,he EnglidgbrbarRenaissaeCulture arfbciety in th®vincidlown, 1660770(Oxford: Clar-
endon Press, 1989), p. 182.
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both urban and provincial settings, they were restricted to the elites and encouraged a strong
mixing of the genders, whitha y D r u nstatemedt @fsintentioh 6 g e n aldome n 6 )
preclude$®Further, it demonstrates an intention to attrgieaof use, and a type of user,

which hadot previously characterised the library as envisioned by Madertie. This change in
intendeduser can also be demonstrated through the books recommended for the library,
andbythe very building the governors pdev.

The new library building

As early as 1743, plans were drawn up for a new library building with fundraising for its
construction based upon this cost estiffafbe foundations were not laid until 1758, and

while it is tempting to look to the politicat ur mo i | in that period f
construction, evidence from the minute book show iangedydown to difficulty obtain-

ing material$°In 1751, the trustees recorded their frustration that, even though sufficient
funds were avalike, no work had yet begidtirhese funds were raidarhelyy subscrip-

tion; the upper classes were pursued for assistance in bringing together the requisite materi-
als and asked to pledge financial suppéita meetings late ak773, the librarian brought

6a subscription paper signed bodintheywdr of t
1744 obliging themselves to pay on or before the last day of Aug[us]t 1746 certain sums
annexed to their names for the lenet o f  1*Ahe dates &f these plediges, and

that fact that many remained unpaid, demonstrajadhétyof Perthshire gentry involved

in funding the library, and also those involved in Jacobite activity. The five guineas pledged
by the Duke of Perth were still being chased by the trustees in 1774 nearly three decades

138 Amy Prendergadtjterarysalons acr@ssain anételand in the Long EighteemtiirfBasingstoke: Palgrave

Macmillan, 2015), p. 3. Later in his life, Robert Hay Drummond was in correspondence with Elizabeth Mon-
tagu, a key figure in the establishment of salon culture, yet there is no evidence of their acquaintance before
1771, or that thediscussed libraries. Letters received by Montagu from Robert Hay Drummond are held by

the Huntington Library (MO 8@892). Montagu is listed as a key figure-ésteblishing salon culture by
Prendergast, p. 45.

139William Noamewas tasked with the citam of the library plari8 Ocbber1743(NRA S1489 Vol. 1.

22)Anot her archiv-bboko) udet at he ©lwa s exntpleesrotedstailof t he
its intent Perth Museum and Gallery Acquisition No. 2900 Account Book h7barcto the Library of

Innerpeffray since 1997]

140There is lots of discussion regarding the quarrying of materials, and outrage when Lord Monzie was found
to have allowed materials i nt en destbrthedildingboftheuses i br ar y
(NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 37.

141NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 38.

6 And as it may be difficult to find out funds suj
place where the house is to be built Therefore the Trustees redidir@auarttry are desired to apply to the
Noblemen and Gentlemen in the Neighbourhood for a assistance to bring together all the materials for the

building and in a particular manner to those who have burial pladeein Ch ap p e | | NRAf Il nner
S1489 ¥9l. 11 p. 15. Funds were also sought for the building from the vacant stipend at Monzie (same volume,
p. 23).

143NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 95.
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after his death, finally fulfilled by a awon of bookd$rom the Commission of Annexed

Estates, while Laurence Oliphant of Gask was another notorious local Jacobite named as

one of the subscribers who failed to'ffajhough there is not scope to assess Jacobitism

in a thesis concerned with boriogvrecords, there is scope for future study here not only

among the those who pledged money to the library, but also through Hay Drummond him-

self, who had a strong Jacobite peditpd#nat is pertinent here is that efforts to fund the

library building braght together the upper classes, whether envisaging them as future user
groups for the collection or demormslda-rati ng a
tion. When taken togetherwitae y Dr ummond&6s ori ginal statemen

posethe former appears more likely.

Figure 1.18: Library of Innerpeffray Exterior

The eighteenthentury library building, in which the collections are still housed today,
demonstrates further how Hay Drummond®ds Vvi si

trustees veto plans for an expenphinto& bow win

144NRA S1489 Vol. 1. 971t is unclear which Duke &ferth, but both were JacobifBse debt was even-

tually setdd in books by the Commission for Annexed Estates, for which see this thesis chapter two.

