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The History of the Royal Botanic Garden,
Edinburgh.

By JouN MacQUEEN COWAN.

Introduction.

The Royal Botanic Garden, Edinburgh, was one of the earliest to
be established, and its history may be traced back to about the year
1670. For information regarding its origin and progress there are
many documents and a large number of published works to which
we may turn. Altogether the literature which makes reference to
the History of the Royal Botanic Garden and to the activities of the
men who have been connected with it is enough to form the ground-
work of a considerable volume. But for the present we shall devote
our attention to the early History of the Garden and when some
account of the circumstances which led tq its inception has been given
we shall follow its development under James Sutherland, the first
““ Intendant.” Accordingly we shall confine ourselves to the period
from 1670 to 1720, the first half-century of the existence of the Garden,
leaving its later growth and development to subsequent issues of
these Notes. Among works which have already been published and
which demand our notice, special mention should be made of the
writings of historians, who, in their accounts of the city of Edinburgh,
have made brief reference to the Garden (2, 3, 9, 10, II, 12, 14, 16,
18, 28, 30, 31, 42). At the same time we shall have to consult others,
who, in writing of the University, have something to say about the
eminent men—her Professors of Botany—who from time to time
have been responsible for the welfare of the Garden (5, 7, 13, 17).
A pamphlet published by His Majesty’s Stationery Office (15) gives
a brief outline of the whole history of the Garden from its early days
(near Trinity Hospital at the end of the Nor’ Loch, now part of the
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Waverley Station) to the present day at Inverleith, whither it was
transferred in 1823.

Now, while the literature to which attention has been directed
covers our subject in a general way, yet for the most part it does not
treat primarily of the Garden, and various other sources of information
revealed by recent research have enabled us to make a considerable
contribution to the completeness of the historical record. For the
discovery and collection of a large number of manuscripts relative
to our subject we are indebted to the late Sir Isaac Bayley Balfour,
who, some thirty years ago, instituted a search for original documents.
Later he co-operated with the late Mr. D. W. Kemp, who had begun
upon his own account to collect material with a view to publishing a
Memoir of James Sutherland, the first Keeper of the Garden (71).

Professor Sir William Wright Smith and Mr. D. N. Kemp, son of
the late Mr. D. W. Kemp, have very generously placed all the available
evidence at my disposal, and without this assistance it would not have
been possible, in a comparatively short time, to draw up this narrative
of the early days of the Garden. It is therefore a duty and a pleasure
gratefully to acknowledge both Mr. Kemp’s and Sir Isaac’s work.
But during the course of the twenty or thirty years that have elapsed
since they were concerned with this subject, certain other documents,
many also in manuscript, have come to light. For help in collecting
these additional records I have especially to thank Dr. Meikle of the
Scottish National. Library, Mr. Angus of the Register House, Mr.
Charles Boog Watson, and also Dr. Marguerite Wood, who has
examined the records of the Town Council of Edinburgh and allowed
me to consult them. It may be mentioned that search has been made
in the Libraries at the British Museum, Oxford, Aberdeen, Paris,
Montpellier, and at the University of Edinburgh, while the Minutes
of the Society of Advocates and of the Society of Antiquaries in this
city were also examined. To Miss H. T. Maxwell, who has checked
many of the records and helped with other details, my thanks are
also due.

In compiling this account of the history of the Royal Botanic
Garden, Edinburgh, it has been my endeavour as far as possible
to make use of original texts and to present them as a consecutive
narrative by commenting and giving explanatory notes where
necessary, while at the same time allowing the documents to speak
for themselves rather than attempting to add to their significance
by vague conjecture. Many of those quoted are of considerable
historical interest and are now published for the first time; yet,
while every effort has been made to secure a record as complete as
possible, it is inevitable that gaps should occur when the material
available is for the most part disconnected.
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Its Conception and Inauguration.

From the earliest times Medicine and Botany have been so closely
inter-related that the origin of both sciences may be traced to the
same source—the Greek and Roman physicians and philosophers,
Theophrastes, Dioscorides, Pliny, and Galen.

