THE INCORPORATION OF CANDLEMAKERS OF
EDINBURGH, 1517-1884

'N0

more interesting chapter in the history of Edinburgh,' writes Sir James D. Marwick, l 'could be
written than that which would describe the gradual
development of these crafts . . . their incorporation by means
of seals of cause granted by the magistrates; the constitution
of these subordinate incorporations; their struggles to participate in the management of the common affairs of the burgh;
and the steps by which they laboriously gained their object.'
A sketch of the Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh
on the lines indicated by Sir James Marwick is now possible.
owing to an enormous quantity of documents relating to this
Craft, together with a continuous record of its existence from
the year 1736, having been recently bequeathed to the National
Library of SCQtland. All this material has been examined by
the writer, and the main result of his researches is here embodied. It should be explained, however, that notwithstanding the formidable bulk of the papers, there are wide gaps in
the eal'lier history of the Candlemakers, arising chiefly from
the want of the Minutes. An exhaustive nalTative is therefore impossible. None the less the material available is ample
for the purpose of this article, which ~eeks to outline the story
of the Incorporation by affording a description of its constitution, rights and privileges, its relations with other crafts, its
attitude towards national issues, and, above all, the part it
played in the social and industrial life of the city.
1
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I
The Candlemakers occupied a distinctive position amongst
Edinburgh crafts. Though an ancient Incorporation (a fact
duly attested by a Seal of Cause, dated September 5, 1517,
confirming the brethren in their rights and privileges), it was
throughout the greater part of its history without civic status.
Along with the Barbers, the Candlemakers stood apart from
the fourteen Incorporations constituting the Crafts of Edinburgh. They were not included in the Decree Arbitral of
James VI., dated April 22, 1583 (' The Sett of the Burgh,' as it
is familiarly called), which is equivalent to saying that- they
had no part in the joint affairs of the Incorporated Crafts,
and were not represented in the Convenery.
The isolated. position of the Candlemakers has been attributed to a dispute between the merchants and the craftsmen
which occurred in 1582.1 But some time before that date
the Incorporation was regarded as inferior to the others.
This, however, was not due to any feeling of hostility on the
part of the crafts constituting the Sett. On the contrary,
they made repeated attempts to obtain for the Candlemakers
a voice in the municipal government. For example, on
September 30, 1564, the Deacons of the fourteen Incorporated
Crafts petitioned that the Deacon of the Candlemakers might,
in respect of the Seal of Cause of the Incorporation, share with
them the responsibility of electing officers to the Town Council ;
but they met with a rebuff. The city fathers refused the
petition on the ground that the occupation of candlemaker
was unworthy of a Deacon. 2 Five years later (December 2,
1569) the petition was again presented, and again refused,
because there was no evidence to show that there had ever
been a Deacon of the Candlemakers. 3
1
2
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But however we may account for the persistency with
which the Town Council subordinated the Candlemakers, there
can be no doubt that this Craft was a thriving one for three
hundred years. As far back as the reign of James IV. candlemaking gave employment to a considerable portion of the
community. One of the earliest references (probably the
earliest) to the Craft occurs in a Seal of Cause granted to the
Fleshers on Aprilll, 1488, where it is ordained that no craftsmen, candlemakers or others, should use the Craft, except sons
of freemen of the Craft. From that period until the introduction of gas-lighting early in the nineteenth century candlemaking was one of the most flourishing of Edinburgh crafts.
Great improvements have been effected in modern times
in the manufacture of candles as the result of scientific
chemistry, but until almost the end of the eighteenth century,
when spermaceti was introduced, tallow and wax, principally
the former, were the only materials employed. Tallow candles
were of three kinds. First of all, there were the ' Dips,' which
were made by stretching a number of wicks upon a suitable
frame, so that they might hang at a distance from each other
equal to about double the intended thickness of the candle.
The wicks were then dipped in a trough of melted tallow, and,
after being cooled, were dipped again and again until the
required thickness was obtained. Mould-candles, on the other
hand, were cast by pouring the tallow down a pewter tube,
along the axis of which the wick had been previously fixed.
Wax candles, again, were not moulded on account of the contraction which wax undergoes in cooling, and the difficulty
of drawing it from the moulds. The wicks were warmed and
suspended over a basin of melted wax, which was poured over
them until they acquired the proper thickness. They were
then rolled in a hot state between two flat pieces of smooth
hard wood, kept moist to prevent adhesion. It is important
to bear in mind these facts if certain passages in the following
narrative are to be understood. Candlemaking in the old days
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may have been remunerative, but it was obviously an unpleasant occupation. Indeed the stench incidental to the
processes of manufacture was so abominable that, as will be
indicated, the industry was ultimately relegated to the outskirts of the burgh.
11
While the records of the Candlemakers begin with the year
1517, the Craft as a corporate body is older. The Seal of Cause
unambiguously assumes pre-existence. Though this document is usually referred to as a primary charter, it is really a
Charter of Confirmation. The Seal of Cause was granted, in
response to the' supplicatioun ' of the Candlemakers, for' the
conforming and keping of thair statutes and rewles, maid for
the common weill of this burgh and King's lieges reperand
thairto, accordand and conformand to the awld statute8 aruJ,
privilege8 that thai had of the provest, baillies and counsal
of the said burgh' of Edinburgh.
The Seal of Cause also furnishes evidence that the Candlemakers, like the other Incorporated Crafts of the sixteenth
century, were in bondage to medireval custom, that the industry was encircled by a network of corporate and local
restrictions. 1 Every year the craftsmen were to choose a
Deacon from amongst those who were freemen and burgesses
of the town. This official was' to rewle and conforme the said
craft in all guid rewle.' Only freemen, or the wives of freemen,
could be masters and 'set up buith,' an achievement that
was linked with the payment to' Sanct Geil's wark' of' half
a merk of syluer.' Candlemakers were also to contribute to
the 'beylding and uphalding of the Licht of ony misterfull
alter within the College Kirk of Sanct Geill, quhar the
1 For a full description of the constitution of the Crafts, and the position and rights
of members, see Edinburgh Guilds and Grafts, bY'Sir J. D. Marwick (1909). Interesting
particulars will also be found on pp. 11-56 of vol. vi. and pp. 26-27 of vol. xiv. of the
Book of the Old Edinburgh Club.
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said deykin and oraftismen thinks maist neidfull, and half
ane Mark by and quhill the said Craftismen be furnist of ane
alter of thair awin.' Nor did this end the obligations to religion. Eaoh master and oooupier of the Craft was to give ten
shillings annually 'in the honour of Almiohtie God, and of
his blissit mother, Sanot Marie, and of our patrone Sanot
Geil, and of all sanotis .of heaven' for the' furthering of ony
guid reparatioun, ather of lioht or of onyother neidfull grayth
. . . within the said College kirk.' In the oase of non-oomplianoe the Deaoon and the rest of the Craft were to 'poynd
with ane officer of the toun,' and cause the offender to ' pay
ane pund of walx to our Lady Altar, quhill thai get ane alter
of thair awin.'
The rules and restrictions pertaining to the secular sphere
are set forth with scrupulous care. The Incorporation, loyal
to the medireval conception of trade, aimed at establishing a
monopoly in the manufacture and sale of candles within the
burgh, and all their regulations were framed with this object.
Craftsmen were to refrain from sending , ony lads, boyes, or
servands opinlie upon the Hie-gaitt with ony candill to roup
or to sell in playne streitts, under the payne of escheitting of
the candill, and paying ane pund of wax to our Lady alter.'
A second offence inourred heavier penalties, and a third resulted
in the delinquent being punished by the Town Counoil. It
was lawful, however, for each master to have a servant who
would ' gang honestlie throw the toun with creill and stufe
to furneis his oallands with,' but not 'to rowpe tham opnly
to sell.' The servant was to ' beir on his oreill his maister's
merk, to ken him and his stufe.'
Further, it was unlawful for a oandlemaker to take an
apprentice for less than four years, or to take the apprentioe
of a brother craftsman without permission. Then, with a view
to maintaining the standard of craftsmanship, it was decreed
that masters must produce 'guid and sufficient stufe,,
, honestlie handlit,' and worth the money. All women except
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freemen's wives were to be ' expellet the said craft.' Rights
and privileges were for freemen alone, and those who did not
qualify must remain servants and were forbidden to set up a
booth. Those, again, who had completed their apprenticeship were to work only to a member of the Craft ' unto the
tyme that thay be reddy to wirk thair awin wark and to be
fremen of the toun.' Such are the characteristic features
of the constitution of the Incorporation of Candlemakers.
The Seal of Cause was ratified by James VI. in a Letter of
Privilege, dated May 4, 1597. In the seventeenth century,
however, the Craft became conscious that their rights and
privileges were being minimised if not ignored, and steps were
taken to vindicate them. On September 2, 1668, and again on
September 27, 1693, in response to representations, the Town
Council passed Acts in favour of the Incorporation. Their
position was further strengthened by an Act of the Scots
Parliament, dated July 17, 1695, confirming and ratifying the
Letter of Privilege granted by King James. In spite of this
legislative enactment and their own Acts upholding the rights
and privileges of the Craft, the Town Council, early in the eighteenth century, challenged the position of the Candlemakers.
This led the craftsmen to raise an Action of Declarator in the
Court of Session, by whose decree of July 4, 1716, all their
ancient rights and privileges, exclusive of their having a
representative in the Common Council, were confirmed.

In
It is unfortunate that the Minutes of the Incorporation as
far as the year 1736 have been lost. The earlier portion of the
history of the Candlemakers has therefore to be pieced together
from occasional references in the Burgh Records and by
gleanings from the enormous quantity of papers of the Craft
in the National Library of Scotland.
While it cannot be precisely determined when: the Incor-
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poration took its rise, it is certain that, as already indicated,
candlemaking was being canied on in Edinburgh in the reign
of James IV. Allusion has also been made to the fact that
tallow was then the principal ingredient and that the process
caused a stench which at times was intolerable. It is therefore not surprising that the early entries in the Burgh Records
should deal with this nuisance. On October 3, 1505, the
melting or rinding of tallow in ' fore housis on the hie gaitt '
was forbidden, the penalty being , escheitt of the stufe.' In
February 1557-8 the President of the Court of Session had evidently complained of the smells caused by candlemaking, for
there is a quaint entry from which it appears that the Town
Council ordained Thomas Mow and Elizabeth Nudry, his
spouse, 'to abstene, desist, and ceis in all tyme cuming fra all
melting of ony crakkingis of tallonn within thair bak hous or
ony vthir houssis liand in William Huchesonis clos sa lang as
maister Henrie Sinclair, dene of Glasgow, president of oure
Souerane Ladeis counsall and sessioun, remains within this
burgh, for avoyding of the corrupt and vnhalsum air cumand
thairthrow to my said lord presidentis hous.' Towards the
close of the same century complaints of rinding and melting
of tallow in ' forebuithis and forehoussis contrer the statutes
of the toun' were still vocal. On March 14, 1592-93, candlemakers were warned that they would be fined if they allowed
the' savour' of their trade to 'cum to the Hie gaitt, Kowgaitt
or common streits.'
But the Town Council were insistent that the finished article
should be above suspicion though they banned the noisomeness attending its manufacture. Candles must be of 'guid
and sufficient stufe bayth weik and talloun,' and must be sold
, na derare than for iijd.' the pound (October 30,1508). Rigorous fines were imposed upon craftsmen who sold their wares
above statute price, and the frequent mention of the subject
rather implies that the practice was common. Similarly,
candlemakers must have' thair ballandis and wechtis 'always
~
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ready, so as to be able to sell in pounds and hall pounds.
Defaulters were to be punished, the penalty to be increased
for each offence (October 8, 1529).
The large .quantities of tallow consumed in candlemaking
brought the Craft into close relations with the Fleshers, and,
as the sequel will disclose, the two Incorporations were constantly at variance, the one accusing the other of infringing its
rights, or of taking an unfair advantage. On May 4, 1526, it
was ordained that the Candlemakers ' saIl extent ,and heir all
portable chairgeis with the . . .. flescheouris, becaus it wes
vnderstand that the said candilm~keriswas in vse till extent
and be with the saidis flescheouris in tymes bygane.' In 1579
the relationship of the two groups of craftsmen was invested
with a sombre touch, for on May 22 the Fleshers came under
obligation to furnish the Candlemakers with a mort cloth.
'The haill members of our said Craft (Fleshers) Binds and obliges
us that the said Mort Cloth shall be furth command to all and Sundrie
the Dead Corps of the said Candlemaker Craft, as well as to the Corps
of our Defunct, for their honourable convoy to buriall.'

