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Devices (85% size) of the early printers Walter Chepman (fl.1508–10), who partnered Andro Myllar, and Thomas Davidson, (fl.1532–42). Both devices follow the European style by depicting the tree of knowledge, though Davidson unconventionally shows two hairy men.




Introduction

‘A Scottish Tradition’

Surveying the historiography of the early modern book in Scotland can be a frustrating activity. The published histories of the Continent of Europe and of Britain have been rarely impressed by the significance of the Scottish book trade. The respected English typographer Stanley Morison, in his Four Centuries of Fine Printing, makes no reference to Scottish typography and printing until Ballantyne’s edition of Sir Walter Scott’s The Lay of the Last Minstrel printed in 1806. D. B. Updike, the American typographer, considers Scotland only worthy of a mention once the typefounder Alexander Wilson and the Foulis brothers of Glasgow began work in the mid-eighteenth century. Colin Clair in his very general A History of European Printing merely refers to those Scottish printers with English links, such as Vautrollier and Waldegrave, ignoring Davidson, Bassandyne, Finlason, Raban and Hart who, for differing reasons, have as justifiable a claim to our attention. The bibliographer A. F. Johnson, who otherwise has produced interesting essays on the Scottish book, lumps Scotland with those peripheral nations whose printing, ‘although full of interest from the local point of view, was of no importance to the development of the book’. Johnson’s co-author Margaret Bingham Stillwell, in her seventeenth-century survey, adds insult to injury by regarding Scotland as part of England and subject to Elizabethan printing restrictions, and by offering more references to printing in Carlisle than in Edinburgh! And even S. H. Steinberg in his seminal general history, Five Hundred Years of Printing, spares no quarter when he emphasises that ‘Scotland had been almost the last of the civilised countries to see a printing press established within its frontiers’, even though Russia had no press until the 1550s, and most of Scandinavia barely pipped Scotland’s first press which began in the first decade of the sixteenth century.1 This is no basis for the serious consideration of the Scottish book trade.

The history of the book trade in the British Isles has suffered from difficulties of balance where the research pull of London — home of the monolithic Stationers’ Company, that merchant corporation begun in the 1550s to restrict entry to the printing trade and control the right to copy — has simply been emphasised by the vast records that have survived for that very English corporation.2 So, with the comparative and summative account of the book in Scotland and Edinburgh inadequately considered by much British and Continental book historiography we would expect impassioned and enthusiastic rejoinders from Scottish historians.

Scottish history has experienced a welcome and speedy renaissance since the 1950s, but the ‘new age’ of Scotland’s publishing and printing history has accelerated relatively slowly. It is no easy task to match the achievements and enthusiasm of the nineteenth-century bibliophiles who formed their Bannatyne, Maitland and Spalding clubs. Although many pamphlets and articles appeared before and after the 1950s, throughout the twentieth century Scottish book history has sometimes failed to raise itself above the observation of typographical minutiae, focusing on some rare printed relic, or the monograph approach to a specific library, university or book maker.3 Ironically, for the country that produced the first ‘history of printing’ emanating from the British Isles — James Watson’s A History of the Art of Printing (1713) — no single detailed volume has been published on, say, the Scottish library through all its history, the history of the Scottish printing since its first appearance, the legislative framework in Scotland for copyright, patents and censorship, and the economic history of book manufacture in Scotland. Much of the best Scottish social and economic historiography since the Second World War has given little prominence to the Scottish book trade.4 Some cultural histories of the more ‘artistic’ variety, as well as political histories driven by events and transient political themes, important though they are, have failed to take account of the power of the press to breathe life into economic, cultural and political developments. The history of the book, in Scotland as elsewhere, may have the appearance of a specialist subject, but has relevance to all human thought and experience, especially since the advent of the press.

In spite of these disappointments there are a few vital bibliographical foundations of the Scottish book. Of the first rank are R. Dickson and J. P. Edmond’s Annals of Scottish Printing, 1507–1610 (1890), a book full of bibliography, extracted documents and correspondence, and typographical and collation details; J. Durkan and A. Rosss Early Scottish Libraries (1961), with an excellent introduction by Ross and a remarkable list of pre-Reformation book owners and their libraries; Dr John Lee’s Memorial for the Bible Societies of Scotland (1824), containing much useful detail, especially on the printing of scripture, and Harry G. Aldis’s List of Books Printed in Scotland before 1700 (1904, revised 1970). This last volume provides not only a catalogue of Scottish books, a database ready for analysis and dissection, but also a considerable amount of auxiliary detail through an extensive index and supplementary index, as well as biographical information on the booksellers, printers and stationers of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. The following chapters would have been impossible without Aldis and a small band of bibliographical historians who have built upon his work. But also worthy of mention are some of the best supporting historical surveys: The Glasgow University Press, 1638–1931 (1931) by James MacLehose, and The Aberdeen Printers, 1620–1730 (1884) by J, P. Edmond, both of which provide detailed histories of printing outside Edinburgh, along with a large number of primary references and contemporary extracts, and lastly A History of Scottish Bookbinding, 1432–1650 (1955) by William Smith Mitchell which, in spite of an expected narrow scope, delivers some novel analysis of the physical uniqueness of Scottish book production.5

More recently, there have been projects and publications large and small that have helped shed new light on the Scottish book, though much of the period from 1603 to 1707 has been relatively becalmed compared with the decades before and after. The series ‘The History of the Book in Britain’ (Cambridge University Press) has useful essays reflecting on Scottish readers and publishing, especially for the pie-Reformation period, and shows that not all English-based publishing is ignorant of the Scottish dimension. The eighteenth century is well served by bibliographical historians such as Warren McDougall. However, publication in the coming years of the new series ‘The Histoiy of the Book in Scotland’ (HOBS), due from Edinburgh University Press, looks to be the highlight of the next decade and will provide much-needed thematic surveys of the Scottish scene.6

In spite of the consolation of the above, much needs to be done to give the Scottish book trade the attention it deserves in the firmament of Scottish historiography. The following is intended to give the book trade from c.1500 to c.1720 a detailed examination looking at booksellers, bookbinders, stationers and printers and their relationship to the forces of authority. As will be revealed in Chapter 7, the scale of the Scottish book trade in this period was surprisingly large, consisting of about 200 printers and 500 booksellers, but its rate of growth was not constant as it was buffeted by the winds of economic and political circumstance. The public rather than the private world of book dissemination will be examined, not the many personal and private book collections which adorned the libraries of the literate and landed. Emphasis will be placed more on supply than on demand. It will be seen that the unique qualities of the printed book, with its blend of commerce and technology on the one hand, and intellect and ideology on the other, ensured that authority — burghs, church, government (crown and executive)7 and law courts — provided a complex response of liberty and prohibition. Thus it was for all nations experiencing the arrival of printing but, as we shall see, Scotland had its own particular range of dynamics, a distinct Scottish tradition.
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7The main executive organ of Scottish government in the early modern period was the Privy Council and its various committees.
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A montage of the printing devices and signature of the Edinburgh printer, bookseller and publisher, Andro Hart. Hart became the wealthiest Scottish book trader before the Restoration. In particular he was a major book importer.



CHAPTER ONE

Edinburgh, Aberdeen and Glasgow: The Book and the Burghs

Employers and Employees

The arrival in Scotland of the printed book and the printing press represented a new dawn of opportunity. With opportunity came responsibility and potential dangers. Yet given the gradual maturity of the early modern Scottish burghs in the commercial, political and social spheres, we would expect to find the burgh councils and magistrates engaged with the printed media with some confidence, and with an appreciation of the possibilities. The development of printing was secured for the good of the community, but community good could be served just as easily by book burning as by book manufacture.

The existing historiography of early modern printing in Scotland confirms the involvement of the Scottish burghs in book trade and culture, and especially in the three main centres of printing: Edinburgh, Aberdeen and Glasgow.1 Directly, through acting as employer, censor, licensor, patron and publisher, and indirectly, as a ‘sustainer’ of schools and libraries, the councillors and magistrates of these burghs regulated and encouraged book commerce and book ownership. Although burgh concern over the printed book predated the advent of printing in Edinburgh, Aberdeen and Glasgow, the point at which these burghs became the employers of book makers marked a watershed and, therefore, it is appropriate firstly to consider their role as employers.

