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Tbe one may b~ queftioned as·well as the other. 
Some anti-(onfdfor or anti-mlrtyr to the fame 
fort of prejudice:, may determine the queftion as 
affirmatively on the one fide, as they have done 
it on the other. And how iball we, who are not 
for being confeifors or martyrs to either, be able 
to determine betwixt them? One anfwer will be 
effeCtual to both. We have fome remains, as 
Dr. Robertfon himfelf allows, of the French copy 
that was exhibited by Murray. We have alfo 
fome remains, as everyone muft anow, of the 
Scotch copy exhibited by him. "In the Scot-

I " tifu tranfiation of the Detection," fays the 
DoCto!", (( two or three fentences of the original 
(( French were prefixed to each letter,. which 
(C breaking off with an &c. the Scottifu tranf­
" lati6n of tbe whole followed."· And I hav.: 
already given fome paifages out of the original 
Scotch~ which the commiffioners at York have 
afforded me. .But are thefe paifages. and thefe 
fentences, greatly different from thofe in the pre­
fen t copi s? No! Are they different in anyone 

. impol'tallt word? No I They are nearly to a word 
the [arne in Scotch. They are actually the fame 
to a· word in French . This Dr. Robertfon him­
fi If admits: And where therefore, in the name 
of common-fmfe, can a poffibility of doubt be 
lodged? Nowhere within the regions of common­
[cnJe. Bm 'in ,that refinement of underftanding, 
which is only the refult of difingenuoufnefs, and 
which is a kind of intellectual juggle that an un-

.. Diif. 3r. 
candid 
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candid mind exercifes upon itfelf, there will frill 
be fcope for evafion. Thefe paffag , fo exaCtly 
the fame in the Doaor's pretended original and 
the prefent copy of the Fren h, may have been, 
he will be bold to fuppofe, and aCtually were, he 
will be more bold to affert, tal en from that ori 
ginal into the prefent copy; and fo came co be 
exaCtly the fame in both. "The French editor," 
the Doaor tells us, cc laid hold of thefe fent~nce!, 
(( and tacked his own tranOation to them."· And ' 
the extracts from the Scotch may be alfo afferted 
by an antagonift of equal bravery, if fuch a one 
can be met with, to have been equally borrowed 
by the prefent copy from the letters of the com­
miffioners at York, and for that reafon to be fo 
entirely conformable in both. When the human 
mind once purs itfe1f under the dominion of chi­
cane, it is confrantly punifhed by its own folly. 
lts vi~our is debilitated by its fraudulenc . The 
ftrength of the lion finks into the wily weaknefs 
of the fox. And, in the juft retributions of 
providence, the difuonefty is repaid by ridicu~ 
loufnefs. ' 

This will appear ftiH more ftrongly, if we.confider 
the conduct of thefe brother-champions for ere· 
dulity in another view. They are eminent pat· 
terns of that very credulity, which they want to 
enforce upon us. 

They are themfelves the Great Sublime they draw. 

They want to fix Ollr faith 'Upon an ima­
ginary copy of the French letters, which once 

• Diif. 34. 
YOLo I. I i (they 
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( they fay) exifted upon earth, but is now i1zlIu­
Mbu!; or ratht;r is mounted to the VJoon~ 

As all things 10ft on earth are treafured there. 

There it is fecure from all the calamities of life. 
No critick eye can follow it thither, anc;l expofe 
its pretenlions to Qriginality. h there may relt 
with all its infirmities about it~ fafe from the 
GOOIJALLS of every age, 

Safe where no criticks damn, no fieLds moldl; 

er\1balmec;i in dews of <ether, and configned to a 
pea eful immortality. . 

---.---..-. Manibus date lilia plenis, 
~urpurc08 fpargam flore., animamque ncpotis 
His faltem accumulem donis, ct fungar inani 
Muhcl'e. 

And everyone mllft applaud the wifdom of 
thefe gent! men, in the fudden tranflation of the 
original to fuch a ftate of repofe, juft at a ime 
when the voice of war was beginning to diftum it 
in its old po£fdIions, and to threaten even its very 
eJl.iftence. But alas! all human wifdom is greatly 
rempered with folly. In this aCt of prudent at­
tention to one poi nt of the charge againft Mary, 
they forget another. In their zeal to lodge the 

.French original in fome unknown [phere, they 
deprive themfelves of any original at all. The 
prefent Scotch is merely a verfion. The prefent 
.French is a1fo a verGon. And the pr ft'n~ Latin 
is equally on~ with both. The Scotch is a1fo 
alIi rted by Meffieurs Robertfon and Hllme, to be 
very ~ uhy. The Latin is allowed by the to be 

~ nill 
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frill more fo. And the g reat {; ultinefs of the 
French~ is their principal argument for its fpuri­
oufnefs. All may be exceedingly itiated. ach 
certainly differs fi om the other. This argu saIl 
to have been ftrangely corrupted, as we have no 
original for the trial of any. The French par­
ticularly, we know to talk egregious nonfcnre 
at times. It changes Mary's leller of adultery 
into her BIBLE, that edition of it anticipat d (I 

, fuppofe), in which the commandment ran, (( thou 
cc fllalt commit adultery." It confout1ds her let­
ter again with her firft day'sjournty; and fo makes 
her to prorr.ife, with a happy Hibewifm, f;.ofillijh 
this her firft day's jourlley the NEXT DAY. It 
e ven miftakes irkit for ttalcit, ftrips the delicate 
O!ieen in the month of J anuaty and at the hour 
of midnight, and keeps her in this fiwation 
cc louie nu "," without even the cover of a [mock 
upon her, writing a long letter ,to her lover. 
How can we rely, then, upon the teftimony of 
fuch a blundering itnefs as this? And, what is 
more, as the Scotch can depofe to what it knows 
at fecond hand only, fo the Latin and the French 
can atteft only ;it third and at fourth hand. The 
original Frencb, now Ell CVYIO/~, all bleffings be 
up n it there! tranfmitted its intelligence to the 
Scotch j the Scotch imparted it to the L atin; and 
the Latin communicated it to the baftard French. 
This is furely that very 

----_Pin 
Which touch'd the ruE, hich tou~h'd ~een Bcf.'. chinl 

To fuch hearfay, fuch vitiated, and fuch con-
I i 2 tradiCl:ory , 
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tradictory evidences are we now teduced 1 by dif­
patching the original away from· eanh. With 
fuch a prepofterous policy, have thefi~ two advo­
cates for the letters been labouring to defend 
their genuinenefs, th.at they have almoft annihi­
lated their credibility. A nd the friends of inno­
cence. may well be allowed, to point the finger of 
triumphant fcorn at :the flght, ~nd to cry out 

. wit~ the tone of triumphant language upon it, 

-'Tis the fport to fcc the engineer 
Hoift with his own petar. 

