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GRAHAM SCROGGIE’S ‘CALL’ TO CHARLOTTE CHAPEL

There are eight extant accounts of how the Chapel came to invite the Rev. W. Graham Scroggie to leave Bethesda Free Church, Sunderland. Reading them together, the following sequence emerges. For the first six months after Joseph Kemp left Edinburgh, the Chapel office-bearers received no clear guidance. The Church Secretary reported to the members on 24 February 1916:

After exhaustive enquiries and anxious consideration, the Deacons specially invited several brethren to preach in the hope that one of these might be thought suitable for the pastorate of the Church. But, although all were men of marked spirituality and ministerial gifts, none of them was able to command unanimity among the Office-bearers.

Graham Scroggie was not unknown in the Chapel. He had been the guest speaker at the Annual Meeting of the School of Bible Study on Monday, 8 April 1907, a month before his move to Bethesda Chapel, Sunderland. He spoke on that occasion for over eighty minutes, and he was greatly appreciated.
 In thanking him, Joseph Kemp said that the Chapel would follow his ministry with interest. Scroggie remarked dryly, many years later, that he was surprised to be invited back to the pastorate after such a lengthy sermon:

Mr Kemp asked me to give a Bible 1ecture at the Chapel and as I spoke for a full hour and a quarter it has always astonished me that the Church should have asked me to be their minister. Evidently they wanted plenty for their money! In 1916 Mr Urquhart, senior, asked me to play golf with him and his conversation was mostly about, the possibility of my coming to Edinburgh. Mr Dovey also urged that I should do so. What Charlotte Chapel owes to these two great and good men it can never know, for one of them was Secretary and the other was Treasurer for a very long time and they refused to believe that the Chapel should be closed. It was their vision of faith that led to the invitation to Mr Kemp and it was they who persuaded me to come to you in the autumn of 1916. Mr Dovey hoped that I might remain for five years but I remained for seventeen.

Although Graham Scroggie was a well-known Keswick speaker by 1915, and although many Chapel members attended the annual July Convention in the Lake District and reported back enthusiastically about it, his name was not considered by the Deacons until a fortuitous return visit to Edinburgh of T. Wilkinson Riddle in December 1915. As mentioned in chapter 19, Riddle had been invited by Joseph Kemp to supply the pulpit for the month of May during the Kemps’ 1913 visit to America. Writing his memoirs sixty-years later, Riddle mistakenly thought it was during that month that Joseph Kemp accepted the call to Calvary Church, New York. That took place two years later, and the ‘lengthy conversations’ that he mentions below were between Sunday 12 and Saturday 18 December 1915, when he was supplying the pulpit in the Chapel and addressing the Annual Meeting of the West End Brotherhood.
 Riddle confirmed publicly, when preaching in the Chapel on Sunday 17 September, 1916, a fortnight before Graham Scroggie’s induction on Sunday 1 October, that he and Andrew Urquhart had discussed the vacancy in December 1915.
 Nevertheless, what he wrote in his autobiography in 1976 is worth reproducing, with the correction that the conversation took place later than he recollected:

Before the month [May 1913] was up, the office-bearers of Charlotte Chapel received tidings that their minister had been invited to become the pastor of Calvary Church, New York, and had accepted the call. The church secretary of Charlotte Chapel was a distinguished Edinburgh lawyer, Andrew Urquhart, with whom I had lengthy conversations about the future. He felt that if I were to come to Edinburgh, I could accomplish great things for God. But I was a Londoner; I had left behind a little church which I sought to extend and establish; I had my commitments to Maclean [the editor of the weekly periodical, The Life of Faith]; and so I had no sense of mission, and felt that I could not encourage any approaches to me regarding the vacancy.

And then the Lord stepped in. I told Urquhart that I knew of one who would be eminently suitable for the pastorate.  His name was Graham Scroggie, who, at that time, was pastor of Bethesda Chapel, Sunderland, and becoming renowned as an outstanding Bible teacher. The result is well-known.  Scroggie was invited, and accepted the call, and remained in Edinburgh for 17 years. Before his induction, he wrote to me, asking me to send a letter to the church to be read at the meeting, giving details of how the call came about. This I did, and rejoiced in all the way the Lord had led both Scroggie and me. I have preached at Charlotte Chapel more than once since that eventful month, and shall always be grateful for one of the most enriching experiences of my life.