The arrival of printing in these burghs depended on the initiative of groups and not single individuals. Scotlands first press, Walter Chepman and Andro Myllar’s Edinburgh press of 1507–10, came about by a combination of Chepman’s merchant wealth and connections at court, the preparedness of Myllar to travel to Rouen and learn the art of printing, the influence of Bishop William Elphinstone, whose Breviarium Aberdonense of 1510 was the press’s magnum opus, and James IV’s willingness to encourage and provide patents for the venture. The surviving records of Edinburgh town council suggest no particular involvement by the burgh, although it must surely have lent moral support and protection.2

The attitude of Edinburgh town council changed dramatically from the 1560s. The first patently ‘official’ record of the burgh as a print employer was not until Gideon Lithgow’s appointment as college printer in July 1648,3 although there is plenty of earlier evidence of council concern for printing. The council developed a role as employer and facilitator. An example of this was in 1579 when it agreed to waive the rent of the printer and bookseller Thomas Bassandyne who held property at the Netherbow.4

The key to Edinburgh burgh involvement as employer was the close relationship between the university college and town from the 1580s. Many aspects, from the state of college buildings to the student curriculum, were of concern to the council, and the retention of a college printer was also seen as vitally important. Sometimes the college printer was also the royal printer, as were Robert Charteris (1603–8), Thomas Finlason (1612–15), and Andrew Anderson and his heirs after 1663, but more often the greater number of presses in Edinburgh made it possible for the town to look elsewhere.5 Thus Henry Charteris in the 1590s, Andro Hart and his heirs from 1615, and Robert Bryson in the 1640s were employed on college and town business without being holders of the royal patent. What is most impressive, however, is the maintenance of a continuous line of college printers for the many volumes of theses emanating from the Edinburgh college. The only notable gap was from 1633 to 1640 when, in spite of the continuing output of theses from St Andrews printed by John Wreittoun and the heirs of Hart, no Edinburgh theses seem to have survived. Censorship by the bishop of Edinburgh from the creation of the bishopric in 1633, and indifference by the London Stationers who acquired the royal patent in 1632, are possible explanations. Nevertheless, so concerned were the council for continuity and even-handedness, that in the ten years after 1622 the work of college printer alternated each year between the heirs of Hart and John Wriettoun — whichever was not printer for Edinburgh college would in that year print the theses of St Andrews. This remarkable arrangement suggests one reason printing failed to take root in St Andrews was that its university was in close liaison with the ‘town and gown’ of Edinburgh.6

Such was the extent of book making connected with college and town after Charles II’s Restoration in 1660 that sometimes it was necessary to appoint a college bookbinder as well as printer, and we may be clear about this differentiation in spite of the fact that contemporaries could regard these terms as interchangeable. In Edinburgh Gavin Williamson was employed in this capacity in the 1670s; James Wardlaw was specifically appointed college binder in Edinburgh in 1710; and William Dickie, following the death of Wardlaw, and after working as college and town binder in Glasgow from at least 1696 to 1707, was transferred to Edinburgh to take up the position in December 1711.7 The specific label ‘college binder’ seems not to have been used in Aberdeen and St. Andrews, although such a position could be tacitly assumed, and Alexander Cruikshank, known to have been bookbinding in the 1630s, and William Adamson, a bookbinder in the 1680s and 1690s (and also a college porter!), completed bindings for King’s College and St Andrews university respectively.8

In the period after Scotland’s Reformation of 1560 the initiative for the employment and sponsorship of printers passed increasingly from clerics to burgh magistrates. The involvement of the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland in the production and subscription of the Bassandyne/Arbuthnet bible in the 1570s, Scotland’s first domestic bible printing, was something of a swan song, and even the employment of printers to the General Assembly in the 1640s and 1650s, and from the 1690s onwards, did not significantly affect this trend (see Chapter 2). However, the burgesses of Aberdeen and Glasgow, along with the academics at their respective colleges, also had to thank specific clerical support for the first introduction of the art of printing. Somewhat like the arrival of printing in Edinburgh in 1507/8, that in Aberdeen owed its circumstances to a combination of interest groups and key individuals. Patrick Forbes, bishop of Aberdeen from 1618, played a significant role in attracting Aberdeen’s first press.9 In fact Forbes and Aberdeen’s first printer Edward Raban remained close friends until the death of the former in 1635. Dr Robert Baron, having had some of his work printed by Raban at St Andrews in 1621–2, moved to Aberdeen and also encouraged Raban to move his press northwards. David Melvill, the Aberdeen bookseller, who later became Raban’s partner and published many of his productions, may also have made initial approaches to Raban.10 But the involvement of the town, which went right to the top, was such as to make the arrival of printing in Aberdeen unique in Scottish history.

William Kennedy’s Annals of Aberdeen describe the intervention of Sir Paul Menzies, Lord Provost, on behalf of town, college and Bishop Forbes, and how Menzies obtained a patent from James VI for a printer to exercise his craft in Aberdeen.11 Although this patent has been lost, the unusual nature of the agreement to employ Raban suggests that the council was particularly concerned to introduce book production to the burgh. The council records show that Raban was simultaneously employed as town and college printer in November 1622 and, as well as agreeing a salary of £40 per annum, a unique arrangement was put in place whereby pupils of the grammar school, music and English schools were to pay out 8d quarterly to the printer, to be collected with school fees, in lieu of the printing and supply of school books.12 Clearly the burgesses of Aberdeen thought that Raban’s press would be able to meet the educational needs of the burgh. The burgesses of Aberdeen ensured an almost continuous succession of printers to the town and colleges, a not inconsiderable achievement when only one press operated in Aberdeen until 1752.13 Not for Aberdeen the Edinburgh interregnum of the 1630s. At least this monopoly helped to prevent disputes between the two colleges over appointments, and it became an automatic assumption that the college printer was in fact ‘printer to the colleges’.

In general histories of the seventeenth century, it is recorded that printing came to Glasgow in response to appeals from the clergy — they required a press to be at hand when the ‘covenanting’ General Assembly met there in November 1638 for which George Anderson, Glasgow’s first printer, printed The Protestation of the Generall Assemblie of the Church of Scotland.14 Anderson, who began printing in Edinburgh in 1637, and was the first printer in Edinburgh to actually operate a press within the buildings of King James’s College, had already completed work for the church leaders, including an edition of the Confessions of Faith printed in early 1638. It was, therefore, natural for him to be asked to move his press to Glasgow, at least temporarily. However, the promptness with which the printer was paid by both the university and the town makes it doubtful that it was really the covenanters who brought printing to the burgh. This may be disputed, but the permanence of this arrangement was due entirely to the ‘town and gown’ of Glasgow, and not to the covenanting clergy.15

While the clerics of the 1640s and 1650s took a back seat in the support of the Glasgow press16 — most of the work emanating from the General Assembly and church leaders was by then given to the presses of James and Robert Bryson in Edinburgh — the professors of the University of Glasgow were as committed to the local press as those of the Aberdeen colleges. Especially noteworthy was Andersons patron Zachary Boyd, who became rector and vice-chancellor of the university, and for whom the Anderson press produced at least fifteen separate theological works before 1647.17 Moreover, the Glasgow burgesses set a reasonable annual ‘fiall’ for Anderson’s appointment as printer to town and college, his award of 100 merks being somewhat higher than Raban’s Aberdeen ‘fiall’ of £40. After Anderson’s death in 1647, this salary, and the position of town printer, were allowed to pass to his heirs before they moved to Edinburgh in 1648/9, and were reintroduced when Anderson’s son Andrew was persuaded back to Glasgow in 1657.18 Less successful in ensuring the continuous presence of printing than the magistrates of Aberdeen, the Glasgow council made a more concerted effort to encourage and equip Andrew Anderson in 1657, and to have a ready replacement at hand in Robert Sanders, the elder, when the Anderson press moved back to Edinburgh in 1661.