During the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries Brunfels, Fuchs,
the brothers Bauhin, Cesalpino and others in seeking to recover the
knowledge of medicinal plants which the Greeks had possessed were
obliged to examine and to compare a great variety of their own native
plants. Their attention was in this way drawn to differences between
individual plants, and it followed naturally that plants were, for the
first time, carefully described. Fuchs, in 1542, illustrated about five
hundred species and Kaspar Bauhin, in 1623, had enumerated no less
than six thousand. The herbalists, at work in different European
countries, between them covered a large territory ; from time to
time the knowledge of botany was further advanced by travellers
who collected and brought back specimens of plants to them. This
new and growing desire for the closer study of plants led, before very
long, to the formation of gardens for their observation and experimental
cultivation, and accordingly we find Botanic Gardens established for
this purpose : at Padua in 1545, at Leyden in 1577, at Heidelberg
and Montpellier in 1593, at Oxford in 1623, and at Edinburgh in
1670. (20, 37)

Dr. Robert Morison, born in Aberdeen in 1620, was undoubtedly
indirectly instrumental in the founding of a Botanic Garden at
Edinburgh. He was the first botanist after Bauhin and Cesalpino
to devote himself to perfecting a system for the classification of
plants. When a young man he had the misfortune to be wounded
in the Battle of the Dee, and having identified himself, perhaps too
conspicuously, with the Royalist cause, he found it expedient to
absent himself from Scotland. He completed his education in Paris
and, in 1648, he took his degree as a doctor in Physics at Angers.
Thereafter the Duke of Orleans appointed him curator of his gardens
and he acquired such a passion for botanical science that it became
the absorbing study of his life. Charles II. invited Dr. Morison to
return to England and ten years later appointed him Professor of
Botany in the University of Oxford, a position in which ke gamed
a world-wide reputation.

As Medicine and Botany were very closely associated at this time,
it is not surprising that the Edinburgh Botanic Garden owes its
inception in 1670 to two eminent Edinburgh physicians, who, having
come in contact with Morison, were influenced by his enthusiasm,
and did much to promote the study of plants and of medicine in
Scotland.
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Sir Andrew Balfour, the senior of the two, was born in 1630 and,
after studying at St. Andrews University and later under Harvey in
London, he proceeded to France where he graduated as Doctor of
Medicine at the University of Caen in 1661. It is on record that he
met Dr. Morison for the first time in Paris. After a further period
of travel Balfour returned to Scotland to practise as a physician,
first at St. Andrews and later, from about 1668, in Edinburgh. There
he renewed his acquaintance with Dr. Robert Sibbald and by their
joint efforts they succeeded, not only in establishing a Physic Garden,
but also, with the aid of a few colleagues, in obtaining a Royal Charter
for the College of Physicians. In recognition of their contributions
to science both Balfour and Sibbald were knighted by the Duke of
York at Holyrood in 1682.

Sir Andrew Balfour was greatly interested in medicinal plants.
He had his own private garden in Edinburgh where he cultivated
them, and he was in correspondence with Morison, who was then at
Oxford, with Marchant at Paris, Hermann of Leyden, Watts in London
and Spotswood in Tangiers, and at various times he procured plants
and seeds from them all. (2, 4, &c.)

Of his friend Sir Andrew, Sibbald writes: “ He was a man of a
ripe judgement, and of a most taking behaviour. . . . At Edinburgh
he practised Physick with great success, so deservedly gained the
Reputation of the best qualified Physitian in the Place, and accord-
ingly was employed by those of the best rank.” (38)

Sir Andrew Balfour died in the High Street at Edinburgh on the
gth January, 1694, having almost completed his sixty-fourth year.
(212, 35.)

Sir Robert Sibbald, Balfour’s assistant and colleague, was born
in Edinburgh on the 15th April, 1641, in a house “ neer to the head
of Blackfriars Wynd upon the left syde.” (35) His early childhood
was spent partly in Dundee, but he attended the High School at
Edinburgh and then the Town’s College or University, and he was
laureated in 1659 at the age of eighteen. In the Scottish capital
there was no medical school at this time, and Sibbald, having resolved
to study medicine, went abroad, first to Leyden and to Paris, then
to Angers, where he obtained the Patent of Doctor of Medicine in
1661. He returned to Edinburgh in 1662, reaching the city by coach
on the last day of October; immediately thereafter he began to
practise as a doctor.