145Hjs father, George Hay Viscount Dupplin (388858) i s descri bed as having a ©6
ismd (Philip Carter, 0HI®8®1758)potiticianand diplomgi€@kfdrd Déicar | of Ki r
tionary of National Biograg®xford: Oxford University Press, 2004). <http://www.0x-
forddnb.com/view/10.1093/ref:0dnb/9780198614128.001.0001/6@B619861412812718> [accessed

31 July 2018]) while hiacle, John Hay of Cromlix (16B240), was a career Jacobite (Margaret D Sankey,

O0Hay, John, of Cr oml i x,b081740) Jabiteicougier dnd &rmy offi@edxford ver ness (
Dictionary of National Biogra@yford: Oxford University Prges 2011) <http://www.ox-
forddnb.com/view/10.1093/ref:0dnb/9780198614128.001.0001/6@B8019861412812729> [accessed

31 July 2018])
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and three venetian wi nd o agsatisrm thd buildimgtiséstjill | i k ¢
a grand work on a surprising stakigure 1.18 shows the exterior of the building, with

the lower floobeingtheKeeped s r esi dence and the upper f

The size of the windows and their impact on the interior of the room, as shown in figure
1.19, befits a central meetirarpl or a room in which reading is to be done, far more than

a repository from which books are to be borrowed. This is exemplified by the harnessing of
natural light, as well as by the high ceilings and open space, with the shelves taking up only
a tiny petion of the room. As chapter three will demonstrate, the short opening hours of

the library and evidence for who was using it suggests that it remainea inom®wing
locationthana meeting place and reading rodimwever, it is inescapable thatatahi-
tecture of the building, alongside who pai

intentions for it, further demonstrédeo w hi s vi si on moves away f

Figure 1.19Library of Innerpeffray Interior (courtesy of the Library ofinnerpeffray)

Recommended Books
Even before the new library building was commissioned and funds had been raised, new
books were already being bought for the collection. The minute book records multiple trans-

actions to a 6Wm Drummond of Cal | eidudlar 0, b

146NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 39.
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trustees (Haldane, Murray of Dollerie), though it tends not to list individuél \Wits.
buying seemingly erratic, and with nowhere suitable to store the books in the meantime,

Robert Hay Drummontbokc ont r o | compi | i nedto e bloughtt o f

6b

into the Library at I nner pef®Amaetingofthe occasi

mortification in April 1747 records the receipt of a letter from Robert Hay Drurantbnd

mentions the |ist, which ellcahso ${Timedetteroea-s| y appr

ommends the following:
The building of the Library Room speedily before any more books be purchased
to have the same furnished. And when the same is finished and the funds of the
Library will answer for buying any more booksymenending to the said Trus-
tees to bysuch books as can be found in a list sent by him in May 1744 and
now lying in the said libra#{.
This marks a termination of the erratic Booking which began in the 1730s, the prioriti-
sation of the new library hiiflg over the contents of its collection and the adoption of the

recommendation list as the main source of what is fit for the library.

Figure 1.20: Categories of the

The A chbi sh 0 toi
© ¢ ' Shopos oms Archbishop's List

prises four <categc cl assi

R . . . - Classicks
Ohistory & ol idtme Politics & 33%

History;
some parts it gives extensive details on 30%
ticular volumes (date, format, number
volumes and place of publication), while
othersit lists only author names. Whilst
vinity takes pride of place on page ¢ YT
(though the list is unpag@&iyinity is given s 14% Di%/;r;}ty,

0

immediately below the title), it is classtieo
which makes up the largest proportion (33%), closely followed by politics and history (30%).
Miscellanea contains a list of authors of literary works in English (Swift, Chaucer, Congreve,

Shakepeare) and French too (Racine, Moliére). Already, even through the categories Hay

147For example NRA S1489 Vol, £119.

18|nnerpeffray Robert Hay DrummondtLof Recommended Bookdyiay 1744.

149NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 33.

150NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 33.