Nor can I refrain from adding one obfervation 
more in t,he fame ftraj.n, in order to chaftife pro­
perly this uncandid 1i irit of argu!nentation, in 
Dr. Robertfon particularly. He objects to Mr. 
Goodall the circuitous route, which his remarks 

.. . upon the three tranflations {hewed to have been 
taken, in the French being tranflated from the 
Latin and the Scotch fucceffively. Mr. Goodall, 
he. fays, " accounts for THIS STRANGE StrCCES­

cc SIOl" OF TRANSLATIONS, by fuppofing that 
(C wi en the forgery was projected, no perfon could 
cc be found capable of writing originally in the 
" French language. letters which would pafs for 
"the ~een's; for that reafon they were firfr 
" compofed in Scottifh, but unluckily the French 
"interpreter, it would feem, did not underftand 
cc that language; and therefore Buchanan tranf­
H lared them into Latin, aod from his Latin they 
~, were rendered into French. Goodall, i. 79, 
H 80." I have affigned a rearon for there being 
both a Scotch and a French copy of the letters, 

that 
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that is very different from this, and more hiflo­
rica I. "It is fcarce neceff'ary to obferve, that 
H no proof whatever is produced of any of th fe 
<c fuppolitions." The Doctor here fp ks at the 
beft, with an unguarded amplitude of expreffion; 
as the main fllppofitions are all prov d d mon-

. ftratively, that the letters were firft compoted in 
Scotch, that they were thence tranl1ared into 
Latin, and that from the Latin they w re again 
tranl1ated into French. cc The manners of the 
cc Scots in that age, when almoft every man of 
" rank fpent a part of his youth in France, and 
cc the intercourfe between the two nat' ons wa 
" great, render it alcogether improbable" [as 
if the FACT was not plain], cc that fo many com­
(C plicated operations fhould be neceff'ary, in order 
tc to procure a few letters to be write n in the 
cc French language." '" Yet how does Dr. Ro­
benfon mend the matter? Inftead of " this 
cc ftrange fucceffion of tranfiations," h has re­
duced us, no doubt, to one lingle cranOation; or 
perhaps has overleaped them all, and carried us 
to the original at once. And" fo many com ... 
cc plicated operations" will thm be difcharged 
for ver, by that fimplifying principle of under­
ftanding, which is the peculiar happinefs of ge ... 
nius. Yet, when we come to examine, we find 
ourfel yes difappointed. The "many compli­
"cated operations" are fti111eft at work. The 
cc ftrange fucceffion of tranl1aciol " is ftill con­
tinued on the file. And all thefe objections to 

* Difl'. 29-30' 

, I 1 3 Mr. 
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Mr. Goodall's fyftem, ~and.in equal force againft 
pis own. 

But 'is this pollible to be true, with a writer 
of Dr. obertfon's reputation? ~t is not only 
pollible. It is ' aB:ually true. An.d even upon 
the Doftor's o'{vn hypothefia, the prefent French 
was tranGated from the prerent Latin, and the 
prefent L atin 1.vas tranGated from the prefent 

1 Scotch. (C This French trannator," fays Dr. 
Robertfon afterwards, "does not prttend to pub­
f" lifh the briginal French letters, as written' by 
" the ~een herfelf; he exprefsJy declares that 
fC he trannated tnem from the Lat)n. Goodall, i, 
~c 1 °3. Had our :lllthor attended to all thefe 
f' circumftances," this an~ others, "he migh~ 
C( ~lave faved himfelhhe labour of fo many eri­
C( ticifms, to prove that the pr rent French copy 
" -of the letters is a tranOation from the Latin. 
J( The French editor himfelf acknowledg sit, . 
" and fo ffl.l" as I know no perron ever denied it."· 
We are therefore left by the DoCtor upon the old 
ground of "improbabHity," on which he pre­
tended to take us up. But, what is much more,. 
we are aCtually left upon it, with an additional 
load of cc improbability" on our fhoulders. 
The v ry hain of abfurdity, of 'Yhich the DoCtor 
complains, is lengthmed by him aJmoft whiie he 
is complaining, and· aCluaJJy receives an addili01Z 
pj 01U lilllc 1n(Jre from his htmd,. l3efore, the Scotch 
was the original, a..nd the L:ltin and French were 
progreffiyely tranGations from it. Now, the 
S~otch is qually ,a tranfiation with the Latin and 
french1 and all mediately or immediately from 

~ :p~a: '91 
a nf)V 
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a !lew original of the Doctor'$ own fab ication in 
French. ,V'e have thus one fiep more added to 
the flight before; and by the very artift who 
l,mghed at the number before, and who pre­
tended to make the approach with (ewer. \Jch 
was the promife, and fuch is the performance, in 
this curious fpecimen of literary quackery! 

Hut this is not all. The reafOR aJIigned, why 
the French copy of the letters could not be thus 

-a tranfiation from the Scorch through the Latin, 
the reflection of the reflection of a rainbow; is 
this. At that time, fays the Doctor, C( almoft 
" every man of rank fpent a part of hi youth in 
" France," and" the intercourfe between the twO 
cc naci(1ns was great.)' "Thefe," the Doctor 
adds, " render it altogether improbable, that fo 
cc many complicated operations ihould be necef­
cc fary, in order to procure a few letters to be 
cc written in the French language," Yet, at that 
very time, thefe Vf:ry operations were ufed, by 
the Doctor's own account, to procure a few let­
ters to be tranjlaJtd into the French langtJage". 
And, what is the crowning part of the .contra­
diction, thefe very operations were ufed to pro­
cure a French tranGation, whm th re was a French 
original exifting at the very time, and when this 
original had been writt n without fuch a com­
plexity of operations. 

But I will puth the good Doctor no farther. 
Theology and hiftory owe toO much to him, to 
let him be preffed too fuarply, e "n when he is 
'moft wanton in his attacks, and moft weak in his 
weapons. And I go on to obferve, that the FACTS 

• ,i4 wh~h 
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which I have previoufiy ftated, preclude all this 
frantic hypothefis of an original, which was juft 
feen, and then afcended to the clou "s, 

Oftendunt terris hunc tantum fata, neque ultra 
Efi'e fin u nr j 

and which was feen only by Dr. Robertfon in its 
Bight upwards, 

As Rome's great founder to the Heavens withdrew, 
To Proculus alone confe{s'd in view. 

The letters were qriginally Scotch for fixteen 
months together, from June 1567" when they 
were pretended to be found, to October) 568" 
when they wer<~ produced to the commiffioners 
at York. They were then, and not till then, 
tranfiated into French. In French they appeared 
jitW dhninfter,on the 8th of December following. 
And, as the tranfiation had been awkwardly made, 
they betrayed, their Scotch extraction fo plainly 
under all their French difguife ; that, after Mr. 
Goodall had pointed it out, his boldeft adverfa­
ries could not deny it, and were driven by it into 
a moft extravagant fuppoGti'on, a kind of jubtle 
~ther, or nature's abhorrence of a vacuum, or fome 
fuch fpeculation of dreaming reafon. 

The original fabricator of the letters, has been 
always conjeCtured hitherto to be the c lebrated 
Bu"hanan; a man with a head qualified for any 
department in literature, but with a heart ready 
for any praCtice of villainy; and aCtually one of 
~l1e affiftants to the rebel commiffioners, in the 

conferences 
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conferences at York and Wefrmtnfrer. But I 
have /hewn them to have been pretty certainly 
fabricated by Lethington, who is witneffed x­
pr fsl y by two cotempOl ary authors, to have forged 
the handwriting of Mary frequently j t who 
feemed to love wickednefs, for the infidioufn fs 
which it enabled him to exercife; who practifed 
all the" frauds of villainy, merely to !hew the dex;­
terity of his genius in managing them; nd who 
had fuch an habitual propelloty to intrigues, that 
he plotted agail'lfr Mary, that he plotted againft 
Murray, that he plotted againft all who IlaQ any 
connection with him. And the veroon of the 
Scotch letters into French, !hould naturally have 
been the ta!k ofBuchanans; of Lethington againi 
to tranfcribe them. Buchanan had fpent many t 

years in France, t and was peculiarly adapted f~r 
the work from his knowledge of both languages. 
Yet it is plain, that he was not employed in it. 
The rranOation was plainly committed to a per­
fon, who was totally incompetent to the making 
of it. This man was compelled to Ira1tjlale the 
Scotch, by the interpofition of a Latin copy. Bucha­
nan, with the indolence of a ftudious man, with 
the pride of a fcholar, or rather with the info­
lence of a half-commiffioner" devolved the me-