The Fleshers were not to sell tallow to strangers but only
to 'nychtbouris and to the Cahdlemakers,' but an Act of the
Privy Council, dated December 28,1693, permitted unfreemen
and country fleshers to sell outside Edinburgh. Tallow was
also the cause of a dispute with the Cordiners, an echo of which
is heard in an entry in the Burgh Records for October 15,
1548, where it is declared that Candlemakers buy' na kitchein
fie nor paynsche tawche (tallow) in hurt of the occupatioun of
cordiners.' By an Act of the Town Council (April 20, 1546)
craftsmen were to be fined who can-ied 'ony candill owtwith
the towne to sell in landwart.' Decrees in similar terms were
issued in 1551, 1553, 1554, and 1555. Neither candles nor
tallow were to be transported abroad; and in 1581 a royal
licence granting permission to transport was actually renounced. But in spite of the embargo the offence was widely
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prevalent, and sometimes caused a local scarcity of candles
and tallow. The penalty in 1590 was £10 Scots, but it seems
to have had little effect. In 1594-95 it was discovered that
, ane intollerabill quantity of maid candill' was being' transportet furth of the realme ' that had been ' maid and furnist
be the candill makers of this burgh, quhairby the derth of
talloun and candill is greitlie increst.' Consequently, the Magistrates on January 15 summoned the Illembers of the Craft
and compelled them to promise that in future they would not
'dispone ... abone the quantity of six stayne at anes without
specialllicence' from a bailie. By 1623 the regulation was so far
relaxed as to allow of the disposal of twenty stone of tallow.
There appears to have been a good deal of illicit candlemaking carried on outside the Town Wall, the produce of
which was shipped abroad. On December 11, 1583, a group
of candlemakers 'dwelland in St Mary Wynd' were obliged
'to withdraw thame selffis, houshald and famileis, and dwell
within the wallis of the town,' that thoroughfare being , ane
suspect pairt for randing of talloun and sending the sam away
furth of the realm, to the greitt hurt of the King's Graces
lieges.' One of the offenders was John Dudgeon, who was
ordered to remove' furth of the place quhair he dwellis vpoun
the town wall in Leyth Wynd.' Here also abode Henry Wilkie
who, exercising his craft in similar circumstances, was ordered,
on March 9, 1603, to 'remove his famile and warkhous furth
of the said wynd and cum and dwell . . . within the portis
of this burgh.'
But the Town Council sometimes rested from their labours
of imposing what to interlopers at least were vexatious restrictions, and turned a sympathetic ear. On January 6, 1579-80,
the Craft petitioned to be freed 'fra all poynding . • . for ony
sovmes quhairto they war extented be the merchantis . . . insafar as they war subiect to beir all portabill charges with the
. . • fleschour craft,' and the city fathers, taking into consideration that the Candlemakers had 'na vther tred to leve
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by,' decreed that they 'saIl be extentit with the saidis
fieschouris, and that sic of the candilmakeris as vsis ony tred
of merchandise lyke as thay have bene in all tymespast subiect
to extent with the merchantis saIl pay extentis with the merchantis alsweill for tymes bygane as to cum.'
In December 1668 the Town Council ordained' the haill
Candlemakers of the burgh' to keep three market days each
week-Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday-·the market .place
to be betwixt Niddry's Wynd and Blackfriars Wynd, and the
, mercatt time' to be between ' nyne hours in the foirnoon and
two hours in the afternoon.' Neither the Candlemakers within
the burgh nor those coming from Dalkeith and other places
in the neighbourhood were to sell their produce' upon the
Streetts or in the weighous or any uther publick place of the
City (the Candlemakers of the city ther shops being excepted)
bot upon the said mercatt days' under the pain of' forfaulter
of ther candle' and a money penalty. This Act and another
in similar terms (passed on December 12, 1683) was the result
of protests by members of the Craft, who, having enjoyed
several 'very ancient privileges' relating to 'ther trade of
making candle,' were injured by the promiscuous selling of
candles within the burgh.! Nor was the vigilance of the Craft
limited to seeing that the stranger within the gates sold only
upon market days. It was insisted that his goods be of the
best quality; and in order that this obligation might not
become a dead letter, the Magistrates were petitioned' to send
ane visitor throw the Mercats to try the sufficiencies of all
Candle that shall be ther presented.' The' visitor' (what
would now be called an inspector) was to be empowered ' to
confiscat any candle that shall be found unsufficient, and [to]
applye the one half thereof for the poor of the Candlemakers
and the other half to the use of the hospitall within this city.'
1 An interesting commentary on this action is afforded by an entry in the Minutes,
dated May 6, 1766, where it is recorded that a quantity of candles taken from hawkers
were given to the Clerk of the Incorporation' as UBual.'
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In 1693 the Incorporation was greatly perturbed over the
action of the White Paper Manufactory. This .Company
claimed to have made great progress in the making of white
paper, and, for their encouragement, craved that a considerable duty should be imposed on imported paper, likewise that
an Act of the Privy Council, 'lately impetrat by the said White
Paper Men,' be declared to have the effect of an Act of Parliament. This proposal gave much offence to the Candlemakers,
who had already suffered at the hands of the White Paper Men.
Notwithstanding that by 'immemorial use and wont' the
Incorporation had had the right of ' making Rage-weik-Candle,
as an Advancement and good to their Craft and matter of
great Contentment and Conveniency to the Leidges,' the Paper
Company had 'in a most Clandestine manner' obtained a
measure ' discharging the Candlemakers from all further . . .
making of Rages . . . under severe Pains and Penalties.'
The Incorporation regarded this fresh attempt at legislation on
the part of the Company as likely to end in a further encroachment on their rights and privileges, and resolved to frustrate
it by every means in their power. A war of pamphlets ensued.
The case for the White Paper Manufactory was bolstered up by
, fallacious and frivolous arguments,' and, if successful, would
, sett up and establish the said White Paper Company upon
the Ruines of the Candlemaker Craft, and that most wrongously
and unjustly.' Besides, the inhabitants of the burgh were
'better served with Ragg..weiks than any others, as affoording
the absolutely clearest Light.' Then, as a parting shot, it was
urged that the Candlemaker Craft was' more universally useful . . . and more absolutely necessary to the Nation than
that of Paper.' This 'designed Monopoly' caused much
searching of heart for several years, and the pamphleteering
war was still proceeding briskly in 1700 when the Incorporation issued a spirited reply to the arguments of the White
Paper Manufactory. How it all ended has not been ascertained,
but the episode is typical of the tenacity with which the Candle-
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makers held to what they conceived their ancient rights and
privileges.

IV
But this contest was of minor importance in comp&rison
with the protracted and at times embittered controversy waged
with the Fleshers-a controversy carried on in defiance of
the elementary principles of political economy, for it occurred
before the days of Adam Smith. As we have seen, tallow at that
time played so important a part in candle manufacture that
the dependence of the craftsmen on the Fleshers was vital.
The Candlemakers therefore procured certain privileges from
the Town Council, the object of which was to safeguard their
industry by securing a steady and plentiful supply of tallow.
One statute prohibited the selling of this commodity in open
market, a matter on which the Incorporation laid great stress.
Only after the Candlemakers had been served were the Fleshers
entitled to sell tallow to all and sundry. Nor was this the only
restriction. The Fleshers were bound to dispose of tallow to
the Candlemakers at prices fixed by the Town Council. In
1693 the price of rough tallow did not exceed 48s. Scots per
stone, and as this figure was lower than could be obtained from
outsiders, the Fleshers naturally chafed at the regulation, and
repeated and insidious attempts to evade it were a fruitful
source of friction. One method employed to circumvent the
Candlemakers was to mix offal with the balls of tallow (' flesh
or insufficient stuff' is the phrase used in the Records), a
subterfuge which led the Craft to propose that one of its
members snould be appointed ' searcher,' i.e. to see that what
was offered by the Fleshers was the genuine article. It is
noteworthy that so late as 1810 the Candlemakers corresponded
with the Fleshers regarding the appointment of searchers of
rough fat, and that in 1826, when the Fleshers proposed the
discontinuance of the office, the Candlemakers declined to
return an answer till the former established a regular and
c
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proper market in which tallow would be exposed for sale.
Finally, in 1829, the Candlemakers appointed a committee to
wait on the Fleshers with reference to the searching of
tallow.
Convinced that without tallow of good quality their trade
was gone, the Candlemakers throughout a long period bombarded the Town Council with ,complaints of the inferior
tallow offered by the Fleshers, while the real substance was
finding a market either beyond the burgh or in foreign countries. The Fleshers vigorously took up the challenge and
sought to demonstrate that they were the injured party. The
Candlemakers, it was averred, were charging high prices,
but it was answered that if there was a ' heightening of the
rate of the candle,' it was due to the' unreasonable exactions'
of the Fleshers in the matter of tallow. In 1712 the Procurator Fiscal took action against the Incorporation for charging , extravagant prices,' which resulted in the Town Council
issuing a proclamation regulating the price of candle as well
as of tallow, non-compliance with which inourred a penalty.
Three years later, the Fleshers were flagrantly defying the
municipal statutes, and the Candlemakers obtained a Declarator restraining them from rinding of tallow. The judgment of the Court also declared that the Town Council could
compel the Fleshers to sell tallow ,to the Candlemakers to be
consumed within the burgh as well as fix the price. But this
decision was reversed by the House of Lords on June 29, 1715.
Mter the triumph for the Fleshers matters seem to have
quietened. Not only did the Magistrates cease to fix the price
of candles; they encouraged the Craft 'to buy and make
good Work in expectation of a better price.' The Fleshers,
again, were at liberty to sell their tallow to whom and
at what price they pleased, or, if they did not get ,the
price they wished, they could rind the tallow and send it to
foreign parts. In 1784 the Candlemakers were again ventilating an old grievance-the' mixing of offal and refuse-' with
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rough tallow and the selling of this substance as the genuine
article. The complaint evidently was well established, since
the Fleshers ordained that any freeman-member found guilty
would be liable to a penalty of £12 Scots for the first offence,
£24 Scots for the second, and £36 Scots for each additional
offence.
There was more than a suggestion of inconsistency in the
fact that while the Craft kept a watchful eye lest any person
who was not a member should make or sell candles within the
liberties of Edinburgh, it was not averse to importation of
the g09ds for hard cash. If it be true that in 1704 James
Hardie, journeyman to the Incorporation, bound himself not
to make or sell candles in any part of the suburbs nor within
five miles of the city under a penalty of 500 merks Scots, it is
equally true that in 1710 the Incorporation granted a ' tolerance? to John Moffat, candlemaker, Musselburgh, for payment
of £16 yearly. In other words, Moffat might import candles
into the burgh without being interfered with, though he could
not set up a booth. or sell to retail shops.
V
It cannot be definitely stated when the Incorporation was
first established in the thoroughfare that has long borne the
name of Candlemaker Row, at the head of which stands
the Convening Hall with its quaint frontage and moulded
doorway above which is displayed the arms of the Candlemakers, their motto, Omnia manifesta luce, and the date 1722.
Most likely the craftsmen fixed their quarters in this locality
early in the seventeenth century. Previously their workshops had been situated in or near the High Street, but the
unsavoury smells connected with candlemaking caused the
T-own Council in August 1621 to pass an Act enjoining the
members of the Craft' to provide themselves of Houses, for
melting of their Tallows and Cracklings, at some remote parts