On Wilkinson Riddle’s recommendation, Graham Scroggie was invited to preach in the Chapel.
 Whether the Church Secretary took some time to make the approach or whether Scroggie took some time to reply is not known, but it was 17th March before the deacons were informed that he would occupy the pulpit on Sunday 7th May 1916. They immediately asked one elder and one deacon to visit Sunderland in the meantime ‘With the view of ascertaining at first hand the nature of Mr. Scroggie’s work in Sunderland, and specially the condition of his health.’
 (Graham Scroggie did indeed have indifferent health, and on many occasions was unable, at the last minute, to fulfil preaching engagements.)

For reasons not mentioned, it was two deacons who went to Sunderland at the end of March. Hoping to escape recognition, they separated and sat in different places in the congregation. When Mr. Scroggie announced his text, ‘Art thou He that should come, or look we for another?’ (Matthew 11:3), they found the sermon particularly intriguing.
 It appears that Graham Scroggie had not identified the visitors, because at his induction to the Chapel he said that he had come on 7 May purely as pulpit supply.
 That contrasts with two more recent visits for a similar purpose. When two elders went to Northwood, London, in 1968, Derek Prime sensed immediately he entered the pulpit that Messrs. Wallace and Wilson were a ‘deputation’ sent to assess the potential. When Angus and June Ferguson went to hear Peter Grainger at his Freshbrook Church in Swindon in 1990, hoping to melt into the crowd, they were greeted after the service by one of the elders of that Church with ‘welcome – but no poaching’.

Reverting to 1916, the two delegates from Charlotte Chapel decided, despite the text for the sermon, that they should ‘look for another’.
 On hearing their negative report, the deacons sent a deputation of three to ask the Baptist minister in Cambuslang if they could put his name to the church. When he declined, they made a similar approach to the minister in Airdrie.
 They decided on 28 April not to pursue that, and then Graham Scroggie came to conduct three services on Sunday 7 May, to give a special lecture on Monday 8 May and to conduct the Bible School on Thursday 11 (which had to be moved from the hall to the church because of the number attending).
 This persuaded the deacons that Graham Scroggie was the man for Charlotte Chapel. On 12 May they resolved unanimously: ‘That the Church be recommended to invite Rev. W. Graham Scroggie to the pastorate and that a meeting of the Church be held on Thursday 25th May, at 8.00 p.m. to consider their recommendation and take such further steps as they might 

consider expedient.’
 The Church unanimously agreed to the recommendation and the invitation was sent.
 The salary was fixed at £350 per annum. It is worth noting, in running together these five accounts of Graham Scroggie’s call, that Andrew Urquhart and John Dovey were trying to persuade him, on the golf course, to say ‘yes’, four days before the other office-bearers met to discuss their response to his visit.

It was an excellent recommendation. The rapid expansion of the membership in the first fifteen years of the twentieth century presented the Chapel with a challenge, to build up the members in their new-found faith. For this, a ministry of systematic teaching was needed, and Graham Scroggie was, under God, the man for that. He was in his fortieth year in 1916, with nineteen years experience in the ministry since he had finished his training in Spurgeon’s College. These years had been mingled with sweetness and bitterness. He had resigned one charge in protest against its worldliness and another because of modernism, but by 1916 he had completed nine happy years at Bethesda Church, Sunderland.

Graham Scroggie responded with a long letter on 5 June, raising formidable difficulties, to test whether the invitation from Charlotte Chapel really was the call of God. The office-bearers were able to answer all the queries that he raised. The letters are annexed.

Mr. Scroggie’s letter of 5 June 1916 (omitting the personal bits) and the reply of 10 June was read to a meeting of members on 29th June. The meeting was ‘entirely harmonious’ and a formal Minute was passed nem. con., a phrase widely used in the elders’ deliberations during the vacancy of 1987–92, as it avoided the need to press for ‘a unanimous decision’. Andrew Urquhart, the Church Secretary, wrote to Mr. Scroggie on the following day, reporting this and urging him to accept the invitation. The letter, which is annexed, ended with a postscript: ‘Might I ask you to send me a wire when you have made up your mind?’

On 1 July 1916, Graham Scroggie duly sent the ‘wire’, intimating his acceptance. The telegram was read at both of the services on the following Sunday, ‘to the great delight of all’. A fuller letter, which followed, was read at the communion on the following Sunday.
 