151 The list survives as two doublded sheets, with one subject per side. The subject division would suggest
that no further Iseets are wanting. It is likely always to have been at Innerpeffray but was not available to
Mason in his study (Mason, p. 14) , reflecting the
history.
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Drummond selects, a very different collection emerges from that left by Madertie which
cannot be solely attributed to their different erabinstead suggests a rathfardift user

group.

) ) Where format is mentioned, there is
Figure 1.21: Formats Given on the

Archbishop's List a strong showing for folios, suggest-

Duodecimo ing that the emphasis of the list has

19%

been placed on criteria other than

suitability for lending. Here Hay
Follo. 45% Drummond differs again from
Madertie, who, adetailed above,
seemed to show a preference for

smaller titles once he had it in mind
Octava

17% to found a library. Reflecting back on

the nature of the building provided
for Innerpeffray, it is also possible,

Quartq . . .
19% given the types of library available to

Hay Drummond aa user at Westminster and at Oxford, that he was far more familiar with

a reference |library than a | ending | ibrar)
both before and after the buildingds cons
collection®?

152No borrowing is recorded between Felyrda59 and November 1763.
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Robert Hay Drummond exclusively re
ommended items in their original languz
whichis atodds with the underrepresent
tion of foreign language works in the fou
dation collection. Hay Drummond disple
no consideration for accessibilityhich
seems to have char
lections, instead tending to focus on
needs of educated, gentlemeses, in
keeping with his intentions for the ne
building.

Figure 1.23a: Publication Dates
Given of Works on the
Archbishop's List

1550
17001749 1599

1600
1649
23%

16501699
39%

Figure 1.22: Languages of Works

on the Archbishop's List
Other,
204 French
17%

English
41%

Classica
40%

Figure 1.23b: Publication Dates
Given of Works on the
Archbishop's List
Post
1700
15%

Prel1700
85%

Thefiguresabove show the distribution of dates across the 14 titles¢bresitions are

specified. It shows how Hay Drummond

overwhelmingly recommended old books for the

new building. Modern editions are only preferred for two works, both on French politics

(6Essai Politique
17360) . The twelve
and sometimes very
6Sophocles 158660,

sur | e c oyafeanceseof Ftarice 6 6 an d
other dated editions (all
early editions (6Ciceron
0 Healnmwst astthowgh Hayg Br@némpnd isAgai n,

being inspired by library collections with which he is familiar, or perhaps even in the presence
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of when he formulates the l8fThis demonstrates a distinct lack of regard for the situation

of Innerpeffray, andigh exyectations of its potential users. To specify the edition is a schol-
arly act, and one with the use of scholars in mind, as thowgiséintal to read a properly
scholarly editionAgain, rather than accessibility and applicabilityuses)l|Hay Drm-

mond seems to focus on the gentlensan either already with a classical education, or with

a view to receiving a brilliant oHiés selectionsould change the character of the library

from predominately ufp-date books (under Madertie, almost 50%heotcontents were
published in the last 30 years) to historic books, for which the library has been known ever

since™>

Hay Drummondppears not to be familiar either with the character of the library or, indeed,
even with théooks already in the collection. That at least two of the titles he listed had been
in the collection a |l ong time, displaying
that expenditure on paper was recorded for the express purpose of oakiogue sug-

gests that Hay Drummond was drawing up the 1744 list with no real idea of what the library
already containéd.This demonstrates the distafroen which trustees of the library man-

aged the collection, which will be shown as a defining ehstiaaif the library in chapters

six and seven of this thesis.

Hay Drummond&és wishes for the | ibrary wer
only a third of the booksonthe A hbi shopds | ist are present
is un¢ear whether this was due to a lack of funds, or the inappropriateness of much of the
list due to duplication, scholarly specificityhatrthey wersimply outdated by the time
acquisitions began in earnest after the completion of the new buildé®) ith&7casual

6as occasion offersd f r aswsthdt,eas dvendhd &uture o f  t
Archbishop knew, books cost a significant amount of money, money which could not be
guaranteed always to be available to the library. Yet, aswbapikshow, new works do

enter the library throughout the latter half of the eighteenth century, aral thesg are

textsnotontheAc hbi shopods | ist.