CANDLEMAKERS· OF EDINBURGH, 1517-1884 105
of the Town, from the Common Streets, Closes and Vennels of
the same.' At this time the locality which came to be known
as Candlemaker Row was not regarded as part of the burgh,
and the Magistrates allotted it as 'the most proper place for
the Candlemakers.' 1
In the absence of the Minutes of the Incorporation for this
period it is difficult to say how far and precisely in what
circumstances the terms of the Act of 1621 were given effect
to. Gordon of Rothiemay's Plan of 1647 shows no buildings
in the above-mentioned area, which seems to indicate that the
removal of the Candlemakers, if it actually took place, was
of a temporary character. Probably, too, the Act, for reasons
which cannot now be stated, was not made obligatory on all
members of the Craft. Anyhow the industry was being
carried on in other parts of the town in the middle of the
seventeenth century. One candlemaker, Thomas Burne,
had his premises in Forrester's Wynd. On October 24, 1654,
a fire occurred in his workhouse, which destroyed much property. This calamity led the Town Council to appoint a
committee to consider ways and means of preventing 'the
danger of fyre by removeing of candlemakeris and brewers of
quaavitre to corneris, and for provyding of watter spowttis
and uther instrumentis and things relating to the safetie of
the toun.' The committee recommended that the Candlemakers should be segregated in the Muck Port in Leith Wynd,
but the latter petitioned in favour of a piece of waste ground
at the Society Port' betwix the porter's house, doun along
the kirkyard dyke to the Greyfreir gate, for against the east
end of the kirk, for workhouses for melting tallow and making
1 In the middle of the eighteenth century the craftsmen for some reason temporarily
removed their workshops from Candlemaker Row, which caused' the proprietors of
Brown's Buildings' to raise an ootion in the Court of Session. As the MS. from which
this information was abstr&Cted is torn, the result is unknown, but there is this note:
, Altho the Candlemakers are advised by their Counsel that this action is not well founded,
yet as the pursuers seem determined to distress them, it becomes necessary for them in
their defence to know every particular that may lead to defeat of the action.'

o
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candles, and to keep shops in the toun for selling them.' The
Town Council gave a favourable answer, and so, for what
appears to be the second time, the craftsmen settled in the
locality which has in all likelihood borne the name of Candlemaker Row ever since. It is worthy of note that whereas in
1621 the Craft was enjoined to remove to this suburban portion
of the town on account of the abominable odours incidental
to candlemaking, the second migration was brought about by
a disastrous fire.
The Convening Hall (admirably restored, and likely to
remain for long one of the·historic buildings of Edinburgh) is
unquestionably a most impressive relic of the Incorporation of
Candlemakers. Hitherto comparatively little has been known
of its history, but among the papers in the National Library is
the contract for the erection of the building. It is dated
April 11, 1722, and the contracting parties are William Braidwood, Boxmaster to the Candlemakers, and James Watson,
late Deacon of the Masons of Edinburgh.
'Vatson binds himself' to build a sufficient stone tenement'
consisting of ' four storries from the ground betwixt the Candlemakers land in the Candlemaker raw on the south syde and
Hendrie's land on the north syde, and that with a Stone Turnpyke and a moulded door at the entery to the Turnpyke, and
an moulded [shield ?] for a coatt of arms, and three windows
for light in the Turnpyke.' Then follows a description of the
four stories. The ground one is to have' a large door and
two windows fronting the [street] and to be made levell in
height of the joisting and flooring with the floor of the first
storry in the Trades land on the south.' The second story,
besides having' a large door with two large windows . . .
fronting to the fore streett,' is to be provided with 'two
large windowS fronting to the Grayfriars Kirkyeard, and to be
made levell ~n height and flooring with the second storry in
the sd. Trades land.' The third story is to conform to the
style and dimensions of· the second, while the fourth, as the
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, Conveening house to the Trade,' is ' to be of height six foott
in the syde walls above the floor of the third storry, with two
large windows £ronting the fore streett and two large windows
to the sd. Kirkyeard of the manner of storm windows.' In
'the building up the north gavell' the mason is 'to caITY
up in each storry above the ground stOITy two sufficient vents,
four whereof to be Square Jamms, and the Conveening house
vent to be a Concave Chimney.' Then the hearth floors are
to be hewn and laid. The contract ends thus : , For the which Causes the sd. William Braidwood, for himself and
as representing the sd. trade, hereby oblidges himself to pay to the sd.
James Watson the sum of Two hundered pounds . . . so soon as the sd.
tenement . . . shall be sufficiently built and finished in the manner
above men td • And to furnish to the sd. James Watson, Stones, Lyme
and· Sand allenarly to the effect a. men td. upon the Trades own propper
charges and expenses. And both parties oblige them to perform the
premises ... under the penalty of one hundred pounds Scots money.'

The Convening Hall, which, as the building contract mentions, is on the fourth floor of that portion of the Candlemakers' tenement nearest the entrance to Greyfriars Churchyard, is a square, oak-panelled apartment stretching the
whole width of the building, and, as we have seen, lighted from
both sides, each having two large windows. The view from
those in the rear is particularly fine. In the foreground is
Greyfriars Church with its rural setting, while beyond the
houses on the south side of the Grassmarket the eye is attracted
by the lofty grandeur of the Castle. The members of the
Incorporation, sitting in their Convening Hall, must often have
looked upon this scene, and as they contemplated its sublimity,
perhaps the tongue of faction was occasionally hushed.
The restoration of the Convening Hall to its original state
has brought to light an interesting feature which links the
apartment with the interior of the Magdalen Chapel, the
meeting-place in the old days of the Incorporation of Hammermen. In the Hall are aITanged in chronological order
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twelve inscribed panels containing, in letters of gold, records
of benefactions in the form of legacies to the Incorporation
of Candlemakers. The panels are painted on the oak panelling, and all are placed as high up as possible. They do not
extend round the apartment, as might be imagined in the
case of an Incorporation with 80 protracted a history. Some
explanation, however, is afforded if the panels be regarded in
the same light as those of the Hammermen-as palimpsests.
In several instances there are distinct traces of the inscriptions
that are now visible having been superimposed on earlier
ones. Each states the amount of the gift, also the date of the
death of the testator and his age. The wording of the inscriptions as well as the character of the lettering is quaint, yet it
is possible to discern a certain uniformity, which gives colour
to the view that the panels were executed about the same time.
One point to be specially observed is the limited period
covered by these recorded benefactions. The earliest panel
bears the date 1685, the latest 1798, whereas the panels of the
Hammermen extend from 1555 to 1813. In only one panel
does the term 'Candlemakers' appear. Another notable
feature is the relative insignificance of the sums bequeathed.
Three craftsmen left 100 merks each, and other three hall that
amount. The largest donation is £200 Scots. Most of the
benefactors died young, five before attaining the age of fiftytwo. William Cochrane lived but twenty-seven years. As
these panels shed an interesting light on the history of the
Candlemakers, they are here transcribed with the exception
of one which is largely obliterated.
DD ALEXANDER
several times Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
100 merks.
He died on 19 th N ov"
1685
aged 51 years

ROBT HENDRY
several times Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
50 merks.
He died on 12th Decr
1696
aged 58 years
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JOHN FRASER
late· Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
100 merks.
He died on 26 th Sept
1708
aged 31 years

WILL M COCHRANE
left to the poor
of the Incorporation
50 merks.
He died on 6th FebY
1710
aged 27 years

JOHN LISTON
late Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
50 merks.
He died on 12th FebY
1710
aged 37 years

ROB T LIVINGSTON
late Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
100 merks.
He died on 24th July
1711
aged 45 years.

WILL M MOFFAT
several times Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
L200 Scots.
He died on 23 d Octr
1737
aged 64 years

JAB BRAIDWOOD
several times Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the pOOl' thereof
LlOO Scots.
He died on 12th June
1742
Aged 62 years

JOHN FERGUSON
who was several times
Boxmaster to the
Incorporation left
to the poor thereof
00 1 Scots which
was paid by Marg.
Mathison his relic
of Edinh. Died J1. [July]
1748 aged 58 years
1

•

Figure indecipherable.
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JOHN SPROTT

ALEXR STORIE

several times Deacon
of the Incorporation
left to the poor thereof
LI00 Scots.
He died on 18th FeLs
1779
aged 79 years

late Deacon of the
Candlemakers
Edinr left to the poor
of the Incorporation
100lib Scots
who died 28 th J anY
1798
aged 73 years

Besides the tenement containing the Convening Hall, the
Incorporation at one time owned virtually the whole of the
property on the west side of Candlemaker Row. These buildings were used by members of the Craft, partly as workhouses
and partly as dwellings. In the Minutes and miscellaneous
papers there are numerous references to transactions in connection with these' lands.' In 1680 the Town granted a lease
'for two 19 years' to George Mathie, candlemaker, of 'two
Houses and Candlemakers Shops or workhouses then possest
by him lying in Candlemaker Row.' Another lease was
granted in 1683 to J ames Wilson of a piece of waste ground,
described as part of Candlemaker Row, on which to erect a
dwelling, and a workhouse for manufacturing candles. This
property was purchased in 1709 for behoof of the Incorporation. In 1718 the Craft granted a lease to John Sampson ' of
that Candleshop or workhouse with the Dwelling house and
pertinents above the same built by WaIter Guthrie, candlemaker, and formerly possessed by John Smith, candlemaker.'
We also hear of the Town Council in 1744 disponing to the
Incorporation for £95 sterling three tenements in Candlemaker
Row, in which freemen were accommodated with workhouses.
In a Summons for Reduction at the instance of James
Thomson against the Incorporation, dated December 10, 1851,
full and interesting particulars are given of the properties on
the west side of Candlemaker Row. The description is as
follows: -
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'(1) That tenement of land, consisting now of three shops and two
flats above, with garrets, lying immediately to the north of the eastern
entry to the New Greyfriars Church and Burying Ground, and which
was several years ago erected and since improved by the Incorporation,
and on the site of subjects described as that ruinous tenement and
ruinous shops or candle-shops of the same, lying immediately under
the north side of the entry to the Greyfriars Church. . . .
, (2) Those two tenements oflandlying on the west side of the Candlemaker Row, commonly called Henry's and Binnie's Lands, many years
ago rebuilt, and consisting each of a shop flat and three flats above, and
entering by two common stairs; and which tenements were erected on
the sites of what in the ancient titles are described as Henry's Land,
and also that other tenement called Binny of Nisbet's Land.
, (3) That new-built tenement consisting of a shop flat and three flats
above lying on the west side of Candlemaker Row, and bounded on the
south by the Harrow Inn and on the north by William Lamont Scott's
tenement, and which new tenement was erected by the Incorporation
on the site of the candle-shop with dwelling house above built by.Walter
Guthrie, candlemaker, and as sometime possessed by John Smith,
candlemaker. '

It is quite apparent from the Minutes that the Incorporation often found the management of their property burdensome. In 1775 the craftsmen presented a petition to the Dean
of Guild Court, which stated that they suffered 'very great
Inconveniences .for want of water, none being nearer to them
than that of Bristo Street on the south, and the Pipe at the
foot of the Row on the north.' They therefore proposed
'upon their own Expenses and upon their own Property, near
to the door of the workhouse possest by Robert Sprott, to dig
for and sett down a well. . . , They likeways Proposed to put
and keep up a Pump and cover over the same, so as no person
could receive injury thereby.' Then in 1788 the Town Council
declared their intention' to bring forward the Gateway or
Entry to the Grayfriars Churchyeard ' whereby access to the
upper portion of the Incorporation's tenement would be shut
up. Accordingly, a committee was appointed to watch over
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the interests of the Candlemakers. Further trouble arose in
1797 through a decree of the Dean of Guild Court 'to have
the back windows of the Houses belonging to the Trade, and
looking into Grayfriars Churchyard, shut up or secured by
Iron Bars or Stanchells, . . .' This, the Incorporation
contended, would empty the houses of their tenants and
thus decrease the revenue of the Craft. In 1807 the Candlemakers, believing that 'a tenement next to the Customer's
Lodge, Bristo Port,' which for some time had been possessed
by the Town, belonged to them, requested the civic authority
to produce its titles. Whether these were forthcoming has
not been disclosed, but in the case of non-production the Craft
indicated their willingness to sell the property to the Town on
reasonable terms.