Sibbald was a prominent member of his profession, and we are
told that it was mainly because of his ““ activeness and energy " (33)
that the College of Physicians was at length granted a Royal Charter
in 1681. Mention has already been made of his knighthood in 1682.
After holding office as Secretary and Councillor Sir Robert was elected
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President of the Royal College of Physicians in 1684. In the following
year he was appointed first Professor of Medicine in the Town’s
College (53), now the University. Only a few months later he decided
to embrace the Catholic faith, and being thus no longer able to
““ Sign the Test,” he had to relinquish both appointments. Loss of
office was not to him the only serious consequence of this decision :
he incurred the displeasure of the populace, and was hounded from
his house by a mob determined to assassinate him ; but he escaped
to Holyrood and thence to London. After a short time in England
he reverted to Protestantism, and returned to Edinburgh in 1686.
Again he was elected a Councillor of the Royal College of Physicians,
but seems no longer to have taken a leading part in its activities.
““ A man of pure intentions, of amiable disposition, and of a generous
temper,” he died in his eighty-second year *“ in Bishop’s Land, beside
Carubbers Close, Edinburgh,” on the gth August, 1722. (35)

Sir Robert Sibbald was undoubtedly the leading spirit in the con-
temporary movement to promote the study of medicine in Scotland,
and, as we shall see, he was mainly responsible for the establishment
of a Physic Garden in Edinburgh as part of a larger scheme. He
recounts for us the reasons which led him to set about the formation
of a medical garden, and they are to be found in his short Auto-
biography. The original copy of this work has been lost, but fortun-
ately another in manuscript has been preserved, and is now in the
National Library of Scotland. (82) It was printed in 1834 (27) and
has been republished recently. (19) Having this account at his
disposal as well as others (39, &c.) the reader will be content with the
few outstanding facts which have been mentioned here. But our
knowledge of Sibbald may be supplemented in an interesting manner
by quoting from another manuscript, hitherto unpublished, which
contains an able and very fair criticism of his various activities. Of
the work in question I have been able to trace only one copy, and
that is now preserved at the Royal Botanic Garden. By a happy
chance it was acquired some years ago through the good offices of a
friend, who brought it to the notice of the late Sir Isaac Bayley Balfour
and enabled him to purchase it for a very small sum.

This manuscript is without title or date, and nowhere is any mention
made of the author’s name. In seeking to discover its origin I was
able, from internal evidence, to determine that it had been written
between the years 1800 and 1807. It is a work of high literary merit,
and can be attributed only to someone who had made a close study
of the History of the Botanic Garden. Various possibilities were
explored and, when several names had been rejected, that of Daniel
Rutherford seemed to offer a hopeful line of inquiry. A well-known
scholar and uncle of Sir Walter Scott, he was Regius Keeper of the
Garden from December, 1786, to December, 1819, and would naturally
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have been keenly interested. On following the investigation further
it was found that the handwriting of the manuscript resembled that
of an unsigned pamphlet of which Rutherford was known to be the
author ; moreover, the watermark on the paper of both is identical.
Another manuscript work by Rutherford is in a different handwriting,
but this may have been copied by a clerk, and I believe that it is not
altogether improbable that Rutherford is the author of the manu-
script in question. I intend to quote further from it at a later date,
but here only reproduce the pages which relate to Sibbald.

“ Robert Sibbald, M.D. and first Professor of Medicine in the
University of Edinburgh, was descended from the Sibbalds of Balgonie
a very ancient Family in Fifeshire several branches of which acted a
conspicuous part in that County. Being a younger brother Mr. Sibbald
embraced the profession of Medicine, in which his uncle Dr. George
Sibbald of Gibleston had attained considerable eminence. Although
Sibbald was justly esteemed one of the most learned men of his time,
and had been honoured with royal patronage, and stood high in the
public favour, no contemporary writer recorded his life, and at this
distant period, his biographer has to regret that the few notices
respecting him, which can be obtained are both superficial and un-
satisfactory.