* Goodall, ii. 1°9, 14.0, and 307. 
+ Crawford, 114; and Camden's Annals, tranflation, 116, 

and original, 143- 144. 
t See his life written by himfel~ and prefixed to Ruddi. 

man's edition of his work. 
§ He aClually °repre[cnts himfelf to have been a commif.. 

tioner, when he was only an affiftant to the commiffionere, 
3lld when even L:tbiflgt01.' 'WIIJ no mort. Hifr. xix. 37%' • 

chanical 
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chanica\ employ upon another. He did fo after­
wards, when he publi1bed his own Detetlio Mariee 
in French. That he publi1bed this editi.on of his 
Detection in French, and confequently publifhed 
the French copy of the letters which was inferted 
in it;' is plain from pofitive evidence at the time. 
Blackwood, cc who next to Leaey was the beft 
informed of all Mary's advocates in that age," as 
Dr. Robertfon himfelf allows;- ,and who was fo, 
principally, becaufe he was entrufted with all the 
papers of Mary's embaifadour in France;t fpeaks 
in thefe terms of cc Buchanan, homme ingrat, 
" et denoyal :-IL a depuis adjoufte a cette dc::cla­
" mation," the Detection, "un pf"tit lihelle du 

, ." pretendu mariage du Due de Norfolk, et de 
n ' la facon de fon proces, et le tout envoye" into 
'France.-But he had previoufly looked out for a 
Frenchman, to make the trannation. This we 

',equally know from a cotemporary writer. (( 1-
" celuy," fays the author of Innocence de Marie, 
printed in i 57 2, concerning the DeteCtion, 
It premieremc::nt compore (comme il femble) par 
" George Bucchanan~ Efcoifoys, et depuis traduit 
(( en langue Francoife par un Huguenoc."t It 
was publi£hed in Latin at London, as 1 have 
formerly fhewn, about the end of October t 57 J. 

And it was republj£hed at London in French, on 
th 13th of February IS72.§ But he: did to in 

, 
* Diff. 30, and Jebb, ii. :,6. 
t J ebb, ii. Preface, and Keith, App. 146. 
t Jebb, i. 435. 
§ Goodall, i. 38, and Tyder, 7z- 73. . . 

a point, 
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a point, that comes frill nearer to our prefent 
one. He had moft probably drawn up th fc n­
nets in French, himfelf. Yet he ieft the tranfia­
tion of them into Scotch to another. e Ie t it 
to fome poor wretch, who feems to have und r­
ftood neither Scotch nor French, and who has 
aCtually made his tranfiation a chaos of both and 

f neither. :So confi1l:ently cardefs does Bucl.a­
nan appear, in both thefe operations! And fo 
little frrefs of ferioufnefs did he atld his affocia.ces 
lay, upon the fonnets and letters at the time; 
though fucceeding generations have taken tht"m -
up with r fpett, and have treated them with re­
verence! 

Yet who was the perfon engaged by Buchanan, 
in tranfiating the Scotch letters into French for 
the conference at Weftminfter? The very fame, 
I fuppofe, who was employed by him in tranf­
lating his Deteetion afterwards. This is highly 
probable in itfdf. But, when we confider another 
circ~mftance, it becomes more than probable. 
The very man, who tranfiated the Deteetion in:o 
French, publiJhed the letters tranflated with it; 
and not merely the three, that were in the ori­
ginal DeteCtion, but all. To the original three 
of his author, he added the other five. Only, 
from fome accident, a great part of the French 
eighth is loft. And this tranGation of his is the 
very fame with that, to which the Scotch original, 
after rhe conference at Wefrminfter, was obliged to 
rank as a tranflation; is the very fame that we have 
at prefent ; and is the only French copy, known 
Rr likely to have exifred at all. 

What 



V1ND1CATION OF 

Wh'at then was the name of this author? Let . 
the al1onyrnous cotemporary, whom I cited l?e­
fore, tell us. He was " un Huguenot, Poitevin 
'" (advocat de voc~tion) CAMUZ, foy difanc gen-
" ~ilhomme, et un de plus remarquez ' feditieux 
" de France."* And as we may cO)1clude from 
a blunder in Blackwood, who makes the verGon 
to have been formed and printed at ROCHELLE 

in France, t though it was demonftrably printed 
in London; he was one of the advocates and pro­
teftants of Rochelle, that celebrated capital of 
proteftantifm to the year 1628. To this man, 
pretty ~ertai~ly, did Buchanan confign the tafk, 
of making M ary's letters unlearn their native 
Scotch; and fpeak in the language of France at 
laft. Camuz was a refugee for his religion. He 
had nobly renounced his country, ~efigned his 
profeffion, and devoted himfeIf to poverty and · 
exile. The author of Innocence de Marie there­
fore, with the low turn of men that fix felicity ip 
wealth, hints at his poverty in gueftioning his . 
gentility. But he was alfo, one of thofe cham- , 

, pions for religion, who brought one of the worft 
principles of popery into the bofom of proteft­
antifm; who were juft as ready to facrifice all 
the laws of morality for the one, as the papifts 
were for the other; and who frained the bright 
annals of the ~reformation, with rebellion and 
facrilege, with pe~j\.1Ty and forgery, with ufurpa-

, tiop, devaftation, and murders. And his engag­
ing in this pious f raud 0 forgery againft Mary, 

* ]ebb, i. 425. + Ibid. ii. 256. 

{hews 
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fh ws his exile not to have civilized the religious 
barbarity· of his principles, not to have tamed 
him into a peaceable citizen, and not to have 
humanized him into an honefr man. He was 
frill a knave. But then he was a knave for pro­
teftantifin frill. And, as fuch, he was a fit in­
ftrument to be employed, in this dark work of 
alfaffination upon the good name of Mary. He 
was perhaps recommended by Cecil him{; Jf, for 
the employ. Since we have feen the change of 
the very language carried on by fuch a grofs 
collufion with Elizabeth and Elizabeth's mini­
frers; we can have no doubt, but fue, or Cecil, 
or both, were privy to aU the management of the 
change. And. rhe man muft certainly hiLVe been 
employed by Cecil afterwards, in Rublifhing the . 
French copy of the letters from his office. 

But, after all, Camuz had one great deficiency 
of knowledge for the work. He was ignorant of 
~he ScottiIh language; that language, in which 
the letters had been hitherto written; . that lan­
guage, from which he was now to trannate them 
into French. This indeed was a deficiency of a 
capital ature. How Ihall it be fupplied ? In 
the fame way, that fome of his countrymen fi nee 
are faid to have fupplied their ignorance of Ho­
mer's Greek, by trannadog from a Latin copy. 
HIs education for his profeffional cmploy, had. 
given him a fufficient acquaintance, with the one 
univerfal language of European literature. And 
a Latin copy muil: be fubftituted to him, in the 
room of the Scotch. This was done accordingly. 
Buchanan had probably turned the letters into 

Latin 
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Latin already, with a view to that publication or 
' them in his Latin DeteCtion, hich he made . 

about three years afterward. I n this work he 
fhould naturally have inferted them all, though 
he inferted only three. And he acruafly pre­
fented the work to Elizabeth and to her commif­
fion ers in form, at the WeftrninO:{'~ conference. '" 
This Latin copy he communicated to Ca~uz. 
The unprincipled refugee went to work upon this 
fecond ary original. He tranOated as the Latin 
read. And, as the Latin had read falfel y in various 
places, it drew Camuz and his French copy inco 
various falfehoods. Some of thefe Buchanan faw 
and correCted, befi re he publifhed his DeteCt ion 
and three ietters in Latin. Some other perfon 
faw and correCted others. And this has produced 

. a Oight train of variations, betwixt the Latin and 
the I- rencb of thofe authors. + 

Thus tran!lated, the French letters appeared 
at Weft:minfter as the true originals. Dreft up 
in the [econd. hand livery of Camuz, they ftrutted 
with all the dignity of their mafters, affumed the 
honour of their names, and mocked at all fubor ... 
dination to them. And fucceeding t imes were 
fo little acquainted with the difcrrminating marks, 
between the pOtt of a lord and the ftep of his 
valet; that they received the one for the other, 
took die valet into the drawing.room, and left 
the lord in the fervant's hall. 