VI
No records exist of the early meetings of the Craft in their
new Hall at the top of Candlemaker Row, which, it may be
added,continued to be the meeting place until the middle of the
nineteenth century, by which time the doom of the Incorporation was sealed. The Convening Hall, as has been mentioned,
was erected in 1722, but the Minutes that have been preserved
do not begin till 1736. The first fourteen years are therefore
a blank, though certain miscellaneous papers supply an inkling
of what was then happening. The early Minute Books, it
must be confessed, are not enlivening reading. Like most
documents of the kind, they are dry and verbose, devoted
largely to routine business, and to serving up wearisome
details of squabbles, or of methods to be pursued in order to
preserve ancient rights and privileges. They shed comparatively little light on the social life of Edinburgh. The year
1736 witnessed the Porteous Mob, yet the baITen pages of the
Candlemakers contain no reference to an event which set the
whole city in an uproar. But if the early Minutes are for the
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most part strictly confined to the internal ~ffairsof the Incorporation, we are occasionally rewarded with an item which
imparts a touch of human interest and, it may be, humour,
as, for instance, the injunction to the Boxmaster ' to put up
the tenn Commandments in a broad near the chimney
piece,' presumably of the Convening Hall (July 29, 1740).
But this salutary decision was surely nullified by another
taken at the same meeting-to lay' asyde of the Reading of
prayers at publick meetings.' Then there were the delinquencies of Deacon James Braidwood, by whose' malicious
information' the Incorporation was, in 1741, 'fined each in
£500 Scots for melting of tallow in their workhouses in the
Candlemaker Row,' likewise for using the presses for boiling
purposes. Braidwood also transgressed by bringing a ' strange
nottar publick ' to the Convening Hall, for which he was fined
£3 Scots, the money being given to the poor.
In 1743 the Candlemakers were in low water financially,
and there was a call for economy. Repairs upon property and
loss of rents-together with public burdens and ancient debts
-all pointed to the necessity of following 'more regular and
frugal methods.' Six years later, however, the Incorporation
had sufficiently recovered to be able to allow journeymen
£3 Scots for drink, though with the injunction that they were
to be ' home at their master's huuse at or before ten o'clock at
night.' Probably another sign of reviving strength was the
fact that on December 20, 1750, it was decided to subscribe
£100 sterling to the Edinburgh Chamber for the White Herring
Fishery. Again, on .Tune 18, 1762, orders were given for the
making of eighteen new chairs to replace those in the Convening Hall, which were' much failled.' The new chairs were
ready by the following September, but the members, finding
that they did not answer the purpose, instructed the Deacon
and Boxmaster ' to converse with Mr. Heriot who made them'
with the object of providing another set of chairs more to
their liking. But Heriot felt aggrieved, and failed to produce
p
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the' pattern chair.' Consequently, it was decided to employ
another wright to make the ohairs ' aocording to the pattern
formerly agreed upon.'
Down to a period when the advances of science made the
business of candlemaking no longer profitable, the Incorporation did all that was humanly possible to establish a monopoly
within the burgh. Reference has already been made to this
matter, but it is an aspect of the activities of the Craft so
prominent in the Minutes that it deserves fuller treatment.
If war was not being waged on the Fleshers, the ' outlander'
who dared to make or vend candles within the city bounds
was being relentlessly pursued. In 1726 the Incorporation
petitioned the Town Council to debar unfreemen from commencing business in Leith. They also desired it to be declared
lawful for apprentices and journeymen to seize candles imported by unfreemen.
So late as 1809 the Candlemakers complained to the Magistrates that their privileges were being invaded by William
Bell, one of the members, Daniel Bell, his father, and William
Lloyd, 'servant and shopkeeper to the saids William and
Daniel Bell.' To the' great hurt and prejudice' of the Incorporation, William Bell, it was declared, had two candle
shops-one near the Netherbow, which Lloyd kept, and the
other at the west end of the Luckenbooths, the profits of each
being shared by William Bell and his father. The former had
frequently been admonished at meetings of the Craft to forbear such a practice, but the only result was the obliteration
of his own name from the front of the shop at the Netherbow
and the substitution of his father's, and then of Lloyd's. The
latter denied that he was the servant of either of the Bells,
and explained that he had hired the shop at the Fountain
Well (Netherbow) from William Bell at a rent of £20, 'for the
purpose of selling snuff, tobacco, soap, blue, candles and other
groceries.' The Bells, who were convinced that 'a few
individuals of the Society' had displayed' a ceaseless ill-will
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against them,' repudiated any connection with the shop at
Netherbow.
'
.
In 1785, when it was found that Charles Wallace, late
merchant in Edinburgh, an unfreeman, was not only manufacturing candles but selling them in a shop in the Grassmarket, the Deacon and Boxmaster requested him to desist.
WalIace refused, and was prosecuted. The same fate overtook, in 1799, other 'two Encroachers on the privileges of the
Trade '-Christopher Armstrong, candle and soapmaker, near
Dalkeith, who had opened a candl~ shop in Blair Street, and
Robert Ross, hailing from Leith, who sold candles in premises
at the Cross. Hawking candles from door to door, whereby
, a great facility is afforded of disposing of candles which have
not paid duty,' was another serious offence. In 1815 the
Board of Excise was requested to enforce the law by directing
the officers to seize all candles found in the possession of
hawkers and to prosecute the offenders. It was also complained that the duties on candles had not been properly
levied from' several manufacturers in the neighbourhood of
Edinburgh and Leith.'
A typical example of the spirit in which the Candlemakers went about their prosecutions is furnished by a letter
of protest written by two members (a father and a son) in 1807.
Both were indignant that their privileges should be invaded
by , a set of men, who are perfect strangers, and have not the
shadow of a title to any such immunities.' In particular,
'Mr. Sanderson, emboldened by the perfect impunity of our
culpable neglect,' did not hesitate 'to avow his purpose of
contending with us single-handed.' If not checked his career
threatened to end in 'the total subversion of every distinguished privilege belonging to the Corporation of Edinburgh Candlemakers.'
Apparently the writers were not
conscious that the Craft was already on the decline. If there
had been' culpable neglect,' it was because the' rights and
privileges' were no longer worth conserving.
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It is significant of the value attaching to membership of
the Incorporation that at so· advanced a date as 1800 the entry
money was raised. Apprentices serving for the freedom were
in future to pay £30 sterling, and the sons and sons-in-law of
freemen £20 sterling. In 1808 the entry money for apprentices
was further increased to £50, while that of ' the sons or husbands of daughters of freemen' was augmented in a 'rateable
proportion.' Increased entry money notwithstanding, the
Incorporation in 1802 came to the conclusion that for the
avoidance ·of 'the hardship of contributing three guineas to
a publick dinner on occasion of the entry of a member,' this
function should be dispensed with. Three years later, however, public dinners were again in fashion, the Boxmaster
being authorised to pay five guineas towards an Election
dinner instead of three guineas, the sum formerly allowed.
These banquets, it would appear, were not always conducted
with decorum, for on September 16, 1815, 'Mr. Neilson'
reported that at a recent' convivial meeting' of the Incorporation 'very improper language' had been used. It was
therefore decided to expel from such meetings any member
guilty of this offence. In 1829 ' Mr. Charles' protested against
money being spent on dinners, but did not find the brethren
sympathetic. In less than a twelve month he again lifted up
his voice in the same strain, and again went unheeded, £3
being voted for a dinner. This was in June, but in September
there was a change of front. Many houses belonging to the
Incorporation were unlet, and the arrears of rent were large.
Accordingly, 'Mr. Rae ' moved that there be no dinner on the
occasion of the re-election of the Deacon, in which proposal
the Incorporation prudently acquiesced. In the last years
of their history the craftsmen usually dined in the Harrow Inn
in Candlemaker.Row, but the earlier functions were probably
held in a tavern in the High Street. Here is the bill for a
dinner held on September 16, 1769 ;-
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A good hindquarter Mutton boiled with carrot,]
turnip, etc.
A back . . . roasted beef wt potato
A Pigeon Pye
Four Ducklins roasted
A Solon Goose
Bespeaking Dinner
Punch
Port in NeguR .
Port Wine
Porter
Brandy .
Biscuits etc.
Cook and [--]

I'

.

£1

7

6

o 10
o 12
o 17

0

0
0
6
0
8
4
1
3

£3 16

4

0
0
0
0
0

6
0
1
1

The Incorporation early appreciated the value of insurance.
In 1740 instructions were given' to insure the Trades lands'
without delay. From that time onwards there were frequent
transactions with local insurance companies. In 1809, there
being a considerable sum in the' strong box unemployed,' at,
least twenty shares were taken in the new Hercules Insurance
Company, £200 being advanced for payment thereof. Six
months later an order was given for the ' insurance of £4000
on Trades lands' with the same Company, and subsequently
£50 was spent in insuring the furniture of the Convening Hall.
In 1824 the Incorporation took fifty shares in the newly founded
Scottish Union Insurance Company.

VII
Nothing in the history of the Candlemakers is more creditable than the liberal spirit they generally displayed towards
charitable and philanthropic enterprises. Besides supporting
the poor who had a special claim on their bounty, the brethren
held out a helping hand to many a worthy cause. In 1740
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twenty shillings sterling was paid to the poor of the Episcopal
clergy, and in 1763 the Candlemakers shared with the Sett of
the Burgh the expense of prosecuting the governors of George
Heriot's Hospital for neglecting their duties, representations
having been made that' Mr. Rochead, late Treasurer thereto,
had run in arrears about £1000 sterling,' mainly owing to the
accounts not being regularly settled. 1 Similarly, when John
Campbell, 'tennant of the Conveening room on Sabbath evenings for teaching poor children,' asked to be relieved from
paying a half year's rent, in respect that the school had been
in abeyance during that period, the Incorporation agreed. In
1812 the use of the Convening Hall was granted to the famous
Rev. Dr. Andrew Thomson (afterwards of St. George's Church
but then of New Greyfriars), for the purpose of holding a
'parochial Institution School.' Nor did the Incorporation
turn a deaf ear when the Rev. David Dickson applied for a
subscription on behalf of a committee for preventing contagious fever among the poor; five guineas were sent. In 1817
a bargain was concluded for the presentation of a girl to the
Merchant Hospital at £200, and in 1824 ten guineas were subscribed in aid of the sufferers' by the late calamitous fires in
the city.' It must be recorded, too, that the Candlemakers
were among the original subscribers to the Royal Infirmary.
In 1737 the Incorporation had under consideration an appeal
from the 'Managers of the Surgeons' Hospitall off Edinburgh,' to the following effect : 'That whereas your Petitioners have with much Pains and Expence
set on foot a Charitable HospitaU for the Recovery of the Diseased Poor.
And as we are now undertaking to Build a house for that Purpose, we
hope all the Incorporations will generously contribute for so Good an
End. And as by our Constitution every Donor to the Extent of a
1 The reference to Heriot's Hospital recalls the interesting fact that in 1834 the
Incorporation, but for the low state of their funds, would have rendered financial assistance to aid the Deacons of the various crafts in their efforts to be declared governors of
that institution.
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Hundred Marks Scots or Upwards may be chosen Directors; it would
be our Great Pleasure to see that all the Incorporations were so Intituled by their Generous Contributions that every Incorporation might
have their Deacon and Box Master chosen Directors.
'May it therefore Please you to Contribute Generously and have the
Blessing of God and the Distressed Poor. Signed in Presence and by
Appointment of the Managers att Edinburgh the 23 rd of December
1737.
'WILL)( MlTCHAELL

P.'

