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This publication started off as a
simple desire to transcribe some of
the notes on the family traditions
written by Wilson Ray Frazer, my
grandfather. This material came
my way from Peter Frazer, a
second cousin living in London,
who had several cardboard boxes
of notes and references from
Wilson stored in his attic. I took
some of the more recent notes with
me back to Australia, intending to
quickly put something together to
send around the family. However,
a review of the size of the task
suggests that it would realistically
take some years and end up being
a substantial book. It seems more
sensible to publish the material
piecemeal, so that others may
become involved as soon as
possible.
The name of this publication is
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a piece of Gaelic whimsy, described
further on page 8.
The family tree attached shows
many of the descendants of
Archibald Frazer of
Dunnacleggan, whose parentage is
at this stage unproven. This
volume features the first part of
Wilson's notes, introducing the
family tradition that Archibald
was a lineal descendant of the
Fraser's of Lovat.
These notes were probably
written in 1961, shortly before his
death in 1963; presumably
intended to be a complete
summary of his life's study of the
family history. No doubt due to
deteriorating health, this summary
was never completed, and the rest
of the story will have to be
extracted from several versions of
preliminary notes.

A Note on Archibald Frazer
by Wilson Ray Frazer (1874-1963)
In 1884 the Committee of
Privileges of the House of Lords had
before them a claim preferred by John
Fraser to the Barony and Estates of
Lovat1. Fraser contended that he was
descended from Alexander, the elder
brother of Simon Fraser, the Lord
Lovat of the 17452. The proceedings
roused a great deal of public interest.
In the end it was proven beyond
doubt that Alexander had died,
unmarried, from wounds received at
the battle of Killicrankie. Fraser's
claim was rejected.
Reading about the claim revived
in my father's3 memory a family
tradition, given later on, which had
lain almost forgotten for nearly 70
years. My father, knowing little of
1 Lord Lovat being the hereditary Chief

of the 'Highland' Frasers, Lady Saltoun
being the Chief of the Clan of Fraser.
2 Notorious for his marital and political

dealings; active in the Jacobite rebellion
of 1745 leading to the final defeat at
Culloden, was beheaded for treason at
the Tower of London, the last person to
have this honour; the axe and block are
still on display.
3 Joseph Frazer 1838-1908

the clan genealogies and
ramifications, got the idea that
Alexander, whom John Fraser
claimed as his ancestor, was in fact
ours. Accordingly he spent some
time and effort in trying vainly to
trace the connection, until it was
made quite clear that Alexander
never had any descendants.
It was during this period that I
asked my father how old Archibald
was when he died. Without
hesitation my father said "Ninety or
over". I want to emphasize that this
was my father's immediate reaction to
the question, because at a later date
when chasing other ideas, we rather
lost sight of, or ignored, my father's
categorical statement on this
obviously important point.
Our interest flagged, and it was
not until after the war of 1914-15 that
my brother Joe4 made a careful study
of the clan genealogies, and these,
together with information which I
gleaned from the Stuart Papers at
Windsor, led us to think that the link
we were looking for was Simon
Fraser of the Cadet House of Brae. A
very great deal of research has been
made into the life of Simon of Brae.
Quite a biography of him has
4 Joseph Frazer c1986-1946
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emerged. In a letter he himself says
that he left a small family "behind"
when, after the failure of the 1715
rebellion, he escaped to join the
Jacobites in France. It seemed a
pretty good scent, and it was
followed up with vigour. But in spite
of all our efforts no trace whatever of
the "small family" has been found.
When Simon of Brea died in
Edinburgh, no heirs put in an
appearance. So gradually doubts
have been growing in my mind. It
may be that the small family were all
girls; or if there was a boy, that he
died young; or indeed, at that period,
the mother and children all died in
some epidemic. Certainly at the end
of his life Simon of Brae seems to
have been remarkably solitary.
Up to this we had not seriously
considered the possibility of Simon of
Lovat himself being our link. His
family affairs were well enough
known, and did not seem to offer any
point for our speculations. One day,
however, when reading some
correspondence in the British
Museum, I came across what appears
to be conclusive evidence that Simon
of Lovat had a legal wife in France in
1702-3. This discovery led me to
abandon Simon of Brae, the more
especially since the family traditions

and other indications seem to be even
more applicable to Simon of Lovat
than to Simon of Brae. Unfortunately,
my retirement, the war5, and
subsequent disabilities have
hampered me in pursuing the matter.
The traditions and indications
mentioned above are as follows:(1) The family tradition. This
relates to when Archibald6, the last
surviving male representative of
Simon Lovat of the '45 died in 1814,
Joseph the eldest grandson of our
Archibald - he who was fated to be
murdered 20 years later - urged his
father Robert to put in a claim for the
Lovat peerage and estates and "not to
lose what rightly belonged to them".
To this his father replied "Child, what
you never had, you never lost" and
refused to do anything about it. He
did not, however, deny the
relationship which would in other
circumstances have made the claim
possible. As things were, both the
title and the estates had been forfeited
after the '45: and though some 40
years later the estates had been
restored to the old Lovat's son Sir
5 World War II 1939-45
6 Archibald Campbell Fraser 1736-1815,

youngest son of Simon of Lovat, not our
Archibald
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Simon Fraser on payment of a
substantial sum, Sir Simon had
entailed them successively on the
Chief Houses of the Clan in the event
of he himself and his brother
Archibald dying without male heirs;
as indeed happened in 1814 when the
house of Strichen succeeded to the
estates under the entail and have
since secured by Act of Parliament
the restoration of the Barony. In these
circumstances, it would clearly have
been absurd for Robert to have made
a claim.
(2) The fact that Archibald clearly
had French affinities, is said to have
spoken French more readily than
English, and was known as "the
Frenchman" among his neighbours in
Queens County, Ireland.
(3) The date of Archibald's death.
Probate was granted on his will on
the 12th April 1796. The proving of a
will was a slow business, and it
would be quite reasonable, I think, to
put the actual death in April 1795 or
even earlier. If, as my father stated,
Archibald was "90 or over" at his
death, a date for his birth in 1703
would not be unreasonable.
Archibald is said to have been
buried "in front of the altar" in the
church of Dunkerrin, King's County:

but unfortunately the church and its
records were destroyed by fire over a
century ago.
(4) The statement of Sir John
Maclean. Outlawed and in peril of
his life, Simon fled from Scotland and
came down to London. This was in
1701, and for the greater part of that
year he remained in London. But on
the death of King James in September
1701, Simon risked a dash to the
Highlands to get the opinions of
Chiefs of Clans on the question of an
armed rising to restore the Stuarts.
He was back again in London about
February, 1702. He soon made up his
mind to take the information he had
collected in Scotland to St Germain.7
However he lingered for some
time in London - there was a lady in
the offing as we shall see - but
ultimately he set out at the end of
May or early in June and reached
Paris about mid-July. There is a little
mystery about the date of his arrival.
He himself says in his memoirs that
he "arrived in Paris with this
important commission about the
month of September, 1702". There is,
however, conclusive evidence that he
was in Paris as early as mid-July. An
7 The Jacobite Court in exile
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explanation of the discrepancy will be
suggested later. Earlier or later,
however, he got in touch with his
cousin Sir John Maclean who had
been at St Germain for a number of
years, and by him and others no
doubt was instructed in the politics
and intrigues at St Germain. During
a part of this period he seems to have
lived as Capt. John Campbell.
Eventually, in September or perhaps
October or later, he was introduced to
Lord Perth, and through him to
Queen Mary of Modena, and
ultimately to King Louis himself. To
them he expounded his plan for a
Scots rising in favour of the young
James. The plan met with general
approval. While the project was
being considered by Queen Mary and
her advisers, Simon seems to have
taken lodging at St Germain: but later
when the project was under
consideration by the French
Government, he had to find an
apartment in Paris, to facilitate the
lengthy explanations and
consultations about his scheme which
he was to have with several French
ministers.

received from Sir John Maclean two
letters, copies of which are given
below. The letter F55 contains two
references which help fix its
approximate date. The burning of the
treasure ships which so upset Louis
XIV, was the news dated 23 October
1702, which is reported from Paris in
the London Gazette of 27 October,
that "Admiral Benbow has burned 10
or 12 French merchant ships of great
value". The reference to Prince John
of Baden coming over the Rhine is
more obscure, but troops under his
command seem to have crossed the
Rhine and then recrossed it in the
latter part of October. From this
indication I think Sir John's letters
were dated about the end of October
or beginning of November 1702.
Sir John's writing and spelling was
erratic, but I think that the meaning of
the letter, including the Gaelic, is
reasonably clear.

It was presumably at this time the very end of October or the
beginning of November - that Simon
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B.M.Add.Mss.31251,f.55.
My Deare Dole Don
Craig was arryved and gone to The Queen or I gott your letter But
I waiyted till he came out he told me he hade given her ane acount(sic)
of all and that she told him not to speake of it to any bodye but wayte
our answer and if it succeeded it would be tyme enough to acauant(sic)
Ber.or any else The Goodwife longs for your return and so does your
wife far removed to ane other familye for the (? she) disturbed was (? is)
8
too much Adieu my deare Bod in duil ain lone(? love ?) my service to
9
my honest Siqar(? Siqan,? Sigar,? Sigan, or ? Sigar ?)
The King of France is mightily down in the mouth about the Ships
being burnt. They are afraid for Strasbourg, for Prince Louis is come
over the Rhyne and there is almost no garrison in Strasbourg and the
10
Burgars inclined to the Germanes, La in donis re
Vinistrie
f.55d
For the mighty Impotent Dole Don ambassadeur Extraordinair of the
11
Divilish Cantons of Isigal and The friyed Zone at his Lodgings in
12
the little door of pimp allays in Ballemere R1
in (?nr ?ni) frank.
B.M.Add.Mss.31251,f.59.
3 of the clock in ecpediction (? ecpedation, or depectation? from "depesche" meaning to despatch) of the script
I gave your letter tho P.was taken up with a man in his closett and
hade not tyme to read it then yet I wayted on him att dinner and on
sight he wrotte the inclosed which I send you The knight telles you the
rest in his letter My wife is your humble and your wife has decamped
to her former Lodgeing with fire and sword before I came from Paris
My deare I am yours and your hires to all eternity or God confound
me.
f.59d
For
The noble potent and Impotent peer Mackimie bod in duil na he13
14
ru(hein? ?heir)
en balemeur re
ni Frank
-6-

8 Bod in duil ain (?air) lone - Cock ex-

12 Ballemere Rue (cf (3) above and (2)

pecting a meal

of F59)

9 Sigar?
10 La in donis re Vinistrie - a day in the

13 Bod in duil na heru - cock expecting

an heir

vile strict Vinistrie

14 Balameur re - Ballemere Rue

11 Isigal?

The outstanding point in these
letters is, of course, the reference to
Simon's hitherto unheard of wife of
1702.
A careful study of the letters is
illuminating. In the case of F55
Simon had apparently written to
Maclean, enclosing a letter to be
handed to Perth. In his reply (F55)
says nothing about the letter for Perth
but tells Simon about Craig (? code
name for Perth) visiting the Queen,
and about the departure of Simon's
wife. Simon, as I infer from the
subdued tone of F59, wrote back
sharply asking whether his letter had
been delivered to Perth, and when
and why his wife had left them and
where she had gone. At the same
time he possibly hinted that his wife
was pregnant and should have been
treated more considerately, or
something to that affect. This
conjecture is, I think, reasonable and
necessary to explain not only the
subdued tone of F89 and the obvious
change in Lady Maclean's attitude,

but also Sir John's declaration - "I am
yours and you heirs for ever" - and his
address to Simon as "the poor
MacKimmie, Cock expecting and
heir". Pursuing the same vein of
pleasantry, SIr John inserts "potent"
before "impotent" which in F55 was
probably a playful reference to Simon
as a chief without a clan.
That is the end of this segment. The
next installment will, I think, complete
the story of Simon Lovat's mysterious
marriage with speculation as to her
identity and other reasons supporting the
possibility that our ancestor, Archibald,
could be the offspring of that marriage.
There may also be space for "Aunt Ruth's
Chronicle", which is the only early
written expression of our otherwise oral
family tradition that I have yet seen.
We have lost touch with most of the
branches of the family tree, and regained
contact would be worthwhile, not only for
the sake of family, but also in the hope of
finding more about the traditions. Seeing
most modern oral tradition is passed
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down by the women of the family, a lot of
material may have been lost by having
had two generations with only male issue.
The exploration of the female line, rather
than the traditional genealogical male
line, may then prove to be particularly
useful.
Joseph and Wilson called their search
for the unknown ancestor "The Quest",
and it became a lifelong, but ultimately
unsuccessful, search. They did seem to
desire to keep their findings confidential,
presumably with the possibility of
claiming the Lovat title and estates in
mind.
I have assumed that they did all that
could be done with the resources available
to them, and that we would be wasting
time to repeat their work. Their quest can
only be advanced by finding new
information. Computer genealogical data
bases are one new and growing resource,
but the purpose of this publication is to
remove the veil of secrecy from the family
traditions so that the net can be cast
further.
It seems that I have a personal interest
in all this. On many occasions, my
father, Simon, has referred to me as Hugh
"of the black knee", saying that a
highland seer had prophesied that one of
that name had would "restore the family
fortune". I had always viewed this idea

with some scepticism, thinking perhaps
that this was a flight of Gaelic fantasy
from my grandfather, Wilson. And so it
remained a background part of my life,
even though my father's expression
sometimes had a "when are you going to
get on with it" look, until I met, for the
first time, my second cousin Peter Frazer
on a recent visit to England.
While going over the cardboard boxes
of Wilson's notes and reference books
with Peter, I mentioned the black knee
story, to which he replied, "I don't know
that as Hugh of the black knee, but as 'a
Frazer born with a black mark behind his
left knee would restore the family
fortune.'" The hairs at the back of my
neck stood up, because I was born with a
black mark behind my left knee, and, to
the best of my knowledge Peter would
have been unaware of this. On
questioning about the origin of this
prediction, Peter used the words, "from
some old crone", being exactly the same
words as my father used.
As a sceptical engineer, I find this
bemusing and curious to say the least.
There are other coincidences, which will
be described in later Chronicles, that add
up to a feeling of 'well, just maybe',
leading me to putting this story together.
The title of this Chronicle is a whimsical
acknowledgement to the power of
suggestion.
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The second Black Knee Chronicle
continues with extracts of Wilson
Frazer's notes on his and his brother
Joe's lifetime of researches into the family
traditions. The notes are less finished
than those used in the first Chronicle, but
I have not tried to arrange them, desiring
to leave their original flavour.
Also some tradition from Deryk
Frazer, and some news of a new book by
Oliver Frazer. The promise of Aunt
Ruth's Chronicle will have to wait for
Chronicle 3.
Perhaps now is a good time to answer
the question of the motivation behind the
Chronicles. Part of the motivation is to
learn more about our family – how is it
that knowledge of one's heritage gives
more depth to one's life? The other main
motivation is a desire to find out more of
the truth about our traditions; perhaps
even resolve the questions that they raise;
perhaps lead to an end of our self-imposed
exile, if that is not too strongly put.
To my mind, the best way to find
more of the truth is through making the
story as public as possible. If there is
knowledge to be gained, it will be well
tucked away, and the greater the number
of people who know of our quest, and
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perhaps find it a little fascinating, the
greater are our chances of finding it.
For this reason, I have gone to the
trouble of making the Chronicles
reasonably attractive, and in a format
that is readily photocopied, using both
sides of standard A4 paper, folded into a
booklet.
If any reader should feel the desire to
help in spreading the story, please feel free
to make as many copies as you wish and
send them to whoever you wish,
providing that the title block and address
remain to assist in further contact. Or
send me the name and address, so that I
can send a copy of the Chronicles.
If any of you come across a spare
telephone directory of any place in the
world, please look for Frazer's with a z,
and if there are any, tear out the page, or
photocopy it, and send it to me. I consider
that we would be lucky to get a useful
reply from one in two or three hundred
contacts.
I have sent a copy of the first
Chronicle to Lord Lovat, asking for
whatever assistance he might offer, with
no reply to date, so it can be fairly said
that the courtesies have been met.