He came on the assurance that the church recognised that power in the pulpit required prayer in the pew. ‘You, no doubt’, he wrote, ‘are looking to me for spiritual instruction. I am looking to you for spiritual inspiration. You are looking to me for counsel. I am looking to you for confidence. We are a Body, and the health and usefulness of the whole depends on every separate part fulfilling its function. ... Let it never be forgotten that a minister is a man of like passions with his people, and, under God, is greatly dependent upon their sympathy and co-operation.’

Annexation – six pieces of correspondence between Graham Scroggie and Charlotte Chapel regarding the call:

(1) Rev. W. Graham Scroggie, Sunderland, to the Officers of Charlotte Baptist Chapel, Edinburgh, dated 5 June 1916.

First of all let me thank you for the communication of the Church’s invitation to become your Minister, together with the letter which accompanied it. I certainly did not expect to hear from you, and the "Call" came with something of a shock.  As I contemplate it my emotions are very mingled, for while I recognize the splendid field of labour which Edinburgh presents, mine is, I think I may say, the most spiritually influential Church in Sunderland, and in it I have been and am, most happy.

All our Reports at the last annual Meeting were the best that have been presented for a quarter of a Century, and there is perfect harmony everywhere.

In some respects the work here is more extensive than I understand yours to be, and I have no consciousness at present of drying resources or mental fatigue, although I have had over nine intense years here.   Further, I have received from my Board of Officers and from other quarters strong expressions of love and esteem, with the underlying hope that I may be guided to remain in Sunderland.

Naturally, therefore, I hesitate to consider any "Call" to uproot myself from such a sphere and people, and to commence afresh.

But by way of preliminary I would present several matters to you for your prayerful consideration.

1. I suppose you have carefully considered what is the type of man that Charlotte Chapel most needs just now, whether an Evangelist, a Pastor (in the social sense) or a Teacher. The first two I do not claim to be in any special sense.  I love to preach the Gospel that saves, but I am not Kemp, and probably would not obtain the same measure of success in that field that he did.

With reference to Pastoral work, I have never neglected the claims and needs of the sick and sorrowing of my various flocks, but am convinced from my long experience that I cannot undertake general and continuous Pastoral visitation, but that my strength of body and mind must be spent in serving the Church of God in another and more effectual way, namely in teaching the Bible, and calling the people of God to consecration of life and service.

My Church here recognises this, and has given me entire freedom to fulfil this ministry among them, and elsewhere, and I could not forego that opportunity for a lesser one: and if I am any judge, the need for this order of ministry is greater than ever, and those who are called to undertake it comparatively few.

In sending me a "Call" therefore, it is most important that you fully understand what my view on this matter is, so that no misapprehension can arise later on.

2. And closely connected with that subject is another. This is a day of catholic sympathies and widespread interfellowship among Christians of all the Protestant Churches, and it has been my privilege for many years to have a not inconsiderable share in this. Convention and Bible School work is a feature of our time, and God has been pleased to qualify me in a measure to serve Him and His people in this direction. But of course it takes time and calls for the sympathy and sacrifice of the Church of which at the time I am the Minister.

Of recent years I have had invitations to serve in this way in South Africa, Australia, and America, as well as throughout the British Isles. This is a work I have the consciousness of having been called to, and the claims upon my time for such ministry are always in excess of what I feel it right to give so long as I have a settled charge. Up to the present this work has interfered comparatively little with my local ministry, because it rarely involves Sundays, and scarcely at all breaks in upon the winter six months. The period of opportunity lies chiefly between April and August.

During the last few years I have averaged some six or seven Conventions a year, and I rejoice to say, with unmistakable tokens of the Divine approval and blessing. My Officers have frankly recognised this wider call and have generously enabled me to respond to it. If I came to Edinburgh I should be in even closer touch with the wider Church’s need and claims than ever, and I observe that Mr. Urquhart hints at that in his letter.

Is Charlotte Chapel prepared to give me the same facilities for the exercise of this larger ministry that the Church at Bethesda allows?

3. And while on this subject let me say that I have been allowed here four Sundays a year in addition to my vacation, in order to relieve the strain of the work, and if I came to you I should need a like facility, the Church to pay the "Supply" unless I were receiving a fee for preaching elsewhere, in which event, I would be responsible for the Supply.

4. In the event of my deciding to accept your invitation, it would be some time before we could get transferred, partly because of my present convention engagements and the holiday, but chiefly on account of the claim of my Church here upon me for counsel and help in their future arrangements. That is to say, I should be held here most probably until the end of September.