1530f the 14 titles where a date or edition is stated, five exact matches are still extant at Oxford, four of which
are held at the Bodleian: O6Aeschylus Stanlei.i 1663
188406, O6Virgilus Lugd Bat 168006; at Worcester, Quee
154NRA S1489 Bundle 340: Letter from Alexander Murray & John Willison, 16 December 1811. An extract of

this letter and an analysis of it can be in chapief this thesis.

155pudleyDigges,TheCompledtmbassadbondon, $59; PaoloSarpi,TheHistory of the Councel oflbrent

don,1620; NRA S1489 Vol. 1p. 85.
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Madertieds vision for I|ibrary at i1its foundaf
dramaticdy impact the library collection and its environs, though often at tensions with one

another. When the borrowing records began in 1747, the library was still in its chapel phase,

but the new building was alreadyestbtheng pl ann
use of the collections had already been implemented. A thorough understanding of these
conflicting visions is necessary when approaching any interpretation of Innerpeffray and its
borrowing records. Thoug h bvisiasvhich pervhdesthec o me c |
use of Innerpeffray overall, it is through the lens of changes made by Robert Hay Drum-

mond with a very different goal in mind that this use is made.
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CHAPTER TWO: SHELF LIFE

While chapter onfocused on the intentions of theb r a r y dpatrorisim ordek te y
place I nnerpeffrayds record of borrowing i
it is now vital to account for changes to the library colleottensime The lack of sys-

tematic acquisitioiecords at Innerpeffray makes it difficult to identify precisely when items
entered the collectioR evi ous studies of Innerpeffray
infer the entry dater given arief overvievof the collections via its earliesvaiang MS

catalogue, from 1818This chapter will demonstrate that by assessing this evidence along-
side the overlooked May 1855 MS catalogue, it can be proven that the library went through
only one intense period of active acquisition in the eighteetittycand that almost noth-

ing entered it from 1790 until after May 1855. May 1855 will therefore be demonstrated as
the endpoint of this thesis, the moment just before collections were moderais@uefor
teenthcentury audiencéhis chapter will assabe nature of the collections at Innerpeffray

based on the 1813 catalogue as the best example of what was available in the library collec-
tions until 1855, before reflecting on how such a lengthy period without acquisitions changed
Innerpeffray from a gwang scholarly collection to an aged collection of antiquarian.interest

This approach ought not only to influence any future evaluation of Innerpeffray and its
borrowing registers, balsoencourage tdepth assessment of collections available for bor-

rowing beyond surviving contemporary catalogues.

Books may enter a library through the active purchase of individual titles or collections, as
well as the passive receipt of donations, which can again be individual titles or collections.
Records of book acquisition at Innerpeffray are very poor throughout its history, but it is
possible to build up a limited picture of how acquisition, by purchase and by donation, might
have taken place. One surviving receipt, dated 1741, records maycaardde of books
fromtheLibrary at Innerpeffray to William Drummond, bookseller in Edinburgh, weighing
eightand a half stonf@’However, his is not a record of books going to the library, but
going from it, to a booksellanddoes not necessaiiglicatethat books were being sold

by the library. In 1768 the minute book records that books were to be returned to the

bookseller, and details payments for the creation of a box for the travel of books (and a new

156 TowseyReading the Scottish Enlightesesehe register, Halsey the cata{Bgfiere the Public Libppry
22556)

157Private Collection NRA S1489 Bundle 340 [unnumbered] Recemtiamgeof Books, Edinburgtiviy
1741.
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lid for it in 1771)%®1t seens that thdookseller would send multiple books and Innerpeffray

would pay for those they wished to keep, returning those which they did not re-

guire/want/could not afford. In the 1768 entry, the trusteielsVigdliam Drummond the

sum requested for all books (tittassupeci fi ed) except od°hlte, the 0

appeas that this was a regular occurrence at Innerpeffray, continuing into the latter half of

the eighteenth centuf{It also highlights the importance of a library cultivating strong re-
lationships v booksellers; acquiring books flangetooksellers in cities like Edinburgh,
even London, was preferred by collections like Innerpeffray, likely becausgrebdneir
stocks and competitive prié&snnerpeffray waalsoperhaps attracted by theilidy to
receive the physical items before deciding to make a purchase