But, hen Camuz came afterwards to publi1h 
the French edition of the Det Ction, he acknow 

* Ca!)1deni s Annals, tr:mfl:ttion, 1171 and original, t 441 
+ See next volume for them. 

ledged 
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1 ged the impofition which had been put upon 
the commiffioners at Weftminfter; with all that 
ferenity of i!1lpudence, with which Murray had . 
cbanged the Scotch of the letters into French 
before. (C Au refte," he faid to the reader, Cc Ies 
" epiftres mifes fur la fin," which were all the 
letters except the eighth, "avoient efte efcfites 
cc par la Royne, part}e en Francois partie n 
cc Efc;olfois, et depuis traduiCl:es entierement en 
cc Latin :' mais n'ayant cognoiffance de la langue 
(C Efcoffoife, j'ay mieux aime exprirner tOut ce 
,', que j'ay trouve en Latin, que me monftrant 
cc trop fcrupu1eux au changement d'une fyllabe, 
cc te fruftrer de I' efc1aircilfement 'l.ue tu y auras, 
H pour cognoiftre a qui 1a faute de l'execrable 
"meurtre, et autFes enorrnifez y concenues, 
" doivent efrre imputc"s."· In this account of 
his work, Caffiuz appears as unprincipled as Bu­
chanan himfelf, and worthy to rank as a tranOator 
to ruth an author. He had turned the Scot h 
letters into French. He knew, therefore, the . 
imputed manufaCl:ure of Mary to be his own fa; 
brication. Yet he fupports the forgery. He 
acknowledges, he had tranflated the letters into 
French himfelf. Yet he fupports the forgery frill. 
So thoroughly were all the workings of grace, all 
the fuggeftions of na tural confcience, and even 
all the motions of mode fry, overborne in' his foul 
by a villainy, that ufurped the title of religion! 

He fays; however) that he tranflared th.e letters 
into French, not from the Scotch, immediarely, 

* Goodall, i. 103- . 
becaufe 



496 , V INn I CAT ION 0 P 

becaufe he was ignorant of the Scottifu languag~f 
but mediately through the Latin. He thus tells 
all, that Mr. Goodall difcovered near two hundred 
years afterward. But he told it, becaufe he 
thought it would 'be difcovered. He had begun 
to be aware, that he had been led into fome 
miftakes by the Latin. He therefore tells us of 
his original. And he intimates his fufpicion ex­
prefsly, that the Latin had not 'be,en cc too" fcru­
" pulous in the change of a fyllable." But, if 
he had "no knowlt;dge of the Scottiih language," 
and was therefore torced to take cc what he found 
"in Latin;" then the letters were originally 
written in SCOTCH .. This is plain. It is plain 
from his own ac·count. And the letters appear 
from his own canfellon, from the tenour and 
from the terms 'of it, to have been all in SCOTCH, 
when he began to tranfiat~ them. He therefore 
provid \..d himfelf with a Latin verfion of them. 
This was not confined, as bas been hitherto un­
derfl:ood, to the three which Buchanan publifhed 
in Latin . If it had been, Camuz could never' 
have tranfiated the other five. It comprifed all 
the eight. Hence all the eight appejlred in French 
at Weftminfrer. Hence alfo all the eight were 
publifhea by CamtlZ in French afterwards, ex­
cept only one which had been accidentally loft. 
And Camuz exprefsly t lIs us, that he had a L atin 
copy of all the eight befor~ him at the time, and 
that he tranfilited all the eight from it into French. 
<The letters, he fays, were "traduiCtes ENTIERE­
" MENT en Latin;" and J, he adds concerning 

. himfelfJ 
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\ himfdf, have expreIfed in French "T UT ce que 
. J "J ay 'fROUVE EN LATIN." 

But Camuz alfo fays, that the letters which he 
publifued were "efcrites par la Royne, partie en 
, Francois." partie en Efcoffois; e depuis [ra~ 

" duictes entierement en Latin." This Dr. Ro­
bertton interprets into an affirmation, " that 
" Mary had written thefe letters, partly in French, 
" partly in Scottifh."· The Doctor alfo endea­
vours to account for it by a fuppofition of his 
own, which is eve n more extr vagant than the 
imputed affertion of his au thor. H fuppofes 
him to have taken his idea, of the letters being 
written partly in ,Scotch and partly in rench, 
from the incident of the Scotch letters carrying 
a few words of the French at the head of each. 
How fuch an incident, ven under any mifcon~ 
ceptions of ignorance, could have given rife to 
fuch a fuppofition ; it is difficult to fay. But the 
difficulty is doubled, when we refl ct on what 
the Doctor himfelf allows, that cc this method of 
" printing trmtjlatiol1s was not uncommon in that 
" ag ."t And the difficulty is mounted up into 
an impoffibility, when we additionally reflect, 
that thefe very Scotch letters expr fsly declared 
themfelves to be a tranjlation from the French. 
In conformity to the laft exhibition of the letters 
in French, the pubJUhed Scotch hypocritIcally 
profeffed itfe1f to be merely a verfion from the 

.French, and to be made word for word.from it·t 
But the real fact is this, undifgulu d by hypothe-

, • Dilt 31. 

VQL. I . 

* Dete!tioD, 129. 

tical 



VINDI C ATION OF. 

tical .rearonings, and unobfcnred by pretended 
illuminations. Camuz fpeah of the eight letters, 
not as written parti)· in French, and partly in 
Scotch, a mode of compofing them, hich if, as 
ridiculous as ir is falfe; but as comFofedJome in 

. French andJo111e in Scotch, and aU tran.Oated into 
Latin. He fpeaks not with a ftria accuracy or a 
full confiftenr.y. But he plainly allud es to a/aE/. 
He alludes to the appearances of jive letters in 
Scotcb at York, of jive in French at Weftminfter, 
of ten in Scotch, and of eight in French, there. 
He was confounded by the comple~ity of thefe 
backward and forward movements, this " cycle 
cc in epicycle, orb in. orb ." He probably knew 
them imperfeCtly. He certainly comprehended 
them indiftinCtly. He therefore fpeaks confuf. 
edly of them, as if Jome of bis own eight had been 
written by Mary herfelf in Scotch, and Jome in 
Frenc.b. And he therefore. runs himfelf into a 
contradiCtion, as if one Qr more of the letters had 
been originally compared ' in French; when he 
acknowledges they were all in Scotch, when he 
acknowledg s they were all tranOated out of Scotch 
into Latin, and when he acknowledges that he 
bimJelf tranflated them into French from the one, 
becaufe he was unacqua.int d with the other. 
His information ftruggling in his mind with his 
knowl dge, the notices d rived from others with 
the certaintRs acquired by his own xperience ~ 
he rei"!ed buth j uft: as they ftoad befor him, and 
fonn imfi If un ble to rc.:concile them. But we' 
can d6 what he could not. 'We firft take what 
he mufr cert~nJy know, his own cotuiuf/.; his 

trall{la ting 
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ranGating the letters into French, his finding 
them only in Scotch, his b iog ignorant of t~is . 
language, his procuring a Latin verGon, and 
his turning the Latin into French. Thefe facts. 
being certain, we can afc ftain the others by 
them. As he found the letters only in Scotch., • 
and as he tranGated them mediately (rom Scot h 
into French; there could not pollibly be a French 
copy anteeedent to the Scotch, there could· o.oly 
be a Scotch one. We alfo know the faa: to be 
fo, independently of his tefrimony. His tefri­
mony and the faa: now unite together. And . 
Camuz appears from both, clear in what lay 
within the compafs of his own knowledge, con­
fured only in what he had gained from informa­
tion, confufed by his mifapprehenfion of fome­
faCts related to him, fo making them run counter 
a little to his own experience, and writing equally ' 
wit h, a bewraying e~plicitnefs concerning all. 