The Incorporation did not fail to gain the boon held out by
the 'Managers of the Surgeons' Hospitall off Edinburgh,' for
it was unanimously agreed to subscribe two hundred merks
Scots, which the Boxmaster was instructed to pay to William
Wardrop, Surgeon, Treasurer to the Managers.

VIII
In the early days the Craftsmen restricted themselves to
watching over their peculiar interests, to seeing that the
candlemaking industry flourished in Edinburgh under their
sole auspices. Towards the close of the eighteenth century,
however, especially after the industrial revolution, there came
about the infusion of a humanitarian spirit which took cognisance of religious and philanthropic work. l Candlemaking was
the be-all and end-all of existence no longer. And with this
wider and more tolerant outlook, this desire to combine
improvement of social conditions with the prosperity of the
Craft, there also arose an intelligent and active interest in
prominent events and movements of the time, national as well
as local.
That good order and tranquillity should reign in Edinburgh
was an ideal which the Craft kept steadily before it. Unfortunately, the spirit of misrule which found an outlet in the
1 The Incorporation, as we have seen, was in its early days not unresponsive· to
the olaims of religion, but that was before the Reformation.
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Porteous Mob was persistent, and in 1738 the Magistrates had
to deal with' great Disorders committed on the high streets of
this City and Suburbs by disorderly and idle persons strolling
under cloud of night insulting his Ma'ties Leidges, and in a
Mobish and riotous manner making fresh attacks on the City
Guard, in open defiance of Law and good order, which may be
attended with most dismall Consequences to this Community.' The disorders occurred on the nights of July 6, Il,
and 12, and were in great measure, says a Proclamation issued
by the Magistrates, 'occasioned by the Servants and Apprentices of the freemen Merchants and Crafts men of this City
Strolling on the Streets at unseasonable hours.' Accordingly,
the Master and Assistants of the Merchant Company, the
Deacon and Master of the Incorporation of the Surgeons, the
Master of the Society of Barbers and Wigmakers, Candlemakers and Brewers, and all other Incorporations were commanded to ' take such proper means as may effectually restrain
their respective Apprentices and Servants from Strolling and
walking on the Streets after the hour of Ten at night'; and
as a security for good government' the Constables, the City
Guard and Town Officers ' were empowered to arrest every
servant and apprentice walking on the streets after ten o'clock.
The tolls was another matter of keen interest to the Candlemakers. When, in 1763, a Bill was introduced into Parliament for imposing an additional toll on the roads in the county
of Edinburgh, they joined with the other Incorporations in
opposing the measure. The matter became prominent again
in 1775, when increased tolls were thought necessary to meet
the cost of ' a new intended bridge to the south of the city.'
Again the Candlemakers swelled the forces of opposition. Not
only was the project' prejudicial to the Old Town,' but fresh
tolls were to be resisted on the ground that they were' solely
for the conveniency of the opulent and not for the benefite of
the poor indigent Inhabitants.' The Incorporation also
opposed the legislative measure brought forward in 1779 for
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repealing the penal laws in Scotland against Catholics, the
proposal ' being contrary to the Principalls of the Revolution. ~
And when, in 1793, certain persons, 'assuming to themselves
the stile and Title of the British Convention of the Friends of
the People,' held meetings in the Cockpit in the Grassmarket~
the Craft regarded them' as having no other tendency than to
subvert Legal Government, occasion riot and disorders, and
Encourage Sedition.' Consequently, on December 23, they
thanked the Magistrates' for their spirited Exertions to pre~
serve peace and Good Order,' and resolved to support them
, in every Exertion for the publick good.'
The year 1812 was ushered in at the Tron Church with the
usual boisterous merriment. But on this occasion jollification
developed into unbridled licence, and serious rioting occurred.
The worst phase was the conduct of a band of young men who
attacked peaceable citizens. They also committed numerous
robberies and murdered a watchman. Three of the ringleaders were executed on a gibbet in the High Street. The
Candlemakers took a grave view of this incident, and on
January 22 adopted a series of resolutions anent 'the late
Attrocious and alarming disturbances subversive of all good
Order.' They expressed' in a most imperious manner . . .
their uttermost detestation and Horror at the unexampled
Outrages,' but at the same time let it be known that they had
, long considered the present police of the City (i.e. the Town
Guard) to be totally inadequate to the Inhabitants; and,
from the Imbecility of the Officers, Injurious to the morals
of the Younger Classes of the Community, by allowing them
to committ crimes of a lesser nature with impunity.' Thus
young people were led ' to Attempt and to perpetrate crimes of
greater magnitude; and the dreadfull Effects have been so
severely felt, that we look forward with Satisfaction to the day
when the Police of the City shall be again fully put under the
Jurisdiction of the Magistrates.' And the Candlemakers gave
their action a practical turn by appointing a committee to act
Q
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with other public bodies in petitioning for a repeal of the
Police Act. In 1816 a measure to amend the Act was promoted, but as it contained a clause referring to ' steam engines
and furnaces,' the craftsmen opposed it as likely to injure their
interests as a body. About this time, too, the duty on candles
was felt to be oppressive, and in 1823 a memorial was forwarded to the Chancellor of· the Exchequer emphasising the
, hardships' under which the industry laboured. On March 12,
1831, the Incorporation petitioned in favour of the Reform
Bill.
Even in matters affecting the spiritual welfare of the
community the Candlemakers bore a part. In 1762 they
supported the General Kirk Sessions of Edinburgh and the
Merchant Company in opposing a ministerial presentation
made by the Town Council, doing so ' as necessary and seasonable attention to the interest of religion and liberty in this
City.' It was imperative that they as well as posterity should
be delivered' from such a Yoke of Bondage, which step (?) of
Lordly dominion hath not been precedented in this city since
the happy Revolution.'
Nor was the Incorporation neglectful of the claims of
patriotism. In 1778 the sum of £50 was voted to Lord Provost
Dalrymple's fund for raising a new regiment of Royal Volunteers 'in the present critical conjuncture against his Majesty's
Rebellious Subjects in North America.' Then, in 1795, the
Candlemakers presented an address to George Ill. congratulating His Majesty' on his late escape from the assault of a
lawless mob.' Further, in 1814, they were appealed to by the
Magistrates to subscribe to a fund for the completion of the
Nelson Monument on the Calton Hill, which was' suffering
considerably from its present unfinished state.' Again, on
July 7,1815, twenty guineas was voted to Bailie Waugh's fund
'for the widows and children of those brave men who have fallen
in the late Glorious Battle of the 18th instant.' The reference
of course is to Waterloo.
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IX
Rarely has Edinburgh witnessed such gaiety and splendour,
sl;lch regal magnificence as on the occasion of the visit of
George IV. in 1822. In the principal ceremonies the Candlemakers bore a. conspicuous part. They were represented on
the Committee which arranged the details of the Royal progress from the Palace of Holyroodhouse to the Castle; and
for 'their honour and respectability, and for showing their
loyalty to His Majesty and their sense of the high honour
conferred on the Metropolis,' the Incorporation requested that
every member should attend. Each was to wear a silver
medal of the King, the expense being borne by the Incorporation. The medal was to be attached to a green rib and and
worn round the neck. Then the members of the Incorporation were to carry a white rose and a white rod, and to wear
a cockade in their hats. On the day of the royal progress
the Candlemakers walked in procession from their Hall· to the
place assigned them by the Magistrates. They were accompanied by a number of unfreemen together with journeymen
and apprentices. The latter bore a green silk flag (specially
ordered for the function) on which the Arms of the Incorporation were blazoned. An instrumental band headed the procession of the Candlemakers. After the ceremony was over,
the members of the Craft· and' a great many of the unfreemen
and their friends dined together in honour of the occasion.'
Considerable expense was incurred, but when the time of
reckoning came, there was no murmuring; a sense of loyalty
prevailed. 'The Corporation must be satisfied that on such
an occurrence, to which there has been nothing similar in
Edinburgh for two hundred years~ it was most proper to uphold the loyalty, honour and respectability of the Corporation
by every means in their power.' And the same dutiful feeling
was evinced on the accession of William IV., an address being
unanimously voted.
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X
In the various improvement schemes of the city the Candlemakers took a deep interest, in particular in that project which
eventuated in the making of George IV. Bridge, or the new
South Bridge as it was then called. In April 1825 a committee waited on the Lord Provost for the purpose of learning
whether, in view of the fact that, according to the proposed
plans for the new thoroughfare, a considerable portion of the
Incorporation's property in Candlemaker Row would be swept
away, the members ·would be allowed to rebuild in harmony
with the Town's plan (provided no demand was made for
the value of the buildings taken down), or whether the Town
would erect on paying compensation duly assessed. The Lord
Provost characterised the proposition of the Candlemakers as
'destructive of the whole principles upon which any improvements could be effected,' but stated that as no buildings were
to be erected on the sites of those belonging to the Incorpora~ion, all discussion on that point was futile. A problem, however, of even greater importance remained unsolved-the right
of the Incorporation to continue to manufacture' candles in
the Candlemaker Row, a Branch of Trade which in these days of
fastidious feeling will be attempted to be called a Nuisance in
whatever place it may be carried on, unless at a most inconvenient and of course expensive distance from Town.' The
committee in charge of the matter did not prescribe any course
of action, believing that' much nice legal discussion might
take place,' but they prevailed upon the Town to insert a,
clause in the parliamentary Bill giving power to a jury to
decide the value of the Incorporation's privilege of manufacturing candles and carrying on other branches of their
trade within the city.
Following upon the proceedings that have been narrated,
the Craft decided to let the whole of its property in Candlemaker Row on the understanding that the rents of the work-
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houses occupied by members .should not be raised. The
property consisted of eight tenements valued by an architect
at £3025.1 Five of these, however, were reported to be' very
old and in general much dilapidated,' so much so as almost to
necessitate rebuilding.
As regards the right to continue to carry on their industry
in Candlemaker Row, the Incorporation were speedily disillusioned. In June 1834 the craftsmen were informed that
part of the ground in front of their property might be required
by the Improvements Commissioners, an announcement which
caused dismay, since it was impossible to carry on the manufacture of candles without an open space in front of the workhouses. In short, if the front ground were taken away, the
Town, so far as the Candlemakers were concerned, might as
well take the property immediately behind. This view was
strongly urged before the Improvements Commissioners.
In 1790 the Incorporation enlarged the scope of their activities by launching a scheme for the support of the widows of
members-a scheme which, while conferring substantial benefit, was in the end the subject of much expensive litigation.
A further development took place in 1805 when about £260
was laid aside with the object of raising a fund 'for the fallen
back members and the wives of those who may not have
acceded to the scheme for widows presently subsisting.' To
this sum £20 was to be added yearly until the total amount
reached £1000, when the' annual rent' was to be applied as
the Incorporation directed. In 1814 it was ordained that
every member contracting a second marriage should contribute, in addition to the Widows' Fund, £10 if his wife were
under forty years of age and £5 should she exceed that age.
This step appears to have been dictated by a wish to strengthen
the position of the Widows' Fund. Owing to 'the great
increase in the number of widows,' the Fund was low, and in
1 On May 10, 1838, an offer of £1500 was accepted for the whole of the property' to
the south of the upper or East Gate into the Greyfriars Churchyard.'
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1816 the beneficiaries were asked to accept an allowance of
£15 per annum until the Craft was again able to pay the customary £20. But one widow, Mrs. Keddie, objected to her annuity
being restricted, and went to law. The Incorporation took
the opinion of counsel, which was unfavourable. There the
matter seems to have rested until the decline of the industry
and the consequent depletion of the funds again forced it to
the front.