Wilson Frazer's Notes
The story so far finished with Sir John
Maclean's letters to Simon, Lord Lovat to
be, mentioning a mysterious wife, who
Wilson considers could be the mother of
our ancestor, Archibald of Dunnacleggan.
W.C.MacKenzie 1 in his life of
Simon Fraser refers Sir John's letters,
quoted above, tentatively to the
Autumn of 1702 and comments :
"Who was this wife? Apparently
she has legal right to the title, and if
so, when did Lovat marry her? His
first marriage has already been
described; his second took place in
1716, and his third in 1733. Was there
a fourth? And was the lady Lucy
Jones? The Paris wife cannot have
been the Dowager, for in the circumstances that hypothesis is untenable.
"Whoever she was - if she was
really his wife - she does not seem to
have lived with Lovat long, whether
she left him or died it is impossible to
say."
The first marriage mentioned
above was that with the Dowager
lady Lovat, widow of Hugh, 11th
Lord Lovat. The event took place in
1696 or 97, when Simon was still in or
just out of his teens. It is unnecessary
1 One of a number of well known histo-

for the present purpose to go into the
question whether it was a rape or not.
It is sufficient to say that the marriage
was declared null and void by the
Court of Session on . . . 2.
However there were many who
held that the Court of Session had no
power to annul the marriage and that
it was still valid; but trouble and
disgrace for the manoeuvre, ill
conceived by a hot headed boy to
counteract the iniquitous design of
the Murray of Atholl to deprive him
of his rights, were to pursue him for
many a year, even after the whole
incident was finally legally closed.
Lucy Jones was a woman with
whom Simon appears to have had a
romance in the earlier part of 1702
before he left London for France. For
some reason Simon kept her letters,
and they are now in the British
Museum. She seems to have been
genuinely attached to Simon, and
would no doubt have been ready to
marry him, but in the absence of
Simon's letters to her, it is impossible
to say what Simon's intentions were.
But certainly in her last letter to him
on the eve of his departure for France,
there seems nothing to suggest that
she had any intention or desire to face
an arduous and dangerous journey to
France in pursuit of him. And if this
'wife' had been Lucy Jones, it is difficult to explain that there would have
been no publicity in London about

rians of the 19th century who made a
study of Simon.

2 When? I have yet to find out.
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her marriage, as she had apparently
wall-to-wall relations in London, and
especially a brother who objected to
Lucy's friendship with Simon.
If the 'wife' of 1703 came from an
exiled family in France, it is still more
impossible to believe that nothing
should be known about her or that the
Macleans should be so indifferent to
her as Sir John's letters suggest.
The only reasonable alternative
seems to be that she was a Frenchwoman whom Simon married in the
winter of 1702-03 while he was busy
in Paris.
This view is supported by a curious bit of family tradition which says
that "Archibald married a French
Huguenot 3 when he was abroad."
This is of course clearly absurd as it
stands. Archibald's wife, Ruth Whitehead or Cheadle, was married and living at at Dunnacleggan with her husband William Whitehead, and then as
a widow, for nine years before Archibald married her in 1749: and there is
no reason to think that she was either
French or Huguenot.
But if the tradition is taken as
applying to Archibald's father, it then
falls into place with other parts of the
tradition. Then there is the further
question whether the "Huguenot"
description is a fact or or whether the
3 The Huguenots were, and are, French

Protestants, who were greatly persecuted in France during the time of
Archibald's life.

transmitter who mistakenly applied
the tradition to Archibald, added the
definition "Huguenot" to assuage the
violent bigotry and prejudice of
Queens County folk to whom a
"Frenchwoman" would generally be
synonymous with their bete-noir, a
papist. It is impossible to decide the
point.
However, at that time Simon was a
professed Roman Catholic and on
friendly terms with many eminent
Catholics in France, so that it might be
expected that he would marry a
Catholic; and it seems to me very
unlikely that, at the a moment when it
was of the first importance to his
plans to retain the favour and
confidence of Lois XIV and of Queen
Mary of Modena, Simon would run
the risk of marrying a Huguenot and
of bringing her, or letting her come, to
St Germain.
For, I imagine, it was when Simon
left for Scotland in May 1703 that his
wife came to stay with the Macleans.
The Macleans were getting old and
were sick and tired of the hardships
of their long exile. What the trouble
between them and Simon's wife was
who can now say? Several possibilities suggest themselves, and among
them the possibility that Simon's wife
was expecting a baby, was in poor
health, and worrying about the future
and the general shortness of resources
which haunted the lives of the exiles.
Things came to a climax, and she
went off to her "former lodging" "far
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removed" from the Macleans, possibly
to her family or friends in or near
Paris. And there, so I think, in the
autumn or winter of 1703, she gave
birth to a son and died in childbirth.
There are two other possible
causes of disturbance which should
be mentioned. The first would stem
from Simon's earlier marriage with
the Dowager Lady Lovat already
mentioned. The story of this scandal
was well known in France and St
Germain society, and it is possible
that when Simon's wife came to stay
with the Macleans, she heard the
story, and being a Catholic she
regarded her marriage with Simon as
void and was naturally outraged.
The second possibility arises from
Simon's habit at the time of passing
under the name of Donald or John
Campbell. If for some reason he
married under the name of Campbell,
and his wife on arriving at the
Macleans discovered the truth, her
reactions may well have been violent.
What, in either of these events, would
have been the legal status of any child
of the marriage. There is, I imagine,
no easy answer to this question.
(5) The Name Archibald. In his
youth, stormy and persecuted by the
Atholl family and some Mackenzies,
Simon was helped and protected as
far as possible by the old Duke of
Argyl 4, and was deeply attached to
4 Archibald, by no means a common

name, was a traditional name of the
Dukes of Argyl.

him.
In 1703 on his way back from the
mission to Scotland, Simon visited the
Duke at Chirton. While Simon was
still in London trying to get away to
Holland, the old Duke died at Chirton
on the 25th September 1703. It was
not until November that Simon
actually left England and reached
Paris in January 1704.
If, as I think, a newly born son
awaited him there, it seems not
unnatural that Simon who was much
distressed by the Duke's death should
have his son named after his old
friend and benefactor. It is interesting
to note that thirty years later Simon
called his youngest son Archibald
after the then Duke of Argyl, whose
Primrose Campbell he married.
(6) It is related that Ruth, Archibald's wife "refused to tell her
children who they were as it would
make them unhappy. The fact that
Archibald's mother was a Catholic, if
it was so, or that his father had been
over in France with the Jacobites,
would seem unlikely to have made
the children "unhappy", but to be the
descendants of the "execrable rebel,
Simon Fraser", whose head had been
cut off and about whom the most
atrocious lies were being circulated,
might well have done so. Possibly
also Archibald thought of himself as
illegitimate - a point to be dealt with
later. Anyway, it may be assumed, I
think, that before he died, Archibald
told his sons the story whatever it
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was.

indeed there was nothing yet to be
heir to except slander and hatred and
implacable enemies.

If the foregoing reconstruction is
correct, the young Archibald was
born, probably among his mother's
relations or friends, and lived with
them over a number of years.
Simon returned to St Germain in
January 1704 and no doubt saw the
child and had him baptised.
He went to Versaille to see the
French ministers and to the Court at
Versaille, then returned to Paris
where "at his own apartments" he fell
ill and was laid up for three weeks.
Meanwhile his enemies got to
work, so that about July the French
Government for peace sake as well as
a desire to protect him, sent Simon to
the fortress of Bourge, and then at the
beginning of August to the castle of
Huguleme where he stayed until
1707.
In that year he was allowed to go
as a prisoner on parole to Saumur
where he lived a more or less normal
social life until Major James Fraser
came to see him in 1714 and
persuaded him to break his parole
and escape from France to take part in
the 1715.
Whether during all these years
Simon even saw his assumed son or
had correspondence with him or his
relations, it is of course impossible to
say; but it is permissible to conjecture
that if there was a boy and if he
thought of him at all, he thought of
him as his son and heir, though

However in the rising of 1715
Simon took a decisive part against the
Jacobites, and by his services to the
Hanoverian Government he realised
the hope of attaining the chief object
of all his struggles and intrigues - the
recovery of the title and estates of
Lovat. But on his return to the Highlands, he must have realised quickly
how impossible it would be to present
to the Clan as Master of Lovat 5 a
French boy of whom the Clan had
never heard, whose antecedents were
unknown to them, and whose family
connections could add nothing to the
Clan's influence.
In these circumstances Simon may
have felt obliged to suppress the boy's
claim to be his legal heir, as indeed
many in Scotland, who held Simon's
youthful marriage with the Dowager
Lady Lovat, to be still valid would
undoubtedly reject him.
Here we must leave again, with the
final segment of Wilson's notes on
Archibald's parentage to follow in the
next Chronicle. Wilson also left
voluminous notes on the his researches
into Archibald's life, as well as other family stories, which will be published in due
course.
5 Traditionally, the heir to the Lovat

Title is styled "The Master of Lovat",
as is the eldest son of the present Lord
Lovat.
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Deryk's Legends
Part of the plan with these Chronicles
is to record as many of the family traditions as survive. For this reason I particularly ask the more senior members of our
family to put pen to paper, or voice to
tape, and record their memories. The following is an extract from the memories of
Deryk Frazer, which I hope will spark
some other memories.
1. Years ago, I was told that about
the beginning of this century, V.V.
was introduced to Lord Lovat at a
party. He didn't know that she had
Frazer blood, and in the course of conversation said to her, "Of course, I'm
not the real Lord Lovat–the real Lord
Lovat is a curate in Kensington." This
was at the time when Uncle Joe (Wilson's eldest brother) was curate at St
Mary Abbots, and was taken by the
family as a sign that the Fraser's of
Strichen kept an unobtrusive eye on
our line.
2. Some years ago, your father
(Simon 1906) and Alastair were at a
dance where they were introduced to
a lady who picked up her ears when
she heard they were Frazers, saying
that she also had Frazer blood. Then
she added, with pride, "What branch
of the Fraser's do you belong to? I am
a Fraser of Strichen." Simon and Alastair drew themselves up and replied
as one, "We are Frazers of Brea." She
went dead white, and refused to
speak to them for the rest of the eve-

ning. (Apparently there is a legend
among the Fraser's of Strichen that
some day the Fraser's of Brea will
return.)
3. At the Queen's coronation,
there were a bevy of equerries, including a Fraser from one of the lesser
lines, and a group photo of them
appeared in the press. I didn't bother
to seek him out, but I ran my eye
along the photo and picked him out –
he was the dead spit of Alastair – and
this after 200 years divergence of
lines!
4. What happened to my
grandparents (your great grandparents)? He was Joseph "of Dunacliggan" and married Frances Elizabeth
Mahoney in 1868. He died in 1908 and
she in 1916 (buried in Doncaster and
London respectively). Cecily Bennett
knew my grandmother in her later
years, and said that she had a grievance against the Irish Land Board for
evicting them from the farm for not
managing it properly. My father's
birth certificate shows that he was
born in London in 1870 and his
father's occupation is shown as "Gentleman". My father used to refer to
him as "the poor old guvnor". Why? I
understand that he was a cattle
dealer. In his last years he lived with
Uncle Joe (his eldest son) in the vicarage at Doncaster. Periodically he
would disappear and Uncle Joe
would rush to the "Times", find that
there was a big cattle sale somewhere
at the other end of the country, and
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rush off there to retrieve him!
Had he been evicted from the farm
before 1870, or when? And why be
based in London as a cattle dealer?
5. Now one for you. Your grandfather was at Oxford in the days of
horse-buses, which used to turn
around at Magdelene Bridge, then
queue up before starting the next run.
One day Uncle Wilson leapt on the
front one, lashed the horses on and
leapt off again; and repeated this two
or three times more. He was sent
down for it, and being the only 'blue'
his small college had had for years, he
was accompanied to the station by a
brass band. A fine start to a successful
career in the civil service!
6. Finally, why do we spell our
name with a "z"? I was once told that
the z or s were used at will, but that
my grandfather or great grandfather
asked that all his descendants should
use the z. Now, in Ireland, you nowadays see quite a number of Frazers,
and also Frizzelles, which is said to be
another form of Frazer! An interesting
line to pursue?
One of the unexpected joys of living in
Australia is that everyone spells one's
name with a z, as it should be spelt, being
the most common spelling. As far as I
have managed to ascertain, the common
ancestry is from Irish Protestants who
came to Australia in the nineteenth century. Perhaps the z is simply a sign of our
family's sojourn in Ireland.

A much valued gift arrived earlier
this year, a book by my Uncle Oliver,
"The Natural History of the Isle of
Wight" (Oliver Frazer, Dovecote
Press, £11.95). I have a special fondness for Oliver and his wife Dorothy
as I was privileged to spend some of
my school holidays with them on the
Isle of Wight, which I remember as a
time of learning much about wild-life
and fossils, and, more importantly, a
life-long love of natural history. This
is a book about the creatures that
inhabit a beautiful place, written by
two lovely people, and comes highly
recommended.
The frontspiece introduces Oliver
as follows:"Despite not being born an
Islander, few would doubt Oliver
Frazer's credentials for tackling so
immense a subject as this remarkable
survey of the Isle of Wight's natural
history. He joined the Isle of Wight
Archaeological and Natural History
Society more than fifty years ago, and
served as its President in the 1960s.
Oliver Frazer was born and educated at Dulwich, south-east London,
and from an early age showed an
interest in natural history. He came to
live on the Island in 1936 and has
lived here ever since, except for the
period of the Second World War,
when he served in the Glider Pilot
Regiment in the invasion of
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Normandy on D-Day and at Arnhem.
It was here that, having dug himself a
slit trench for his Bren Gun position,
as darkness fell, he was intrigued to
find that the roots protruding from
the side of the trench were brightly
luminous, giving enough light to read
by. He put a portion of the root in the
top pocket of his battledress and
resumed the battle. On his safe return,
he sent the root to the British Museum
(Natural History) and had a most
interesting reply from the then Keeper
of Botany, stating that the root was
infected by the Honey Fungus,
Armillaria Mellea, which naturally
started another interest, in fungi,
which has persisted to this day.

