Mastertons from Culross

Logic behind selection of John Masterton, husband of Katherine MacFarline, from within the records.

John Masterton married Katherine MacFarline in 1722 in Culross.
Katherine, probably, was daughter of George MacFarline and Jean Heggie, christened 16 8 1696. 


Taking a very broad range, the possible "John" births (between say 1680 and 1705) for Fife, Stirling or Lothians (ie discounting the farther flung Mastertons) are:

John Mastertoune - b 22 7 1683, Edinburgh but married Katherine Eedington – strong provenance
John Mastertoun - c 9 5 1686, Dunfermline, son of David Masterton & Margaret Bowman
John Meastertoune -c 3 8 1689, Dunfermline, son of John Masterton & Jean Primrose
John Mastertoun - c 19 2 1693, Dunfermline, son of James Masterton & Janet Lamb

John Mastertoune – c 6 5 1694, Falkirk, son of Adam Masterton & Barbara Monteith
John Masterton – c 12 9 1697, Culross, son of Alexander Masterton and Jennet Brand
John Masterton – c 23 9 1701, Edinburgh, son of William Masterton and Helen Shearer

John Mastertoun – b 25 9 1702, Culross, son of David Masterton and Bessie Stephenson. 


John is unlikely to have been born, say, more than 10 years before Katherine, so I think we can rank births earlier than 1689 as very low probability. 

One would also prefer Culross over the others. But some Masterton families have moved between Culross and Dunfermline so it remains credible. Falkirk and Edinburgh much less so.

This narrows the field to the Johns born in Culross in1697 and 1702, with back-up of the two born in Dunfermline in 1689 and 1693.

John and Katherine had children: George (1725), Jean (1727), David (1730), John & Katherine (twins 1733), Janet (1736).

If one looks at the Scottish naming pattern, you'd expect the first son of John and Katherine to be named after his paternal grandfather. The first son we know of is named George, which also happens to be Katherine’s father’s name. If all four grandparents’ names were different, and the Scottish naming pattern was followed, we’d be looking for a George and Katherine Masterton and a David and Jean MacFarline. 

But a three year gap (almost) between marriage and first child suggests there may have been another child who didn’t survive. Most couples in that era started building their families as soon as they were married. An argument against that is that names of children that didn’t survive were often recycled for the next of that gender to be born. So, even if there had been an infant male death, it may have been named George as well, and the name recycled to the next healthy male birth.

However, given that there is no strong thread of “George” appearing in the Culross Mastertons before the arrival of Katherine and her father into the family, let’s continue with the assumption that George is named after Katherine’s father and not John’s. 

The twins may also mark a departure from the Scottish naming pattern. It may have pleased John and Katherine to name them after themselves! 

Jean, if she was the first born daughter, fits the Scottish naming pattern being named after Katherine’s mother.

So that leaves David, John, Katherine (possibly the parents) and Janet to use as tentative links to the earlier generation, purely on a balance of probabilities (acknowledging that records are not complete in that period, increasing the risk of erroneous assumptions – but that’s part of the fundamental nature of postulating these links from the past.)

We have two Davids and two Janets, with one of those in each case being Culross. John is still in play as a paternal grandfather’s name, and we have one of those too (John Masterton and Jean Primrose).


I'd initially assumed that son David would be named after grandfather David, supporting the link to David Masterton and Bessie Stephenson. 
But the age gap between John and Katherine would be 6 years, with John younger than Katherine. Neither of these is typical. So, there may be a better fit with a different “John”. 
Consider John Masterton, b. 1689 son of John Masterton and Jean Primrose
If there was an unrecorded child named John, say, George and Jean are the logical choices for next two children. David would be a choice if John (who married Jean Primrose)’s father was David – or perhaps we are witnessing a reversal of the normal naming pattern where the mother’s parents took precedence – not unheard of – and would be valid if George was indeed the first born child.  But there are no Davids recorded as sibling of Katherine MacFarline. These are George, John, Jean and James, suggesting that it is unlikely that George’s father was David. 
The birth of John in 1648 to David Masterton and Margaret Primrose in Culross looks interesting. The birth of Jean Primrose in 1651 to William Primrose and Jean Rowan would make her a possible partner. That would put John at 33 and Jean at 30 when they were married, although both could be on their second marriage by then. Jean would be 43 when the last child was born. Not impossible, although quite advanced. So, we could have a link here to a David Masterton as potential grandfather of John who married Katherine MacFarline.