XI
In the opening decades of the nineteenth century the invention of gas-lighting, which was the main cause of the decline
and ultimate extinction of the Incorporation, made very considerable progress. Yet the craftsmen were sublimely unconscious of the blow that was impending. So late as 1819,
in the confident belief that the Incorporation had still a future,
a committee was appointed to consider the question of purchasing a gold chain and medal, which were to be worn by the
Deacon. One member regarded the proposal as 'improper
and unnecessary,' but his was a voice crying in the wilderness.
The gold chain and medal were bought at a cost of £36,1 and
on December 22 the Deacon was invested with the insignia.
Soon after, the actual facts of the unenviable situation of the
candle industry were gradually revealed, and from time to
time measures were taken to avert disaster. In 1822 Parliament was petitioned to place a duty on gas-lights and reduce
correspondingly the duty on candles. Two years later, another
petition was forwarded to the House of Commons setting forth
that in consequence of the invention of gas-lighting, 'now
almost universally used in the Shops and Warehouses of the
City of Edinburgh,' the candlemaking trade had been' greatly
injured.' The petitioners stressed the point that, unlike
candles, gas-lights were not liable to duty. Moreover, the
1

There appears to have been a previous chain, but' oonsidembly worn.'
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oandle duty pressed heavily on ' the lower class of artificers,'
who were compelled to work by candle-light. Another anomaly
was the irregular levying and frequent evasion of the candle
duty in country districts. There being no response from
the legislators, and the situation growing more desperate, a
third petition was sent to Parliament (1829), demonstrating
that candles were the only artificial light subject to duty, the
imposition on those of tallow manufacture being one penny
per pound (or nearly 15 per cent. ad valorem). As two-thirds
of the tallow needed for making candles was ' the agricultural
produce of this country,' the repeal of the candle duty would
increase consumption and afford ' additional employment for
Britishcap~tal and labour.'
The next few years were crucial. By 1836 the affairs of
the Incorporation had become so embarrassed that on September 17 'Mr. Charles' moved, and 'Mr. Lees' seconded,
that the Deacon's gold chain and medal, which had been purchased seventeen years before, should be immediately sold.
All the members present acquiesced save the Deacon and
'Mr. Thomson.' The matter was further discussed on
October 20, when' Mr. Charles' again moved for the sale of
the chain, his motion being again seconded by 'Mr. I..ees.'
The resolution having been carried, a dramatic scene occurred,
which is best described in the ipsissima verba of the Minutes:'Mr. Charles then rose to take out the chain from the safe to lay the
same on the table that it might be sent to a goldsmith for sale when
the Deacon in a fury rose and seized the bag containing the chain and
some other articles, and put it in his pocket, refusing to allow the chain
to be sold. The Deacon stated that he could not sanction the sale of
the gold chain till he had the authority of the whole members of the
Corporation, both present and absent, and moved that the Clerk be
directed to write to the absent members, and to report. Mr. Thomson
concurred with the Deacon and further stated that Mr. Charles had no
right to move for the sale of the chain till his reasons of protest were
given in and disposed of, particularly as the Corporation had not come
to any resolution as to the mode in which the chain was to be disposed
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of. The Deacon then offered to put the chain etc. back into the safe,
but was prevented by Mr. Charles. The Deacon afterwards placed the
bag in the safe.'

, Mr. Charles' protested against the conduct of the Deacon,
, more especially in consideration of the low state of the Corporation funds,' and was supported by' three other members.'
The Deacon, however, insisted that the matter be delayed till
the opinions of absent members were received. On November 15, letters were read from three of these. All expressed
strong disapproval of the sale of the chain. 'I am decidedly
against the chain and medal being sold for payment of the
debts due by the Corporation, or for any other purpose,' wrote
David Murray. How this affair ended the Minutes do not
disclose, but the whole episode forms a fitting prelude to the
story of the last days of the Incorporation.

XII
About the time when the fate of the gold chain and medal
was being decided, certain members began to devise schemes
and entertain proposals for dividing amongst themselves the
property and funds, and bringing the existence of the Incorporation to an end. The membership had fallen to ten, one
of whom was living abroad, and, as was reported on March 22,
1837, the Craft was in debt to the extent of over £700. There
had been a ' great fall' in the rents of the houses belonging to
the Candlemakers, and it was very doubtful whether, after
paying the interest of debts, feu duties, taxes, repairs, and
allowances to the poor, there would remain sufficient to defray
the annuities of the widows. Besides, no persons were now
seeking entry to the Incorporation, nor was there any immediate prospect of any. These circumstances having been considered, the craftsmen decided that the prudent course was to
sell their property, pay the debts due by them, compound with
the widows on the Fund, and divide any balance that might
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remain amongst the existing members. The first step was to
interview the widows, a delicate task which was entrusted to a
committee.
The proposal of bringing tile funds to a division received
further consideration on April 20, when the Deacon reported
that there was only one member on the Poor Roll; that only
two persons were entitled to enter with the Incorporation,
neither of whom appeared disposed to do so; that there were
nine widows on the Fund, who originally drew £20 each per
annum, but now only £15. One widow was entitled to such
allowance as the Incorporation decided. The Deacon further
stated that the widows were disposed to agree to a settlement,
but they declined to give a definitive answer till the sum proposed to be paid was mentioned. Finally, the house property
was va.lued at £3900, but whether this sum would be realised was
problematic. 1 The meeting was unanimously of opinion that
the proposal of settling with all parties who had claims upon
the Incorporation and then dividing the balance should be
carried into effect, but before arriving at a final decision it
was resolved to take the opinion of counsel as to the legality
of dissolving the Incorporation. It was decided, too, that in
the case of the death of any member after that date, his widow
should have no claim on the brethren.
On June 3, 1837, it was agreed to expend £815 in settling
the total claims of the widows. Nine were offered £85 each
and one £50, the sum of £30 having been already paid to her.
Another step, which it was thought would bring the end of the
Incorporation within sight, was taken on July 29, when the
following resolution was unanimously adopted : • That having some time ago unanimously resolved to divide the
funds of the Corporation and surrender all their rights within the Burgh.
That no person having come forward to enter with the Corpora.tion for
1 In 1820 the Incorporation acquired three shops and two small dwellings in Clerk
Street and Rankeillor Street. The above-mentioned figure includes this acquisition as
well as the property in Candlemaker Row.
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upwards of ten years notwithstanding the Clerk having written to all
who have a right to enter and come forward, and having inserted an
advertisement in the newspapers to the same effect. Therefore, in
order to prevent any person who may suppose he has a right to enter
from taking advantage of the present situation of the Corporation, any
person now coming forward to enter shall pay the sum of £150 in addition to the other dues hitherto payable.'

One outcome of this resolution was that the Clerk wrote
to four apprentices calling upon them to say within a month
whether they meant to enter with the Incorporation, and
mentioning that the entry money had been raised to £150.
On November 30 it was agreed to borrow from William Dick
such a sum as would make up the debt due to him to £1500,
the money to be applied in settling with the widows, all of whom
had acoepted the offer of £85. But there must have been miscalculation somewhere, for, later on, the Incorporation sold parts
of their heritable property to enable the widows to be paid.
Another step was taken in 1844, when the Convening Hall
was converted into a dwelling, the Incorporation having' fallen
so much off,' and their meetings being , few and unimportant.'
It was stipulated, however, that the tenant was bound to give
the Incorporation the use of the front room for their meetings.!
The furniture of the Hall was disposed of at the same time.

XIII
But the accomplishment of the scheme for dividing the
funds was delayed by various difficulties. Most important of
all were the doubts entertained as to the legality of the pro1 The Incorporation appear to have ceased meeting in the Convening Hall in 1849.
On March 7 of that year the members met in Johnston's Temperance Coffee House,
Nicolson Street. Subsequent meetings were held, amongst other places, in Paxton'B
Royal Exchange Coffee House, in the office of the Clerk, Mr. John Henderson, S.S.C., in
St. Patrick Squa.re (1852), and in :Messrs. Gibson and Hector's chambers, 3 North St.
David Street.
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ceeding-doubts which were shown, first by the opinion of
counsel and then by the Court of Session, to be only too well
founded. Not all the craftsmen had concurred. In particular, John Rae, who was living abroad, felt so strongly about
the matter that he presented a petition to the Court praying
for the appointment of a Judicial Factor to preserve and
manage the funds. The petition was granted, and John
Forrester, W.S., was appointed. Rae's action was regarded
by his fellow craftsmen as ' an undue attempt . . . to deprive
them of the right to manage their own affairs.' They also
submitted their case to the Court, which reduced the resolution to divide· the funds and dissolve the organisation. These
proceedings being swept away, there was no alternative but
to continue the Incorporation on the old footing.
In his capacity as Judicial Factor, Forrester summoned a
meeting of the brethren for June 14, 1852. It was held' within
the dwelling house in the tenement in Candlemaker Row,'
wherein was placed ' the iron safe belonging to the Incorporation,' which appears to have been built into the wall of the
Convening Hall. Be that as it may, the members were called
together in order that the safe might be opened and its contents examined. It was agreed that the Judicial Factor
should open the safe. Before doing so the Deacon (James
Thomson) explained that the keys which he had given up
would not open the safe without other keys that had formerly
been in the custody of the Clerk, WaIter Ferguson. Since
the latter's death repeated applications had been made by
himself and others for the delivery of the keys, but they could
not be found. The Deacon further explained that, in view of
the meeting, he had enlisted the assistance of James Ritchie,
a smith in the adjoining premises, who had advised him that
it would be extremely difficult to open the safe without the
keys. He refrained, however, from giving the smith authority
to use violence. Nevertheless when the Judicial Factor
proceeded to open the safe, the door fell on the floor, which
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plainly showed that the safe had been forced. The contents,
on examination, were found to consist of a small tin box
marked 'Treasurer's Vouchers,' a leather bag containing
sundry papers, several MS. minute-books, a variety of loose
miscellaneous papers, and the seal of the Incorporation.
In 1854 the Deacon (James Thomson) became the sole
surviving member of the Incorporation, John Rae and Alexander Abernethy, the only other craftsmen, having died. On
September 29, Thomson, who had been connected with the
Incorporation for forty years, elected himself to the offices of
Deacon, Treasurer, and Key-keeper, and declared his intention
to retain them until the' entry of new members into the Body.'
But the Deacon was not left long in sole possession. In March
1855 Thomas Dickson, who had served his apprenticeship to
a freeman of the Incorporation, renewed his application for
admission. 1 Thomson, apprehensive of the awkwardness of
his situation, and wishing to be cautious, sought legal advice
in regard to admission and other matters. He also prepared
a memorial, in which he argued that his interest in the funds
was greater than that of any member who might be admitted
in future under reduced entry money. Further, that as the
funds were no longer required for the maintenance of the
ancient privileges confelTed by the Seal of Cause, 2 the Incorporatiqn was virtually restricted to being a benefit society, a
function the Candlemakers had always discharged. Allow1 Dickson's original application was made on the Bupposition that the raising of the
entry money was illegal, and that he would not be called upon to pay £150. His conjecture having proved correct, he now requested that he should be admitted on the
original terms. John Rough, candlemaker in Edinburgh, also applied for admission
at this time.
s In 1846 Parliament passed an Act for the' abolition of the Exclusive Privileges of
Trading in Burghs in Scotland.' This measure hastened the decay of the Incorporation,
for by it the candlemaking industry was thrown open to a.ny one who cared to engage
in it. The Act, however, allowed the Incorporation to retain its corporate character.
As a ma.tter of fact, the Candlemakenl Craft of Edinburgh continued to exist for nearly
forty years after the passing of the measure, though its condition throughout this long
period was moribund.
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ances to poor and decayed members and their children were
variously described in the Minutes as 'The Poor's Fund,'
'Payments to Poor Brothers,' 'Payments to Decayed
Brothers and their Orphans,' and other similar designations.
In later years an Annuity Fund had been established, from
which every member, whether decayed or not, received a sum
varying from £10 to £15 per annum.
As regards the applications for admission of Dickson and
Rough, the Deacon opposed them because both persons were
'strangers,' neither having served their apprenticeship with
, a Freeman by birth or marriage.' 1 The memorial also made
clear the highly suggestive fact that from 1837, the year in
which the division of the funds was resolved upon, large portions of the property of the Incorporation had been sold, each
of the brethren receiving from the proceeds various payments
amounting to £200 and upwards. But the Court of Session
had declared these disbursements illegal. Members and their
representatives were therefore liable to refund the money
divided. Finally, in view of the fact that the recent proceedings of the Incorporation were invalid, the Deacon contended that the appointment of the Judicial Factor should
be recalled and the Incorporation reinstated in the possession
and management of their property.
But the opinion of counsel was unfavourable. The Deacon
was not entitled to appropriate to his own use any portion of
the funds or property. He was advised, however, to obtain
the sanction of the Court to new laws and regulations, which
were absolutely necessary, but before making application to
obtain two or three new members, there being' great awkwardness in a sole surviving member framing new laws.' Acting
on this advice, Thomas Dickson (already mentioned) and
James Simpson, candlemaker, Kirkliston, were admitted to
membership on May 23, 1855, after having made their respec1 There seems a discrepancy here. for Dickson, as has been mentioned, had been
apprenticed to a. freeman.
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tive essays 1 and been found' qualified tradesmen.' The entry
money exacted from each was £50. The number of members
was thus increased to three-Deacon Thomson, Dickson, and
Simpson. The application of John Rough does not appear
to have been successful.