It seems a good idea that this family
publication should also become a place to
record the lives of the members of our
family, both past and present, even if with
some brevity. A straight family tree seems
a very barren story-line without some
details of the characters. So I will be asking for "potted histories" for later inclusion.
The next edition will finish Wilson's
notes on Archibald's parentage, and , I
promise, include Aunt Ruth's Chronicle,
together with a summary of the theories of
our ancestry, and perhaps a map of
Dunnacleggan. And some more legends?

Following the war, he trained as a
teacher, specialising in biology and
general science, in which subjects he
had a successful career in Island
schools. He also took evening classes
for the Worker's Educational
Association on Natural History in the
Isle of Wight, which proved extremely
popular. He produced a series of
radio broadcasts for Radio Solent
entitled "What's in a Habitat", which
was later produced as an educational
pack, containing film-strips and
commentaries on cassettes, with other
support material, which has been
much used by by local and visiting
schools.
He and his wife, Dorothy, who
shares the same interests, have lived
at Mottistone Mill, Brighstone, for
many years, surrounded by wildlife.
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This Chronicle continues with
extracts of Wilson Frazer's notes on his
and his brother Joe's lifetime researches
into the family traditions. This completes
the notes on the hypothesis that Simon,
13th Lord Lovat, had a French wife and
son; the son being our ancestor Archibald.
Some of the notes defeated my reading
ability and I have added by context where
I could, but there are a few ??? at some
points, for which my apologies. If anyone
would like to see the original manuscripts, please ask and I will arrange
photo-copies.
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recession, with a family to raise, it is wise
to accept what work is available.
However, things look a little better
now, and optimism for the future has
been definitely reinforced by my favourite
apricot tree producing bountifully.
Gallons of sweet golden fruit that
somehow survived a hailstorm of golf ball
size and the attentions of the king parrots
and satin bower birds that compete with
us for any fruit we grow — an event to
make up for the droughts and floods that
are so often part of our life in this part of
the world.

Another wonderful piece of news from
There is an enormous amount of
Oliver, whose book was discussed in BK2.
material generated by Joe and Wilson and
He has been honoured with an OBE for
we have only scratched at
his services to natural hisA trip to England is
the surface of it. There was a
tory. This is indeed a
planned in the last two laudable achievement, all
lot of work done on
weeks of January 1993, the more remarkable in that
Archibald's military career
and
I would like to meet his father, Wilson, and both
before his marriage to Ruth
up
with as many
Cheadle, which is perhaps a
his brothers, Simon and
Archibaldeans as
little dry for inclusion in
Alastair, also earned the
possible. More on this same honour.
these Chronicles. Again, if
when plans are more
anyone would like to study
I think that the next
settled.
these, please ask for photoChronicle
will be dedicated
copies.
to the Simon Fraser of Brea hypothesis,
I can only offer my apologies for the
which lost favour from lack of evidence
long delay between BK2 and this edition.
rather than from any definite evidence
A combination of family and business
against. Future plans include a new
pressures left me with insufficient time
hypothesis, maps of Dunnacleggan and
and energy to put it together. In times of
hopefully some ancestral photographs.

Wilson Frazer's Notes
The story so far finished with Simon
Lovat suppressing the possibility that the
young Archibald (his son from his St Germain wife) whom he had brought with
him from France to England, might be the
heir to Lovat title and estates, because of
the political pressures of the day.
But a presentable heir had to be
found if the titles and estates of Lovat
for which Simon had fought so
desperately were not in the end to fall
into the maws of the Murray and
Mackenzie wolves. To this end then,
towards the close of 1716, though not
without some head-shaking about the
marriage with the Dowager, Simon
married Margaret a daughter of the
influential house of Grant of Grant.
During the next ten years Margaret
gave birth to two daughters only, but
in 1726 she had a son, Simon (later
General Sir Simon), and then in 1729 a
second son, Alexander, in giving birth
to whom she died, to the intense grief
of Simon.
It is time now to recount two
incidents which may, or may not, be
relevant. Personally I am inclined to
think that the boy in each case was the
boy thought to have been born in
Paris 1703-4.
The first incident occurred when
Simon was very ill in London in 1718.
On the 5th April in that year he

addressed a very long letter to the
gentlemen of the Clan, and in a
postscript he says "Not being able to
write myself, I did dictate the above
letter to the little French boy who is
my servant."
In the History of the Frasers by
Alexander Mackenzie, a letter from
Simon is quoted which contains the
words "William Fraser who was once
my servant in France and was since
Sir Peter Fraser's servant". To this
passage the author appends a note,
"That these gentlemen were not
servants in the ordinary sense of the
term is abundantly clear from the
account of Lord Simon's career given
in the body of this work and the
nature of the services rendered by
them". They were in fact more like
confidential secretaries. They were
always, so far as I can ascertain, sons
of some gentlemen of the Clan.
To resume, Simon, in his memoirs,
when relating his escape from
Saumur in mid-October 1714, says
that "he took leave of Saumur
attended by Major James Fraser and
two servants". Clearly I think the two
servants were his. A few days later he
records that his "servant who was a
Scotchman" found an English ship
due to sail for England in 5 or 6 days.
Again clearly I think the the words
"servant who was a Scotchman" (a
translation from the original French
manuscript) indicate that the other
servant was not a Scotchman, and it
seems not unlikely that the other
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"servant" was the "little French boy" of
some years later.
The party ultimately reached
London at the end of October 1714.
Then until the end of July 1715 Simon
had to stay in London while his
friends, especially the Duke of Argyl
and Lord Islay, worked to secure his
safe return to Scotland. He complains
of the great expense this delay
entailed "with his brother, his two
kinsmen and three servants". His
brother John had come down from
Edinburgh to meet him. The two
kinsmen were James Fraser and
Alexander Fraser, his London solicitor
who met him at Dover, and the extra
'servant' no doubt came with brother
John. At last in July 1715 a pass to
Scotland was secured. No pardon
from the King had yet been secured,
so the party had to go incognito James Fraser, John Fraser and two
servants, one of whom was Simon's,
the other being no doubt John's. We
know that Simon left the "Scotchman"
behind in London, for the man caused
Simon considerable trouble by laying
information before the Marquis of
Montrose, The other 'servant' of the
two, the French boy, was presumably
also left in London.

This brings me to the the second
interesting incident.. In a letter dated
31 June 1720 the Marquise de la
Frezelliere, widow of the Marquis
who had been a great friend to Simon,
wrote to Simon congratulating him on
his marriage to Margaret Grant, and
contained the following passage.
"Revenous au Sieur Bernierd, à qui
j'ai remis en main votre lettre, mon
cher Mylord. Je lui ai reproché ses
graves fautes à votre égard; d'ailleurs
il a eu soin, à ce qu'il m'assure, et aura
à l'avenir, de l'enfant baptisé sous
votre illustre nom. Il m'assure qu'il est
très blond et a de votre air. Souvent
ces enfants de l'amour sont aimables
et ont du mérité. J'avoue que je ne
l'attendais pas pour fruit de votre
sagesse. Mais l'homme est foible,
malgré le directeur de l'oratoire."
It is most unfortunate that this is
all of the letter available. The rest of

The "Scotchman" had become
estranged by his conduct, and when
Simon returned to London in 1716,
the French boy presumably returned
to Simon's service and remained in it
until April 1718 at any rate.
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Continued on Page 6
Roughly Translated:"Coming back to Sieur Bernierd, to
whom I have delivered your letter by
hand, my dear Lord. I reproached him
concerning his grave faults toward you;
however he has taken care of the child
baptised under your illustrious name,
and assures me that he will continue to
do so in the future. He tells me that he is
very fair and resembles you. Often such
children of love are good natured and
capable. I must admit that I had not
expected it from what you had told me.
But the man is unreliable, despite being
the Director of the Oratory."

Chronicle of Aunt Ruth Calbeck
(as related by Aunt Muriella)
The Frazer's of Donacliggan, Queen's County

Aunt Ruth's Chronicle is interesting on a
number of points, other than being a good
record of many early family connections.
Firstly, it is the oldest record that I know of
that mentions the family tradition of
unusual heritage. Ruth Caldbeck (née
Frazer), was a granddaughter of Archibald,
and presumably named after after her
grandmother, Ruth Cheadle. Aunt Ruth
was probably born about 1800, after
Archibald's death. Aunt Muriella was the
youngest child of Robert Frazer II, who was
married in 1838, so Muriella was
presumably born in the 1850's. This chronicle can then be dated to about 1870.
Secondly, it shows how confused the family
history was during the 1700's, with Ruth's
memory of the brothers and sisters of
Archibald being quite at odds with the later
researches of Joseph and Wilson.
Both Sources suggest that there were six
brothers and sisters, which are not easily
explained by the various theories of
Archibald's ancestry. In that time of
warfare and great dislocation, it may be
that they were siblings by adoption rather
than by birth.
And thirdly it highlights how little we
know about Achibald's ancestry. Even his
granddaughter was not privy to the secret.
None the less, we have this conviction that
there is substance to our tradition ...
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There came to Ireland six Frazers; three brothers, Archibald (handsome) Frank and
Alick, they had three sisters who married gentlemen Jennings - Bull - Priestman.(1)
Archibald Frazer was married to Ruth Cheedle of Donacliggan. Frank never
married, he lived in Nappa in the County Longford. Alick was also never married.
Archibald had four children, two sons and two daughters. Their names were Joe and
Robert and two daughters Anne and Mary who married. Anne to Mr Donwoodie a
Revenue Officer. Mary married a Mr Pratt and had no children. Joe the elder son
lived in Bleakfield King's County; he married a widow Dudley (who was a Miss
Friend, daughter of Colonel Friend) they had no children. Robert the younger
married Dora Sothern, daughter of Capt. Christopher Sothern I.V. and J.P.
Clondarickmill Queens Co.
Ruth Cheedle had one brother who went abroad; and a sister who married a Mr
Lemmon, Cloncykenny, Co. Tip. She had two sons and four daughters. The sons
never married, one of them went abroad. Mary the eldest daughter married Mr
Talbot of Coobawa, Co. Tip. and Bleakfield, Kings Co. (2). Sally the second sister
married Mr Farrel of Mary Mount, Kings County (3). The third daughter Eliza wed
Going of Breakstown Mill, Co. Tip. (4). Margaret the fourth wed Mr Burr of Nenagle,
Co. Tip. (5).

Wilson'sNotes
(1) v. Alexander's Will. The 'six
Frazers' were evidently - Archibald,
John, James, Alexander, Frank and
Margaret. Aunt Ruth apparently
knew nothing of John, James and
Margaret (and indeed they came as a
surprise when Alexander's will first
came to light); and added three
women, possibly connected with the
family somewhere, or mere friends
technically called 'aunts', to make
up the 'six Frazers'.
(2) Thomas Talbot, m. 1800.
(3) Thomas Farrall, m. 1803.
(4) George Going, m. 1816.
(5) Mr Burr, m. 1817.

Mrs Donwoodie had five sons and one daughter Ruth. Her sons' names were 1st
John, 2nd James, 3rd William, 4th Joss and 5th Joe. The four former were officers in
foreign service. All were unmarried excepting Joss and Joe. John died in Sicily, William died in Portugal. Joss married a Miss Babington of Dublin. And Joe married a
Miss Ring of Dublin. Joss had no issue. Joe (the architect) had four children, Joss
William Mary and Ann.
Capt. Sothern's father was Will Sothern who married an heiress Miss Ward. Capt.
Sothern had five children, Dora Charles Dinah Eliza and John. Dora I have said.
Charles married Ruth Donwoodie, Dinah married Mr Baily - Eliza Mr Meredith of
Capa and Rairg Castle. John was Addie's father. Capt. Sothern married Margaret
White daughter of Charlie White of Killadooley, Qheens Co. Charlie White married
Dora Baily and had three sons and four daughters.
Aunt Ruth got tired and promised to finish it some day. Her grandmother Ruth
Cheedle always said she would not tell her children who they were as it would make
them unhappy. Another time she said that there was Royal blood in them..
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Continued from page 3
the letter should have thrown light on
le Sieur Bernierd and his standing,
and if the letter bore an address, it
would indicate where le Sieur
Bernierd and the child lived, as it was
near enough to the Marquise'
dwelling for the letter to go by hand.
The date of the Marquise' letter is
strange seeing that Simon was
married in 1716.
Though until we know more about
Le Sieur Bernard, it is impossible to
say what kind of tutelage he exercised
over the boy, it is evident that Simon
was anxious that the upbringing of
the boy (who if he was the son of the
Paris wife of 1703 would be about 16)
and desirous that he should be kept
informed of his progress. This care
for his upbringing and the fact that he
had been baptised in Simon's "illustre
nom" suggest that the boy had a
special significance for Simon beyond
any natural feeling for an "enfant de
l'amour".
What I suggest is that the boy was
none other than the "little French boy"
of 1718, and that some time in 1718 or
1719 Simon sent the boy back to
France into the care of le Sieur
Bernard. Supposing the boy was
Archibald, what happened to him
between 1720 and 1746 is unknown,
but I suggest that when he left the
tutelage of le Sieur B, it was arranged
for him to be taken into the family of
some married couple, the father being

a younger son of one of the cadet
houses of the Clan, who had left
Scotland and gone to live in England
or Ireland, probably more likely
Ireland.
Further light on the puzzle might
be obtained:(1) from the information laid
against Simon before the Marquis of
Montrose, ????.
(2) by a search among the Passu
1716-1719 for any pass issued to a
Fraser or Bernierd going to France, or
to anyone taking back a French boy to
France.
(3) by the Marquise de la F's letter
of 31 June 1720.
(4) by an examination of Simon's
last will to study ??? if any, were
made ??? to ??? of the Clan.
(5) Of course, by an attempt to
trace the baptism of this child in the
name of Fraser.
(6) Police reports.
This is the last of Wilson's notes on
the St Germain wife of Simon Lovat. This
was his finally favoured theory of the
parentage of Archibald. Previously,
Simon Fraser of Brea was favoured as the
missing ancestor. More of this at a later
time.
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At least partly in response to Deryk's
Legends of the last Chronicles, Joan,
widow of James Frazer (1913-1966)
relates below some of her family memories.