In terms of remuneration and working conditions the printing burghs seem to have been fair employers. Burgh printers, especially those of Aberdeen, were generally paid promptly, although Glasgow’s Robert Sanders, the elder, suffered arrears of pay in the 1670s, and Edinburgh’s Agnes Campbell, widow of Andrew Anderson, had to wait until 1716 to be paid for burgh printing from May 1707 to August 1714!19 In the case of Edinburgh a more relaxed attitude to employment and prompt remuneration was possible after the Restoration because of the expansion in the number of printers. Indeed, the very fact of an annual ‘fiall’ in Glasgow and Aberdeen, and the lack of such an arrangement for Edinburgh, illustrates the precarious existence of printing outside the capital.

For the Edinburgh printer, however, college premises and workshop space were made available following George Andersons brief tenure in 1637 and 1638. This helps to account for the occasional drifting of printers from Glasgow to Edinburgh. To attract Andrew Anderson’s press back to Glasgow in 1657, the town council of the burgh agreed a refurbishment and building programme to provide suitable domestic and printing accommodation. In 1680, Robert Sanders, the elder, was given permission to extend his premises, but at his own cost. The burgesses of ‘new’ Aberdeen were, from the onset, aware of the need for specific premises, and accommodation was made available to the town printer for a small yearly ‘mail’ or rent, even though maintenance was sometimes a thorny issue.20 After 1643 the shop of David Melvill, the bookseller, was added to the heritable property of the town printer, and both tenements passed from printer to printer until at least the 1730s.21 All three burghs acted with a sense of commercial responsibility and followed accepted contractual practices, such as the recognition of the rights of a widow to inherit the burgh printer’s gift provided, of course, that competence could be proved.22

The Control of Commerce

A small but growing historiography of Scotland’s early modern burghs has been created,23 and a convincing picture has been painted of conservative merchant and craft communities, only occasionally playing a key role in political events, and still less frequently appearing to be instrumental. Michael Lynch, in particular, has developed this view of burgh ‘conservatism’, arguing that this attitude continued from the Reformation into the seventeenth centmy through a combination of burgh authoritarianism, protection of privilege, and submission to the royal will. Conversely, a more sympathetic appraisal of burgh political links by David Stevenson, this time dealing with covenanting in the 1630s, confirms their political participation with some reservations, yet underlines that the burghs, of all groups, first approved the revolutionary National Covenant of 1638.24 However, to the extent that burgh conservatism can be associated with that problematical political term ‘reaction’, then Lynch may indeed describe the general character of burgh politics for most of the period from the Reformation onwards. Though it may irritate political historians, commerce took priority over politics.25

Foremost in the minds of the burgesses, especially those of the royal burghs, was the preservation of privileges and monopolies. This was the policy of all burgh administrations even in the late medieval period, although especially in Edinburgh where the larger scale of trading allowed the accumulated pressure of vested interests. What altered from the 1570s was that it became accepted for the Convention of Royal Burghs to represent the interests of royal burghs against the encroachment of unfree traders — those traders not ‘paid up’ burgesses within the appropriate burgh — and from an increasing number of burghs of barony and regality.26 Royal burghs, and their guildries, fought hard to preserve their privileges within their licensed liberty or trading area, but when in 1672 Falkirk (burgh of regality) won its case against Stirling (royal burgh), before the Court of Session, it was clear that the economic tide was making burgh monopolies anachronistic.27 Moreover, as seen below, there is simply too much evidence of freemen engaged in trade with the unfree.28

Edinburgh, like Stirling, had its disputes with neighbouring burghs and towns, and in particular Leith and Canongate. Although Edinburgh had been granted rights to the harbour of Leith from the fourteenth century, legal disputes over jurisdiction and trading rights were common, and even after superiority had been confirmed in Edinburgh’s name in 1639, difficulties remained. In May 1661 the Edinburgh council saw fit to close all shops at Leith.29 Glasgow and Aberdeen also suffered from such disputes — Glasgow, especially before it became a royal burgh in 1611, being at odds with Dumbarton, Renfrew and Rutherglen, and Aberdeen, through its division into both Old Aberdeen (ecclesiastical burgh) and New Aberdeen (royal burgh). The Aberdeen council records suggest this last privilege war was of more concern to Old Aberdeen. As late as 1672 the burgh council petitioned the bishop of Aberdeen to raise with the Privy Council the activities of New Aberdeen ‘for contravening of the acts of parliament in reference to the old tounes liberties of merchandizeing’.30 The Old Town was no great threat to the more developed commerce of the New, and it may be a suitable metaphor for the business attitudes of the Old that, in 1719, its council agreed to change the wording on its burgess tickets from Scots to Latin!31

The high points for burgh action against individual unfree traders were the 1580s and 1590s. These coincided with the increase in tensions between the merchants and craftsmen of Edinburgh connected with the ‘decreet arbitral’ of 1582/3 which gave some burgh rights to craftsmen at the expense of merchants. Also, by then, both the extent of business and numbers of book traders in the capital had reached the stage where proper policing of book commerce became necessary.32 Typical in the capital was an action brought in September 1580: the council looked favourably on a petition brought by Robert Lekpreuik, printer, and John Gibson, bookbinder, against the Englishman Robert Wodehouse for trading in books while being ‘ane forane straynger and unfrieman’. Wodehouse was censured and instructed to desist, or forfeit his stock. In April 1582 Thomas Vautrollier, printer, bookseller, and Anglo-Huguenot, with his servant John Cowper, lost a case before the bailies for unfree trade under challenge from Gibson and Henry Charteris.33 Trouble erupted again in 1593 when a large group of bookmen and burgesses, including the ‘poacher turned gamekeeper’ Robert Wodehouse, brought an action before the bailies against the English bookseller John Norton, and his servant Edmond Watts, for ‘wrangus usurping of the liberty of this burgh’ by selling in an open booth. Norton appeared before the council in person, in opposition to Andro Hart and John Gibson, but lost his case and was instructed ‘to desist [selling] in smallis’.34

There are several lessons to be learned from these examples. Firstly, the punishment meted out by the bailies was never severe or lengthy, and most of the accused subsequently became significant in their own right: Vautrollier, after fleeing England to Scotland in 1584 to avoid imprisonment for printing the writings of Giordano Bruno, set up a fine press in Edinburgh before returning to London in 1586; Wodehouse, as we have seen, became part of the Edinburgh print establishment; and John Norton, although selling up his Edinburgh business in 1596, still had a successful partnership with Hart, and became one of the richest London book traders before his death in 1612. Secondly, while it is true that Scots such as the bookbinder Robert Gourlaw were censured for ‘unfree’ trading, the fact that so many Englishmen were arraigned suggests some sensitivity to outsiders. The frequent presence of John Gibson, royal bookbinder fiom 1592, as representative of the ‘offended party’, makes it possible that he was some form of spokesman or unofficial dean.35 And yet, the absence of any formal guildry for the printers or booksellers meant that when issues of discipline and regulation were scrutinised, the council members themselves were the arbiters. That cases against unfreemen in the book trade tended to disappear in the seventeenth century indicates that by then these merchants and craftsmen were operating within the general rules of trade.