5. There are other matters upon which I would like more information but I suggest that my wife and I be given another weekend among you at as early a date as possible, that we may look upon things in the light of your "Call" which, of course, we did not when last through. Perhaps you will kindly name one or two dates, June 25th is impossible.

And now, dear Brethren, I need hardly say that we seek to know and to do only the Divine Will, and if that means Edinburgh for us, we will come, but we are perfectly happy, loved, and wanted here.

We join with you in seeking the Divine guidance.

(2) Andrew Urquhart to Rev. W. Graham Scroggie, 8 Cedars Park, Sunderland, dated 10 June 1916. [After the Deacons had discussed Mr. Scroggie’s letter of 5 June, which they did on the evening of 9 June.]

1. If we had had nothing else to go upon than your short Ministry during your recent visit and specially your Sermon on the Sunday evening and your sympathetic and wise conduct of the short after meeting at its close, these would have been sufficient evidence to us that you not only "love to preach the Gospel that saves" but could do it effectively and successfully. No doubt your way of doing it is somewhat different from Mr. Kemp’s way but that is really of little moment. Diversity there is in all branches of Christian service and particularly in the presentation of the Gospel Message. Whatever measure of success God has vouchsaved to you in this great and important work (and I am sure you have had much) your success will be greatly increased when you come amongst the prayerful and enthusiastic workers of Charlotte Chapel. As to Pastoral work. You take up the same position that Mr. Kemp did. I feel, and I am sure all the friends feel the same, that we cannot have both a man’s "head" and "feet" if he is to keep up the pulpit power. Mr. Kemp was most devoted to his visitation of the sick and sorrowing and most acceptable in it, but beyond that he did very little general visitation. We quite recognize that God has specially and signally set His seal upon your teaching gifts and that is what we need here in Edinburgh and what is needed the world over, and you will get entire freedom to do this kind of work. Mr. Kemp while with us was in great demand for like services and he was allowed the fullest liberty. We never said "No" to a single request of this kind he ever made. We felt in his case as we will feel in yours, that if God calls you to this wider Ministry He will not leave us unprovided for. Nay, rather that we shall receive from His gracious hand a very ample compensation.

2. If there is one thing that has characterised the friends in Charlotte Chapel during recent years it is that we always look further than our own little church. We have had a wide outlook and have never sought to subordinate its interest to those of the Kingdom. So you may take it that not only will you get facilities for conducting your Convention work but you will be earnestly remembered at the Throne of Grace in every effort of this kind you undertake.

3. The £350 was fixed in the belief that in a few months we would be able to considerably increase it. This was what happened in Mr. Kemp’s case. The salary we offered was never paid to him. Before the first year was up we largely increased it. The deacons, however, in view of your explanations, agree to fix the salary at £400, with sum for removal as in my former letter.  They are most hopeful that as in Mr. Kemp’s case and if God prospers us, they will be able to considerably increase the salary at the end of the first year. They also agree to allow the four Sundays you refer to in addition to the Vacation Sundays.

4. If you are led to accept our invitation we would naturally like you to come to us as soon as you possibly could, but in view of the considerations you mention we would leave the matter entirely with yourself. By September we shall have been without a Pastor for twelve months, and although the Congregation has been most loyal and never failed during this long period you will understand how necessary it is to have an early settlement. In this connection I may mention that we are parting with our Assistant who has accepted a Call to a Church in the West. As a matter of fact we would have dispensed with his services long ago, only we thought it would be an advantage to retain him during the vacancy. But for the Church work proper there is really no need for an Assistant, if we have a good Deaconess. So the want of an Assistant or a good Deaconess is another good reason why we would like an early settlement.

5. As to your week-end visit; This will as I have told you, be most acceptable, and I am sure it will be no less helpful to us than your last visit was.   As I think I said to you before, we believe God’s hand is in this thing, so believing that, we shall leave the whole matter confidently with Him and wait patiently for the manifestation of His Will.

With kind regards,


I am,



Yours sincerely,




A. Urquhart.


P.S. It occurs to me to say further that if you were of opinion - after having accepted the Call and seeing our work for yourself - that you would prefer an Assistant to a Deaconess, then I am sure no objection would be offered by the Office Bearers.

(3) Minute of Meeting of members on 29 June 1916.

Mr. Scroggie’s letter of 5th June and the Deacons’ reply of 10th June having been read, the Church approve of the Deacons’ communication, homologate their action and acquiesce in the terms offered to Mr Scroggie in the event of his accepting the pastorates of the Church.  The further renew the call already sent to him and express the earnest hope that he may be led to accept it, and instruct the Secretary to forward to Mr Scroggie an Extract of the Minute of this Meeting.