Joan's Legends
After I married James in 1940, I left
my job in London and stayed for a
while with my father-in-law Joseph
Francis Frazer (186?-1946) (always
referred to as Father Frazer), and he
used to tell me stories about the
family.
Now Jamie told me that it was
Simon, Lord Lovat's son, James of
Brae, who escaped to France and was
protected by the King of France. I
believe that he was given an estate
and married the daughter of the
Commandant of the Military
Academy at St Germain. The French
Frazer's were then known as
Frasellier, I believe. A descendant,
either son or grandson then emigrated
to Ireland and married into an Irish
family.
Father Frazer loved to tell the story
of two Frazer brothers (probably his
uncles) who lived in a beautiful but
dilapidated house which could have
been Dunnacleggan, as it rings a bell.
One of them was named Robert and
the other Peter, who used to return
home on leave from India from time
to time. He was either in the Indian
Army or a planter. He had a great
desire to breed a wonderful herd of
Jersey cows in the Park, so he used to
send money to buy a few from time to
time. When Peter returned from India
he looked forward to seeing his herd

grazing in the park. But when he
arrived he only saw one or two
slightly undernourished cows which
his brother Robert had hastily put
there! Robert tried to evade the
indignant questions, but eventually
revealed that the money, apart from
that needed for the straggly cows, had
been spent on propping up the house.
Of course there was a terrible row and
Peter would wail "My brother Robert"
in despair. It seems that Robert was
inclined to be irresponsible.
Father Frazer's grandfather (Robert,
1808-1860) was married to a very rich
Irish woman (Bessie Roe) and he used
to disappear to London where he
actually spent two fortunes! He was
persuaded by rather shady characters
to invest money in schemes of which
he knew nothing. His wife, who held
the purse strings, advertised in a
London paper that she would in no
way be responsible for his debts.
Now Jamie's grandfather Joseph
(1838-1908) had come over from
Ireland and settled in London. This
was the time of John Fraser's claim to
the barony and estates. It seems that
Joseph, who had no money, observed
that John was illegitimate and not in
the direct line. And that he himself
was, but as he had no money to run
the estates he would not lay claim,
and that there was no point in
claiming a title without the estate. He
added that the Strichen Frasers had
taken great care of them and therefore
deserved to keep them.
Jamie's grandfather, the
impoverished Joseph, stayed for some
time at the vicarage. He was pretty
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ancient by that time. Blanche the
housekeeper said he was very fond of
her. He had a label pinned to him
with his name and address as he used
to go out for long walks and would be
found wandering miles away.
Father Frazer also told me that
when he was up at Oxford, he heard
Lord Lovat, walking with a friend,
say, pointing towards Joseph (himself
or his father?), "There is the real Lord
Lovat." Father Frazer knew that Lord
Lovat knew.
During the last war I saw a photo
of Simon Lord Lovat with his scouts he was the image of Jamie - quite
uncanny.
I was also told that pages had been
torn out of registers etc in France in
order to destroy any evidence
required to trace ancestors there.
I find such family stories fascinating
and believe that they hold the essence of
family heritage. Please send me any family stories that are favourites, and that
you would like to share.
It is always difficult to know the character of our forbears, as the material of
marriage certificates and wills is very
sterile. The following comes from a press
cutting in the "Leinster Express" of 2nd
December, 1837.
Death of Mr Joseph Frazer
This fine young man has fallen a
victim to the sanguinary disposition
of the people, who are taught to look
upon all who have the spirit to
oppose their vicious tendencies as
their enemies. Mr Frazer, it will be

remembered (Leinster Express 8th
July, 1837), was brutally assaulted at
Clara, some months since, having
bravely interposed to save a poor man
from being murdered by a horde of
about 200 of those cowardly savages
who never put their designs in execution except when favoured by numbers and in apparent security against
the slightest opposition. Mr Frazer
had his skull severely fractured on
that occasion, and about twenty small
pieces were taken from his head; he
has ever since lingered in agony without hope of life in this world until
death put a period to his sufferings
last week at his residence, Donecliggan, Queen's county.
Mr Frazer was a gentleman possessed of many amiable qualities, as
an evidence of which his heroic conduct on the occasion referred to has
but too fatally testified. He was
unquestionably one of the finest
young men in the farfamed district of
Ossary — muscular and well proportioned, much beyond the usual stature, being at least 6 feet 4 inches in
height; he was distinguished by his
extraordinary prowess and courageous bearing, while he was ever
incapable of an unmanly or dishonourable act. He has been sacrificed in
the prime of life, while his murderers
still cumber the earth; and indeed it
may be well said that "We shall never
look on his like again".
Joseph Frazer, eldest grandson of
Archibald, was buried on the 24th
November 1837, at Dunkerrin. He was
not married; his brother Robert being our
ancestor.
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My apologies to all for the delay of some
three years between the last Chronicle
and this. In the meantime, we had a wonderful family reunion last year at Deryk
and Ann's house in Kent, where we had
the opportunity to put faces to names.
And another reunion coming up this August. Please come if you can.
Busy times raising a family and running
a business, with some difficulty in
putting this one together, being an
attempt to introduce some perspective of
the complex human element of our family
traditions.
Firstly, the rather poignant story of Nelly
Fitzpatrick, extracted from Wilson's
notes by Deryk Frazer.
Secondly, a contribution from Ian
Frazer, who corrects my clumsy and
incorrect translation of the letter from the
Marquise de la Frézelière to Simon Lovat
(BK3) and adds some interpretations of
his own.
And thirdly, perhaps unwisely, a somewhat salacious extract from a supposed
"Memoires" of Simon Lovat, published
during the publicity of his trial for
treason after the '45. Discussion follows
the extract.
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Nelly Fitzpatrick
Nelly Fitzpatrick was the natural
daughter of Robert II (b 1808) of
Dunacliggan by the daughter of
Archibald's bailiff. She was brought
up with the family at Dunacliggan,
and in later years became special
nurse to Charlotte (b 1843, m Alfred
Standage 1867) and Robert III (b 1841,
d 1895).
It is said that she frequently showed
Charlotte and others papers which
probably belonged to the father (died
1860), including one with a heavy seal
attached: but no information seems to
be there as to these papers. . .
In 1873-4 when she was dying, she
sent an urgent message to Charlotte
to come to her as she had something
important to tell her. Charlotte, who
had a great distance to come, was
delayed, and got there after Nelly's
death. It is said that there were signs
of a great amount of paper having
been burnt.
We cannot know the disposition of the
characters in this story, but it is apparent
that Nelly, probably as the last survivor
of her generation, was the keeper of the
family papers. In the unavoidable absence
of Charlotte, she spent her dying strength
destroying the papers, presumably rather
than have them possibly fall into the
hands of strangers, who might misuse
their contents.

A CRITIQUE OF THE MARQUISE'S
LETTER (1720)
by Ian Frazer
See the letter of the Marquise de la Frézelière
cited in BK3, page 3
With reference to Monsieur Bernierd, a
revised translation of the end of the letter
(or extract) seems called for. Otherwise
we are in danger of assuming that
Simon's blond child is being educated at
the Oratory by one sieur Bernard(sic).
"J'avoue que je ne l'attendais pas pour fruit
de votre sagesse. Mais l'homme est faible,
malgré le directeur de l'oratoire" cannot
mean "I must admit that I had not
expected it from what you had told me.
But the man is unreliable, despite being
the Director of the Oratory". I would
submit that the correct literal translation
would be: "I must admit that I was not
expecting him (or it) as the fruit of your
wisdom. But man is weak, despite the
director of the Oratory". By which the
good Marquise would have meant
something like:"really Simon, producing
this bastard was not exactly what I was
expecting from you as the fruit of your
mature years, when a Christian is meant
to produce fruits of Wisdom! But I
suppose that Man is a weak thing, as the
Bible says, despite the best efforts of the
Directeur of the Oratory to strengthen
your backbone a bit".
The style is of course allusive, but both
the Marquise and Simon would have
understood exactly what was being said
and the implied reproach. It seems to me
a likely hypothesis that Simon had had
the director of the Oratory in Paris as his

confessor, spiritual director, and
probable original instructor in the
Catholic faith. (ARCHIVES?) And the
Marquise is succinctly and dryly telling
him that he has failed both the Directeur
and her, let alone his faith, by his
continued lubricity.
In following is in support of my
translation: "L'homme est faible" is a
typically Christian, indeed Catholic
sentiment. Man is imbued with original
sin, and needs God's Grace to overcome
his inherent frailty. Had she wished to
say "The man" referring back to
Bernierd, she would at very least have
had to say "Mais, cet homme-là est faible",
for whereas English "the" is specific,
referring back to someone previously
mentioned, and having the sense of "that
man we have already spoken of", the
French definite article is used in a
general sense, for cases where no article
is used in English. "Man" generally, then.
As for "malgré le directeur" this cannot
mean "despite being" which in French
would be something like, "est faible, tout
en étant D de l'O" or "faible, bien qu'il soit
Directeur...". Note too that in this case the
definite article would be omitted, as is
the rule with jobs and titles. "Il est facteur" = he's a postman. "Il est Roi"; He is
King.
Clearly Bernierd had been instructed
(paid?) by Simon to keep an eye on the
child and perhaps provide him (and his
mother?) with money. Presumably this
was because Simon had not dared tell his
respectable religious cousin, the
Marquise, of the results of his
philandering, and she has only just
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learnt it from him, again presumably
because Bernierd had failed (his "grave
fautes a votre égard") to keep in touch
with Simon. So the latter would have
forced to spill the beans finally to the
Marquise, and get her to chase up
Bernierd. Unfortunately we cannot even
be sure that the child is still alive, as the
Marquise relies purely on what Bernierd
tells her, and has not, from her letter,
seen the child for herself. He merely says
that he has helped the child out in the
past and will do so in the future, and
that the child is fair, and a bit like Simon.
Pretty vague stuff, and, knowing the
character of many Frenchmen, they
would have been glad to pocket any
money coming in, giving vague
assurances when forced, even though the
child was dead or completely neglected.
This was indeed very much the case
even with the legitimate children of
Parisians in the 1860's, put out to
wetnurse in villages where they died like
flies in the hands of villagers who were
in it purely for the money. It was
virtually the equivalent of the abortion
trade nowadays, perhaps rather more
horrible as the kids were aware of the
horrors. Parents in France connived in
the trade as a sort of system of birth
control.
The move in Wilson's notes from
Bernierd to Bernard is most disturbing
and suggests a (very Victorian)
ignorance of the importance of the purity
of French vowels. An Englishman could
succeed in pronouncing the two names
as if they were similar, the Marquise
never! Admittedly we may not have the

exact spelling of the name here, for in
French the final letter is seldom
pronounced, but we can be sure of the
pronunciation as being -nye and not -na.
It is likely that the last letter the
Marquise heard pronounced was the -r,
so probably we should be looking for
someone with a name rhyming with
Bernières or Bernière, though it is just
possible that it rhymed with Bernier/
Bernié. So what will a brief check of the
modern Paris telephone directory
reveal?: 18 columns of Bernard (we'd get
nowhere with so many, thank God Wilson is wrong); 5 Bernie or Bernié in all;
1.8 columns of Bernier [one tenth the
Bernard] some 180 names roughly, 7
Bernière names, and only one single
Bernières, a sort of aristocrat perhaps,
Mouillesaux de Bernières (but so many
of these "de" names are assumed and
fake, and even bourgeois after the First
War were allowed to call themselves
after some land they owned, if they'd
lost family members in the war,
according to historian Zeldin). This list
strengthens my feeling that we are
looking for a Berni•é, Bernier, Bernière
or Bernières and not a Bernard!
Is Archibald the "love-child"
Now for a major revision. Can we really
accept that this bastard of 1720 is the
same as our Archibald, born 1703/4
probably of a legitimate French wife? For
that is what Wilson is suggesting. The
Marquise understands that the child is a
bastard, an "enfant d'amour", a lovechild. And she clearly has only just learnt
of the existence of the child and is
somewhat shocked. If this is Archibald,
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and a bastard, then why all the fuss in
the family and Ruth Cheadle's talk of a
tragedy that would make her children
unhappy? Bastards in aristocratic
families were two a penny, and not
being particularly more tragic than being
a younger son in a system based on
primogeniture. Were it so, better to drop
all research henceforward. But there are
good reasons to dismiss this 1720
reference as one to Archibald.
The de Frézelière are the French branch
of the Frazers, the original branch from
which the Frazers sprang before going to
Scotland. This at least is what Simon and
the Marquis agreed in a document of
which I saw a copy some 15-20 years ago
in France. Whatever the truth of the
matter, they seem to have believed it,
and so the two families became
extremely close, referring to each other
as cousins, and clearly the French branch
acted as general protectors to Simon.
They were influential at Court and in the
French military machine, the Marquis
being the head of Louis XIV's artillery, a
captain - or lieutenant-general, if I
remember rightly. It is likely that Simon
was a frequent guest in their Versailles
lodgings, as well as in their provincial
château. So, had Simon had a legitimate
French wife and son or sons, then the
first people likely to have known of it
were the Frézelière. What more likely
witnesses at the wedding than they, and
furnishers of wedding presents? And
when Simon was imprisoned at Saumer,
the natural rules of aristocratic and
family hospitality would have inclined
the Fréz. to look after his wife and

children, if still alive, probably giving
them rooms in an estate cottage or their
provincial castle. (I have its details). That
the Fréz. would only be discovering the
existence of this child when it was virtually 17 years old, and be under the
impression that it was illegitimate, I find
very hard to swallow. After all; it was
only later in life, not in his early years in
Paris, that Simon would have found
dynastic reasons to regret and hide his
marriage. Earlier, as a virtually penniless
exile, he would have been glad of a
confidante and helper in his wealthy
cousins. After all, Simon was the only
foreigner who ever had an interview
alone with Louis XIV , to plan the
invasion and rising of Scotland. Surely,
that Louis was prepared to take such a
risk would have required the previous
intervention of the trusted head of his
Artillery, to vouch for the complete
trustworthiness (and Catholicism) of his
cousin. And make no mistake about the
need for Catholicism in France. Without
being sure that Simon was a sincere
convert, there could have been no
question of the Fréz. taking him to their
bosom. There was of course the problem
of the previous Rape in Scotland, but a
truly penitent Catholic convert might be
expected to shake off a "pêché de jeunesse"
and eventually produce "fruits de
sagasse", of maturity. The Fréz. would
have made sure that he received the best
Catholic guidance and instruction, so
why not the Directeur de l'Oratoire?
After all, the object of the exercise from
the point of view of Louis' Court, was to
re-establish a Catholic Stuart dynasty in
England and Scotland, and convert the
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two countries. And Louis in old age,
having already suppressed the Edict of
Nantes that had granted toleration to
Protestants in France, and forcibly
converted those Huguenots who did not
flee, would not have tolerated Protestant
adventurers in the Scots affair.
Catholicism is a universal religion, in no
way disturbed by differences in
nationality, but horrified by heresy as
something Satanic. And the France of the
last years of Louis' reign is no longer the
France of his amours, but of a stifling
Catholic respectability under the aegis of
Mme de Maintenon. The Fréz. would
have been helping less a family cause,
but the cause of Catholicism across the
Channel. They would not have raised a
finger to help Simon had he not
converted. Hence the restrained and
lady-like tone of disappointment in the
Marquise's letter. The old Adam of the
pêché de jeunesse had raised his ugly head
again in her prize convert, when he was
at least 50. Had Simon had this son
hanging around him as a personal
servant for years, I really don't see how
the Marquise could have adopted the
reproachful surprised tone of her 1720
letter.
Furthermore the extremely brief and
limited information transmitted from
Bernierd through the Marquise seems
hardly the sort that one transmits to a
father of a boy of 17 who has lived with
that father for years. He has Simon's
name, has been baptized, is very blond,
looks a bit like you, Simon! Perhaps he'll
be a nice boy and intelligent! And that's
all! Really, had this been the Archibald of