The Edinburgh burgesses were as concerned with the activities of the ‘unclean’ as the unfree. What has been termed the Restoration’s ‘deliberate appeal to the values implicit in gentility’36 was preceded by much earlier attitudes of refinement. Following the completion of Parliament House in 1639, the council took action to protect the grandeur and fine surroundings of the new buildings. This included, in December 1642, the summoning of four burgesses, including the soon-to-be-wealthy bookseller Andro Wilson, ‘for keeping crames [booths] within the Parliament house with old buiks and cramerie wairis [something] prejudiciall to their uther nighbours’, and their discharge from ‘selling or keiping of crames within the said Parliament House or Parliament yaird in all tyme comeing’. The sale of second-hand books and bric-à-brac from open booths was not suitable to the environment of the new complex. However, only four months later, when a list of acceptable trades was agreed for shops in Parliament Close, bookbinders’ shops were considered on a par with goldsmiths and instrument makers, and as representing respectable business. By the end of the reign of Charles I, the status of booksellers and printers was high, and was recognised as such by the town authorities.37

The most complex book matters to be resolved by the burgh authorities were the many trade disputes, and the lack of a Scottish ‘stationers’ company’ ensured the involvement of the bailie courts. The vast records of the Edinburgh bailie court processes indicate that many of the book trade cases concerned debt, and that book traders were as often creditors as debtors. In 1655 the printer Christopher Higgins, as agent for the London Stationers, brought an action before the bailie court for debts owed by Robert Bryson, printer and bookseller, for stock supplied by the London stationer Andrew Crooke. The Edinburgh bookseller Robert Malloch was in 1674 under process for cash debts owed to the Edinburgh merchant David Simson. A decade later, the ubiquitous Agnes Campbell (Mrs Anderson), royal printer from 1676, used the services of her business partner Robert Currie, writer and bookseller, to pursue the bookseller Walter Cunningham for payment for ‘six score paires of Staines proverbs’.38 We also find that book merchants appeared in their share of petty offence cases, including the extraordinary proceedings in 1721 against James Freebairn, brother of the Jacobite printer Robert Freebairn, for his physical assault on the famous grammarian and printer Thomas Ruddiman.39

More serious disputes were brought before the Privy Council or Court of Session. Some of these issues were internal, but others plunged opposing town councils into open conflict with each other, and one particular form of publishing reveals how intense the bickering could become. The most valuable patents from the Restoration were not those for bibles or liturgical works but for almanacs, print runs for which reached 50,000 copies. Because of this the desire to confirm almanac licences and to seek protection from pirates was naturally great.

The most successful almanac of the period was the Aberdeen Almanack first produced by Raban in 1623, but made famous by the Aberdeen printer John Forbes, the younger, in the 1660s and 1670s, In October 1667 the magistrates of Aberdeen showed their willingness to protect Forbes’s almanacs. They upheld his petition against a chapman Alexander Gray for bringing in 1000 copies of an alternative almanac, probably based on the Aberdeen edition, provided that Forbes continued to sell ‘at ane ordinarie valow’. Only the Aberdeen Almanack could be sold in Aberdeen.40 However, the Edinburgh printer Andrew Anderson, having acquired the most wide-ranging royal licence in 1671 — this included the unprecedented right to approve all publications by other printers in Scotland — attempted, along with his partners, to prevent John Forbes from printing without permission, and threatened legal action. Although not specifically admitted, this looks like an attempt to attack Forbes’s most valuable asset, the Aberdeen Almanack. The threat was taken seriously, both by Forbes, who knew the Glasgow printer Sanders, the elder, had just been raided by the Anderson cartel in the winter of 1671, and by the Aberdeen magistrates who were plainly outraged.41 Nevertheless, before Aberdeen took its case to the Privy Council, the Anderson group realised they had pressed matters too far, and in February 1672 wrote to the magistrates of Aberdeen conceding the right of Forbes to print under licence of the town and local clergy, and in spite of the new royal patent.42 Unfortunately for Robert Sanders, the town council of Glasgow was not so helpful over his disputes with the Anderson press, which raged on from 1671 to 1683, with a large number of petitions from both sides put before the Privy Council. Moreover, the Aberdeen Almanack was still under attack, and in 1684 Forbes was forced to protest to the Privy Council over deliberate pirating by Robert Sanders and Mrs Anderson, a strange alliance of erstwhile enemies, with Sanders having gone to the extraordinary extent of copying the Aberdeen city arms. The Privy Council ruled that Forbes’s and Aberdeen’s copyright had been infringed, and counterfeits should cease, but this did not stop the encroachment by Glasgow and Edinburgh.43 Meanwhile, James Paterson, the mathematician and author of Edinburgh’s True Almanack, or a New Prognostication, obtained in 1684 sole licence for his own volume, along with protection from the burgh against ‘counterfites’, with all the town printers forbidden to print any other edition.44 The first known Glasgow almanac appeared in 1661/2, compiled by the mathematician James Corse and printed by Sanders. There is no record of any infringement of its copyright, even though by 1664 Corse almanacs were emanating from both Glasgow and Edinburgh presses, which must have greatly confused an already complex copyright situation.45 As far as almanacs were concerned, it was every printer for himself, regardless of the efforts of bailies and Privy Councillors to keep order.

Internal burgh commercial disputes usually set one group of tradesmen against another, and again the greater scale of the Edinburgh book trade allowed more opportunities for discord. In an attempt at group action by the Edinburgh stationers, a petition was put before the town council in December 1683 complaining of the bookselling of cramers throughout the city, most of whom were ‘not in the leist frie aither as burgess or gild breither’, charged low prices that ‘undersold the said stationers’ and, while paying only a little for their stalls, were not subject to the burgh taxes borne by free burgesses. Essentially, this was an attempt to extend to the entire burgh the accommodation of 1642, and beyond just a ban around the Parliament building. What is of particular interest is that cramers were accused of ‘[buying] books in sheits and [employing] book-bynders’ — in other words, a number of bookbinders in the burgh were prepared to take work from cramers, regardless of their status, or the impact on the larger stationers. Nevertheless, the decision of the bailies was that cramers should open proper shops, and that those unfree should become freemen without delay.46

By 1710, however, the control of print commerce was still problematical. In September of that year the council was forced to concede that the erection of the paper cryers into a society had failed, and many printers complained of the cryers’ scandalous manipulation of prices. As a result, the council then agreed to dissolve the society, to allow anyone to sell printed papers, pamphlets, ballads and story books in the street, and to appoint James Wardlaw, stationer and burgh bookbinder, to oversee the imposition of a fixed rate of prices per printed sheet. For each new printing Wardlaw was to receive ‘two shillings Scots … payed be the printer and six pennies Scots … by each paper cryer for his paines’. We can only guess at the practicality of such a complex policing system in the expanding print market of early eighteenth-century Edinburgh.47

The burgh councils controlled incorporation by the guilds. Therefore, if the paper cryers of Edinburgh were allowed to form a society, why not the printers and booksellers? There is no evidence that such a society was ever formally established. Even though, by the 1680s, over sixty book traders operated in Edinburgh (see Chapter 7), we might hazard several reasons why they were not incorporated. Firstly, somewhat like the hammermen, the guild that caused the burgh most difficulties since the Reformation, the book traders were a fractured group. They consisted of wealthy stationers, moderately comfortable printers and booksellers, small and large bookbinders, journeyman printers, and street traders and chapmen. The hammermen, a mixture of metal workers of all kinds from blacksmiths to goldsmiths, were a similar group divided amongst themselves, and therefore difficult to control. Secondly, by the Restoration, clear indications were emerging of specialisation between printers and booksellers and, as a result, what was in the interests of one, was not always to the benefit of the other. Lastly, for those book traders who were ambitious to become members of the council or magistrates, there were opportunities without the need for a specific society, and for these wealthy traders membership of the merchant guild was near automatic. The examples of Henry Charteris, council member, bailie, burgh commissioner, and much else from the 1580s, Thomas Brown, stationer, bailie and treasurer in the Restoration period, and William Dickie, bookbinder in Glasgow and Edinburgh, and bailie of Glasgow just before the Union of 1707, are just a representative sample of those who rose to prominence. The lesser book trade council members in Glasgow and Aberdeen simply reflected the problems of accumulating significant wealth from printing and bookselling outside Edinburgh.