Il1ave thus fta ed to . my reader the w~ole 
hifrory of this French tranOation, as far as we 
can trace it by irs own records. It is, we fe 
in a very near correfpondency with the facts be­
fore. Had it not been, it mllft have been over-

, borne by them . Bot, as it is, it rerves to con­
firm them. And it unites with them to lbew', 
that the Scotch' was the original to Murra.y's 
French, that the Scotch was the original to Ca­
muz's, and that the French of both was as much 
the fame as the Scotch of ~both. By the final 
refolution for a French copy of the It;tters~ :ttur­
ray ventured upon an enormous audacity of im­
pudence, that endangered his whole fyfrem. By 

K k 2 • the 
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the confignment of the tranOation to Camuz, h 
riiked a difc10fure of/his knavery from the new: 
confederate: By the badnefs of Ca:nuz's tranf­
lation, he actually betrayed the knavery to the 
penetrating eyes of a critick, in Mr. Goodall; 
apd fo gave occafion to the nrft detection of the 
letters, that had been hitherto made through a 
courfe of nearly two hundred years. And, by the 

, journals of the commiffioners, he alfo furnifued 
me with a proof of the whole forgery, that lay 
much more obvious to the common eye, that 
however had Jain even more unnoticed than the 
other, and that greatly heightens the evidence 
againft the authenticity of the letters. • . 

§ ' VIII. BUT 

* Tn thia French edition of tbe Deteaioll, printed in 
February 1572, and about three or four months after the 
Latin and the Englifil editions ; and particu larly in thar ad­
ditional fuppl ement to it, which was not in the Latin edi­
'tioD, but was firfr pl1bliilied. in the Englifh, and was theuce 
<taken into the French; were many errours concerning names 
and words, that were evidently derived from the Englifb. 
"BhLk Maifrer [ohne Spens," a perfon fo called from hi s 
dar). complexion, is m,de into two \TIen, "Blac, Mai-tre," 
'and "Jean SpellS" (Deteaion, iii. and J ebb, i. 330). The 
.uannator thus mili nterpreted the word "Mailler," into 21 

rcgula-r firnamc. lIe had even given the mifillterpret:ltion 
before. Ije had tnen given it with an interpolation of hi. 

wn, in order to lend a colouring of fcnfe to his erroneous 
conftruClion. "Andro MailleI' of AHole" he tUined into 
" Andre Maifrer, Sicur d'Errole" (l04 and 327) . "E~eok" 
was changed, in hoth the Fren h lind the Englifil, into 
"Chok" (97 and 3q); "I inros" into "Kinrof" in the 

-Englffh, and <I Rimof 'in he French (104 and 3zi ); 
-" Hcreis" into" Hcreif," E nglifh, and" Heicrif," Fren h; 
"Lochinw1tl''' into ,, 'Lothinwar," Englifh, and" Bothin. 

" W:lf, " 
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§ VIII. 

BUT there ·is one point more which I wifh 
to explain, before I clofe the chapter and the 

K k 3 argument 

... war,;' French; and" Barnebowgal" into" Berne Buxal" 
and "Vernee Bruxal" (I I 2 and 331). "Johne Hammil. 
" toun, commendatel' of Arbl'oith," was by a flight lifion 
reduced into a "commander" in Englifh, aDd appears a, 
" Jean H ambleton commandeur de AI broy ht" in French 
" ( I) 2 and 331) . "At quhilk tyme" 5, by as flight a 
fubftitution, made: " all quhilk tyme" in Englifu, and" de 
" tout temps" in French; was taken in both, from the head 
t)f a fenten e; and was placed by botb, in the middle of one 
( 105 and 327). "The lang er dirt is hiddin, it is the 
"ftranger," was by a cafua l mifprint of the Englilh turned, 
,ill the leading word, into" deirt ;" was interpreted to me31l ' 
dearth; and was rendered ill F.'ench thus, " el'Quta nt plu 
"qu'on cache la/aim, d' autant plus elle s'augmcnt.e" (160" 
nd 35 1) . "Hindlm:ft he confeffit" be arne" Hinmeft" in 

Englifh, then rofe aftonifhingly into a perfon, and app ared 
. , Hindi confeffa" in FI"f~nch (160 and 351) . " outher," 
which had been invariably printed" neither" be are, being 
accidentally left in its native form at one place, wa~ fuppofed 
to be "no uther," and to have loft ira accompanying word 
.. time ;" and was therefore tranflated, with a wild pcrver­
fion of rhe fenfe, " fuffent forclos cy apru a produire," &c:. 
(113 and 331) . And, to lofe this long bead-roll of blu n­
ders, that tec)lnical idiom of the S otch law, "art and part," 
was three times meramorphofed in Englilh into " a\: e & 
"part," and in French into " aae" only for the two firft 
times, the words "& part" being rejeCled, as impoffible to 

be moulded to any meaning with the other; and into "en 
" tout .et en partie" afterward!, the latter half \>eing now 
.r:cained, and the former moulded into ~ conformity with it 
(103 and 326,105 and 32 7, and 113 and 331) ~and tbaneclv 
nical term of law, "dittay," was turned into .. adjourne-
'ment" and "aioll.rne.ment" at Ii rft, then into "fi);;nifices," 

IU 
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. argume~t togethe. 1 have now traced the French 
copy, from its origin to its publication. I willi 

a fo 

as applied to "Iettres," then into " proces," and finally 
into" accufation" (r03 and 326, 103 and 327, 113 and 
33 1, and J 13 and.33 again) . , 

• Mr. Goodall was the firfr who 0 ferved thefe, and a thou-
t'll\d errours belldes. which had pqffe'd unnoticed in the h\[­
tory of the lett~rs. fo one hundred and eighty y~ars before 
(i. 1~7-113)' But he drew a conclullon from thefe, which 
was very natural indeed, and yet was not jufr~ The fame 
bhll1ders exifring nearly ill the famc form within the Englifll 
and the French editions of the Detetlioll, he prefumed thcm 
to have b~en derived into the French, immediately from the 
Ebglifh. And he inferred the Frellfh u'1tnflator ro hav~ 
at1ually known the Engliih language, though' he exprefsly 
declares imft If to have been ignoran; of it. 