1703, Simon would hardly have been
unaware of all these facts and
potentialities. There would only be any
point in conveying such info if Simon
had never seen the little brat, or had seen
it only as a very small baby and it was
now aged about 5, the result of a liaison
that was in full swing at Saumur at the
time of his sudden escape in October
1714. And what can you say about boys
of 5 except that they are very blond (their
hair tends to darken later), look like their
fathers a bit, and are charming. Very
likely the Mother was pregnant when
Simon bolted, and he had amused
himself with her during the boredom of
a probably not very restrained
imprisonment. Probably he left money
with a trusty to salve his conscience, and
sent more from time to time, but needed
news to know whether it was still worth
sending money or if the child was dead.
The assumption that the bastard bore the
name Frazer is, I feel, totally
unwarranted, and would only have been
granted in the event of a legitimate
marriage. "Baptisé sous votre illustre nom"
could just as well have referred to his
Christian name, Simon. After all, for the
Marquise, Simon was the baptismal
name from Simon-Peter, chief of the
Apostles, founder of the Roman Church
according to Catholic lore and its first
Pope. St Peter's Rome and the Vatican
was supposed to have been built on the
site of his tomb. So what more glorious
name, for a French Catholic? Again the
reference would seem to be a Catholic
one, a reminder to Simon of his Catholic
mission. Is it too much to imagine the
Marquise saying in the past to him such
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things as "A Simon founded the Roman
Church, and a Simon will refound the
Roman Church in England and
Scotland"? Remember that one is not
baptized "sous le nom de" Simon or Ian
Frazer but only by Christian names. In
the ceremony, and I listened to a Roman
baptism here this Christmas day, only
the Christian names are mentioned,
when the priest performs the rite. My
memory of Church registers here is that
the parents are named as presenting a
child, their son or daughter, whom the
priest baptizes "sous le nom de ....." and
here follow purely the Christian names,
which, in the Catholic Church, are meant
solely to be the names of saints of the
Church, saints whose aid is specifically
invoked by prayers to guide the child
through the perils of life safe to Heaven
at the last. Perhaps it is our family pride,
and non-Catholicism, that induced
Wilson to mistake the nature of the
"illustrious name".
Finally on the question of the
information given on the child, had the
boy been virtually adult, Simon would
have needed specific information on
such matters as his education,
knowledge of the Classics, arrangements
for military training in some Academy,
need for money for books, clothes etc.
Where did Archibald get the money and
training to be an army officer? Talk of
blond locks and niceness would not have
got him very far. Furthermore had the
boy been acting as Simon's secretary and
general factotum, he would most
certainly have been capable of writing
himself to give news, and like all

teenagers demand money for books,
clothes, travel, and so on. But no one
would expect a 4-5 year-old to write.
And the Marquise would surely
otherwise have put forward some
reference to the fact that the child had
sent no news, and tackled Bernier on the
subject. And even left a message,
written, for him, or written beforehand
to announce her impending arrival. No,
everything suggests a mere baby.
As for the idea that Sieur Bernier must
have lived not far from the address of
the Frézelière Château, as the good
Marquise delivered him the letter by
hand, O.K. but ... Had they lived really
close, surely she would have insisted on
seeing the child, and had he been out,
she would have returned later, or had a
servant bring the boy to the château. But
if we assume that Bernier lives with or
close to the child somewhere near
Saumur in the Loire valley, where Simon
had been interned for years, then this
would have been some 40 km from her
country château. Doubtless, she called in
by coach, but was told by Bernierd that
the child was unavailable. In the event,
she did not see him. Presumably she
went home disappointed and wrote the
letter to Simon we now have. Did she
later manage to see or even help the
child? In the letter she gives no clue as to
any such intention. Where is the original
letter?
Conclusion
Probably wiser to conclude that this poor
little bastard of 5 may well have perished
in France during the corruption of the
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Regency, thrown on the tender mercies
of Monsieur Bernierd. Only the
Marquise could probably have saved
him, and would she have acted so
generously for a bastard? As for
servants, at the time they were picked up
pretty easily in the markets, and
discarded just as easily. Simon, as a
foreigner could have used a bright
French lad who knew the ropes and
language as a native Frenchman, and
even in London such a boy may have
been of use to help him with his
correspondence.
Any comments from other Archibald
descendants on the above suggestions
and reasonings would be welcome.
Address them to me,
Ian Frazer, Esq.
c/o Mrs J.N. Frazer, 65 Wickham Ave.,
Bexhill, East Sussex, England.

Extract from the Anonymous
"Memoires of the Life of Simon Fraser,
Lord Lovat", Published in Edinburgh,
1747.
pp 49-54
. . . he was committed prisoner to the
Bastille where he remained for several
years . . .
He had upon his coming to St Germain
embraced the Roman Catholic religion,
and thereby recommended himself to the
Pope's Nuncio. . . . he formed a
resolution of entering into holy orders,
and communicated his intentions to
some of the clergy, and got them to
inform his old friend the Pope's Nuncio

of his pious resolution. . . . By the interposition and friendly assistance of the
Pope's Nuncio and of some other
clergymen, he procured his releasement
from the Bastille in the year 1708, and in
a short time thereafter was admitted to
the holy order and profession of a Jesuit.
In that capacity he resided and had a
living at St Omer for several years . . ."
Major Fraser of Castle Leathers sought
him out and persuaded him, in view of
Queen Anne's death "of which he
proposed to take advantage". Another
thing too that greatly contributed to
incline our Jesuit to abandon his
sacerdotal office, was an apprehension
that some of his lascivious pranks at
St Omer would come to light, in regard
that in his amorous intercourses he had
not used that caution and secrecy that
was necessary to prevent a discovery
that might be attended with fatal
consequences to one of his character. . . .
The Jesuit had been recommended to
one Monsieur M—n, a gentleman of
some rank within a few miles of St
Omer, as a father confessor; and by his
grave and devout deportment gained his
esteem and friendship. This he improved
to his no small advantage; for he
insinuated himself into the affection of
Monsieur M—n's lady, who was young
and agreable in her person, and obtained
criminal favours of her: she likewise
made him considerable presents, as
marks of her love and esteem. Like other
fine gentlemen of his age, he makes no
scruple of boasting of this piece of
gallantry, in contempt of his sacred
function and all the laws of honour and
gratitude; and he often relates, with no
small ostentation, an account of his
debauching, about the same time, a
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beautiful young lady of good family, to
whom his religious character gave him
frequent opportunities of access.
According to his own account he first
practised on the maid; she fell an easy,
willing conquest, and by her means the
young lady soon after became a sacrifice
to the brutal lust of our Jesuit; he
ravished her in presence of her maid.
This vile creature, who had assisted him
by procuring a favourable opportunity,
was an accomplice in the crime, by
stifling the cries of her betrayed mistress.
He had no sooner gratified his base
desire, than the maid, conspiring with
her lover, endeavoured to reconcile her
to the Jesuit. She represented the crime
as of a venial nature, for which the holy
father could give her absolution; and
conjured her, for her own sake, to keep it
concealed, to prevent the shame and
reproach that would attend her, if the
thing were known. She went further, and
threatened, in case she made a discovery
to accuse her to her relations, with
having, in a most indecent and lascivious
manner, endeavoured to tempt the
virtue of the good father. She no sooner
perceived, that her base arguments
began to work on the tender mind of her
young mistress, than, to reconcile her
move to the crime, she threw herself on
the bed, and lewdly invited the Jesuit to
her embraces. Our holy father was not
wanting on his part, he caressed her
accordingly; and in a little time after
gave the young lady repeated marks of
his fondness and affection for her. This
infamous commerce continued for some
months. The Jesuit was likewise under a
necessity of sometimes visiting Madame
M—n; and as he frequently boasted, he
had at that time, business enough upon
his hands to employ the whole Society of
Jesus.

This is pretty awful stuff; and who would
want an ancestor like this? But on some reflection, it is clearly a classic bit of yellow
gutter press. Even the author is "Anonymous". Clearly designed to sell copy rather
than stand the scrutiny of rational debate.
Simon Lovat suffered several character
assassinations during his life. At the time of
his trial for treason he was viewed by many
as almost an embodiment of the devil. But the
reason for his execution was much more that
he still had a huge loyal following in the
Highlands, where he is still held in respect to
this day.
He tried to defend his life with legal
argument and reason and died with dignity.
His body was prevented from being returned
to Scotland for fear of uprising.
While by no means being a saint, he
struggled long and hard to protect his clan,
and were it not for his efforts, the Lovat
Frasers would now be at most a sept of the
Murray.
There are those that say he was the last of the
great chieftains, who considered the clans
lands to be held in trust, rather than his
personal property and held himself
responsible for the welfare of all his people.
But to anyone living away from the
Highlands, he would be an ancestor to be
hidden with shame.
The next Chronicle, available at the August
reunion, will deal with safer matters, the theory that Simon of Brea is our illusive
ancestor. This is the theory that has been
accepted by most of the family since the
1930's at least, and it certainly remains a
good possibility.
But he was such a nice chap that there is a
little devil in me that wonders how one could
ever be ashamed of him . . .
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This Chronicle presents the story of
Simon of Brea, which by rights should
have been the starting point of this series,
being the accepted theory for our
unknown ancestor for most of this
century,

or even actually sent, but in it Joseph
claims that Archibald was the son of
Alexander. Although this claim was later
abandoned, it aroused the curiosity of his
children, particularly of Joseph (1869 1946) and Wilson (1873 - 1963).

In 1885, John Fraser of Carnarvon
presented a petition to the Committee of
Privileges for the House of Lords putting
his claim to "the dignity, title and
honours of the Barony of Lovat".

Shortly after the 1st World War, Joseph
made an exhaustive study of the Lovat
Frasers, and he and Wilson came to the
conclusion that the connecting link to
Lovat would have been Simon of Brea.

John Fraser claimed to be a direct
descendant of Alexander, elder brother of
Simon, 12th Lord Lovat, beheaded for
treason in 1747.

This lead to a lifetime of research for both
Joseph and Wilson, and this work became
to some extent a focus for bringing the
family into closer contact. The Brea
theory became the accepted family
tradition.

It was otherwise thought that Alexander
died without issue from wounds
sustained at Killiecrankie, but John
claimed that Alexander had settled in
Wales, married and had children, with
John being the senior descendant.
The petition was heard in June 1885 but
was dismissed - "Resolved that it is the
opinion of the Committee that John
Fraser has no right to the title, dignity
and honours claimed in this petition".
This case motivated Joseph Frazer (1838 1908) to pen a letter to the Daily Mail. I
do not know if this letter was published,

It was not until many years after Joseph's
death that Wilson started to explore the
possibilities of Simon the notorious
traitor being our illusive ancestor. At the
time of publishing the first Black Knee
Chronicle, I was not aware that he had
kept his later researches much to himself,
so that I was publishing new and
controversial material.
Suffice it to say that we do not yet know
the truth, and that, despite Wilson's later
work, Simon of Brea is still a leading
contender.

Letter by Joseph Frazer

Fight for a Peerage
To the Editor "Daily Mail"
Sir,
My attention has been called to a 'special'
notice on the above subject in your issue
of the 20th inst.
As I am the direct descendant of
Alexander ffraser, the eldest son of
Thomas of Beaufort and the elder
brother of Simon Lord Lovat who was
beheaded in 1747 for high treason, I
consider it my duty to make it known
that it is my intention in the near future
to bring my claim to the Peerage and
Estates of Lovat, before the House of
Lords, where I will be able to prove, that,
in place of Alexander having murdered a
fiddler, and fled to Wales to work in the
mines, he chose a nobler part, and, after
the death of Dundee, and the lost battle
of Killicrankie in (where he fought) 1689,
formed one of the hundreds of Scotch
officers who fled to France to join James
2nd of England in exile at the Court of St
Germaines. Here he lived for several
years, and was married to a French lady,
and became the father of five sons
(Archibald, Alexander, Frances, John and
James) and four daughters.
The eldest son Archibald joined a Troop
of Horse commanded by General De
Grange, and did duty in Ireland in those
troublesome times of 1745, and whilst
quartered in Donagmore, Queens
County, met a lady of Huguenot descent
to whom he was married. These were
my Great Grand Parents, whose

Marriage Bond was signed with the
name spelt, as the father Alexander spelt
it, viz "ffraser"
After Simon 12th Lord Lovat had
suffered for his treasonable participation
in the 1745 rebellion, the spelling of the
name was changed to Frazer and not
used in its old form again by him until
1788 when he signed his will.
The shame of Simon's life and end was
felt so keenly by Archibald's son Robert
that he refused when requested by his
son Joseph (about 1820) to make his
claim as the rightful heir in direct
descent to the Peerage and Estates of
Lovat, which were then being sought by
the Strichen branch of the family, who
were descended from the 6th Lord
Lovat.
My object in entering these details is to
vindicate the character of my ancestor
Alexander and to inform all whom it
may concern that he was neither a
murderer, nor a miner, but a soldier who
was unfortunate in espousing a cause in
which he believed, and for which his
descendants have had to suffer.
End of hand-written copy.