XIV
For the next twenty years the Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh, representing as it did an industry whose
knell had been sounded long years before, and embarrassed by
a depleted membership and vanishing funds,exhibited but the
dregs of vitality. The organisation had become a mere shadow
of its former self, a survival of modes of life and of industrial
conditions which were as extinct as the dodo; its proceedings
were little better than a mockery.
In January 1875 the Town Council, as part of a scheme for
acquiring the west side of Candlemaker Row as far as the
Martyrs' Monument, made overtures with the object of buying
the two uppermost properties of the Incorporation-those
next the entrance to Greyfriars Churchyard. It was thought
that if these buildings were demolished and the area thus
cleared thrown into the public thoroughfare, a great improvement would be effected. But nothing came of the proposal.
Another application for admission to membership was
considered by the Incorporation in January 1877. The applicant was John Dickson, a son of Thomas Dickson, who was
directed to make his essay. But so lethargic had the members
become that it was not till March 11, 1880, three years after
the application had been first submitted, that John Dickson
could regard himself as a member of the ancient Candlemakers
Craft of Edinburgh. His payment on admission was
1 On applying for admission to the Incorporation each applicant was assigned a.
piece of work in order to test his craftsmanship. This was called' the essay' (or
, aasay').
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£33, 6s. 8d., 'being the sum heretofore accepted by the Incorporation on the admission of a son of a Freeman.'
The final stage in the long but not uninteresting history of
the Craft was reached in 1882, when a petition was presented
to the Lord Ordinary praying for sequestration of the estates
of the Incorporation. The Judicial Factor was now dead, and
the Craft was again reduced to one member-John Dickson,
who had been admitted two years before. On September 22
the petition was granted, and in the following month a meeting was held for the purpose of electing a Trustee and Commissioners. The state of affairs then lodged showed assets
amounting to £2033, 18s. 2d., while the liabilities totalled
£1140. The surplus amounted to £756, 13s., but this was
subject to expenses of realisation and sequestration. On
July 23, 1883, a scheme of division amongst the creditors was
approved. The claims, which were paid in full, were as
follows : Mrs. Mary Porter or Charles, residing in Penicuik
William Mac queen, otherwise William Maxwell or
Macqueen, Messenger-at-Arms in Edinburgh
Robert Miller, now in Dunedin, New Zealand
Mrs. Ann Taylor or Cowan, residing at 165 High
Street, Musselburgh
Henry Rae, 15 Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, London
David Curror, S.S.C., Edinburgh .
Curror and Cow per, S.S.C. "
William Henderson, Soap and Candle Manufacturer
in Glasgow, residing at Annfield Terrace, Pat'tickhill

£209 15

5

375 15 5
288 15 7
381 14 10
146 10 3
30 0 0
17 4 8

432

9 5

Mter the property of the Incorporation had been realised,
and all claims met, there was a balance of close on £1500.
About this ~ime there were five fresh applications for membership :(I) Andrew Muirhead, house painter, Edinburgh.
(2) Rev. James Simpson, Free Church Manse, Monquhitter, the son
of a deceased member.
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(3) Alexander Simpson, engineer, Glasgow, also the son of a deceased member.
(4) Andrew Dickson, candlemaker, grandson of Thomas Dickson
already mentioned.
(5) Thomas Dickson, candlemaker, another grandson of Thomas
Dickson already mentioned.

Muirhead sought to be admitted in right of his wife, who
was the daughter of a former freeman. After taking the
opinion of counsel, the Incorporation refused him admission,
in respect that he did' not fall within the class of tradesmen
incorporated by the Seal of Cause and Royal Grant.' As
regards the other applicants, it was pointed out that, with the
exception of Andrew and Thomas Dickson, none were 'in
business as candlemakers,' nor had they 'any intention of
prosecuting the trade of candlemaking in the city of Edinburgh.' Besides,' owing to the abominable smell arising from
the tallow in the process of candlemaking,' the Magistrates
would not' permit them to do so were they to make an attempt.'
They therefore' could not set up booth within the Royalty, in
which to rind rough tallow and make it up into candles, nor
would the sale of tallow candles in modern civilisation be a
remunerative trade.' The Free Church minister and the
Glasgow engineer did not press their claims, and it is probable
that the brothers Dickson, though candlemakers, followed the
~ame course. At any rate, there were no further admissions
to membership.
The last meeting of the Incorporation was held on April 23,
1884. It was attended by John Dickson, the only surviving
member, and the Clerk, David Curror, S.S.C. There was
submitted the final statement of H. W. Cornillon, S.S.C.,
Trustee on the Sequestrated Estate of the Candlemakers. It
showed realised funds amounting to £3987, 16s. 3d., and a
balance, after all expenses had been met, of £1648, 3s. 2d.
which, with the addition of interest to date of discharge,
reached the sum of £1681, 3s. 9d. In the following month
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(May 9) the swan song of the Incorporation of Candlemakel's
of Edinburgh was sung. John Dickson wrote to the Clerk
as follows :, The Funds of the Incorporation being now concentrated in Bank,
I think you should send the whole papers to me as the proper custodier
thereof, and you ought to call in the Agent's Accounts, and send same
to me with the Clerk's for settlement.'

On John Dickson's death in 1892, the voluminous records
of the Incorporation came into the possession of his sisters,
and in 1913 they passed to his grandnephew, Mr. Alexander
Mackenzie Ross, Jun. Mr. Ross presented them to the late
Mr. W. R. Reid of Lauriston Castle, who bequeathed them to
the National Library of Scotland. These papers did not include
the Charters of the Candlemakers. These were rescued from
a rubbish heap, and purchased by Mr. Dunlop of Seton
Castle, East Lothian, who presented them to the Town
Council. The Silk Banner of the Incorporation, which was
carried by the journeymen and apprentices on the occasion
of Geotge IV.'s visit to Edinburgh in 1822, and which is
reproduced at page 128, was bougbt by Messrs. A. and J.
Beveridge, Hawkhill Works, Leith, and is now in their
possessIOn.
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No. 1. Copy of the Decree Arbitral pronounced by King James the
Sixth and the other arbiters therein mentioned betwixt the
Merchants and Craftsmen of Edinburgh, April 22 and May 14
and 25, 1583, and registered in the Books of Council, June 19,
1583.
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No. 2. Defences for the Deacon and Brethren of the Fleshers 6f Edinburgh to the claim given in by the Deacon and Brethren of
the Candlemakers of Edinburgh anent the extent of their
taxation.
3. Act of the Incorporation of Candlemakers that none of them
shall melt or rind tallow and convey the same out of th~
Burgh, dated March 4, 1590.
4. Obligation by the Candlemakers of Edinburgh that none of
them shall sell or put away to any kind of merchant or
stranger above the number of 20 stones of tallow under the
pain of 100 merks, dated September 1, 1623.
5. Note of the Acts of the Town Conncil of Edinburgh in favour
of the Incorporation of Candlemakets from the year 1517 to
the year 1668.
6. Complaint, The Candlemakers of Edinburgh against the
Fleshers for infringing on their privileges, dated October 31,
1683.
7. Instrument of Intimation, The Candlemakers of Edinburgh
against the Fleshers thereof of their several Charters and
Privileges conferred thereby, dated October 7, 1693.
8. Petition of the Candlemakers of Edinburgh against William
Carse, William Weir, Andrew Adamson and William Macmillan, fleshers, Edinburgh, for refusing to sell their tallow
and for· selling it to candlemakers without the city, dated
1695.
9. Bond by James Hardie, journeyman candlemaker to the Incorporation of Candlemakers, binding himself not to serve
any other candlemakers within the liberties of Edinburgh
but the freemen candlemakers of Edinburgh, and not to sell
nor make candles in any place of the suburbs of Edinburgh
nor within five miles of the same under a penalty of 500 merks
Scots toties quoties, dated October 10, 1704.
10. Petition for John Mofiat, candlemaker in Musselburgh, craving
the Incorporation of Candlemakers to allow him free liberty
to import candles to Edinburgh without disturbance, he
giving surety for payment of so much yearly to the Boxmaster as the Incorporation should think fit, dated 1708,
with deliverance thereon, dated October 4, 1710, allowing
him a tolerance for payment of £16 yearly.
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No. H. Bond of the said John MofIat to the Deacon and Boxmaster
of the Incorporation for payment of £16 per annum quarterly,
and binding himself to observe all the acts and statutes made
by the Incorporation on the same being intimated to him,
and not to set up or make candles within the City of Edinburgh, suburbs thereof, or within four miles of Edinburgh
under the penalty of 500 merks Scots, and not to set up nor
sell to retailing shops in Edinburgh, dated October 7, 1710.
12. Representations by the Fleshers of Edinburgh to the Town
Council of Edinburgh against the Candlemakers of Edinburgh,
relative to the price of tallow and candles, dated 1710.
13. Instrument of Protest, The Candlemakers of Edinburgh
against Andrew Dawson for not paying sums in his Bond to
the Incorporation for giving him a tolerance to sell candles,
dated September 5, 1711.
14. Obligation by James Dykes, candlemaker in Dalkeith, to the
Candlemakers of Edinburgh, not to bring any candles to the
City of Edinburgh except on the market days and market
time under the penalty of loss of the candles that shall be
brought in at other times, dated October 16, 1714.
15. Memorandum for the Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh relative to their privileges, by Sir WaIter Pringle,
dated August 31, 17l4.
16. Instrument of Protest, Patrick Moffat against Robert Cuming,
flesher, for refusing to sell his 'tauch ' at price fixed by the
Magistrates, August 26, 1714.
17. Double of the Libel of Reduction and Improbation and
Declarator at the instance of the Fleshers of Edinburgh
against the Magistrates of Edinburgh and the Incorporation
of CandIemakers there, dated November 1714.
18. Information for the Magistrates and Town Council of Edinburgh and the Incorporation of CandIemakers against the
Incorporation of Fleshers, dated January 27, 1715.
19. Petition for the Incorporation of Fleshers of Edinburgh against
the Incorporation of Candlemakers, dated February 17, 1715.
20. Extract of the Process and Interlooutor, the Incorporation of
the Candlemakers of Edinburgh against the Incorporation of
the Fleshers of the said Burgh, dated February 15, 17l5, in
which the Court of Session found the Fleshers of Edinburgh
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No. 21.

22.

23.

24.