But this. reafoning is not accurate. It is founded upon a 
'£nl[c affumption . I t confeqnently partakes of the fai'fellood 
Qf that. The blunders may have been tranfmittcd, mediatc(y, 
from the Engliih to the French . They may have be 11 tranf· 
mitted, through the intcrpofition of the Latin. A L atill 
tranflatlon was aCtually intcrpofed, in three of the letter~ . 
'Thi W:l9 even ex cuted by thc hand of a Buchanan. Yet 
~t is replete wilh mifrakes . And it,. has tranfplantcd them all 
into the French. ' This therefore frands as a thong argument 
of hnalogy, that the {;'lme medium was equally ufed in the 
additional fUPflement. A me:lner hand th:u{ Buchanan's 
wa.s engaged, in tranflating this. The tranflator w. s probably 
an Englifhm::m, and xbel'cfore not fo well acqaainted as Bu. 
chanan neceifari~ was, with thofe peculiarities of words and 
idiom;, wllich difringui1b the language of orthern Britain 
from that of the Southern. He thercfore mifundcritood them. 
He was not q)l1verfant too with thofc titular and p~rfollal 
appellations, n hkh difcriminare the lords and knirrhts of 
Scotland from. tho(e of England. He therefore mifpelled 
them. The French hiftorians often do fo, to the prefem day; 
and disfigure the names of for igners in fuch :i wonderful 
manner, that th , foreigners can hardly know themfel yes again, 

\luder 
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. alfo to trace the Scotch. This alone is requ~fite 
to wind up the whole of my reafoning here, com-

K k 4 plettly • 
. 

under the frrange difguife. Then the imperfeCti n of a 
prefs, in that age negligent anci inaccurate beyond :lIly ex­
umple of modern rimes, created fome miil:akes, whi h a 
l ranflaror was obliged to copy, be au[e he was unnbl to or­
rect; and multiplied others, by giving [cope to conjeCturlll 
readings, whenever ignorance found itfelf perplexed. All 
would be taken into the Latin traJl!lation, and all wOl1ld be 
vreferved in the French. Some would even be added, ond 
fome would even be improved1 by both. This we know to 
have been aCtually the cafe in the letters. nd as the 
French tranflator exprefsly declares himfelf to have been 
jgnol'~nt of the Scottifh (or Englifll) language, aDd to hav 
therefore tranflated the letters from the Latin; and as this 
ignorance muil: have extended to the additional (uppl·mt'nt. 
equally with the letters themfelves, we have 1\ decifive 
evidence, that he tranflated ti.e letters and the fupplement, 
equally, from a Latin copy; and that all the deformities of 
the Engliili, which are reflected in the French, 3re refie cd 
through the mirrour of the Latin. 

One of the very deformities above, coincides with all this, and 
confirms it all. \Ve hn \'e feen the Scotch "dittay" tranfJated 
"adjournement" and" 3journement," then "fignificc'," 
then" proce ," and finally" accufation." or did the French 
tranflator, as Mr. Goodall thinks (i. 113), fee "at lafr" 
the t rue meaning of the ord, lm:aujt it was coupled with 
"inditement," and fo give us "accu atioo" :18 an equiva­
lent to it. He found it thus coupled "at lail:" in I r 4> and 
tranfiated it "accufation" in 33~ ' But he had prev'ou!ly 
found it uncoupled in 111, and yet hod tranfi ated it II :lCCU ~ 
,. fation" in 331. He had e"en found it coupled before in 
~7 ' but had actually rendered it "~~journemeot" in 313 . 
And, what is frill morc, he had even found the wonts "ze 
"ar indy tit" ill 103, and had rendered "em '" [vaus] etc. 
" adjourne" in 326 . He plainly therefore derived not hi 
information of th meflning from. any accompanying ex~ 

lanationi in the Englifil copy. He had 110 accompanying 
xplanatiol\ 
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pl~te1y. I than therefore go back to fome cir­
cumftances in its hiftory, which I have not dwelt 
upon fufficiently before. And the detnonftrared 
faCl: of its ori~inality, will lead us to [orne ufeful 
conclufions at the end of all. 

When the fecond fet of letters was fabricated, 
for the view of the parliament in December~ I 567, 

explanations at all, in the copr from which he tranflated. 
" Dittay or inditement" in I r 4, and alfo ill 97, were ren­
dered by one word in his copy, and were therefore anfwered by 
one word in his verfion, both in 33z and in 323' "Indited" 
was alfo replied to by a word of the fame family with "dit­
" ta.y," and was therefore echoed back in "adjournee," as 
" dittay" was in "adjournement." The French tranflator 
knew nothing, either of the variation or of the exp!ication 
in the Engliili copy. T here was neither explication nor 
variation in his copy. And he drew his final intelligeoce 
from another fource. He drew it all from a copy in Latin. 
In the L atin alone could bl!: the word, that would anfwcr all 
his v-rious explications. The word " dittay," and the 
words "dittay or inditement," would very naturally ':>e 
trahfla~ed "diCtum" in the Latin. "Ze ar indy tit" would 
as naturally, and more elegantl , be tranfla ted, " vobi! 
"dies dicitur.." And all would be tranflated into "ad­
ce joumement" and "adjourne," in French. Nor is \;his 
m rely an airy furmife. We fee it reduced to a~ . In the 

, firft letter, the words "he was chargeit to ane day of law," 
wh ich in the Latin are "ut callJam diceret accerfitum," are 
~n French "it efroit adjourlle" (SeCt. iv). This correl'ponds 
pretty clofely with "adjourne" for "indited" and with 
" adjoumement" for" dittay." But, in the fecond letter, 
" ane day of law" is "dies di!JII~" in Latin, nd "jour 
"affigne'~ in French (SeCt. iv). This is equivalent to "nrr­
c. nifiees" for " dittay" above. And" diCtum" beca;e 
ultimlltely I< p.roces" and " accufation,"· from the light 
gr~dual1y breaklllg out of the context. 

they 
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they were the fame, as I have fhewn before, with 
the ten letters of the joqrnal, and w.ith the 1 teen 
of December the 7th, 1568. But my reader will 
he ama7 d to fee me add at prer; nt, that they 
were alfo the fam with tbe famolls eigbt Ibtm­
Jtlves. Yet fo it is in faCl: . . They were fubftan-
tially, ~ey were verbally, the fame. I was long 
before I could perceive it. But the evidenc at 
laft proved too ftrong to be refifted. And what 
has convinced me, I mull: natura]Jy prefume, 
will equally convince my reader. 

Theaccount of the ten letters, is thus given us by 
the commiffioners at W eftminfter. (( This daye," 
fays their journal on the 8th of December, cc the 
" Erle of Murray, according to the appointment 
"yefterday," though no mention is made of the 
appointment in the journ'] of the day preceding, 
cc came to the ~ene's Majeftie's commiffioners, 
cc faying, that as they had yefternight produced 
" and 1bewed fundry writings, tending to pro~e 
"the hatred which the ~ene of Scotts bare 
" toward her hufband to the tyme of his murder; 
" wherin alfo, they faid, might appear fpeciall 
" arguments of her il)ordinate love towards the 
cc Erie Bothwell: fo," &c. * T hi is the defcrip­
tion of the ten . Let us now turn to the account 
pf that part of the eight, which was produced 
thts day. "So," fays Murray in the journal 
concerning himfelf. and his alfociates, H for the 
" further fatisfaCl:ion both of the ~een's Ma­
H jeflie and theyr lordfhips, they 'lere ready to 

* Aypendix, No. viii. 

" produce 
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" produee ahd (hew a great nu ~ber of other ]et­
. If ters wrytten by the faid ~ene; wherin, as 
." they faid, might appear very evidently her loor-

H dinate lov-e towards the faid ErIe BothwelI; with 
c (unary other arguments of ~er guiltynes of the 

(C murder of her bufband." Thefe twQ pictures are 
fovery like to each other, that, in this vie~of tht'm, 
we hardly know which is our own. But we foo n 
fee it. HAnd fo therupon," ad€ls the journal, 
cc they produced feven feveral wl'ytings in French, 
" in the lyke Romain hand as others her letters, 
cc which were fhewed yefternight, and avowed 
cc by them to be wrytten by the raid ~ene ; 

. " whic11 feven wryting!, being copied, were read 
~c in French, and a dlle collation made theroft' 
&c. Here we fee diftinct1y, which were the 

,prefent letters, and which were pot. But, in the 
defcriptions before, we could hardly do it . 
• So fimilar were they in their general na tu (' ! 

