EFFIGIES BURNED
The inscription on the topmost stone in the north east wall of the area behind the church reads as follows: In memory of JOHN MILNE crofter Glenhead Kemnay died 1st Feb. 1889 aged 55 years. A man of sterling worth unbending will and genuine Christian character who at a critical period in his life did noble service to the cause of justice and freedom, and his wife ANN OLIVER who died 17th Dec. 1932 aged 89 years. Eph. ‘To the praise of the glory of his grace’. Erected by his widow and friends.

The quotation on the stone refers to an incident in the parish affecting John Milne, who had been an industrious tenant on the estate for many years and who was not to have his tenancy renewed.  This incensed Milne’s friends and a demonstration was held which was followed by a meeting in the hall at Kemnay.
Milne was well respected in the area, having worked the croft for a number of years and increased its productivity considerably.  He had provided a home for his in-laws who would otherwise have been made homeless. James Brown’s neighbouring farm of Well-leys, to whose holding Milne’s croft was to be annexed, was reportedly half covered with whins and broom.

A company, reportedly numbering 250 gathered in support of Milne and marched through the village led by three pipers and two drummers, carrying effigies of the laird of Kemnay and James Brown, Well-leys.  They marched to Glenhead and expressed their sympathy with Milne, marched past Well-leys voicing their opinions as they passed and proceeded back to the village where the effigies were publicly burned.
At eight o’ clock that evening a protest meeting was held in Kemnay Public Hall, which was packed to capacity; the press reporting a number of 600.  
The evening before the meeting, Mr McCombie, Milton of Kemnay, along with a small deputation met with Alexander G. Burnett of Kemnay, the laird, to discuss the matter. They explained that the case was being seen by the public as a case of eviction which the laird denied, saying that it was simply that Milne’s lease was not being renewed. The laird was asked if he would reverse his decision which he refused to do. 

The deputation explained that a public meeting had been called for the following evening and it would be appreciated if they could have Burnett’s reply that night. The laird said that was impossible, but he would have it for the following afternoon.