“Some account of Sibbald’s early years and of the progress of
his studies is given by himself in his Vindicie Scotie illustrate, sive,
prodromi naturalis historie, Scotie, in which as shall be more parti-
cularly related in the following memoir, he endeavoured to repell the
charge of ignorance and plagiarism brought against him by his
acute and satirical colleague Doctor Pitcairme. From this narrative
we learn that having studied Philosophy and the Languages at the
University of Edinburgh under the learned and excellent Leighton,
afterwards Archbishop of Glasgow, Crawford, Wiseman, Tweedie,
and Forbes, with the view of qualifying himself for the professorship
which he had chosen, he went to Leyden, which even then had
acquired that high reputation as a Medical Seminary, which Boerhaave
and his learned coadjutors at a subsequent period raised to unrivalled
eminence. At this University he graduated in 1661, and published
his Inaugural dissertation entitled Dispulatio Medica de Variis Tabis
Speciebus. Dr. Sibbald remained three years at Leyden, during which
his time was devoted to the study of Medicine and of Natural History,
and having for the sake of further improvement resided some time
in France and in England, he returned to his native country; and
his future life was chiefly devoted to the investigation of its Topo-
graphy, its Antiquities, and its Natural History. On his return to
Scotland Dr. Sibbald fixed his residence at Edinburgh, but prompted
by the desire of prosecuting his inquiries without interruption, he
often retired to an estate which he purchased in the vicinity of that
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city [at Kipps, near Linlithgow], where he cultivated with consider-
able success many rare indigenous and exotic plants. He did not
however offer himself to the public in the character of an author till
1683, when he published his Nuncius Scoto-Britannus, sive admonitio
de Atlante Scotico sew Descriptione Scotie antique et moderne, &c.
But his literary reputation had previously attracted the attention of
his Sovereign Charles IT; and so highly did this acute Monarch
appreciate Sibbald’s talents, that he imposed upon him the task of
drawing up a general description of the whole kingdom, and a parti-
cular history of the different Counties or Shires of Scotland. Charles
also conferred upon Dr. Sibbald the honour of knighthood, and more-
over nominated him King’s Physician, Royal Geographer, and Natural
Historian.

‘“ Sir Robert Sibbald was one of the original Fellows of the Royal
College of Physicians of Edinburgh ; and the first medical Professor
to whom a Medical Chair was allotted in that University. He was
installed Professor of Medicine about the year 1695. He was unques-
tionably a man of respectable talents, and of considerable and multi-
farious erudition. To the literary acquisitions connected with his
profession, he added no superficial knowledge of the sciences of
Antiquities and of Natural History. He more particularly studied with
diligence and success the Antiquities of his native country, which
have received no inconsiderable degree of illustrations from his various
learned performances. Among the objects of his particular investi-
gations was the history of Scotland during the time of the Romans,
and his researches have thrown much light on the situation of the
country in that remote and dark period.

““ He published in 1684 his principal work, Scotia Illustrata sive
Prodromus Historiae Naturalis in quo Regionis natura, Incolarum
Ingenia et Mores Morbi iisque médendi Methodus, et Medicina Indigena

1 et Multiplices Naturae Partus in triplice ejus
Reg'rm mebm scilicet, Animali, et Minerali . . . exponuntur : folio :
Another edition appeared in 1696 folio.

“Of this elaborate work, which as he informs us occupied him
during twenty years, one part is appropriated to the investigation of
the indigenous plants of Scotland, and contains various remarks on
their economical uses and on their officinal virtues. A few rare species
make their first appearance in the Scotia Illustrata ; among others
the Sibbaldia [Sibbaldia procumbens L. = Potentilla Sibbaldi Hall. 1.],
a plant of the Class Pentandria thus designated by Linnaeus in honour
of the author, and the Ligusticum Scoticum.