The Fraser of Brea Theory
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From a summary by Wilson Frazer
When Archibald Fraser, youngest son of
old Lovat of the '45, died in 1815, Joseph
Frazer of Dunnacliggan urged his father
Robert to lay claim to the barony of
Lovat and not to lose what rightly
belonged to them. His father, in the
traditional words "Child, what you never
had, you never lost", refused to do
anything. His reasons are not far to seek.
In the first place to establish a claim and
to obtain the removal of the attainder of
Simon of the '45 would be a very
expensive business, and Robert, affected
like very many by the fall in land values
at the end of the Napoleonic wars, had
three sons and seven daughters to think
about. Besides this, the barony of Lovat
had been separated from the Lovat
estates when these were restored to old
Simon's eldest son, General Simon; and
General Simon had entailed them
according to his own views. All therefore
that Robert could have hoped to get, and
that at great expense, was an empty title.
So no wonder he declined to move.
During the 70 or 80 years following
Robert's refusal to take action, though
details seem to have been lost to
memory, the tradition persisted strongly
that the family was of the Lovat Frasers
and that the head of the family was the
legal heir to the barony of Lovat.
Unfortunately about 1874 all the family
papers were destroyed in a fire at
Dunnacliggan; and whatever traditional
history there was about the father of
Archibald - and perhaps not much was
available for reasons to be mentioned
later - was never recorded, though I can

remember that my father had much to
say which should have been recorded
and which, if it had been, would now
have been invaluable. The only item
which I can recall about Archibald's
parentage is that his father married a
french huguenot whom he had met
while on campaign abroad.
At the beginning of the 18th century the
first three families in the succession to
the barony of Lovat were those of
Beaufort, Inverallochy, and Brea. During
the greater part of the century the
families of Beaufort and Inverallochy
provided a sufficiency of heirs male. By
1796, however, when Archibald of
Dunnacliggan died, the male line of
Inverallochy had become extinct, while
the family of Beaufort had but one male
representative, Archibald of Lovat.
Consequently, when Archibald of Lovat
died in 1815, the male representative of
the family of Brea was next in
succession; and it was as such male
representative that Robert Frazer had to
decide whether of not to pursue his
claim.
The family of Brea sprang from Sir James
Fraser of Brea (1612-1649) the youngest
son of Simon 8th Lord Lovat. Sir James
had, besides daughters, two sons, James,
a famous covenanting Divine, and David
of Mayne. The Rev. James had one son
who died in infancy, and two daughters,
the elder of whom married a Rose of
Kilvarock and carried with her into that
family the estates of Brea. David married
an Inverallochy cousin and had a
daughter and a son, Simon, whom we
call Simon of Brea. This Simon who

-3-

flourished about 1676 to 1734, was,
following the family tradition, the father
of Archibald of Dunnacliggan; and in so
far as he held a commission in Queen
Anne's army, was wounded in Spain in
1707, and was a prisoner in France for
two or three years, he may well have
married a french huguenot whose
acquaintance he made while serving
abroad.
As I mentioned above, General Simon
Frazer, on acquiring the Lovat estates,
entailed them; but he omitted from the
entail certain families, notably the
families of Brea and Ardachy. Why he
did so is unknown. In the case of Brea
there was indeed the very hostile feeling
which old Lovat so often displayed
towards Simon of Brea, apparently
because Simon was supposed to support
the interests of the Atholl Murray deadly enemies of old Lovat. There may
have been something in this as Simon's
grandmother was a Murray of the Atholl
family. But this old enmity seems hardly
likely to have affected General Simon
when making his entail some halfcentury later, and certainly it can be no
explanation of his treatment of the
Ardachy family. A possible and
reasonable explanation is that, when
General Simon came to make his entail,
the families of Brea and Ardachy had
ceased to hold any landed estate in
Scotland, and so had no longer an entity
from the General's standpoint.
On 7th May 1716 in France whither he
had escaped from imprisonment in
London, Simon of Brea writes: "Though I
left a small family behind me, I shall be

very easy providing that I may be
useful." The precise meaning of these
words is a little doubtful. Simon may
have had his family in France under the
protection of his wife's relatives and
meant that he would feel pretty happy
about them if he had to leave France on
the "King's business". But on the whole I
think he means that he had left them
somewhere in the British Isles, and
probably somewhere among the
huguenots. I wish I knew where.
Nothing further about this small family
has yet to come to light in contemporary
documents except indirectly in some
correspondence of Old Lovat with his
lawyer about an incident in a lawsuit he
was pursuing against the Chisholm in
the early 1740's. The Chisholm had
apparently threatened to produce an heir
to Sir James of Brea to claim certain lands
in dispute. Lovat did not deny the
existence of such an heir, but became
obviously alarmed and threatening as if
he knew it was quite possible for such an
heir to be produced.Further research
may at any time throw more light on the
"small family". Particularly the great
M.S. collections at Edinburgh and the
Stair M.S.S. at Oxenford House,
especially the "Bolingbroke" volume
which contains the records of Lord
Stair's activities against the Jacobites in
France while he was Ambassador there,
may well yield something of value.
There can be little doubt however, that
Simon of Brea kept his domestic affairs
very close,and most likely even such
good friends of his as George Lockhart
of Carnwath and Colin Campbell of
Glendaule, knew little or nothing of the
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Simon's private life. All the same rumour
or tradition of the survival of the family
of Brea seems to have persisted in
Scotland. In 1808 Mrs Grant of Laggan
writes that when Archibald of Lovat
dies, Fraser of Brea will be his successor:
and though the old lady seems to have
mixed up in her mind Brea and Strichen
and the Lovat peerage and the Lovat
estates, the important point is that over
70 years after Simon of Brea's death she
should mention Brea at all. It seems most
improbable that she would have done so
if she had not heard somewhere of the
existence of descendants of Simon of
Brea as lawful successors to the Lovat
peerage.
Again, when Thomas Alexander Fraser
of Strichen was pursuing before the
Committee of Privileges for the
restoration of the Lovat peerage - he
already had the estates under the entail it became evident that there was the
strongest doubt whether the family of
Brea was extinct - a doubt strengthened
apparently by something discovered in
the Hardwicke papers, an immense
collection of Family archives now in the
British Museum. My search in these
papers has been confined to some of the
earlier volumes between 1745 and 1750. I
now think that any reference to the Brea
family is more likely to occur in
correspondence about the year 1774
when General Simon recovered the
estates or about 1784 when question was
raised in Parliament about the
restoration of various forfeited titles and
estates. However that may be, the doubt
raised was strong enough to hold up a

decision on the Strichen petition for
many years. And when ultimately a
decision was given in the Petitioner's
favour, it was based not upon any
evidence of the extinction of the Brea
family but upon negative arguments and
upon general considerations that display
an astonishing ignorance of the facts and
circumstances of Simon of Brea's life. A
copy of the final speeches of the Lord
Advocate and of the Lord Chancellor are
included in the volume called "Fraser's
of Lovat".
One might expect, however, to find a full
and complete family tradition about
Simon of Brea. Why is there not one?
Partly no doubt from a natural loss of
interest following Robert's refusal to act,
enhanced by the mere passage of time
and by the difficulties into which the
family gradually fell in the middle
quarters of the last century, and partly
owing to the destruction of the family
papers; but chiefly, I think, because
Archibald had good reason to keep quiet
about his father's identity and probably
encourage inquisitiveness. Simon of Brea
had been a very ardent Jacobite and was
one of the half pay officers who joined
James III' standard in 1715. At Preston,
where he was wounded, he escaped
being shot summarily as several other
half-pay officers were, but was
ultimately taken prisoner and brought to
London. he escaped from prison and
went to France where for some years he
was active in jacobite affairs. Returning
subsequently to Scotland he acted
informally for a while as one of King
James' "Trustees" in Scotland. There is
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nothing, however, to indicate that he
was living with his family in Scotland rather the contrary. On his death in 1734
his family put in no appearance in
Edinburgh to claim his effects and it
looks probable that the family were left
dependent more or less on their
huguenot relatives or friends who, no
doubt none too pleased with the burden,
seem to have disposed of the boys as
soon as possible in cavalry regiments,
perhaps in the case of the eldest,
Archibald, exercising some influence
with General John Ligonnier, himself a
huguenot - to secure his appointment as
Adjutant in the famous Black Horse.
Well it was bad enough for the son of an
ardent jacobite to find himself in a
regiment devoted to the Hanoverian
cause and destined to be called on one
day to provide an escort for his father's
notorious cousin and namesake on his
way to London and the scaffold. But Fate
also decreed that Archibald should meet
and marry the widow Ruth Whitehead
and settle down in a part of Ireland of a
more than ordinary protestant and
hanoverian bigotry. Here Jacobites were
ranked with infidels and Roman
Catholics as outcasts and criminals.
Already no doubt Archibald was
regarded with none too friendly eyes by
his country neighbours because he had a
french air about him and is said to have
spoken french with rather more facility
than english; and the French were at that
time bogey-men to protestant civilians in
Ireland. To have admitted his jacobite
parentage and a relationship with the
execrable rebel, Lovat of the '45, would
have meant almost certain social

ostracism, if not something more violent.
Then there was possibly another
inducement to lie low. It would seem
that the "intremissions" of Sir James
Fraser of Brea with the Lovat estate
when he had control of it had never been
fully accounted for. Anyhow in the
correspondence with his lawyer on the
Chisholm affair mentioned above old
Lovat threatens that if an heir to Sir
James of Brea is produced he will have to
pay up the intremissions on the estate.
For these reasons Archibald, as it seems
to me, might well keep silence about his
antecedents. He appears, however,
according to Aunt Ruth's chronicle, to
have told something to his wife Ruth.
The grandchildren to whom she refused
to communicate whatever it was
Archibald had told her, must have been,
I think, the children of her daughter,
Anne Dunwoody. In 1789 Ruth was so
infirm and ill that she could not sign her
name to the joint will with Archibald there is no reason whatever to suppose
that she was illiterate - and her
grandchildren, the children of her son
Robert, were not of an age to take much
interest in family matters until twenty
years after 1789. In fact I think that Ruth
died before her son married in 1798, if
not before Archibald died in 1795. I have
no doubt, however, that, before he died,
Archibald told the facts to his sons
Joseph and Robert, and that Robert in his
turn told his eldest son Joseph.
Then there was Marie Fraser. In the latter
part of the 18th century this lady was
living in and around Soho in close
friendship with huguenot families. In
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1814 she died aged about 94 years and
was buried in the huguenot buryingplace at Portarlington in the Queen's
County, Ireland, at the opposite corner of
the county to Dunnacliggan. From her
age she was contemporary with
Archibald, and it is just possible that she
was a sister who had remained with the
huguenot relatives but came to Ireland
towards the end of her life to find her
brothers. If Archibald had kept silence to
the end, perhaps it was she who
supplied the information that agitated
the family about 1815. I have not been
able, however, to find out anything more
about her and must leave the matter
there.

heard, from my father I think, that it was
by Archibald's express wish that his
family adopted definitely the Z: anyway
I think that it will be noticed that
Archibald himself signed his Will with
an S. So I think that I am justified in
saying that there is nothing in it.

There was another matter which people
frequently bring up as if it threw doubt
on the connection with the family of the
the Frasers of Lovat, that is, that we spell
our name with a Z and not with an S. My
answer to this is always that there is
nothing in it: but as that seems generally
to fail to convince, I am setting down
briefly my grounds for saying so. Simon
Fraser of Brea as will be seen from the
copies of his signature spelt his name
with an S in the old form: but in his
commission, in the Half-pay Lists, and in
the copies of his signature to powers of
Attorney his name is always spelt with a
Z. In the Lockhart Papers except in one
instance, his name is always spelt with a
Z: and though in the Stewart Papers S
prevails, there are at least two instances
when the writers - Strewan Robertson
and Father Graeme - spell his name with
a Z, and later while Allan Cameron uses
the S, the Duke of Mar uses a Z. I have

A Small Aside

This is only a small summary of the study of
Simon of Brae carried out by Joseph and
Wilson. At the completion of their studies,
they were probably the worlds leading
experts on this particular highland
gentleman.
There are many other snippets of Brea
research, which I hope to publish in due
course.
When I put out the first Black Knee
Chronicle in October 1990, I had an inkling
of the physical task that I had volunteered
myself for, but no idea of the other aspects of
such a commitment.
The 'Black Knee' legend was certainly a
major impetus, giving me the feeling that I
had to do what I could - at least to avoid a
constant regret for not having done so.
Strangely for an unspiritual sort of person, I
have also a feeling of destiny about the whole
business; that the essence of our family
tradition is based on truth, not the typical
cover-up for an illegitimate birth that is the
source of many genealogical claims of 'royal
birth'; and that we will be given the answer,
not so much by dedicated research, but more
by putting the right questions to the right
people.
Some family members clearly see the quest as
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one of establishing a right to the Lovat
fortune, and have expressed some dismay
that there may be so little left of it. Despite
the legend that the Black Knee "will restore
the family fortune", I have never felt this to
be a statement of acquiring monetary wealth.
The first thing that I seek is simply the truth.
This is a mystery in our lives, and while it is
quite fun to have some mystery in one's
background, in this case I feel a need to solve
the mystery. I would rather have an
unpleasant truth, than remain in ignorance.
Perhaps this is something that I will live to
regret, but I do not believe so.
I see the main fortune that can be restored to
the family is a knowledge of who we are.
While this will not change our lives in any
material sense, it is still of value in how we
see ourselves. To some extent we are
voluntary exiles. I know of no member of our
family who has lived in Scotland or taken
part to any extent in 'Highland Culture'.
Archibald's son, Robert, declined to take up
the challenge of seeking his rightful
inheritance. In so doing he also declined to
take up the clan responsibilities inherent to
that position. In essence, he exiled all of us
from our Scots heritage.
I am sure that he had good reasons for his
actions, and it may well be that part of
learning the truth will clarify his situation.
His traditional response to his son Joseph "Child, what you never had, you never lost"
- shows that he had made his decision years
before and after much thought.

something too shameful to face would now
simply be a challenge.
If we do prove that we are the rightful Lovat
line, we are then the hereditary chiefs of the
Highland Frasers. How can we handle this
with honour? How could we be accepted?
Regardless of acceptance, the first point has
to be that this imposes responsibility first,
with only the possibility of honour after
responsibility is satisfied. Now there's a real
challenge.
There is a trend for heritage culture to
become more important, softening the harsh
lines of geographical nationalism. This is
partly due, no doubt, to increased leisure, but
also in part to improved communications.
One is no longer limited by distance.
I write these words in Australia, the other
side of the world from most of you, and, if we
so chose, you could read them milliseconds
later through the electronic media. Perhaps
this trend will lead to a global clan - there are
more people of Scots descent outside of
Scotland than ever lived in it. Another
challenge?
There are times when such thoughts just
seem to be absolute foolishness, and it has
taken me a long time to become gradually
brave enough to talk about them in public,
and will take me much longer yet to learn to
do it well.
Wouldn't it just be magic though!
Slainte,

However, we now live in a different age,
where history has softened the harsh
judgments of that time. What was then
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This Chronicle first presents Wilson's studies
of Archibald's military career, being a
cavalry trooper in Ligonier's Regiment,
mostly stationed in Ireland, where they were
basically a peace-keeping force protecting
“The Plantations" and the later settlers from
the original inhabitants.
The expression “Plantations” describes the
policy of the English establishment to make
Catholic Ireland “British” during the 16th
and 17th centuries by the forcible
introduction of Protestant English and Scots,
presenting them with lands taken by force
from their original owners and inhabitants,
and providing protection as required.
There was a parallel influx of settlers, with
many restrictions being placed upon
Catholics, such as being forbidden from
owning land, or from residence in the towns
that were growing under the new economy.
Our ancestors in Ireland were Protestant
settlers, and the military in Ireland were
there to protect the Protestants from the
Catholics, or at least to provide disincentive
for rebellion.
In the long term these policies were not
successful in southern Ireland, and are still a
source of conflict in Northern Ireland. The
suppression became gradually weakened
during the 19th century, until our ancestors
were forced to leave sometime in the 1860’s.
Deryk’s Legends suggests that the family
were evicted from the farm for not managing
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it properly, presumably with some politics
involved.
Then, secondly, to the will of Alexander
Frazer of Nappagh, Co. Longford, giving
names of many brothers and a sister,
including Archibald with his sons Joseph and
Robert. It is not known for certain that this
our family, with Co. Longford being a good
distance from Co. Laois, and there being
other Frazer’s in that area.
Thirdly, in his military research, Wilson also
looked into the possible careers of Alexander
and his brothers James and John.
As is usually the case with persons of lesser
importance, the record is not definitive, and
Wilson had to make assumptions from the
small amount of information that was
available to him; but he clearly put in many
hours of painstaking research. It is also
worth noting that, at the time of doing this
work, he was trailing the path that Simon of
Brea was the elusive ancestor, with the
assumption that Archibald’s birth was about
1715.
Current information indicates that there were
Frazers at least in Counties Fermanagh,
Sligo, Leitrim, Cavan, and Roscommon, all
close to Co. Longford, and much further
away from Co. Laois. So there a distinct
possibility that this Alexander is not part of
our family. Archibald was also a well-used
name, at least in Roscommon. More
research!