In spite of this, book makers made some efforts to incorporate. Responding to a novel development in 1681, when the printers Patrick Ramsay, John Reid and Hector Aytoun [or Aysoun] incorporated themselves into the hammermen without permission of the council, all three were instructed to give up their burgess tickets to the dean of guild.48 A more co-ordinated effort was made in 1722, when no fewer than fifteen printers petitioned the council to form a society. There seems to have been no immediate approval, although by 1759 the journeyman printers had formed their own benevolent society, and an Edinburgh letterpress printers’ society was incorporated in 1758.49

The most basic control of commercial activity exercised by the burghs was entrance to craft burgess or merchant guild membership. The Edinburgh Burgess Rolls from 1406 to 1700 indicate that approximately 170 book traders became burgesses and guild brethren, mostly after 1570. Book traders were relatively few before the mid-seventeenth century, although Edinburgh poll tax returns show that by the 1690s they were out-numbered only by goldsmiths and wigmakers in the capital.50 In the seventeenth century it became common in Edinburgh to pay 100 merks for burgess-ship and a burgess ‘ticket’, as did the printer John Reid in 1678. However, those book traders of position, such as the king’s printer, received the honour gratis. Thus Robert Young, king’s printer, became a burgess free of charge in 1632, and the bookbinder Alexander Ogston, on the recommendation of the Lord Advocate and College of Justice, was granted a free ‘ticket’ in 1680 as he was ‘useful to the town’.51 Meanwhile, James Watson, the younger, was censured in 1694 for printing when being a non-burgess, although five months later he obtained his ticket for the usual fee. In addition, it became more common to hold burgess tickets in two burghs after 1700, as John Reid, stationer, did for Peebles and Edinburgh in 1713, or to transfer burgess-ship from one burgh to another, as did the Edinburgh binder Alexander Gordon when he moved to Aberdeen in 1710.52 Mobility was important, although after 1660 burgess tickets were becoming commercially devalued with the increase in honorific membership. In 1684 John Slezer. His Majesty’s Engineer for Scotland, and compiler of the Theatrum Scotiae published in 1693, became a burgess and guild brother free of charge, as did the academic Robert Blau in 1688 as a reward for his Rudiments of 1681.53 These examples, together with ‘aristocratic burgesses’, show that burgess-ship increasingly reflected burgh interest in letters and learning. The ‘ticket’ was a badge of merit as well as of trade.

Under the system for controlling burgess and guild, membership was that for apprenticeship, and throughout our period both booksellers and printers, in the three major burghs, practised the apprenticeship system, mostly over seven or five years. It was a fairly rigid system, but councils could and did allow some flexibility for exceptional reasons, such as when the Edinburgh burgesses allowed John Hart, son of Andro Hart, extra apprentices in 1630 for a planned bible printing.54 Also, although the decline of formal apprenticeship was one of the factors accounting for the ‘freeing up’ of trade after the Restoration, it was a surprisingly resilient regime, especially in the backwaters. As late as 1725, the merchant guildry of Stirling insisted that guildbrothers, including bookbinders, must not ‘teach their apprentices any business but that of merchandising’, and fixed a new apprentice fee of 400 merks. It was a slow not a fast decline, and in the book trade affecting booksellers and stationers in retailing more than printers and bookbinders in craft (see Chapter 7).55

Burgh Licensing and Censorship

The licensing and censoring authority of the burgh magistrates of Scotland had no parallel in England. Their role adds ambiguity to the licensing of the Scottish book, and disorientates the centralised cooperation of church and state after the Reformation. In the absence of a Stationers’ Company, the burghs shared responsibility for approving and monitoring licences originating from central government, as for example with the bible patent awarded to Arbuthnet and Bassandyne by the General Assembly and Privy Council in 1575. Soon after Arbuthnet completed Scotland’s first bible printing in 1579, the Edinburgh magistrates warned him in April 1580 that, by charging separately for binding the bible, he was in breach of the terms of his bible licence.56 The council became even more exercised about this bible in the following October and November, On 28 October a proclamation was issued ‘commanding all nichtbouris, of this burgh, substantious houshalderis, to haif ane bybiil in thair houssis under the paynes contenit in the actes of parliament’, and also advertised that the books were available in the booth of Andro Williamson. Two weeks later the council demanded sworn proof of ownership and appointed officers to enforce prescription.57

Enforcement at this pitch was unusual, although prescription was common. In 1609 the magistrates of Peebles ordained that all those nominated by the council ‘be provydit with psalm buiks … under the pane of ane unlaw’.58 This is a strangely timed act which may be connected with the acquisition of the psalm book licence by Thomas Finlason in 1606. These compulsive measures no doubt paid dividends for the printers of the works, but as far as the councils were concerned they were merely following a dictum from the centre. Licensing could be devolved, as when the Committee of Estates in 1649 gave power to the provost of Aberdeen to license the printing of school books provided they did not deal with public affairs.59

More positive and profitable book empowerment was encouraged by the burghs. In particular, the hunger for printed news was satisfied by the licensing of weekly diurnals and daily newspapers. Aberdeen council in 1657 licensed and paid John Forbes, the elder, to produce a weekly diurnal ‘for the use of the inhabitants’. The burgh which first developed almanac printing in Scotland was also first to license the printing of diurnals.60 Glasgow too was concerned to have the latest news. Only a month later the council resolved to get diurnals from London, and throughout the 1660s and 1670s Robert Mein, postmaster, was paid to obtain news and gazettes from Edinburgh and London. Later he provided the same service for Edinburgh.61 Although a continuous chain of diurnal agents can be seen for Edinburgh and Glasgow into the first quarter of the eighteenth century, it was to newspapers produced in Scotland that printers and readers increasingly turned by the start of that century, and especially those from Edinburgh presses. The first true newspaper in Scotland was the Edinburgh Gazette published in 1699 by James Watson, the younger, with Watson using mostly the presses of John Reid rather than his own workshop.62 This was ‘published by authority’ of the Privy Council. The Privy Council licensed another Watson creation, the Edinburgh Courant, and after the death of its editor Adam Boig, in February 1710 the burgh put the Courant in the hands of the English journalist Daniel Defoe. Given that the paper expired in that year, it looks as though Defoe failed to take advantage of this burgh licence. In the previous August, the council awarded David Fearn, formerly author of the Edinburgh Gazette, a licence to produce a newspaper called the Scots Postman. This was to be issued on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays, and in terms that clearly forbade other papers from appearing on those specific days.63 The town councils were still capable of introducing restrictions to trade which, as before, were swept aside by the growing competition for an expanding readership.

The most puzzling license issue of the seventeenth century was the controversy surrounding God and the King. Both Glasgow and Edinburgh town councils became embroiled in an unusual way as they resented the prescription of the book, the enforced pricing and distribution and heavy stock holding they had to endure. God and the King, written by Richard Mocket, was a small printed dialogue or ‘catechism’ teaching royal supremacy which James VI desired, through his Privy Council, to plant in every Scottish household. Nonetheless, after the London printing of 1616, the government was able to placate the burghs by leaving them to arrange distribution.64

This is in stark contrast to the controversy surrounding the introduction of the Prayer Book (or ‘Service Book’) in 1637. Then the book’s imposition by royal proclamation galvanised severe opposition, led to the signing of the National Covenant, and forced Charles I to concede the damaging General Assembly of November 1638. There was not, though, the unanimity of purpose that seemed to characterise the burgh approach to God and the King. The speed with which the Edinburgh council petitioned the Privy Council in September 1637, two days after a petition of peers, gentry and clergy was issued against the Prayer Book, and the quickly duplicated actions by Glasgow in November, show a common approach.65 Aberdeen council, however, refused for a second time to sign the Covenant in July 1638, and greeted with some enthusiasm the ‘King’s Covenant’ presented to it in October 1638 by the 2nd Marquis of Huntly.66 Nonetheless, the Prayer Book’s introduction represented the most authoritarian prescription of a printed text in the early modern period, and many councillors and clergy would simply not co-operate.