“The ‘Prodromus’ met with a favourable reception from the
learned, and the public in general recognised its merit. The following
testimonies evince the degree of estimation in which it was held by
the most competent judges. ‘In the “ Prodromus " the Author has
shewn himself worthy of what he enjoys in being the King’s geographer




8 HISTORY OF THE ROYAL BOTANIC GARDEN.

and physician there, but in this he acts chiefly as the latter . . . [His
qualifications] alltogether make us impatiently expect the Atlas itself,
the Prodromus of which is so satisfactory, that it seems to have
prevented it.” Sir Robert Sibbald has given us a much more ample
testimony of his intimate acquaintance with the natural products of
his own Country, in the famous work which he has published on that
subject, whereof I shall not pretend to say more than that it fully
answers its title, Scotia Illustrata sive Prodromus Historiae Naturalis.
The foreign literary journals of that period spoke of the Prodromus
in terms equally respectful.

“ Sir Robert Sibbald, having been suspected of being the author of
a tract entitled Apollo Mathematicus, which contained some pointed
sarcacisms [sic] against the reasonings and principles of the mathe-
matical physicians incurred the displeasure of his learned colleague Dr.
Pitcairne, who being a strenuous supporter of the dogmata maintained
by this class of his brethren, was highly offended by Sibbald’s imagined
attempt to expose them to derision and in revenge wrote a severe
satire against the Scotia Illustrata, entitled De Legibus Historiae
Naturalis, Edinburgi, 1696. But it contains no solid objection to
Dr. Sibbald’s work, and was even at the time regarded, as the offspring
of party rancour, if not of personal dislike.

“ Dr. Sibbald extended his investigations into the animal kingdom,
and appears to have paid particular attention to the Natural History
of the Cefa. In 1692 he published his Phalainologia nova or Obser-
vations on certain Animals of the Whale Genus lately thrown on the
Shores of Scotland. This tract was also well received ; nor is it yet
undeserving of the Zoologist's attention, even in the present advanced
state of this science. It is now indeed, I believe rarely inspected,
although its merits entitled it to a republication ‘so late as in the
year 1773. Sir Robert secems to have formed the resolution of adding
a second volume to his * Prodromus ’ in which he proposed to include
a complete Celologia [sec also 32], and a history of all the marine
animals which frequent the coasts of Scotland. But this task he never
executed. In the same year he published an Advertisement anent the
Ziphias, or Sword-fish exposed at Edinburgh.

“ In the year 1706 he communicated to the Royal Society of London,
an accurate description of the Balanus Balanae, or Pediculus Ceti
of Bocconi, illustrated by a figure of the animal in its shell. This
curious animal, previously a nondescript in Britain, is the Lepas
Diadema of Linnaeus Syst. Nat. 1108. This communication was
inserted in Vol. XXV. of the Philosophical Transactions, p. 2314 (32).

“In the Mi. m eruditae Antiquitatis, . . . &c., pub-
lished by Sir Robert Sibbald in 1710 we find a very masterly dis-
sertation on the Chara of Caesar, mentioned also by Dio Cassius, on
which the soldiers in Valerius’s army, when destituted of every other
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kind of provisions, were for some time chiefly supported. Some have
endeavoured to identify this root with the Karemile, Carmele, or, as
Lightfoot terms it the Corr, or Cor-meille of the Highlanders. It is
now ascertained to be the Orobus tuberosus Linnaei [Lathyrus mon-
tanus Bernh.], vulgarly denominated Wood Pease.

“In the History of the Sheriffdom of Fife and Kinross, one of
our Author’s most valuable performances published in the same year
with the Miscellanea, and lately reprinted under the care of the
Reverend Lawrence Adamson of Couper in Fife, with some valuable
Notes and Illustrations, Dr. Sibbald inserted a Catalogue of plants
chiefly maritime habitating about the Firth of Forth, to one of which
he had given the name of Balfouriana, as a mark of attachment to
his friend Sir Andrew Balfour; But Andrew’s memory is no
longer honoured with this tribute of respect from his learned con-
temporary as Linnaeus has arranged the plant in the Pentandria
Class of his system, and given it the name of Pulmonaria Maritima
[Mertensia maritima Don.].