(4) Letter from Andrew Urquhart to Graham Scroggie dated 30 June 1916.

30th June 1916.

Dear Mr Scroggie,

We had our meeting last night and it was entirely harmonious.  I read your letter of 5th. inst. leaving out the personal matters as arranged, and my reply.  Mr Dovey submitted a motion of approval to the meeting which was carried nem. con.  We have now happily reached another stage in this church crisis.  Why is to be the next?  I do sincerely trust that you will be led to accept without delay the invitation which has been put into your hands.  I firmly believe that, great as has been the work you have done hitherto, it will be as nothing to that which you will yet the spirit of to do.

With kindest regards,

I am,

Yours sincerely, 

A. Urquhart.

P. S.  Might I ask you sent me a wire when you have made up your mind?
(5) Graham Scroggie’s response of 1 July 1916

Dear Mr. Urquhart,

Already you will have received my wire intimating my acceptance of the "Call" to become your Minister at Charlotte Chapel.  Never, I think, have I had anything so difficult to decide.

As you know, I have endeavoured by raising formidable difficulties, to escape the thought that this might be the call of God, but both Officers and Church has so readily and generously overcome these, that I cannot evade the conviction that I must come.  For the unanimity and heartiness of the invitation we thank you most warmly and pray that that spirit may characterise our relations for so long as we may be together: Only the belief that are coming to Edinburgh will give me larger opportunity to serve Christ and His Church could draw us from so loyal and loving a people as it has been my privilege to minister to here.  The thought of leaving them is a keen pain to us both, and I feel we must put off the inevitable as long as 

possible. This my purpose therefore, to commence the ministry to you on October 1st. Meantime I feel confident that the Church will be faithful in their attendance and support of the work, and prepare for the winter session by much prayer.  We send our love to you and spread ourselves upon His Grace.

I remain,

Heartily yours,

W.G.S.

(6) Letter from Andrew Urquhart to Graham Scroggie of 4 July 1916

Dear Mr Scroggie,

I received your letter of Saturday yesterday morning and would have answered it the same day, only another attack of sciatica kept me in bed till the afternoon, and as you can understand I was not much in the humour for writing letters.

I read your telegram at both services on Sunday to the great delight of all.  I shall read your letter at the Communion next Lord’s day.

I have not the shadow of a doubt but that the step you have taken is the right one and one you will never regret.  I do not think your ministry will be very many weeks old before you realise this yourself and get from its beginnings an earnest of the great work you are to accomplish for the Master in Edinburgh.  Mr Kemp for many years used to designate me the "Prophet" of Charlotte Chapel, because of some things which I had foretold which came to pass, so must not lightly despise or ignore what I say about your future!

It is too soon to talk about the Induction Services.  We shall have plenty of opportunity for doing that later.  Some of our friends will likely be in Keswick and may have the some conversation with you on this and other matters.

I did not convey your condition of mind on Sunday when you told your people that you had made up your mind to leave them, and I am sure there would be great sorrow in the flock.  All the same, as I said to you, I trust the Bethesda friends will think less of the parting and more of the privilege which they have enjoyed in having you amongst them for nine and a the half years.

The weather has not improved since you were here.  We had one or two good days, but is still very broken, and to this I attribute the renewal my sciatica attacks.

The kindest regards to Mrs Scroggie and yourself.  

I am,

Yours sincerely,

A. Urquhart.



� Record, 1916, p.53. At p. 82, the editor of the Record urged patience and prayer, as ‘It is easy to criticise and to manifest impatience, but much more difficult to keep waiting upon God in patient expectation. This, we fear, some of our members are apt to forget.’ Clearly some had been critical of the office-bearers’ apparent lack of progress in finding a successor to Joseph Kemp.


� A precis of that address is at ‘Graham Scroggie’s first sermon in Charlotte Chapel’ on the CD. The golf match was obviously during Graham Scroggie’s visit to Edinburgh between 7 and 11 May 1916.


� Tape-recorded message sent by Graham Scroggie for the Chapel’s Ter-Jubilee in 1958, printed in the Record, 1958, p. 73. The paragraph quoted starts by dating his first visit in 1915, not 1907, a simple lapse of memory after more than fifty years.  