A quantitive comparison of the levels of censorship before and after the Reformation is very difficult, given that the book trade was so relatively small before 1560. Books were certainly burned before and after. The post-Reformation role of the burghs as independent censors, and as agents of government policies against the undesirable, was extremely significant. Burgh or central censorship could be a priori or a posteriori in application (see Chapter 6), but the latter was the more familiar — that is, censorship after the fact. Censoring of this kind was aimed at individual titles and authors. As early as August 1562 the Protestant magistrates of Edinburgh raided the press shop of John Scot as he printed The Last Blast of the Trumpet, written by the Catholic controversialist Ninian Winzet. Twelve months later they confiscated Scot’s type for further indiscretions.67

A hundred years later a more wide-ranging campaign was waged against Samuel Rutherford’s Lex Rex, and James Guthrie’s Causes of God’s Wrath. These popular works were published by these famous ‘Protestors’ in 1644 and 1653 respectively but, in response to a 1660 act of the Committee of Estates, the Edinburgh council directed ‘the burning of the said twa books publiclie at the mercatt cross of Edinburgh be the hand of the hangman’. Indeed, Guthrie himself was executed in 1661, although Rutherford was fortunate to die before he could suffer the same fate. Certainly, the council seemed entirely to accept the judgment of the Estates that these works should be obliterated. It is one measure of the complete capitulation of the town council to the requirements of the Restoration regime of Charles II.68

Glasgow and Aberdeen councils also flexed their muscles to attack specific publications and circulating papers, although frustratingly contents and titles are sometimes unspecified in the official record. In 1669 the Glasgow council was instructed to assist in the suppression of a paper passing within the synod of Glasgow as it was ‘of a dangerous nature, tending towards the depraving of the laws and misconstructing of his Majesty and council, and illegal and unwarrantable’.69 Seven years later bailie Gilbert Black of Aberdeen reported to his council his seizing of a Quaker book as it was being printed by John Forbes, the younger — it was agreed to take advice from the bishop.70 This was part of the campaign against the Quakers mounted by Aberdeen and Edinburgh councillors in the 1670s. In Aberdeen prejudices re-emerged after 1710, when Quakers seeking burgess-ship sought exemption from the burgess oath, and its presbyterian flavour. Eventually in 1714, after they repeatedly refused to allow this exemption, petitioned the Privy Council in London and ignored the rulings of the Lord Advocate, Aberdeen’s magistrates were forced into acceptance, under pain of imprisonment, by an irritated Westminster parliament. As ever the city fathers were acutely reactionary. Edinburgh appears to have been more tolerant after 1710 than it was in the 1670s, but at their worst local acts, such as those regulating the burial of Quaker dead, were oppressive in both burghs.71 The records of Glasgow do not convey such oppression of Quakers.

Anonymous cases become even more frequent in the eighteenth century. In February 1712 Samuel Gray brought an action against Mr James Webster, one of the ministers of Edinburgh who, when the magistrates were examining printers and booksellers as to the publishing and selling of an ‘aethistical’ book, publicly accused his friend Dr Archibald Pitcairne of being an atheist.72 The title of this ‘aethistical’ work is a mystery, but the reference is indicative of a change in attitude to book publishing as well. As we enter the eighteenth century, a posteriori censorship cases involving printed slander become increasingly common.73 The shift to the manners of Enlightenment gentility made it more vital than ever to protect reputations.

The resort to a priori — censorship — the advance warning to book makers and sellers to guard their future behaviour, not to print without authorisation, or produce and sell certain types of books — was less common. However, during times of particular anxiety, such measures were deemed appropriate. In 1564 when the types of the troublesome Scot were entrusted to Thomas Bassandyne, the Edinburgh magistrates made it clear that henceforth ‘thair sall nathing be print quhill the samyn be first schewin to the baillies and counsale and thair licence had and obtenit thairto’. In particular, the council wished to prevent the printing of ‘ony ungodlie wark’. They may well have been reacting to pressure from the government. The same censorship authority was emphasised in Lekpreuik’s warning of June 1570. Yet, the Scot affair was the first example of magistrates asserting the right to authorise printing, and it reveals them as committed as the General Assembly to the censoring of unacceptable religious works, in spite of the General Assembly’s act of 1563 which claimed kirk jurisdiction over printing, and publishing ‘tuiching religion’.74 The clergy were, nevertheless, always in the background and had many burgh allies, especially in the Edinburgh council. Prompted by ministers, Glasgow magistrates also issued an act in 1608 ‘for repressing of … cokalandis [scandalous speeches] oft publist and set out … be profane and insolent personis, express contrar the acts of parliament and all Christiene behaviour in reformit commowne weillis’.75

Sometimes an isolated difficulty with a single printer led to a general statement of town authority. After John Forbes, the younger, was rebuked by the Aberdeen council in 1683, for publishing a medical pamphlet without permission of the university and its medical doctors, it was made clear to him that ‘he must print no pamphlets or books without the magistrates and counsells authoritie therto, and inspection takin therof’. Fifteen years earlier Forbes was playing a more dangerous game. The Aberdeen town council had agreed in 1668 to pay John Menzies, professor of divinity, for putting to press his attack on the Jesuit Mr Dempster, alias ‘Logane’ or ‘Rhind’. However, an answer to Menzies by Alexander Cone seems to have been published anonymously by Forbes, perhaps resorting to an overseas press. This is extraordinary, for Forbes was certainly not a Catholic. We are left to ponder if he had a Catholic patron amongst the landed of the North East76

In the early eighteenth century Scotland’s magistrates, especially those of Edinburgh, became more and more concerned to shut off the tap of dissent. In October 1703 the Edinburgh council, prompted by an ordinance of the Privy Council that no work be printed without authorisation, and feeling some pressure exerted by the lords ‘for not restraining the said printers’ who had ‘transgressed this ordinance’, declared that: printers ‘shall not for heirafter print any bookes pamplets or other papers whatsomever unles duwly allowed by publick authority under the penalty of loosing the freidome of the burgh and otherwayes fyned and punished at the will of the Magistrates’. In addition, all Edinburgh printers were to ‘affix their names’ to their productions, a requirement frequently ignored throughout the early modern period, and also to give bonds of caution, in effect bail bonds, to guarantee their behaviour. Such a bond was signed by John Reid, the younger, in 1711 ‘under penalty of ane hundered pound Scotts money’. Central authority took the initiative in censorship, but relied upon the magistrates as policemen, and especially after the demise of the Privy Council in 1708.77

The most remarkable spurt of burgh authoritarianism in censorship was reserved for 1712. Only a few months after the Toleration Act in February of that year, the Edinburgh magistrates frantically attempted to help dissipate the anger of those who saw this as an attack on the presbyterian system as settled after the 1689 Revolution and the 1707 Treaty of Union. In July, the printers John Moncur and Robert Brown were bound over for respectively printing two critical papers entitled The Protest of the Lords and The Dying Words of James Shepherd. In the same month a group of other printers was called before the magistrates and effectively threatened. The sharp, brief words of a burgh officer show how seriously the magistrates understood their responsibilities and the potential dangers:

[I have] personally warned John McKie printer in Edinburgh, John Reid, the elder, John Reid, younger, and James Watson all printers in Edinburgh to compier before the magistrates of Edinburgh in the Council Chambers … the 3rd of Julie 1712 years by me William McNair, officer.78

This is a rare example in Scottish book history of a group of senior book makers being summoned en masse and warned to mind their conduct. Behind this was the heavy hand of the government.

A variety of measures and tactics were open to the magistrates as they battled against undesirable literature. Confiscation of printing materials, sheets and books, was common, as testified by the examples of John Scot’s type in 1562, and the Quaker books of John Forbes in 1676.79. There were frequent efforts to search for undesirable works, and especially Catholic texts after the Reformation. In 1584, a Frenchman called de Fontaine was ‘arested by the bailyies as [his coffers were] suspect to contene papist buikis’, and it was only on the intervention of the government, then headed by James Stewart, 4th Earl of Arran, that the Edinburgh council was forced to return his goods, presumably as he was innocent. The burgesses agreed to search the coffers of a suspicious Italian in 1593, looking for ‘popish’ books, and in April 1595 a Hary Younger was commissioned as searcher depute at Leith, an entry point for Catholic literature from the Continent. Also, only weeks after the Restoration of Charles II, the council appointed the treasurer to seize the ‘Popish books perteining to Johne Inglis out of the dwelling hous of George Mayne who sent them to Scotland’.80

It would be wrong, however, to conclude that the anti-Catholic campaign was prosecuted with equal fervour throughout the land. The council records offer little insight to the attitude of Glasgow, although the ministers of the Glasgow diocese were as concerned as any in the land as seen in their petition to the Privy Council in 1673.81 Aberdeen’s burgesses were clearly more tolerant throughout our period, even in the immediate years after the Reformation. The church courts in the North East did, however, become exercised by the Catholic problem in the 1660s and 1670s (see Chapter 2). Certainly Catholicism was not swept away from Aberdeen in 1560. King’s College remained Catholic until 1567, and many of the clergy found it possible to be simultaneously members of both churches, as is seen by the presence of Catholics in the kirk sessions.82 The council also acted as ‘semi-surreptitious’ protectors of the Catholic clergy, against a background of the magistrates imposing the official religious texts on chaplainries. The most astonishing example is that of Thomas Menzies of Pitfodells, provost and post-Reformation head of the close-knit Menzies group that had dominated Aberdeen council politics since James III. Menzies sheltered his own Catholic chaplain within his house, a certain John Failford, a former prior of the Carmelite friars. This arrangement continued until Failford’s death in 1576, but before then the chaplain had, at least until 1572, been in regular receipt of Catholic books from the Continent.83 Thus Leith was not the only, nor probably the major, entrepot of Catholic texts after 1560.