“Sir Robert Sibbald died at Edinburgh in 1715, at an advanced
period of life. [See page 5.1

“ Although Sir Robert Sibbald’s researches into Natural History
were certainly too superficial and limited to entitle him to the char-
acter of a master in that difficult and extensive science, it must never-
theless be admitted, that he was instrumental in smoothing the
way for future inquirers, and consequently in accelerating their pro-
gress. It must also be recorded to his honour, that he was very active
and very successful in promoting the study of the antiquities of his
country, a department of knowledge, which at that period was in its
infancy ; and that many of his works exhibit profound researches
into former ages, extensive observation, and judicious inquiries into
the actual state of Scotland in his own times. With regard to the
Roman Antiquities of Scotland Sibbald’s reasonings are in some
measure conjectural and his conclusions erroneous ; and, as frequently
happens, his mistakes were implicitly adopted by subsequent writers,
and remained unsuspected till that profound scholar and most learned
Antiquary the late General Roy discovered and removed them. The
style of our Author is far inferior to his matter. Both in his Latin
and English works, his language is inelegant and his mode of expres-
sion unusually embarrassed, considering the eminence of his literary
character. His works appear to have been hastily composed, and he
was in general more anxious to investigate facts, and to record them
with impartiality, than studious to adorn his narrative with purity
of diction or with the graces of oratory.

“ His History of Fife, as has been already observed, ranks among
the most valuable of his numerous performances. Local circumstances
naturally attached him to this subject, and he has evidently exerted
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no ordinary share of assiduity in the prosecution of his inquiries.
He appears to have carefully examined every historical document, to
which he could have recourse, whether printed or in manuscript, that
might confirm his statements, or elucidate any branch of his work.
He has incorporated with his narrative a profusion of Latin quota-
tions, which disfigure his pages, and sometimes embarrass his reader ;
but which may nevertheless be regarded as satisfactory evidence of
his fidelity. When in the progress of his historic details, he reached
his own times, his personal knowledge of the scenes which he investi-
gates, and his opportunities of communicating with his numerous
friends and relatives, who from local residence, could impart him every
information, and the exact coincidence of his description of such
objects as have resisted the depredations of time, with the appear-
ances which they still exhibit, establish his general accuracy beyond
question. And upon the whole, his diligence and his acquirements
entitled Sir Robert Sibbald to be ranked among the most eminent
of his literary contemporaries in Scotland.” (80)

It is interesting to observe that the author of the preceding account,
whoever he may have been, was quite unaware of Sir Robert Sibbald’s
Autobiography (82), although a manuscript copy must have been in
the Advocates’ Library (now the National Library of Scotland),
prior to 1800. This explains the biographer’s omission of any reference
to Sibbald’s responsibility for the embryo Botanic Garden. There
is an error also with regard to the date of his death.

Regarding the disagreement between Sibbald and Dr. Archibald
Pitcairne to which our author has alluded, a further note of some
botanical interest may be added. In the course of the feud Pitcairne
vented his contempt of Sibbald in a satire in verse entitled “ In
D. Robertum Sibbaldum de Cyphiis M.D. Equitem auratum.” He
mentions particularly a Briar Rose which Sir Robert had found near
Kipps and dignifies in his Prodromus with the title Rosa Ciphiana.
Sibbald wrote a Latin ode upon the plant (40), and this seemed
especially to have annoyed Pitcairne who replies :—

“Dum tot inculti, queis horret Scotia, montes
Exiles fundunt squalidulasque rosas.” (80)

Pitcairne accused Sibbald of claiming to have first discovs
rose already described by Bauhin. Sibbald, refuting this cri
his Vindiciae (41), sums up his arguments as follows :

““ Nunc videndum quid Johannes Bauhinus ubi de Rosis agit, afferat
pro animadversore. Rosa, inquit, quam Author Prodromi describit
quasi a se primum detectam (impudentissime diabole, ubi asserit
hoc ?) quae Joanni Bauhino rosa est pumila, spinosissima, foliis pim-
pinellae glabris, flore rubro, &c.