On a few occasions, tdeeperor one of the trustees is recorded as purchasing or donating
specific books. In 1741, cas#s given t@an unspecified pers@ior &e i tHIstorg) The
History of the Affairs of Churchatamth Scotldhdndon, 173).1%2Cashwas alscd gid to

Mr Murray of Dolaryor Doctor Forbes Collection of the Publick Transactions of Queen
El'i zabet hd < anBther ane exaniple of Jais éxact acquisttibtn Wright

(Keepefjwas or dered to 6buy Pool s Cr libtany,pre-s 6 t

sumably resulting in the full setMdtthewP o osISyndpsis Criticofiluomdon, 166876)

still held at the libra®f.A donationrwasalsomadé® G| eneagl es [ Hal dane]

a new edition dikelyTBomasCg @ sug Feeda(Lerelondli7 G3¢x-

plored below which remains pristine and was never boffoMeglady these works show

a scholarly drive, and an understanding
struction of his lisThe works oohn Locken three volumes (London, 1740) also entered
the collection during this perjgdoughti s onl y recorded in the
than in the minuté€®°As one of the very few modern books in the collection at its chapel
p has e, Waksakhigldlyspopular at that tiffre

158Private Collection NRA S1489 Vol, @.187. Payment to Wm Tainsh for new box lid in same volume p.
89.

159Private Collection NRA S1489 Vol, 4.187.

160|nnerpeffray Letter from James Raodkem Barclay to William Dow,J@nuary 1772.

161\Wanlockhead and the Monkton Friendly Society, like Innerpeffray, acquired their books from Edinburgh

(Peter Hill) rather than any | ocal booksell er,
service and abov ecomamudicationdJuly2088unt sd (per sonal
162NRA S1489 Volll, p. 13. LikelfESTCNo. T121562, as the entry specifies volume 1.

16327 pounds (likely scots), NRA S1489 Vol. 11 p. 19. Book ID 843 (London, 1740)

164NRA S1489 Voll1, p. 30.

165NRA S1489 Volll, p. 23.

166 Firg borrowed 7 January 1749 (Innerpeffray Borrowers Registers, Vol. 1 f. 2r).

167For which see this thesis, chapter four.

60

ad

ga

of

bor

whi ch



The arrival of specific collections is also noted in the minute book; as early as 1717 a collec-
tion from Mr John Drummondias subsued by the libraryas discussed in the previous
chaptef®®Minister at Fowlis Wester from 1674, Drummond was deprived of his ministry in
1689 and imprisoned, before retiring to nearby Broich until his death'tATH&Opreva-

lence of the signature of Than&trachan among Innerpeffray items alscsshainat least

one other collection entered the library in bulk at some time after its foundation. Thomas
Strachan can be identified as an Episcopal
afterthe deprivationof his chargén 1689./°It has not so far been possible to ascertain
whether he had any direct link to the library, but these circumstances make it likely the books
left his possession during his lifetime, and, given his financial need, veobleEhaan
acquisitiorby the libraryather than a donatiaa the librarywhether directly or through a
bookseller.

Chapter one detailed a short burst of haphazard buying led by individual local trustees, be-
fore the adoption of a more measumed pr oach f ol | owi AYVhiehe Ar c
again individual titles purchased are difficult to ascertain, evidence from the committee
minutes and accounts do reveal some further information about the period of active library
acquisition following theompletion of the new library building. Payments to two
booksellers for unspecific titles are recorded: William Drummond, Bookseller, appears in
the accounts in March 1771, February, March and October of 1772, and November of 1773,
al ongsi de théQrieffChrriepfar cadriage tbso o %°©n38.August 1775 cash

ws paid to a O6Mr EI i diot,an Bdmbuigts pablisher andl sta- 1 1 k e
tioner, active 1782790'*Eliot was known for his vigorous trade of books to and from
London, ad the fact that his services were sought by the library may reflesttoing

preference for Londemather tlanScottishpublished books across the collection, as shown
below!™

168NRA S1489 Voll], p. 2 setting up the press for the book6,greating an inventory.

169Scott,Fastivol. 1V, p. 272.

1706 St MaratpipneGasr s besi de one occurrence of Thomas St |
the Thomas Strachan (185422) listed ibavid Bertie Scottish Episcopal Clenggon: Bloosmbury, 2000),

p. 138, in the parisbhroth Bf MBzronhienddHei m sSmowatthhmase
stancesd before being relieved by the Kirk in 17009
his possession during his lifetime.