Let us now, therefore, attenCl to another circuffi ­
france in them. The letters of the rebel journal 
con£i1t of fome ftom Glafgow b fore the murd r, 
and fome from Stirling after it. So did a1fo the 
letters of the Scotch council and Scotch parli a­
lnent. They wer , fays the book of the one and 

. the act of the other, cc divers hir previe lettJ'es 
" writtin and fubfcrivit with her awen hal'ld ," or 
tc IJritrin halelie. ,,,,ith hit- awin hand," It and fent 
(t by hir to James Erll Boithwell, cheiffe xecu-

' (C tor of the faid 'horrible murdor, as well BEFORE 

" the committing theirof, as THERAFTER ."it And , 
'It Appendix1 No. i. and ii . 

• 
th 
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the prefent letters are alfo the fame, four before 
the murder, and four after it. 

We can come, howe~er, to much clofer proofi 
of famenefs. Thefe are not in their general na­
ture. Thefe are not in their general dares. Thefi 
are in their particular dates. Th fe are in the 
very circumftances of their narrations. Th fe 
are in the very terms of their language. I have 
pr viouily noticed this with another iew, when 
I did not obferve the full ext nt of the notice. 
And I muft beg leave to go over it again, in 
order to enlarge and point it prop rly 14 r my 
prefent argument. "J an. ~ 7 th," fays th jour-
nal, cc the ~ene (conforme to HIR COMMISSION, 

« as !he WR YTT IS) broucht the King from Ja(­
(C cuw.". The paffage allud d to is ftill in one 
of the letters, and runs thus: cc According to MY 

" COMMISSIOUN I bring the man with me, &e. "t 
It was originally in one of the ten, as the journal 
wimeffi s. It is now in one of the eight, as the 
faa: !hews. And the eight and the ten appear 
in this inftance at leaft, r lacing the fame inten­
t ions in the fame language. This would be 
fufficient of irfel£, I believe, for the infer nee, 
which I mean to draw from the whole. I !hall 
add others, however. cc Jan. ~3d," f: ys the 
journal, "the ~ene came to Glareow, and on 
" the rode met HIR ~bomas Crawford from the 
" ErIe of Lennux, and Sir 1ames Hamilton, with 
cc the reft, MENTIONIT IN HIR l.ETTER.":!: All 
thefe circumftanc s w re a3 much in the firft 

.,. Appeodi::, No. x. t L. ii. S. ii. t Appendix, No. x. 
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of the ten letters then, as they are in the firft of 
. the eight at prefent. But the jourhal goes 00. 

H Jan. 24," it adds, "the ~ene REMAYNIT 
HAT GLASCOW, lyek as fhe did the 25th and the 
" 26th, and hayd THE CONFERENCE W1TH THE 

" KING whereoffhe:WR YTTIS."* 'ln the ten the 
~een continued at Glafgow, juft as long as 1he 
dbes io the eight: {he being there, by the jour-

; nal made for the ten, the 24th, 25to, and 26th 
. of January: and fhe being alfo tHere, by the 
feeond of the eight.) on Saturday, which was toe 
2. 5th of January in that year;t being there, by toe • 
firft, upon the day before and evening preceding, 
or Friday the 24tli and Thurfday the 23d; and, 

' by the fecond again, intending to leave it upon 
Monday the 27th. But, as the journal proceeds, 
cc in ~his tyme," the 24th-26th, fhe' cc wrayt 
c( hir nYLLE and uther letteris to BothweU."t 
She therefore appears f;om the journal, to hav~ 
written fueh of her ten letters as were fent from 
GJafgow~ on the 24th, 25th, and 26th of January. 
And {he appears from toe eight themfelves, to 
have written alfo fueh of them as were equally 
fent from Gla[gow, on Friday, Saturday, and 
Sunday, the 24th-26th of that month. All 
'this ferves fuongly to prove the famenefs of the 
letters. But the journal adds to the force of all) by 
referring to the fame word as her own appellation 
fi he firft of the ten, which is equally her own ap­
pellation for the firft of the eight at prefent, BYLLE. 

And the Gl'<lfgow letters appear plainly to have 

* Appendix, No. x. 
Appendix, No, x. 

't Goodall, j, 120, I\nu 
l Appendix, No. x . 

been 
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t been the fame, in bot,h thefe fets of epiftles: Jor 
are the tirling letters different. If one half i 
the fame, the other, we may be iure, is the {i me 
alfo. But the journal equally fhews it. (( April 
" 21ft, viz, ¥ounday," it fays, (( the Q.!:! ne raid 
"to Stirling, AS IT WES DEVYSIT, and from 
cc thence wreyt TaE LETTERIS CONCERNING 

"THE PURPOSE DEVYSIT OF HIR RAVISHJ G; 

cc quhair Huntly CAM TO HIR, and BEGAN TO" 

cc REPENT HIM."· The Stirling part of the ten 
fpoke equally; as the Stirling part of the ~ight 
fpeaks now, of the journey to Stirling be' ng pre­
vioufiy agreed upon betwixt Mary and Bothwel , 
of the rlefign for feizing her being fetded betwixt 
them, of Huntly's coming to her there, :lOd of 
his beginni ng tv repent of the part which he had 
undertaken for the enterprize. And they are 
obvioufiy, therefore, the fame. 

So fully do the eight and the ten, the letters 
of the Scotch council and parliament, the letter 
of the rebel journal, the letters of th(! 7th of 
December at Weftminfter, and the prefent let­
ters, all affimilate together. They are equl1lly 
from Stirling and from Glafgow. They are 
equally of the fame general and particular d tes, 
from both, They are of the fame nature and 
fubftance. They relate the fame faCts. They 
fpeak of the fame agreements. And they even 
ufe the fame words. Yet there w S a diffe ce 
between them. I have marked it before. I now 
proceed to account for it. It was totally foreign' 

II' Appendi " TO. %. 
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to all thefe proofs of famenefs: 1 t no ways af· 
{cCl:s them. And it confifted in two letters more, 
which are not in the prefent fet~ ut were in 
the former; and in fome correCl:ions, that were 
made in the letters of both. 

The ten are fuikin gly diftinguifhed from the 
eight, by the letter from Linlithgow and the let­
ter (rom Kirk-a-field. Of that the journal fays: 
" Jan. 29th, !he "[the ~eenJ remayned all day 
"in Linlythqu?w with the King, and WRAYTT 
H J;ROM THENCE TO BOTHWELL." ;f.: Here then 
is a letter, one of the feries of letters in the 
journal, which does not appear among the pre­
fent. But there is alfo another. IC Feb. 7th," 
fays the journal, (( {he ludged and lay a) nycht 
" agane in the forefaid chalmer [the chamber 
" ' under the King's], and -FROM THEN<:E wrayt 
C'C THAT SAME NYCHT the LETTER CONCERNING 
" THE PURPOSE OF THE ABBOT OF HALYRU1D­
cc HOUSE. 8. She confronted the Kyng and my 
"Lord of Halyruid-houfe, CONFORM TO HIR 
cc LETTER WRY TTI N THE NYCHT BEFOIR."t Here 
is alfo another letter of the journal-feries, which 
is equally non-apparent among the prefent. Both 
unite, in difcriminating the prefent feries from 
that of the journal. Both unite, in {hewing the 

. journal to have been conftruCl:ed for the ten. 
But then it was equally conftruaed for the eight 
to Thefe were eight of the very ten. And, 
th e two being. deduCl:ed from the tcn, their 
number was diretl:ly reduced to eight. 

~ Append;x, No.;. t Ibid. No. x. 