However, a more credible “John” as the one who married Jean Primrose (probably not the one born in 1651) would be John, born 1656, son of William Masterton and Margaret Archibald. The pattern of children naming fits quite well. If so, John’s grandfather would be William, not David, although he had a youngest brother David. But the absence of a William, or a Robert (John’s two elder brothers) in John Masterton/ Katherine MacFarlane family possibly makes Katherine’s husband less likely to be this John. 

David Masterton and Margaret Primrose had family: John, Janet, James, Alexander, Andrew, Margaret. This John would be 7 years older than Katherine. 
Consider John Masterton b. 1693, son of James Masterton and Janet Lamb. 
He may have had siblings Janet, Margaret and half brother (or misrecording of father in the birth record), Richard. Janet is a link, but the absence of a James does not support this, unless he was an unrecorded firstborn. A candidate for James’ origins is that he may be the son (born 1651) of David Masterton and Margaret Primrose! So the link to a grandfather David (the same one discussed earlier, but discounted!) works for this option. Incidentally, David Masterton and Margaret Primrose also provide the bridge between Culross and Dunfermline since the first two children of David and Margaret were born in Culross and the last four in Dunfermline.
Consider John Masterton, b. 1697, son of Alexander Masterton and Janet Brand. 
He may have had a sister Janet. Possibilities for Alexander’s origins are son (b 1671) of John Masterton and Janet Stevenson, with older brothers John and David. The appearance of a David, without having David as a grandfather is therefore supportive. This John would be a year younger than his wife Katherine. 

The only other obvious known candidate is another son of David and Margaret Primrose named Alexander (born 1653) but that would place him at 42 at the time of marriage to Janet, beginning to look less likely, although there is a Janet Brand born 1656 to James Brand and Margaret Forfar in Dunfermline. Janet would be 43 when her youngest, Janet was born. Again, not impossible, especially on the presumption of a second marriage for each and it could explain why they had a small family by contemporary standards. But with two Margarets as grandmothers one may also have expected a daughter Margaret, rather than Janet. That there are no children named after grandparents at all reduces the likelihood that this Janet Brand is the one who married that John Masterton!
Consider John Masterton, b 1702, son of David Masterton and Bessie Stephenson 
This was my original “guesstimate”. David and Bessie probably had children John, Margaret, Janet, David and Agnes. Possibilities for David’s origins are son (b 1668) of John Masterton and Janet Stevenson or David, (b 1679) son of David Masterton and Janet Ronald. There is a Bessie Stevenson born 1676 in Dunfermline to John Stevenson and Margaret Dick. The names match a “reverse” naming pattern if David is the son of David Masterton and Janet Ronald, although David would be three years younger than Bessie. 
With these various scenarios there is not an obvious front-runner. There is however a credible case for some of these Johns to be cousins, with David Masterton and Margaret Primrose, not currently linked to the Culross tree, being common ancestors. This is a side-benefit of this exercise!
The two more likely options, I think, for our John in question are:

John Masterton, b 1693 to James Masterton and Janet Lamb
John Masterton b 1697 to Alexander Masterton and Janet Brand

Neither of the paternal grandfathers’ names carries forward, both have Janet as paternal grandmother. Dates marginally favour the former, though not strongly.

Probable parents of James Masterton m Janet Lamb are David Masterton, Margaret Primrose. James’s siblings would be John, Janet, Alexander, Andro and Margaret. Son John’s siblings would be Janet and Margaret.
Probable parents of Alexander Masterton m Janet Brand are John Masterton, Janet Stevenson. John’s siblings would be Effie, Robert and Alexander. Son Alexander’s siblings would be John and David.
This is a marginal call. We are looking for links to David, John, Katherine and Janet. John and Katherine are the parents, so that leaves David and Janet. 

The Janet connection is through the grandmother in both cases, so no reason to favour one against the other. 

But at least in the second option, the name David appears in the parent’s generation (Alexander’s siblings) whereas in the former, it is not until the great-grandparent’s generation - normally too far to influence.
Conclusion on balance of probabilities: There is a slightly higher probability that the John who married Katherine MacFarline is John Masterton, born 1697 to Alexander Masterton and Janet Brand. 
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