171 See this thesis, chapter one.

172Privae Collection NRA S1489 Vol, pp. 89, 91.

173 Private Collection NRA S1489ol. 11 p . 100; 0 C Iseottidh eBook Hradei lodexd |,
<https://data.cerl.org/sbti/002204> [accessed 17 July 2018]
mBi || Bell, &6The -%8 a4 8MfdEsinburghdesthry Of Scottisa L ikdrdnd& Man-

ning, I. Brown, T. Clancy and M. Pittock (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Prespp202@Bp27 (p. 223).
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When individual book titles occasionally appear, their source is udspedifiéd, 3-0

is paid for 06Bosd Septuagintd and O6Tillotso
seconehand) editionS>’Conversely, in 1788, 18 shillings
al so-16&dnd o 6 Cunni ngh abothsvorks acguiredwighin thé firsBr i t ai n
few years since their publicatiéithe Septuagistperhaps a reaction to a rare and expen-

sive text becoming availgblesponding to the fact thablBs in multiple languages were

largely not represented in theemtibns at that timé’Ti | | ot sonds sermons w
among Madertieds foundation collection, 1|l ong
items in the borrowersd register even before
Anincreaseinumber of copies or volumes avail abl e
popul arity. 't foll ows that Chnonaldkrgleuglda sed on |
to be purchased in modern editions, but this argument can also be used fdrteidtorica

as Iimplied by the subheading of Cunninghamos
accession of George the Firstad, bringing an

memory. All these worlgre acquired in quarto format. Teisdence makes it very diffi-
cult toascertain whether the librarysvgaeking out the beseyhcan afford, or whether

they wee acquiring what is available.

After 1788 there are no recorded transactions for the purchasing of books recorded in the
minutebook!® The only mention of books at all between 1788 and 1812, when the surviving
record of accounts ends, I's in February 180
B o o lkmplying that the collection was literally gathering"dughile it is evient from

the borrowersd registers that borrowing cont
bookrelated expenses implies that the library collection was no longer growing, a proposi-

tion which can be emphatically confirmed by an assessmen8aBthed 1855 catalogues,

as detailed below.

175Private Collection NRA S1489 Vi, p . 100. 6 Bos Se p-voluraeglirO9 tadnbertts | i kel y
Bos edHe palaia Diatheke kata tous hebdomekonta: Vetus Testamentum ex versione .Séatigaginta interpretum
di fferent editions of Tillotsonds sermons are a pl aus

176 Privae Collection NRA S1489 Vol, p1102Hugo Arnot, A Collection and Abridgemeitemia@edtiminal

Trials in Scotlgidlinburgh, 178%ndAlexander Cunninghaiftie Hstory of Great Bri(aondon, 178y

177Though Bibles in foreign languages are strongly represented in the collection in the 1813 catalogue, these

are Latin or Modern European languages, rather than scholarly polyglot editions.

178 Private Collection NRA S1489 Vol.d1100. Halsepefore tReblic Librany. 230 identifies four instances

of funds spent on books 17888 1 1 , but | interpret these scrawling en
lowing in the tradition of a coal allowance paid to the keeper elsewhere in the record.

179PrivateCollection NRA S1489 Vol., il 113.

62



Items in accounts recorded by the trustees show one form of adjustment to the collection
beyond the purchase of new boolt® binding of periodicals. In 1788 cash paid for

the binding of th&cots Magaznd theCritical RevigiThe binding dat®osely coincide

with the end dates of the runs held by the library; for example, valiihes theScots
Magazingere published 17&B786, with no bibliographic reason for such an end date. The
end of the acquisition and the decision to bind could therefore mark the end of the period-
icals being viewed as ways to access current information, allowing such items to be borrowed
as though ty were any other book. This proposition is supported by the borrowing figures
for both theScots Magazamel theCritical Reviemhich were first borrowed in 1784 and
1785 respectivelY¥his finding influences how the borrowing of periodicals ougheto b
approached at Innerpeffray pb$00, not as current news publications but as historical

volumes in their own right.