Research by Wilson Frazer, c 1930
Archibald Frazer, Trooper
Archibald is said to have been about 80 when
he died and if that is so, he was born
somewhere in 1715 or 1716. [Handwritten
note: "My father, however, gave his age as
90 or over"]
Nothing is at present known of his birthplace
nor of his early education and social contacts.
Tradition says that he was known as "the
french man" - presumably among his
neighbours in Queen's County since a
frenchman in an English cavalry regiment of
this period was not remarkable - and this
suggests, if not a birthplace or education in
France, at least an upbringing in close
contact with a community predominantly
french. This accords well enough with
another tradition associating him with the
huguenots. Not improbably his early years
were passed at least in a huguenot
atmosphere, probably because his mother
was of french origin and huguenot
sympathies. Possibly also it was not a mere
coincidence that he found himself in a
regiment traditionally huguenot and
commanded then and for many years
afterwards by huguenots.
There is absolutely no information giving
any sort of a lead in the matter of Archibald's
birthplace. The statement, however, in Aunt
Ruth's Chronicle that Archibald and his
brothers "came to Ireland indicates that
Ireland at any rate was not the place of birth,
though it does not of course preclude an early
migration of the family to Ireland. The field
of search thus left is almost hopelessly wide.
But taking as a basis the two traditions, the
one that the family came to Ireland, and the

other that Archibald showed definite traces
of french upbringing, a start has been made
on the registers of the huguenot churches in
the British Isles and in Holland and of the
parishes adjoining some of the chief
huguenot centres in England. Presbyterian
churches also have not been overlooked, and
the records of a few, notably those of the
church at Lisburn in Ireland, have been
examined. Very much more remains to be
done, even on these limited lines. Further
likely areas are the southwest of Scotland
and Cumberland, where some unavailing
search has been made. Beyond that search
becomes quite haphazard.
Tradition has it that Archibald held some
kind of commissioned rank in the Army, and
this tradition is supported by the earliest
record about him, which has come to light. In
the Entry Books of Warrants and Passes
there occurs the following:Adjt Frazer's Pass:
Pass for Adjt Frazer of Gen. Ligonier's
Horse and Ensign Tottenham of Gen.
Bragg's dated the 5th September 1747 from
Dover to Flushing.
Again, in the Pipe Rolls, that is the Declared
Accounts of Army expenditure, there is
recorded the payment under a warrant of half
pay to the Adjutant of Ligonier's Regiment of
Horse for the period 11th July to 24th
December, 1747. The name of the Adjutant
is not recorded.
Ligonier's was one of four Regiments of
Horse which were transferred permanently to
the Irish Establishment in 1714, and had
already won a high reputation when Ligonier
took command of it in 1720. The personnel
of Ligonier's regiment, perhaps of all the
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Regiments of Horse on the Irish
Establishment, was unusual. In a old MS.,
which was first published the Dublin Penny
Journal of 3rd November 1832, Captain Holt
Waring, the Captain in Ligonier's and De
Grangues' troops during Archibald's last
years in the Regiment and later Major in
place of Francis Stuart, gives the following
account of the Regiment. "This long period
of thirty years (i.e. 1714-1743)" he writes
"naturally brought the corps to be composed
almost entirely of Irish; and I do not recollect
at any time more than two or three private
men in it of any other country. It was in
general composed of the younger branches of
old and respectable families: nor was it
uncommon to give from 20 to 30 guineas to
become a trooper." Waring's statement about
the composition of the Regiment is
confirmed by an official abstract of 1755
from which it appears that of the officers 3
were then English, 2 Scotch and 22 Irish,
while of the men 5 were English, 1 Scotch,
and 131 Irish. Under what nationality
Archibald was entered in the Musters in his
day, we shall never know now.
In 1742 the Regiment was ordered
immediately to England for the war with
France, and Capt. Holt Waring tells the
following story about this occasion. The
order came, it appears, just before the
Regiment were to have received new
uniforms and outfit, of which they were
badly in need, and while their horses were
still at grass. There was no time to wait, and
the Regiment in their worn-out uniforms and
their horses brought straight from grass were
hurriedly embarked and sent over. Directly
they arrived, a review was held by the King
on Hounslow Heath, and Ligonier's were
stationed between two smart and jeering

regiments and cut rather a sorry figure.
Ligonier was peeved, but the King, who had
an eye for a soldier said: "Ligonier, your men
have the air of soldiers: their horses indeed
look poorly - how is it?" To which Ligonier
replied: "Sire, the men are Irish and
gentlemen: the horses are English."
However, the laugh was on the other side
when the following year Ligonier's
distinguished themselves so greatly at the
battle of Dattingen that even the London
Gazette recorded that "Ligonier's Regiment
of Horse gained great reputation." In fact the
Regiment had won the fame of being the
finest cavalry regiment in Europe; and
Ligonier, himself knighted on the field and
the last man ever to be so, wrote to the
Secretary-at-War in loud praise of the
"young gentlemen serving in the Regiment."
Before their transference to the Irish
Establishment in 1714 the four Regiments of
Horse, like all the other similar regiments on
the British Establishment, had carried
Adjutants, but on the transference the
Adjutants were abolished. When, however, in
l742 Ligonier's Regiment was placed on the
British Establishment for the war with
France, the necessary office of Adjutant was
restored. Capt. Robinson on was first
appointed, but he was killed at Dettingen,
and Ralph Craigh was appointed in his place
by a commission dated 14th July 1743. How
long Craigh held the appointment is not
known.
To understand the point now at issue it is
necessary to explain that towards the end of
1745 Ligonier's Regiment was recalled from
France on account of the Jacobite rising in
Scotland and took part in the operations
against Prince Charlie's army. When the
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rebellion had been crushed the Regiment
was, in December 1746, rather suddenly
ordered back to Ireland. The Lord Lieutenant
was very apprehensive lest the return to
Ireland of the Regiment at full war strength
should give rise to "great uneasiness and
jealousies"; and an Order was promptly
issued requiring the Regiment on landing in
Ireland to be reduced to the same footing as
the other Regiments there. The Regiment
landed at Dublin on 19th February 1747, but
the reductions were not completely carried
out immediately, and in particular the
Adjutant was retained until 11th July when
he was put on half-pay. Now, while the
Adjutant's pay between 19th February and
11th July was charged on the Irish
Establishment, the half-pay was charged on
the British Establishment, and this can only
mean that the appointment as Adjutant had
been made while the Regiment was still on
the British Establishment. As mentioned
above, the half pay was paid upon a warrant,
not a Royal warrant, but the warrant of a
general, presumably of Ligonier himself. If
Craigh had been the officer concerned, there
can be no doubt, as he held H.M's
Commission, that he would have been
included in the Half-pay establishment by
Royal warrant. Seeing that Archibald was in
fact acting as Adjutant in September 1747,
the explanation seems to be that, Craigh
having given up the post, perhaps in 1745 or
1746, Ligonier, as he had full power to do,
appointed Archibald as his successor by
warrant, and that, when the reduction of the
Adjutant as part of the establishment became
unavoidable in July 1747, Ligonier issued a
further warrant putting him on half-pay. But
the story does not end there. Why was the
half-pay chargeable on the British

Establishment allowed only to the 24th
December 1747? The answer seems to be,
and the pass to Adjutant Frazer of 5th
September 1747 tends to confirm it, that
though Archibald was on British half-pay,
Ligonier was still employing him as Adjutant
and making up the full pay out of his own
pocket, and that when this came to light, the
charge on the British Establishment was
stopped. It was characteristic of Ligonier not
to spare personal expense where the
efficiency or well being of his Regiment was
concerned. During the war he bad provided
at his own cost an extra surgeon for the
Regiment, and it is said that when a recruit
beyond the number authorised by the
Establishment once came in, he bad kept him
at his own expense until there was a vacancy.
In the same spirit Ligonier, knowing that an
Adjutant was essential to a Regiment,
provided one: and it is interesting to note that
within four years all the Regiments of Horse
and Dragoons in Ireland had got into such
difficulties from want of Adjutants that they
were clamouring to have them restored to the
Establishment and ultimately carried their
point in 1752.
With much less than half the picture to go by,
the rest having been destroyed with the other
Irish records in 1921, the above seems to be
the most likely interpretation which can be
put on the available facts. When the
Regiment was recalled to England in 1745,
Ligonier had not come with it, and he was
shortly afterwards appointed Commander-inChief of the Army in Flanders. The war was
still dragging on in 1747. On the 2nd July
1747 a sharp engagement with the French
took place at Val, in which the latter had
some 10,000 casualties and the British some
8,000. It was a regular melee during which
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Marshal Saxe, the french commander, and
the Duke of Cumberland were both nearly
taken prisoners, and Sir John Ligonier
himself was, though very soon released on
parole. Towards the end of July Marshal
Saxe made overtures to Ligonier for the
negotiation of a general peace. An exchange
of notes took place during August, and on the
2nd September the Marshal suggests that
arrangements should be made for the
plenipotentiaries of England and France to
meet at Liege to discuss preliminaries, and
that Ligonier should direct someone to
arrange with the Maréchal du Camp at Liège
a suitable place for the conference, which
should be kept as secret as possible. On the
7th September Ligonier informs the Marshal
that the place of conference had been agreed
by the Maréchal du Camp "avec une
Personne de la part de S.A.R." i.e. the Duke
of Cumberland. The conference took place
on the 11th September. It would be flattering
to think that Archibald was mixed up in these
affairs in however minor a capacity, but the
dates which appear so apt are in fact against
it, because Archibald's pass is dated Old
Style and for comparison with the New Style
dates of the Saxe-Ligonier correspondence
the pass should be regarded as dated 16th
September. There seems little doubt,
however, that Archibald must have been
going to Ligonier, but whether on regimental
or other business, it is not at present possible
to say.
However that may be, there is no reason to
suppose that Archibald did not retain his post
as Adjutant until in July 1749 Ligonier left
the Regiment and was succeeded by
Mordaunt for a short while and then by De
Grangues in November, 1749.

[ Handwritten note: It seems now pretty clear
that his Adjutancy must have come to an end
in November-December 1748, when all the
Regiments of Horse and Dragoons were
reduced, even the Dragoons losing their
Adjutants whom they had retained on their
Establishments all the way through up to
then. WRF 13/6/45]
A sword reputed to be Archibald's is now in
the possession of Robin Frazer. Mr. ffoulkes,
the Curator of the Armouries at the Tower, to
whom some particulars of the sword were
sent, writes: "The dating of regimental
swords of the type illustrated is almost
impossible as the same type appears all over
Europe in the early years of the XIX century.
It looks like a Dragoon sword, of about 1788
but the hilt is not that of the British weapon. I
do not think there was an official issue in the
middle of the XVIII century, so that this
sword may have been one supplied by the
Colonel. I am sorry I cannot trace the mark."
The mark referred to is a Crown with some
obscure markings underneath, stamped on the
metal of the hilt. In the Black Horse Gazette a regimental paper which ran from about
1895 to 1914 - there is a cartoon, one of the
items in which is a crown identical with that
on the sword and under it P.R.R. of H. i.e.
Princess Royal's Regiment of Horse, the full
title of the Regiment. Possibly the markings
under the crown on the hilt are the letters
P.R. or a monogram of P.R.R.H. or something of the kind: but, taken with the tradition, the crown itself seems sufficient to
establish reasonably well the authenticity of
the sword as belonging to the 4th Regiment
of Horse, and since troopers did not keep
their swords on leaving their regiment, it may
be taken as reasonably certain that the sword
was that worn by Archibald as Adjutant.
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During 1748 the Regiment was stationed in
Dublin, but in 1749 it went to barracks in
Queen's County and Tipperary, and Ligonier's own troop to which no doubt Archibald
was attached, and two other troops, were stationed at Donaghmore within a mile of Dunnacliggan. It is impossible to resist the
thought that this was the occasion of Archbald meeting Ruth Whitehead who had now
been a widow for nearly two years.
The following is a list of the troops of the
Regiment, their officers and stations in
1749:Donaghmore:
Col. Sir John Ligonier
Capt. Holt Waring
Cornet Rich. Moore
Q.M. Steph. Moore
Thurles:
Lt-Col. Dan. Webb
Lieut. Tho. Bernard
Cor. Will. Lovett
Q.M. Tho. Webber
Donaghmore:
Capt. Arthur Graham
Lieut. Henry Gore
Cor. Tho. Harman
Q.M. Tho. Short
Maryborough:
Maj. Hon. Francis Stuart
Lieut. Will Conyngham
Cor. John Ford
Q.M. Tho. Hays
Thurles:
Capt. Henry Holnes
Lieut. Edw. King
Cor. Jacques Desbrisay
Q.M. Francis Short
Donaghmore:
Capt. Hon. Hen. Stuart
Lieut. Matt. Cock
Cor. Francis Heath
Q.M. James Lackie
Chaplain Edmund Hunt
Surgeon Steph. Moore

This list is of course an official list of the
officers according to the Establishment, and
it is not to be expected that Archibald would
appear in it.
The next reference to Archibald in any document is contained in his Marriage Licence
Bond dated the 25th February 1749, wherein
he is described as "Trooper in Gen. De
Grangues' Regiment of Horse and own
Troop." Apparently when his appointment as
Adjutant lapsed, Archibald, having no home
in Ireland and no other occupation, and
probably also contemplating an early marriage, took the natural course and volunteered
to serve with the Regiment for a short period.
There is little surprising in this in the peculiar
circumstances of Ligonier's Horse as mentioned above. [Handwritten note: A's M.L.B.
is dated 25/2/49]
So, early in 1749 Archibald married Ruth
Whitehead and exchanged the pursuit of military glory for a country life; and between this
date and 1788 when he made his will, there is
not at present a shred of information about
him. He died, presumably at Dunnacliggan,
early in 1796 and is said to have been buried
at Dunkerrin. [Handwritten note: Perhaps in
1795]
Note:It is of interest to note that Major Francis Stuart and his brother Henry were great-greatgreat grandsons of the Bonnie Earl of Moray
who was murdered in 1592 and that
Archibald if he were a son of Simon Fraser of
Brea would be a great-great-grandson of Jean
Stuart, sister of the Bonnie Earl and 2nd wife
of Simon 8th Lord Lovat. At the outbreak of
the 1715 Francis the father of the two Stuarts
in Ligonier's had been arrested but later
released.
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Notes on Ligonier's Regiment of Horse

thanks to God for it in manner & form
following:

The Regiment was first raised in 1688 by the
Earl of Devonshire. In 1690 it passed to the
younger Schomberg, son of the famous old
Marshal. After doing notable service during
the reigns of William and Anne it was transferred, while under the command of Sibourg,
to the Irish Establishment in 1714. Ligonier
took command of it in 1720. The full title of
the Regiment was the Princess Royal's Regiment of Horse: but beside being known - in
accordance with the practice of the time - by
the Colonel's name, it was frequently called
"The Black Horse" on account of the black
facings of the uniform. In Regimental Order
the Regiments of Horse came after the Horse
Guards, and from Schomberg's time to 174546 the Black Horse were the 10th Regiment
of Horse. In those years two regiments were
disbanded and three were converted into the
1st, 2nd and 3rd Dragoon Guards, so that
Ligonier's, after a brief interlude as 8th Regiment of Horse, became the 5th Regiment of
Horse. A few years later another Regiment
was disbanded, and Ligonier's - or Conway's
as it then was - became the 4th Regiment of
Horse and so continued until 1787 when the
remaining four Regiments of Horse were
turned into the 4th, 5th, 6th and 7th Dragoon
Guards. Some 60 years after Archibald's time
his grandson, Joshua Dunwoody, was Adjutant of the 7th Dragoon Guards.