Book burning was, of course, the sport of the censor. In November 1596, the Edinburgh council concluded that forty-eight ‘popish’ books ‘set furth aganes Mr Robert Bruce’ should be delivered to be burnt. Thus, just weeks before the Edinburgh presbyterian riots of December 1596, the council were protecting the reputation of a major presbyterian clergyman and opponent of bishops. ‘Episcopalian councils also burnt papers and books, as did the Edinburgh magistrates in 1682, and even as late as 1734 Stirling magistrates instructed that certain books ‘being false’ were to be burnt at the market cross.84

Book owners were punished as well as books (see Chapter 6). The most repressive sanction meted out by the magistrates was imprisonment, and for thief or deviant printer this was always a grim prospect. Resorting to this extremity coincided with those periods when the authorities were most concerned to censor the printed word. In the 1560s and 1570s, the printers Scot and Lekpreuik were imprisoned for perhaps five to six years each.85 Three days after the Edinburgh riot of 17 December 1596, the council minutes record the imprisonment on behalf of the government of the booksellers Edward and James Cathkin, and Andro Hart, along with a number of ministers and burgesses.86 Nearly a century later the Edinburgh council, in the grip of the 1712 toleration crisis, imprisoned the printers John Moncur and Robert Brown.

Considering all the weapons of censorship at the disposal of the Scottish burghs, it is possible to get a general picture of those phases of local government anxiety that led to repressive action. Firstly, there were the 1560s and 1570s, when the Edinburgh council, though not yet Aberdeen or Glasgow, first became involved in censorship, at this time on behalf of the Reformation party. Then, in the 1590s, an Edinburgh council with strongly presbyterian and ‘Melvillian views — those supporting the opinions of the ardent presbyterian Andrew Melville (1545–1622) — sought to censor Catholic and undesirable Protestant works before it was eclipsed by King James in December 1596. A surprisingly becalmed atmosphere characterised burgh regulation of the press in the 1620s and 1690s. In the 1660s, the new Restoration regime was anxious to assert control over undesirable literature, from Lex Rex to Catholic pamphlets, and Glasgow and Aberdeen began to exert some independent initiatives relevant to their own book trades. Lastly, there was the period from 1709 to 1712, at the end of which a general concern over censorship exploded in the summer of 1712 during the crisis over toleration. As will be seen below, periods of local activity did not always entirely match those of the centre. And yet the printers who felt the ‘lash’ of the bailies and magistrates were left in no doubt where power resided at local level, even though after 1660 town authority appeared more than ever to respond to promptings from the government. A victim’s sense of resignation, fear and powerlessness is captured in the following bond of the printer John Reid written, in a rough and shaky hand, from his cell in 1709:

Be it known to all men … me John Reid, elder, printer in Edinburgh for as much as I am incarsirated in the Tolbooth of Edinburgh by the magistrates order for my printing a scurrulous paper … against some persons and that the magistrates of Edinburgh are content to set me at liberty upon my granting of their [condition that I] shall in no time print any pamphlet or such paper from whence there may arise any complaint. (Served under the penalty of £200 Scots at the Baillie Court, witnesses Alex. Henderson, bookseller, John Reid, junior and Robert Seton).87

Burgh Publishers and Patrons

The burgh authorities behaved as publishers in direct and indirect ways: directly in the ‘part-sponsorship’ of printed works, the meeting of full costs of publication, or as distributors, such as with God and the King from 1619 to the 1630s; and indirectly through patronage and the recognition of dedications. Burgh activity in ‘part-sponsorship’ or subscription of publications was concerned mainly with official business. Thus, in 1563, the burgh of Stirling agreed to lend £10 to Robert Lekpreuik ‘for prenting of new buikis concludit by the kirk’, an investment that relates to the wider burgh support for Calvin’s Catechism printed by Lekpreuik the following year. In the secular field, in 1608 the Edinburgh council made a payment to the Clerk Register to defer the costs of printing the laws of the kingdom, and the next year Glasgow contributed £100, again to the Clerk Register, for printing the Scots law bible, Regiam Majestatem, executed by Finlason later that year.88 Sponsorship for the enhancement of burgh pride can be seen when Glasgow and Aberdeen in 1641, and Edinburgh in 1647, paid James Colquhoune and James Gordon to produce maps of their burghs for inclusion in the Blaeu atlases published in Amsterdam in 1654 and 1662.89

Edinburgh, in particular, felt a responsibility to finance the numerous celebratory and dedicatory texts to the king. In 1614, the Edinburgh council agreed to pay Alexander Yule (Julius) for Latin poems regretting the death of Prince Henry in 1612, and celebrating the marriage of Princess Elizabeth — they had already been printed by Finlason, and were subsequently reprinted in London. In celebration of the visit of King James to Scotland in 1617, the council paid ‘Mr Henry Charteris [son of the printer of the same name] and the other [college] regents 200 li for the expense of printing their books dedicated to the king’, and also in 1618 paid Finlason for producing the ‘greit buik of the Kingis welcome’, which was presented to James when he entered Edinburgh that summer. Similar council initiatives were carried out to celebrate Charles I’s coronation visit in 1633. This small-scale output stretched to the more overtly political, such as the swift printing and publishing of Charles II’s warrant for the Committee of Estates to meet in 1660, or the payment made in 1714 to David Fearn, author of the Edinburgh Gazette, for printing ‘the way and manner of the Solemnity of the Proclaiming George Duke of Brunswick Luxemburg to be King of Great Britain’.90 The bailies and magistrates quickly fitted into the Restoration and Hanoverian firmament.

Aberdeen, Glasgow, and Edinburgh became active in larger and less exclusive publishing ventures, and all three particularly from the late 1650s, although occasionally before that period. In most cases the author dedicated his work to the appropriate council. In Edinburgh a variety of projects were taken on including, in 1627, the financing of John Adamson, principal of the college in Edinburgh, to prepare and print a catechism for the use of the college, and in 1706 the payment of £50 to George Mosman to produce 300 copies of the Edinburgh acts of council.91 But it was in the provision of school books that the Edinburgh burgesses excelled, and it is likely that smaller burghs took stock from the capital. In 1658, the council asked Thomas Crawford to prepare a Latin Rudiments for the burgh schools, in part based on a manuscript he had already shown to the council. A more carefully planned attempt was made in 1660 to prepare a new Rudiments for use at the grammar school, this time written by Johne Hume, master of the school. In July of that year, it was agreed to produce a small quantity of forty copies for ‘speidie tryell and examinatioun’. Just nineteen days later Gideon Lithgow presented these samples and, with unusual swiftness, was paid for his pains within two weeks. Edinburgh’s commitment to supplying its schools with books continued into the next century. In 1701 the printer and bookseller George Mosman was paid £51 for supplying books for the High School either in his capacity as printer or bookseller.92

Aberdeen council provided a different publishing profile, and this resulted from its very close relationship with the colleges, usually, though not exclusively, Marischal College. The council was prepared to publish a number of sermons and academic works, finance being particularly forthcoming if texts were dedicated to the provost, bailies and magistrates. In 1633 Raban was paid by the burgh to print a tract by Robert Baron, suitably dedicated, and also verses written by David Wedderburn and George Robertson. Again, with full dedication to the council, it was agreed in 1657 to pay for the publication of a book by William Douglas, professor of divinity, entitled Vindiciae Psalmodiae Ecclesiastico-Divinae, one of the few books printed by James Brown.93 Meanwhile, the motives behind the main publishing ventures of the burgh of Glasgow were very similar to those of Edinburgh: the provision of texts for schools. The Glasgow council in November 1690 paid a John Pojolas £60 for printing a French grammar, as well as giving him £100 to help with the establishment of a French-language school. Almost sixty years earlier, the same burgh paid £40 to James Aitcheson, ‘dreilmaster’, for the supply of 220 books on exercises for the young, but on terms which made the burgh a little profit.94 Even the promotion of moral and physical welfare could be accompanied by a little profit-making.