““ Animadversor unam facit rosam quae J. Bauhino diversis capitibus
tractatur utpote prima rosa pumila spinosissima, foliis pimpinellae,




EARLY HISTORY. 1T

glabris, flore albo. Altera est Rosa spinosissima pumila flore rubro.
At neutra ex his nostra est ut ex J. Bauhini textu patebit.”

The plant in question is figured in Scotia Illustrata, and is one of
the forms of Rosa spinosissima L., with variegated flowers, recently
recognised by Druce as a distinct variety (13a, 29).

Resuming our account of Sir Robert Sibbald’s part in the foundation
of the Edinburgh Royal Botanic Garden, and of the motives which
led him to take action, we find that on returning to Edinburgh in
1661 he was very soon impressed with the deplorable state of medical
science in Scotland (26) and with the ignorance of the local chirurgeons
and apothecaries. He found the city overrun with quacks and mounte-
banks, and although in Sibbald’s own works we find no actual descrip-
tion of their methods, there is a striking instance of the current state
of affairs in the records of the Privy Council for June, 1663. We
are there informed that a person named Johanes Michael, Philo-
physician, who stated that His Majesty had allowed him to practise
his profession in England, now entreated the Privy Council to allow
him the same liberty in the Kingdom of Scotland. Permission was
given him to erect his stage in the city of Edinburgh, but the Council
also appointed the petition ““to be intimated to and answered by
the Master of Revells,” against their next meeting ; and in the mean-
time * discharged the physician to practise rope dancing ! (73).
Further, we may remember that no Pharmacoepia had been pub-
lished and accordingly there were no standard drugs ; those sold in
shops were of poor quality and often ineffective. Thus in order that
the Apothecaries might be able to learn something of the products
which they sold and at the same time with a view to providing his
colleagues with reliable supplies of drugs, Sibbald began to study
indigenous plants. His investigations led naturally to the making of
a garden for the cultivation of medicinal herbs, and it will soon be
evident that, although he advocated the use of indigenous drugs, in
practice he by no means confined himself to locally collected species.

About the year 1670 a Physic Garden was accordingly started upon
a modest scale—first at Holyrood Palace and later at the Trinity
Hospital—with plants already in cultivation in Sibbald’s own garden
at Kipps, in Balfour’s private garden at Edinburgh, and in the garden
of their friend Patrick Murray at Livingstone. The story of its incep-
tion, with James Sutherland’s appointment to be the first ““ Intendant,”
is told in Sir Robert’s Autobiography, and may be given in his own
words :

““ At first I made it my business, by my acquaintance with some
of the Apothecaries and Chirurgions, to informe myself of the method
of practice in use amongst the Physitians here, and gott the coppie
of the courses of Physick they appointed in most diseases, and of
the receipts most in use amongst them. When there was occasion for




12 HisToRY OF THE ROYAL BOTANIC GARDEN.

it, I caused consult them ; and caried with a great deal of deference
and respect to them. . . . Some four yeers after I settled here, Doctor
Andrew Balfour came home, and about a yeer therafter [c. 1667]
came to Edinburgh. I was acquainted with him in France, and we
were allyed. He was a man of ane excellent witt, and who had im-
proved himself by his travells for fourteen yeers. He had severall
tymes travelled over France, and had been a yeer in Italy, and seen
all the rarities yr, and conversed with the men eminent for learning.
He had attained much knowledge of the naturall history, and pro-
vided himselfe well with books of yt nature. I came by conversation
with him to know the best writters on that subject. I had from my
settlement here, a designe to informe myself of the subjects of the
naturall history this country could affoord, for I had learned at Paris
that the simplest method of Physick was the best, and these that the
country affoorded came neerest to our temper, and agreed best with
usEE iz