By the end oéctive acquisition 790 the libraryhad not acquired all the books recom-
mended toitbythe&r ¢ h b i s h o p éred inlthie grevious ehaptikelyagribuable
to a lack of finances. James Robertson Barclay, trustee on beha&fafitise@, wrote

a letter to William Dovweepey i n 1772, to reassure him th
would send no books butcsh as were in the Archbishopds
chased gradually as the funds could thusl.y

mond without the library having means to pay for #idine books to which this episode
pertained arBket hose | i sted as 019 duMgH with@7titled Dr um
totalling 2918-00%2As well asacting as further evidencetlo¢ method by which books

were procured as purported earies, episodstrongly suggests that the prime reason for

not stocking allofthe&r c hbi shopodés titles is money

Of the 148 books which appeared omsomehe Arc
form in the 1813 catalogue, though it must be noted that seven of these are signed Madertie,
indicating that they were present from the
exact editions which the Archbishop recommended but rougivlieu Most often the

change is in language, with many books acquired in English translation, fovegdimple

180Private Collection NRA S1489 Vol. 11, p. 102. Payments for binding are also recorded a decade later, in
October 1798, for two volumes of thienthly ReviBwwvate Collection NRA S1489 Vol. 11, p. 104). The
multipleissues of th€ritical Reviave recorded asibg bound by Gellies in Per(Rrivate Collection NRA

S1489 Vol. 11, p. 104).

181 nnerpeffray: Letter from James Robertson Barclay to William Dow, 7 January 1772.

182|nnerpeffray: Lisdf titles bought of W iimmond, 19 July 1771.
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Ma | v eDseurseson Tdtibnsion,1642)n English rather than Italian 8amuePuf-

e n d oLaw od Natufeondon,1729)in Engli not Latin. It is possible that this was be-

cause the library had to acquire what was more easily available, rather than a conscious deci-
sion, as in fewer cases the reverse is also

but recommended in Engli$h

While it has been possible to argue fereralack of acquisition at Innerpeffray post

1790, a comparison between the 1813 and 1855 MS catalogues at Innerpeffray means that,

for the intervening period, the lack of new items availabledolldaion can be proven

enphatically. Rather than a drstlformat, which was the style of the 1813 catalogue, the

1855 incarnation is presented in two fadrafphabetical by main entry (author, or if no

author, title) and alphabetical by main enthinlbose subject headinS his suggests

that its creation is not administrative, but to increase findability, not just for specific books

(by authortftitle) but within broad subje&sch a change in forntatuld be emblematic of

a general move towaalstronger uséocus for the library, which eventually resulted in the

addition of popular works pekt8 5 5 from Walter Scottds novel

tion 18®

Likelybecause of its attempts at listing works in a different order, the 1855 dafalogue

less reliable thahe1813one 263 works from the 1813 catalogue are not listed, of which
only 20 were not found or not identified in the modern catalogue, the inference being that
if they were at Innerpeffray in 1813 and remain there toeayyere likely also there in

1855. Tis is supported by tiect that the remaining 243 works include 66 books from the
foundation collection which are highly unlikely to have disappeared between 1813 and 1855

then mysteriously reappeared to becomefpdue collection today.

The 1855 catalogue lists 1317 of the 1580 works which appear in the 1813 catalogue, with
only 16 additional works. This reflects the impression that the collection during this time
was largely static in its content, continuiegrénd identified in the period towards the

1813 catalogue. Of these 16 works, three wereumak ih the modern collectio@sddi-

tional copy ofBible in Saxon Charactg®lo s e s 0 § sanel®partheins Ecclesiastical
Historyd, and six were not idéied as there was not enough information to ntlagchto

183Georgii Bulli, nuper Episcopi Menevensis, opera omniglathtoopaZipta
184|nnerpeffray MS Library Catalogue by Author, 1855; Innerpeffray MS Library Catalogue by Genre, 1855.
8] nnerpeffray BorlffoldiB®174r6 Regi sters, Vol
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an 1813 or modern title. The seven remaining \{igke 2.1yvere found in the modern
collectionssix of the seven presented no provenance evidence to explain their entry into the

collection.