There are difficulties in differentiating burgh patronage from active burgh publishing, although the extent of patronage was great, and there are many specific illustrations of these indirect associations with book dissemination. As with direct publishing activity, it was only around the Restoration that patronage became a major preoccupation of town councils. Earlier occurrences, such as the payment of 200 merks to William Merser for printing poetry dedicated to Aberdeen council in 1633, were relatively unusual.95 Such events appear to be retrospective patronage, where author or printer dedicated a book to the appropriate burgh in the hope of encouraging council largesse. Within this category was the payment to James Corse for dedicating his almanac to the Glasgow council in 1661, and the 200 merks paid by Edinburgh in 1684 to George Sinclair, schoolmaster of Leith, for having ‘complemented the haill Counsell’ with his book on religious contioversy, The Trueths victorie over eror.96 Nevertheless, there are a number of instances of book patronage, also after 1660, which go beyond a mere reaction to gifts and dedications, and suggest an increasing role for bailies and magistrates as group patrons. The most striking example in Aberdeen began in 1663 when 100 merks was given by the council to John Forbes, the elder, printer and author of Cantus, Songs and Fancies. Forbes dedicated the work to the council, as he did with his 1666 edition, as also his son for the revised edition of 1682 which resulted in a burgh gratuity of £100. The council’s enthusiasm for the project stemmed from its desire to maintain the strong reputation of Aberdeen for music and song schools.97

The Glasgow burgesses were also active patrons from the 1660s. In 1662 John Anderson, one of the doctors of the burgh grammar school, was made a gift of ‘twentie dollouris … for divers respectis, and for dedicating a book to the magistratis’, although none of his books survives. Fifteen years later the burgesses agreed to pay the distinguished Latin poet Ninian Paterson £10 sterling to assist with the printing of a book dedicated to the council. The book referred to forms part of his Epigrammatum Libri Octo Cum aliquor Psalmorum Paraphrasi Poetica of 1678.98

Edinburgh’s gift of £20 sterling to James Sutherland in 1684, following the publication of his herbal Hortus medicus Edinburgensis (1683), reflects the magistrates’ appetite for the new scientific learning of the Enlightenment.99 Indeed, Sutherland’s herbal, and the wide and fertile stream of burgh publishing and patronage of which it was a part, provide clear evidence of a trend in book fashion, and the scale of publishing activity. From the late 1650s, and before the Restoration, the councils of Edinburgh, Glasgow and Aberdeen became increasingly involved in publishing initiatives, and this tempo increased as we move towards the start of the eighteenth century. Patronage by Scotland’s magistrates also broadened in the same period, although it seems not to have taken off until after 1660. The post-Restoration atmosphere of deference, gentility, and royal and noble retrenchment, was entirely conducive to the growth of patronage. As long as the demand was religious and educational the Cromwellian years were not, of course, a complete barrier to council publishing efforts. However, the greater incidence thereafter of books of poetry, music, and science, as well as the news books and almanacs, confirms that the interests of the magistrates mirrored those in Scottish society as a whole. This was not a movement to destroy the demand for religious and pious works, but to supplement it with a new diversity. It was a recognition by patrons, publishers, printers and booksellers that after 1660 something more than reflections on ‘god and the king’ was desired by the reading public.

Letters, Learning and the Burgh Contribution

A sense of ‘bookishness’ characterised the early modern town council. Early references in the council records testify to this, such as in the 1590s when Glasgow councillors are found borrowing books from one another, and in the first half of the seventeenth century when Edinburgh burgesses rejoice at occasional gifted volumes. From the 1650s a regular engagement with the minutiae of book culture is evident. Glasgow became obsessed with the need for printed news from the late 1650s. Numerous books were gifted to Edinburgh, such as those presented by Thomas Sydserf, the ageing and deposed bishop of Brechin and Galloway, in 1659.100 With much deliberation and sense of obligation the ‘printing’ burghs employed a succession of college librarians for their respective colleges. The management of mortifications and gifts, of premises, and even lending procedures was carried out with much conscientiousness, and the most frequent book references in the council records of the main burghs are those relating to their college libraries. Edinburgh, in particular, with the largest collection, became obsessed with efficient catalogue printing, the correct temperature for book storage, and even in 1697 the need to ban women from the college library! Generally, Aberdeen and Glasgow were less concerned for the fabric of buildings and books which suggests that their colleges, with admittedly smaller libraries, developed a more independent approach after council involvement in their initial foundation,101

Bookishness and responsibility came hand in hand. For individuals bibles could be supplied for the needy, while for the wider community civic duty demanded the provision of schools.102 Sometimes council involvement with schools was oblique, with the patronage of texts, such as the Forbes song books in Aberdeen from 1663, or Hume’s Rudiments in Edinburgh from the 1660s, More directly the councils sought to license, equip and even pontificate over curicula. Nevertheless, there were periods of sustained and periods of occasional activity.

The council records of the three main ‘book burghs’ show that during the years 1656 to 1663 a remarkable degree of business was carried out concerning schools, and that either side of this frantic spell was relative inertia. But why should these years have been so dynamic? The last years of the Cromwellian period were not so devastating to Scotland’s economic prosperity as witnessed by the economic recovery of Aberdeen and Glasgow before the Restoration.103 Estimates of the numbers of active book traders in provincial centres, especially bookbinders and booksellers, indicate that numbers began to increase from 1650 (see chapter 7). Furthermore, although in the early 1650s book trade activity levels dropped in Edinburgh, at no time did national levels fall below those for the first four decades of the seventeenth century. Therefore, in publishing activities, in the polite engagement with book culture and leisure, and in the desire for newssheets and diurnals, the late 1650s were crucial to the development of Restoration culture. The history of council concern over schools underpins this chronology.

The council records reveal iniatives over burgh schools from the 1590s to 1640s, such as the formation of a new grammar school curriculum by Edinburgh in 1598, and the decision of Glasgow magistrates in 1639 that only ‘four Inglisch scooles an ane writing scool’ were allowed in the burgh.104 The end of this early, relatively disengaged stage arrived, in 1656 with the decision of Glasgow council to pull down its old grammar school, and build again from scratch. Two years later the Edinburgh council agreed to finance the foundation of a library in their grammar school. Also, in 1658, the same council granted to James Chalmers ‘libertie and licence to keip a common vulgar school … for teaching of scholleris to read and wrytt Scotts and anlie to read Latine befoir they goe to the Grammar School’, and to James Corse, mathematician and almanac author, the right to open a public school for adults teaching ‘Arithmetique Geometrie Astronomie and als utheris airts and Sciences belonging theirto as horometrie Planimetrie Geographie [and] Trigonometrie’.105 Foreign-language schools became a new feature, especially in Edinburgh, and especially after the Restoration. In 1661, the Edinburgh council, in its role as superior, licensed David Forbes to keep a vulgar school at Leith ‘for teaching of young children to read and for aythmetick and to keep a compt book and to teach Dutch’.106 In June 1662, the Edinburgh magistrates gave liberty to Jaques Bernadou to start a French-language school. Probably the most unusual school of this century was in Edinburgh and was licensed to a Mistress Christian Cleland in 1662 — female pupils would learn ‘reading wrytting singing playing danceing speaking of the French tongue arithmetick shewing imbrodering’, and no doubt much else besides, in an institution with echoes of a nineteenth-century finishing school for girls.107
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