“I had become acquaint with Patrick Morray, Laird of Leving-
stone, by meanes of Mr. John Elies, my comerade, who maried his
sister, and had information of him what plants might be gotten in
the fields ; and I frequently went to Leviston, wher he had collected
of plants that grew in the country and foreigne ones neer to a thousand.
I made Dr. Balfour his acquaintance with Levistone, which, upon
Levistone’s going abroad and corresponding with the Doctor, gave
the rise to the designe of establishing the medicine garden at Edr.
Doctor Balfour and I first resolved upon it, and obtained of John
Brown, gardner of the North yardes in the Abby, ane inclosure of
some 40 foot of measure every way. We had, by this tyme, become
acquaint with Master James Sutherland, a youth, who, by his owne
industry, had attained great knowledge of the plants and of medals,
and he undertook the charge of the culture of it. By what we pro-
cured from Leviston and other gardens, and brought in from the
Country, we made a collection of eight or nyne hundred plants yr.
We got several of the Physitians in Town to concur in the designe,
and to contribute so much a yeer for the charge of the culture and
importation of foreigne plants. Some of the Chirurgeon Apothecaryes,
who then had much power in the town, opposed us, dreading that it
might usher in a Coledge of Physitians, but, by the care and dexterity
of Doctor Balfour, these were made friends to the designe, and assisted
us in obtaining of the Counsell of Edinburgh ane leese to Mr. James
Sutherland, for nynteen years, of the garden belonging to Trinity
Hospitall, and adjacent to it. And Doctor Balfour and I, with some
others, were appointed by the Town Counsell visitors of the garden.
After this, we applied ourselves with much care to embellish the
fabrick of the garden, and import plants from all places into this
garden, and procured that severall of the nobility concurred in contri-
buting for some yeers, for the incouradgement of Mr. Sutherland ;
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some gyfts lykewise were obtained of mony from the Exchequer,
and the Lords of Session and Faculty of Advocates, for yt use ; and
by Dr. Balfour’s procurement, considerable pacquets of seeds and
plants were yeerly sent hither from abroad, and the students of
medicine got directions to send ym from all places they travelled to,
wher they might be had, by which means the g
siderably every yeer . . .."” (82)

den increased con-

Another of Sibbald’s publications, entitled Memoria Balfouriana (38),
is a biography written in Latin to commemorate Sir Andrew Balfour
and his brother Sir James. It was published in Edinburgh in 1699.
Sibbald there (p. 68) repeats his description of the beginnings of the
physic garden, but in less detail, and without adding to the account
already given.

The Barony of Livingstone which Sibbald mentions as having
supplied many of the plants in the original collection is situated
near Bathgate, some twenty miles west of Edinburgh, and con-
cerning Patrick Murray who was responsible for that notable collection,
the New Statistical Account of Scotland, gives the following infor-
mation :

“ Patrick Murray, Baron of Livingstone, well deserves to have his
memory recorded. Living about the middle of the seventeenth century,
this young nobleman, in possession of an ample fortune, turned his
attention to the study of natural history, and, not contented with
forming at his own country-seat a botanic garden consisting of one
thousand species of plants, a great collection in thosz infant days
of the science, he traversed foreign countries with a view to increase
it. Having gone over the whole of France, he was, on his way to
Italy, cut off by a fever, much to the prejudice of natural history
in Scotland, and deeply regretted by those friends who could estimate
the worth of character displayed by a youth, who, in the uncontrolled
possession of an abundant fortune, could steadily devote himself to
a praiseworthy pursuit. Patrick Murray had been the friend and
pupil of Sir Andrew Balfour, who, after his death, had his plants
transported to Edinburgh, where, joining them to his own, Sir Andrew
laid the foundation of the first botanic garden in that city.” (36)

James Sutherland.
1638 2—1719.

Of the early years of James Sutherland, the first Keeper of the
Garden, little is known. (8) He must have been born about the year
1638, or perhaps a year or two earlier, and it has been suggested
that he may have been a native of Sutherlandshire. At an early age
he had distinguished himself by his knowledge of plants (38), and
it is known that even from his youth he was a keen collector of medals
and of coins. The plot at Holyrood where Sutherland first took charge























































































































