Figure 2.1: Items Present in the 1855 MS Catalogue Not in the 1813 MS Catalogue

1855 Entry Author Title Pub. Pub. | For- | Lang.
Place Date | mat

Edwards Per- Edwards, A Discourse Con- | London | 1695 | 8vo Eng
fection of John, cerning the Author-
Senpture 1637-1716 aty, Stle, and Per-

Section of the Books

of the Old and

New Testament
Marteru lo- Chemmutz, Locoruem theolopi- | Frankfurt | 1608 | 8vo Lat
corum theolog- | Martin, COTSH .. Pars

icorum pars 1522-1586 prima

prima
Speculum mo- "ital du Four, | Speculun morale Lugdums | 1513 | 25em | Lat
rale totius Cardinal, totius sacrae Sergp- i Bs
sacrae scrp- ca. 1260- furas
furae 1327
Hanway’s Per- | Hanway, Jo- | Ax Historical Ae- | London | 1733 | 4to Eng
sian Revolu- nas, count of the British
tions 17121786 Trade over the

Caspian Sea
Tolls Itinerar- | Tollwus, Jaco- | Jawobi Tolli Eprs- | Amster- | 1700 | 4to Lat
1ae bus, 1630— folae ifinerariae dam

1696

Mamill Astro- | Mamls, M. Manilii Astro- | London | 1739 | 4to Lat
nomicon Marcus HOMICON, € TECen-

SionE ef FHr HOES

Richard: Bent-

dett_Astvonomicon

In their subject, age and format these works are not dissimilar from the existing works in the
collection, and, in many cases, represent further works by existing authors in the collection.
It is likely, then, that theyerealready in the collection ®inply missed in the 1813 cata-

logue. Even if this were not the case, they certainly do not represent any active acquisition

during the period intended to modernise what was available to bdffowers.

The only work which definitively emt@the collectionn the intervening perioddsicol-
sors Christian Refuge i dent i f i ed &he Chvistidn's Refuge uniedihe$ s o n &

18A London, 180 1Dieneg Candappearsddfhave éntenecetthe@alection at some unknown

later date as a replacement for the lost Edinburgh, 1681 edition contained within the 1813 catalogue. In it is
noted the same shafliirk as referenced in the 1813 catalogue, suggesting it was a direct replacement for loss,
rather than a deliberate acquisition of a new edition.
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of ChristEdinburgh, 1827). The first -fgaf

(figure 2.2proclaims that the work was a gift

from the authorand the title page reveals he

was a preacher of the gospel in Muthill. William

Ni col son at Mut hil | appear .
borrowersd register 15 ti me
and February 1827, the yeawimch his book

Figure2 2: Wi lliam Nico IS published. His borrowings are very varied

(John Macphersog@ritical Dissertatihmndon,1768) PaulRycautPresefate of the Otto-

man Empiteondon,1668)WilliamEllis, Husband(iyondon,1772)) but the commentaries

and sermons do show some effort to use the collection in preparation for the type of work
he produced: a lengthy persuasive towards godliness, with sermon appended. In its nature,
therefore, it is not dissimuilfrom what was already available in the collections, despite its

relative modernity.

While the catalogue for May 1855 shows how static the collection has been up to that point,

it is the borrowersd recor ds \bdginstdevalve.veal t h
On 29May 1855 a modern novel is borrowed from the lifanattye first time@he Lamp-
lighted(presumably the 1854 work by Maria Susanna Cummins), borrow2dwigSon,
InnerpeffraySoon after, the first instance of a Victorian travel book and the ompitlar

grant éad sMa mpaplear i n ¥Onédlline 1855 differenterdigratieng i st er .
manualsvere borrowed by two individuals, and the 16th of the samb maris theirfst
borrowing of ©0A Rov,ibynagMisEhumphiewfiom&rigfSuch Tur k ey ¢
works characterise the later borrowing from the library with May 1855 the turning point,

after which thavailability of suclvorks impact not just on what people o borrow,

but also widen the audience to women and children, attracted presumably by the presence

of moreappealingexts. As a result, use of the library dramatically iscesasigown in the

figures below.

Though usage contirdi fluctuate on a monthly basis, total numbers of books borrowed
per year dramatically increg3dnis increase coinciteith the arrival of new books in the
summer of 1855 and contiduie o gr ow unt i | the next vol ume
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