� Riddle’s sermon on Sunday 12th December, ‘A Message in the Time of War’, was greatly appreciated and was reproduced in the Record, 1916, pp. 21-6, surely one of the longest spaces ever given in the Record to one sermon. His promised public commendation of Graham Scroggie, and the fact that he had recommended him, is printed in the Record, 1916, pp. 165–6.


� Record, 1916, p.148.


� He wrote a series of autobiographical articles in the Witness magazine, under the title ‘Life under Six Reigns’. Part four, from which the quotation is taken, appeared in September 1976, p 341. A fuller extract is at ‘Wilkinson Riddle’ on the CD. If Andrew Urquhart did indeed encourage Riddle to consider coming to Charlotte Chapel, he had no authority to do so because when the deacons (the Vacancy Committee) discussed him in January 1916 as a possibility, along with two others, the deacons decided to ‘pass from the three names above mentioned and hear other candidates.’ Deacons’ Minute, 11 January 1916.


� On his tenth anniversary at the Chapel, Scroggie wrote in the Record: ‘1916-1926. How time flies It does not seem like ten and a-half years ago since, to my surprise, I received a letter from the late Mr Andrew Urquhart, asking me if I would consider a “call" to the then vacant pastorate of Charlotte Chapel. Six months later, on the first Sunday of October, 1916, I commenced my ministry there.’ (Record, 1926, p. 147.) That implies, if it is an accurate recollection, that the first letter, in March 1916, was asking for more than pulpit supply but was following up Wilkinson Riddle’s suggestion that this might be the man for the pastorate. If so, it was a bold step to take when the mind of the officer-bearers was not clear. The writer, at the request of the vacancy committee, once (and only once) made such an approach during the 1987–1992 vacancy, and the man concerned was very upset when he responded positively and the committee then took it no further.


� Deacons’ Minute of 17 March 1916. A testimonial at Graham Scroggie’s tenth anniversary in the Chapel identifies them as Alan W. Ritchie and F. Fiddes Main. (Record, 1927, p. 11.) Certainly they were both deacons at the time.


� This was at the evening service. The incident was told by the Church Treasurer, F. Main, at the social evening for Graham Scroggie’s Semi-Jubilee in the ministry, on 3 April 1922. It reads as if this was the first time the story had been made public. (Record, 1922, p. 37.) Graham Scroggie himself later referred to it, during the evening service in Charlotte Chapel on July 26 1953, as printed in the Record, 1953, pp. 135-6. ‘Then two C.C. elders came to hear me preach in my own pulpit. To them it seemed rather significant that the text for the evening service was, "Art Thou He that should come, or look we for another?" But, after all I did accept a call to Charlotte Chapel, and spent seventeen happy years here.’


� Record, 1916, p. 172. So also in his letter to Charlotte Chapel of 5 June 1916, mentioned below.


�Narrating the reasons at a public meeting ten years later, in the presence of Scroggie, the speaker tactfully said that ‘They were very much impressed by Mr. Scroggie’s preaching, but were not impressed with the setting he then had.’ (Record, 1927, p. 11.) Doubt is cast on just how accurate that account may be, because it goes on to say that they (the two deacons) ‘invited Mr. Scroggie to Edinburgh for a Sunday’, which is not really what happened next.


� Deacons’ Minutes, 31 March, 7, 19, 28 April 1916.


� The Monday address is in the Record, 1916, pp. 89-92, 106–6, and one of the Sunday sermons at pp 133–7. The report on his visit, in the Record, 1916, pp. 81-2, gives no indication at that stage of the reason for it. One of the mysteries of the Spring of 1916 is how Graham Scroggie who, until he preached, was not regarded as a serious candidate for the pastorate, was asked to do so much during his visit to Edinburgh.


� Deacons’ Minute, 12 May 1916.


� Record, 1916, p. 97, 113, 130. The ‘call’ itself is not extant, but Graham Scroggie’s response to it, and the Chapel’s reply, is annexed.


� A copy of the letter of 1 July 1916 is in the Chapel archives under Graham Scroggie.


� Record, 1916, p. 132.





� Increased to £450 by a Church Business Meeting (they made the final decision at that time) on the recommendation of the deacons dated 18 February 1918 and by another £25 on 4 March 1919 (all they could afford). Then by £125 0n 3 December 1919, bringing it to £600 from 1 January 1920. Last one under pressure from Baptist Union of Scotland to increase all ministerial salaries by fifty-percent. Recommended to Church Meeting - final decision was there. (Deacons’ Minutes of these dates.)