, ought to be restrained from rinding of tallow for sale,' as
also found that 'the Magistratea and Council of Edinburgh
can oblige the Flashers to sell their tallow to the Candlemakers for making of candles to be consumed in the Town
at a price to be put thereupon by the Magistrates and Town
Council'; and on advising a Petition for the Fleshers and
Answers thereto, the cause was superseded until June
following.
Copy of the Order of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in
Parliament assembled, ordering and adjudging that the
foresaid judgment of the Court of Session appealed from be,
and the same is thereby reversed, dated June 29, 1715.
Decreet of Declarator, dated July 4, 1716,> obtained before the
Court of Session at the instance of the Candlemakers of
Edinburgh against the Incorporation of Fleshers in Edinburgh and also against the Lord Provost, Bailies and Council
of the Burgh, finding and declaring that the Incorporation
of the Candlemakers have the only power of manufacturing
of tallow in candle for sale within the Burgh of Edinburgh,
and to sell and dispose thereof in their booths and otherways,
and that no person within or without the said Burgh, and
who are not admitted Freemen of the said Incorporation,
ought to have the liberty to sell or make candle within the
said Burgh nor to import candle in order to sell the same
except upon the market days and market time allenarly;
but prejudice to the Burgesses and Inhabitants of Edinburgh
to make candles within their own houses to be burnt in their
own families allenarly, and but prejudice to the shopkeepers
of selling and retailing candle at any time according to use
and wont: and also finding and decerning, in terms of the
foresaid Extract No. 20 of this Inventory, of date February 15,
1715, reversed by the House of Lords, as already stated.
Petition for William Meek, candlemaker in Musselburgh, to the
Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh, craving them
to gr~nt him the privilege of bringing in his candles to Edinburgh at any tUne without respect to market days or time,
he granting bond for £4 Scots quarterly during his life to the
said Incorporation, dated December 2, 1716.
Registered Bond and Precept, The Candlemakers of Edinburgh
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against the said WiIliam Meek, dated December 19, 1716,
and registered in the Sheriff Court Books of Edinburgh,
October 9, 1718.
No. 25. Homing and Poinding raised thereon against the said William
Meek at the instance of Patrick Moffat, then Boxmaster to
the Incorporation, dated 7th, signeted 8th, and executed the
9th days of January 1719.
26. Deoreet obtained in the two processes of suspension before the
Court of Session, dated December 19, 1716, finding the
Letters and Charge raised, used, and executed at the instance
of John Johnston, Boxmaster to the said Incorporation of
Candlemakers, for their behoof against ·the said Andrew
Dawson and Thomas Johnston, orderly proceeded and decerning and ordaining the same to take effect and be put
to further execution at the charger's instance against the
said suspenders ay and while the said Andrew Dawson and
Thomas Johnston, suspenders each of them, make payment
to the said John Johnston for himself and in name and behalf
of the said Incorporation of Candlemakers withi~ the burgh
of Edinburgh, of the sum of £3 Scots money, and that
quarterly for the space of ten quarters preceding the 11th day
of December 1716 years, and of the like sum quarterly in time
coming during the said Andrew Dawson and Thomas Johnston, suspenders, their lifetimes, with the sum of twelve
shillings Scots of penalty for ilk quarters failzie; and also
decerning and ordaining the said suspenders to make payment to the said charger for himself and in name and behalf
foresaid of the sum of £30 Scots money modified to them as
their expenses in discussing of the above suspensions after
the form and tenor of the bonds charged according to the
laws and daily practice of Scotland in all points.
27. Registered Bond and Precept, The Incorporation of Candlemakers against John Moffat, candlemaker at Musselburgh,
dated December 19, 1716, and registered in the Sheriff Court
Books of Edinburgh, October 9, 1718.
28. Horning· and Poinding, The Incorporation of Candlemakers
against the said John Moffat proceeding upon the said Bond
and Precept, dated 16th and signeted October 17, 1722,
executed November 6, denounced December 19 and registered
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December 21, 1722, of new executed April 30, 1726, denounced June 23, and registered October 20, 1726.
No. 29. Decreet obtained before the Court of Session upon the 12th of
January 1722 years, at the instance of Hugh Lyle, candlemaker in Dalkeith, against the Incorporation of the Candlemakers of Edinburgh, in the process of suspension at their
instance against him of a decreet of the Bailies, dated
December 12 preceding, assoilzing the said Hugh Lyle from
a process at their instance against him for importing candles
into Edinburgh, and ordaining them to deliver the candles
seized to Mr. Hepburn and the creels to Hugh Lyle, by which
decreet the Lords of Council and Session decerned and
ordained the Candlemakers of Edinburgh to make payment
to the said Hugh Lyle of the sum of £55, 16s. Scots, as the
value and price of the said candles, creel and cover, and also
modified the account of the damages and expenses to the
sum of £50 money foresaid, and decerned and ordained the
said Candlemakers to make payment to the said Hugh Lyle
of the said sum of £50 of modified expenses.
30. Copy Complaint, the said Hugh Lyle and Fiscal against the
Incorporation of Candlemakers, Edinburgh, for seizing his
candles when coming within the Town several years back,
dated 1723.
31. Duplies for the said Incorporation with the Judgment of the
Sheriff thereon, dated July 29, 1723, sustaining the Complaint
of Hugh Lyle for restitution of his candles and damages, and
allowing him to prove the seizure of the candles libelled, and
sustaining his alledgeance that the candles were previously
bought for importation by the persons mentioned in the
alledgeance relevant to be proven by the said persons, their
oaths.
32. Petition for the Incorporation against said Judgment.
33. Second Petition for the Incorporation.
34. Answers thereto.
The Judgment on said second Petition is dated December 9,
1723, and is in the following terms: 'Finds that any seizure
of candles by the Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh
of such as are exposed to sale on the street or Weighhouse or
other public places off the Mercat day must be upon the peril
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of the seizers, and finds the pursuer (Lyle) is not limited to
any time for claiming the candles seized, and likewise finds
that the views (1) produced by the pursuer and said to be
under the hands of Messrs. Hog and Seton are not probative,
and therefore allows the pursuer to prove the seizure of the
candles by the persons condescended upon in his libel and
Replies prout de jure, and likewise allows him to prove prout de jure that the candles so seized were delivered into the
custody of the Deacon and Boxmaster of the Incorporation,
and finds it presumed from their taking them into their
custody that they gave warrant for the seizure, and finds
the defenders (the Candlemakers) liable in restitution and
damages, the pursuer proving in the above terms, and likewise proving a sale previous to the seizure by the oaths of the
buyers condescended upon by him, and finds that the pursuer is not obliged to take the candles back, but the defenders
must be liable in the prices thereof, and allows a conjunct
probation of the current prices of such candles at the time
of the seizure.'
No. 35. Third Petition for theCandlemakers of Edinburgh against the
Sheriff's judgment in process at Lyle's instance against them,
and which Petitioll was refused 011 advising the same with
Answers on February 5, 1724.
36. Homing alld Poinding raised at the instance of the said Hugh
Lyle against the said Incorporation (proceeding on Decreet
of the Court of Sessioll ill his favour, dated Jalluary 12, 1722),
dated 15th, alld signeted 16th, and executed 22nd February
1723.
37. Note of Hugh Lyle's libel against the Candlemakers with Submission thereof, dated May 16, 1726, by the said Hugh Lyle
to the determination of Pat rick Moffat, candlemaker, with
his decisioll thereon, ordaining' the Candlemakers of Edinburgh to deliver, and the said Hugh Lyle to accept of, what
of the within claim of candles are in their custody, and also
Decerning the said Candlemakers, and their Boxmaster in
their name, to pay to the said Hugh Lyle the sum of Five
Pounds sterling money in full of his claim for the values of
the within-mentioned candles and damages sustained by him
in seizing and detaining thereof.'
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No. 38. Registered Bond and Precept, the·· Incorporation against
William Johnstone, candlemaker in Musselburgh, for payment
of £4 Scots quarterly for the freedom of bringing in candles
to Edinburgh, dated October 2, 1723, and registered in the
Sheriff Court Books of Edinburgh, September 9, 1724.
39. Petition for John Hutcheson, candlemaker in Leith, to the
Incorporation of Candlemakers of Edinburgh, craving them
to be pleased to de1iver up his former bond, and admit him a
stallanger upon such a composition as the Incorporation
should determine, dated 1725.
40. Enactment of Janet Sinclair, in the College Wynd, judicially
convicted of making candles within the City of Edinburgh,
not by herself or any other by her order or direction to have,
make, or cause be made, any candle or melt any tallow
in any private house or otherwise, under the penalty of
£100 Scots and confiscation of her tallow and candles,
dated February 8, 1726.
41. Petition for the Freemen Candlemakers of Edinburgh to the
Town Council of Edinburgh, for the purpose of getting unfreemen candleroakers debarred from commencing business
within Leith, for changing the three market days into one,
for debarring the sons and sons-in-law of freemen commencing
business until they entered with the Incorporation, and for it
being lawful to freemen apprentices and journeymen to seize
all candles, publicly or privately, imported by unfreemen or
their servants upon the risk of the maker thereof, not on the
market day or time anenarly, dated 1726.
42. Copy, Charter from King Charles I., in favour of the good Town
of Edinburgh, dated October 23 [1636], uniting the village of
Leith itself and also the superiority thereof, and all its
pertinents together with the City of Edinburgh into a Royal
City, with the hail liberty, privileges, and immunities pertaining to a City or Burgh Royal.
43. Memorial for the Freemen Incorporated Candlemakers of Edinburgh anent their privileges, and annexation of the Town of
Leith to the Burgh of Edinburgh, dated 1726.
44. Copy Memorial for the Candlemakers of Edinburgh to the
Right Ronble the Annual Committee of Burghs relative to
frauds committed by unfair dealers, with the Committee's
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deliverance thereon, and copy of the Provost's letter to the
Lord Advocate thereanent.
No. 45. Petition of Archibald Smart, candlemaker, Canongate, for
admission with the Incorporation on payment of such sum
as the Incorporation should prescribe, with deliverance
thereon, dated May 19, 1731, modifying the sum of £40 stg.,
and appointing his essay and essay masters.
46. Complaint, The Incorporation of Candlemakers against
William Beattie, residing in Edinburgh, for selling candles
on the streets, with his declaration and judgment of the
Bailies, dated February 7, 1732, finding it proven that he had
imported into Edinburgh ' 25 lib. of candles in a box,' and
was in contempt of the laws and acts of Council libelled in
offering the same to sale thro' shops and houses, and that
they were lawfully seized in manner libelled, and confiscating the said candles and box as a lawful seizure to the
pursuers, and with power to them to dispose thereof at
pleasure, and have fined, and hereby fine, the defender,
William Beattie, for the said abuse in ten merks Scots, to be
paid to the pursuers, nomine donum, and ordain him to be
imprisoned till he pay the same and enact himself not to be
guilty of the like practices in time coming, under the penalty
of £20 Scots in case of failzie ' attour performance,' with the
said William Beattie's enactment to the above effect of same
date.
4, 7. Written Minutes for the Candlemakers against Margaret
Mitchell with Interlocutor pronounced by the Court of Session
on the Report of Lord Menzies, dated February 10, 1738,
finding 'the defender cannot make candle within the City
of Edinburgh for sale there, nor her husband, not being
entered with the Corporation of Candlemakers, and also find
she cannot refine tallow otherwise than prescribed by the
28 Act of Parliament in the 23rd Parliament of King James
the 6th, reserving the consideration of the penalty.'
48. Licence and Toleration by the Candlemakers of Edinburgh to
Mrs. Margaret Mitchell or Arthur, for making and vending
of candles, dated April 12, 1738.
49. Bond and Obligation by her and her husband to said Incorporation, narrating the said process and licence, and obliging
T
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themselves to pay the Incorporation £12 Scots yearly, and
dated April 12, 1738.
No. 50. Copy Decreet of Absolvitor, three members of the Incorporation of Candlemakers against the Procurator Fiscal of Edinburgh, dated April 22, 1741, in process before the Dean of
Guild Court, relative to their melting tallow in their workhouses in the Candlemaker Row.
51. Petition for the journeymen Candlemakers of Edinburgh to
the said Incorporation, relative to a scheme to be entered into
for relief of their sick and poor, dated March 15, 1745.
52. Extract Act of Council, approving of a Minute of the Incorporation of Fleshers, etc., for preventing abuses in mixing
of all (?) with rough fat or tallow, September 9, 1784.
53. Memorandum for Mr. Hugh Buchan, relative to Candlemakers
and dispute with the proprietors of Brown's Buildings, dated
September 9, 1773.
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