First I allow my body to be decently interred
at the expense of my brother Francis Frazer.
Next I give and bequeath to my nephew John
Trimble the sum of sixty pounds sterg
together with my bed and bedding with my
chest and watch & wearing apparel. I appoint
& nominate the sd John Trimble my sole
executor in this my last will and testament.
Secondly I give and bequeath to my sister
Margaret Frazer the sum of forty one pounds
sterg.
Thirdly I give and bequeath to my brother
Francis Frazer the sum of twenty-two pounds
sterg.
Fourthly I give and bequeath to my brother
James Frazer the sum of twenty pounds sterg.
Fifthly I give and bequeath to my brother
John Frazer the sum of ten pounds sterg.
Sixthly I give and bequeath to John Dunvady
the sum of five pounds sterg,
Seventhly I give and bequeath to Catherine
Farrel servt maid the sum of one pound two
shillings and ninepence sterg.
Eighthly I give and bequeath to my brother
Archy Frazer's two sons Robt & Joseph one
British shilling each of them.
Ninethly I give and bequeath to Alexander
Trimble one shilling.
Tenthly I give and bequeath to Thomas
Trimble Junr one shilling.

Alexander Frazer's Will
Will of Alexander Frazer of Nappagh, 1805
In the name of God Amen, I, Alexander
Frazer of Nappagh, in the parish of Ardagh in
the County of Longford, being very sick &
weak in body but of perfect mind & memory

Eleventhly I give and bequeath to Margaret
Halligan one shilling British.
All these legacies to be paid out of two bonds
due to me, one by Francis Frazer my brother
amounting to one hundred and eleven pounds
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twelve shilling sterg, & Isents Dinison a bond
of fifty pounds sterg, all of which is to pay
those legatees beforementioned.
I also give and bequeath to the aforesaid John
Trimble my whole and sole executor a bond
annuity from Neil Doherty Sergeant of the
4th Royal Irish Dragoon Guards.
In witness whereof I set my hand and seal
this 24th day of January 1805.
Alexr Frazer (Seal)
Signed sealed published pronounced and
declared by the said Alexr Frazer as his last
will and testament in the presence of us the
subscribers:
Elias Jones, Saml Waters, Alexr Jones
Nov 1st 1810: Upon which day the three
subscribing witnesses to the written will
swore to the due and legal perfection of the
same before me
Robert Bentley Vicar-General
Administration granted to John Trimble this
8th day of January 1811.
Handwritten note from WRF:
Archibald b 1714-15
John b 1719 May
James b 1720 May
Francis b 1721
Alexander b 1722
Margaret
Ruth Calbeck (née Frazer, granddaughter of
Archibald) lists three brothers, Archibald
(handsome), Frank and Alick, and three
sisters who married Jennings, Bull and
Priestman. See 'Aunt Ruth's Chronicle' in
Volume 3.

John Frazer, Trooper
Note. In the Musters for the 1st Regiment of
Horse (4th Royal Irish Dragoon Guards) for
1774 - the earliest available -there appear as
Corporals John and Alexander Frazer.
Serving in the same Regiment was Neil
Doherty who was a Sergeant when Alexander
Frazer retired in 1794 and succeeded him as
Quartermaster. In the will of Alexander
Frazer of Nappagh (q.v.) reference is made to
a bond given by this Neil Doherty, possibly
for repayment of a loan for the purchase of
the vacant Quartermastership. In the Muster
Roll for 31 March 1792 Alexander is entered
as Allick Frazer, the name by which
Alexander seems to have been known to his
family. (v. Aunt Ruth's Chronicle). From
these facts it has been inferred that Alexander
of Nappagh and Alexander of the 1st
Regiment of Horse are identical. Further the
Inspection Returns shew that John and
Alexander were more or less contemporaries
in age and had joined the Regiment in the
same year. It has been assumed therefore that
John Frazer of the 1st Regiment of Horse was
identical with the brother John referred to in
Alexander's will.
By deduction from the Inspection Returns the
date of John Frazer’s birth was 23 May 1719.
He joined the 1st Regiment of Horse in 1740.
In the earliest muster available, 30 June 1774,
he is given as Irish in nationality, but what
value is to be attached to this, it is difficult to
say. In 1740, when he enlisted, the cavalry
regiments were recruited almost exclusively
in England, and all Irishmen were looked
upon with suspicion as potential papists. By
1774 this attitude had undergone great
change, many true Irishmen had been
recruited, and the Regiment was well on its
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way to become the Royal Irish Dragoon
Guards, so that it is possible that John and
Alexander were merely falling in with the
majority in calling themselves Irish. On the
other hand they may have always called
themselves Irish, either to conceal identity or
because they had in fact been born in Ireland,
though their parentage was not Irish. The
destruction of the earlier musters which
appear to have been at the Four Courts,
Dublin, has probably made it impossible to
clear up this point.
In 1774 John was a Corporal in Major-Gen.
Johnston’s Troop [1]. On 31 March 1775 he
is noted as on furlough; on 30 June 1776 and
30 September 1776 he is recruiting. In 1778
the troop passed to Lt-Gen. George Warde.
On 31 December 1778 John is “on
command”; on 30 September he is on
furlough, and again on 31 March 1782.
During the quarter ending 31 December 1782
John left the Regiment [2]. No comment is
made on the muster roll, which is unusual.
Generally at the end of the roll there is a list
of the men who have gone since the last
muster with a note of the reason e.g. dead,
discharged, transferred to such and such a
Regiment. Possibly his leaving the regiment
was connected with Alexander obtaining a
warrant as Quartermaster. It is conceivable
that John also had designs on the
quartermastership; but either because he had
not got enough money or was considered too
old or for some other reason, Alexander got
the pull over him and John got out of the
Regiment in a huff. In any case what became
of him remains a mystery.

doubtless few and far between even
supposing that there were any.
When he left the Regiment it may well be
that he went away to some other part of
Ireland or perhaps out of Ireland altogether.
Whatever the reason, his memory seems to
have been entirely lost to his Nephew
Robert’s children.
If the evidence of Alexander’s will can be
accepted, John was still alive in 1805.
[1] - In the Stock Purse Account in the
Inspection Return for 1770 the following item
occurs:To Corporal Frazer’s expenses of recruit
horses £35/2/10
There is no evidence to decide whether this is
John or Alexander.
[2] - A re-examination of the Inspection
Returns for 1785 reveals the following item
in the Stock Purse Account:To Corporal Frazer’s subsistence from 12
February to 10 July 1783 £8/3/0
It is not easy to say whether this is John or
Alexander. According to the Musters John
had gone by the dates mentioned, but on
the other hand, though in the Musters up to
30 September 1783, Alexander’s Warrant
as Q-M dated from 10 December 1782, and
it is difficult to understand why in the
Account of 1785 he should be called
Corporal or why in any event there should
be a charge for his subsistence between the
dates mentioned, when according to all the
evidence he was on service as usual with
the Regiment. Upon the whole it seems
more likely that the reference is to John,
and the circumstances of this special
charge have yet to be ascertained. There
are no Irish Inspection Returns for 1780,
1782 and 1783.

Between 1774 and 1782 when he left the
Regiment, John was never stationed very
near Dunnacliggan; and his visits there were
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Francis was his father. The story goes that
when Alexander died, the Frazers of
Dunnacliggan were very indignant at the
terms of the will and made some attempt to
dispute it. John Trimble appears, however, to
have got away with it.

Alexander Frazer, Trooper
(For the grounds for identifying Alexander
Frazer of Nappagh with Alexander Frazer of
the 1st Regiment of Horse, see the
introductory note to John Frazer)
According to the inspection returns
Alexander was born in 1721-1722, and joined
the 1st Regiment of Horse in 1740. In 1774
he was a corporal in Maj-Gen. James
Johnston's troop. He is shewn as Irish in
nationality (cf. John Frazer ). According to
the musters he was "on command" at 31
December 1778, and from 31 March 1781 to
30 September 1781 was "on command in
England". On 31 December 1781, when
stationed at Athlone, he was on furlough. Up
to 30 September 1783 he is still shown as
corporal, but on 31 December of that year he
is entered as Quartermaster, his warrant,
however, dating from 10 December 1782. He
continued as Q-M without any incident being
recorded until 4 November 1794, when he
retired while the Regiment was at Coventry
on its way to France.
Alexander was evidently well known at
Dunnacliggan and his memory survived. On
his retirement he appears to have gone to live
at Nappagh, a locality near Ardagh in County
Longford. From the effects left by his will it
would seem that he was a lodger rather than a
householder. If, as stated by Aunt Ruth,
brother Francis also lived at Nappagh,it is
possible that Alexander lived with him.
Apparently Alexander had lent Francis
money. The "nephew John Trimble" who is
made executor of Alexander's will, is
something of a mysterious character.
According to the family tradition he was an
illegitimate son of Alexander, but perhaps

In 1760 there was a John Trimble [1] in the
3rd Regiment of Horse also serving in
Ireland, and possibly it was a sister of his
who was the mother of John, Alexander's
"nephew". In the County Longford returns for
the General Valuation of Ireland 1854 there
is a John Trimble shewn as occupier of a
house and garden in the townland of
Aghintemple which adjoins Nappagh. This is
probably Alexander's “nephew"; and a
Thomas Trimble and Alexander Trimble,
shewn as living in the townlands of
Lismagoneen and Sheeroe respectively in the
same lists, are probably the persons of these
names mentioned in Alexander's will.
Alexander died apparently in the latter part of
1810.
[1] Handwritten note: This John Trimble
continued in the Regiment until the quarter
ending 31 December 1774 when he was
“discharged and recommended”.
The following is an extract for the Irish
succession book (W.O 25. 231):1st REGIMENT OF HORSE.
Quartermasters:Jos. Clarke: appointed 20 Jan 1777,
promoted M.R.Oct.'81
Succeeded by James Northange 1 Sept. 1781,
died Dec. '82
pma Alex. Frazer, 10 Dec. '82
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James Frazer, Trooper
In the first available Muster Rolls for the 4th
Regiment of Horse (later the 7th Dragoon
Guards) there appears a James Frazer, and the
only present ground got assuming that he was
Archibald’s brother is the fact that he was
serving in the same regiment and about the
same time as Archibald. The Inspection
Returns which gave such valuable information about Alexander and John are of no use
here, because there is a gap of four years
between the last available muster in 1763 and
the first Irish Inspection Return in 1767, and
another gap between this Return and the next
available muster in 1774. Without accurate
knowledge whether James left the Regiment
before or after 1767 it is impossible to draw
any certain inference.
The Muster for the 24th June 1760 shows
James as serving as a trooper in the Regiment
which had been transferred from the Irish to
the British Establishment from 15th April
1760 and was in June at Horstmar in Germany. James' troop was commanded by Capt.
Henry Stuart. On the 24th June 1761 James
was “on command” and and the troop had
passed to Capt. Meadows. On the 24th
December 1761 James is still entered as
trooper and so continues until 24th June
1762. The regiment then still in Germany but
seems to have returned in the latter part of
1762 or early in 1763. Anyway sometime
between June 1762 and April 1763 James
became a Corporal in place of John Shaw,
and in the Muster for the period 25th June
1762 to April 15th 1763 he is entered (1) as
Corporal with a note “reduced from Corporal,
23rd February" and( 2) as trooper with a note
“entertained 24th February". The Regiment
was then at Coventry, and each troop was

reduced from some 44 troopers to 28 on the
23rd February 1763 and to 20 on the 15th
April following. James waa not reduced on
the latter date, but unfortunately it is not clear
whether he remained in the Regiment or was
transferred to another regiment. After 15th
April 1763 no further Muster Roll for the
Regiment is available until that for 30th June
1774. The Regiment was then back in lreland, but James is no longer in it.
Assuming that James remained in the Regiment up to 1772, there is only one entry in
the Inspection Returns which could apply to
him if he were Archibald’s brother. According to the Tables of Age and Service one
trooper in the Regiment reached 50 years of
age and 25 years of service between May
1769 and June 1770; the rest were a good
deal younger. Between May 1771 and June
1772 this trooper left the Regiment; he either
died or was discharged and recommended for
bounty. James then, if this relates to him,
must have been born between May 1719 and
June 1720 and to have joined the Regiment
between May 1744 and June 1745. So far as
dates are concerned, therefore, there is no
reason why he should not have been
Archibald’s brother.
If James had in fact transferred to another
regiment he might be the James Frazer who
was serving as a trooper in the 8th Dragoons
according to the 1771 Musters of that Regiment. This James appears to have been ill and
to have died in 1773. If he has been correctly
identified in the Age and Service Tables, he
became 55 in 1768, making his birth date
about 1713-1714 and the date of' his entry
into the service about 1735.
This is the end of this exploration into Irish
military history, at least from Wilson's notes.
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