In 



• MAlty Q..U;;EN OF SCOTS. 51 ' 

In confequence of thefe two letters °t is, tha 
the ten are charaCterized by the rebel them­
{elves to the commiffioners at Weftminfter, aa 
" tending to prove the HATRED which the ~ene 
" of SCOts bare t iVard her hufuand TO THE 

" TYME OF HIS MURDER, wherin alfo they ,faid 
" might appear fpeciall arguments of h r inor­
" dinate love towards the Erle Bothwell." nd 
by the fubftraCtion of thefe it is, that the eight: 
are equally charaaerized by them at th f: me 
time, as .(hewing "very evidently her inordinate 
" love towards the faid Erle~othweJ1,witb fundry 
" other arguments of her guilrynefs of the mur~ 
cc der of her hufband ." By the deduCtion of 
thefe two murderous letters from the reft, the 
~een's hatred for Darnly, which before ftood 
prominent on the face of the whole, was takert 
away in the magnitude of it, and the adultery 
came ftalking forward in its room. 

The other note of difference between the two 
fets of letters, was this. Some correCtions had 
been made in the letters of the journal. Aud 
fome variations had been produced by them, 
betwixt the journal, the letters, and the truth. 

Thus, when the 'journal refers to one of the 
letters, and cites fome of the very words of it, 
for Mary'S conduCting the King from Glafgow to 
Kalendar, to LinlitHgow, and to Kirk-a-field; 
the letter itfelf exhibits the words, but carr' 
the King by a very different route. I ha e 
fhewn this circumftantially, before. Yet it is 
requifite to bring the two pa(fages together again, 
that {he correCtion made in the letter fince the 

z formation 
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formation of the journal~ may appear the more 
fhiking in itfelf, and may be properly accounted 
for now. 

JOURNAL. 
, " J an. 27th, the ~cnc 

" (eonforme to hir commif­
" lion, as 1'he wryttis) broueht 
"tbe King f!'om Gla[cow 
"to the Kalendar towards 
"Edynbrough . J an . 28th, 
"the Qgene broucht the 
" King to Linlythquow-. 
"29th. She l'cmayned aU 
" day in Linlythquow wi th 
"the Kiug-. 30th. The 
.' ~ene brouebt the King 
" to Edynbrough, and patt 
" him in his ,ludging quhair 
t, he endit." 

2cl LET T E R. 
" Howbeit I have na fur­

" ther ncwi from zow, ae­
"cordin~ to my commif­
" fioun, I bring the man with. 
"me to Craigmillar upon 
" Monounday, quhair he 
" will be all Wedllifday; and 
" I will gang to Edinburgh, ,. 
&e. 

Here the difference is very great. But it could 
not have been fo, originally. The letter origi­
nally muft have been, jufi: as the journal quotes it. 
I muft. equally with, that, have conveyed the King 
from Glafgow to the Kalendar on Monday Janu . 
ary the 27th, have lodged him at Linlithgow on 
Tuefday and Wednefday the 28th and 29th, and 
hav carried him to Kirk-a-field on the 30th. 
But it now conducts him and her to Craigmillar 
on Monday, keeps them at Craigmillar all Tuef. 
day and Wednefday, and fends her to Edinbo­
rough with him on Thurfday. This alteration 
is a very remarkable one. And it muft ftand 
for ever, an evident p oof of the whole forgery. 

But it is the more remarkable, as we [e,e the 
rebels, 
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rebelc;, in the pretended depolitions of Paris, re-
I curring to the route of the journal again. H Com­
" me dIe," fays the filly forger of thi filly con­
feffion concerning the ueen," retournoit d 
" Glafcow yers LiOeburg ( dinborough J' avec 
« Ie Roy a KALLA~·.roER," &c. "Apre Ie Royne 
« et Ie Roy," he adds afterward , "eftans a. 
ce L YTHGOW," &c. And, as he fubjoins, (( Ie 
(( Roy-ils conduirent jufques a fon logis a 
H KIRK-A-FIELO·."t All thi n. arks the uncer­
tainty and dubiotlfnefs of the n:bels, concerning 
the route that they fhould take for the iog and 
~et:n, in very vivid colours. This unct'rtaint1 
occafioned the correction of the letters, and the 
departure from the journal. This dubioufne[s 
again occafiol}ed the dtpofitions, to revolt from 
the letters, ~nd defert to the journal. And 
we have thus three authentick documents, all 
equally furnifhed by the rebels, all equally ftamp­
ed with the impre rs of th ir authority, and all in 
a fiate of hoftility again!l: them; ~heir g :lnd and • 
capital document of all , oppofiIlg and bing op­
pofed by their formal journal upon one ftd , and 
being contradicted by, and contradiCtory to, 
their folemn depofitions on the other. 

N or can the variation of the letter from the 
. depofitions and the journal, be accounted for by 

any fuppofition , that the courfe by Craigmil­
lar was intended by the ~e~n, but that the route 

-. EdinbQrough was called LiJl~burg ' the French, 1 
fuppof~, from its penlnfulated fiee on a large rock, a~d 
having a long neck of land at nrft, leading them up to it. 

t Goodall, U. 78, 79' 
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by Kalendar wa~ purJ1Jed by her. Thomas Nel­
fon indeed, one of tbe two witndfes wbQm the 
rebels produced at Weftminfrer, <to faas that 
pr.oved nothing at all concerning the perpetrators 
of the murder, fays, .he " remembris it was de­
" wyfed in Glafgow, that the King fi ld haif lyne 
" firdi: at C raigmiB ar; bot, becaus he had na will 
It theirof~ tbe purpois was altered, and conclu-
Fe fioun takin, that he fuld ly be[yde the Kirk-of­
cc field. 'Ii The rebel s thus exhibited a tefrimony 
with Lh letters and the journal, that directly con-
frontt'd hem to their face. The letters did nOI! 
originally choore the route by Craigmillar, and 
Ilfterwards prefer tl1e courfe by Kalendar. No! 
They originally took the road by Kalendar. They 
titUS harmonized with the journal. And the re­
ference of the journal to them, proves irrefra­
gably that they did . But the route for Craig ­
ioillar 'Was afterwards fubfiitured, in the plac~ of 
this. It was a new line of motion, that was pofreri­

, . .. ~urly giv n to the leners. It was hafrily taken up, 
and hafrily abandoned again, by the r.ebe1s. It was 
adopted in pref(~rence to the line, already in die let­
ters ~nd journal. It was ~dopted in.the letters, but 
forgotten to be adopt d in the journal too. And 
it was qfterw rds abandoned in the depofitions 
~gain~ fQr the original and primary line frill fub­
nfring jn the. journal. 

This l'traordinary inft ce of oJeil/ation in the 
condua of th~ rebels, is a full attejlation of their 
foguery. Nor is it difficult to afi1gn the reafans 
for their s:;ond!1fr. They were thefe: The real 

'* Goodall, ii. 244. 

route 
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route purfued by the King and ~een I jeiirot, 
but I cannot prove, "to have been bY' Craigmillar 
to Kirk-a-field. This therefore fuould naturally 
have been followed by the letters . But a new 
fuggeftion of forgery prevented it. A refolu. 
tion was taken, to wri(e another letter for her 
from Linlithgow to Bothwell, in order to mark 
her concern decifive1y in the coming murder. 
This therefore compelled the forg r to leave' the 
line of truth and Craigmillar, a d to . move by 
the round of falfehood and Kalendar. And ac-

-coJ'dingly, as the journal ftill takes this found, 
and as the journal proves the letters to have 
equally ta en it once; fo the journa~ goes on ~o 
gi ve llS an additional letter from Linlithgow. 
Such, I doubt not, was the reafon (or feletl:ing 
the firft route. In fo atl:ing, the rebels fuewed 
all that bold confidence in the credulity of the 
world, which characterizes fo many of their ac­
tions. But afterwards thi reafon waS withdrawn, 
and then this temerity was recalled. \Vhen the « 

J'elOlution was taken to cut off the murderous 
evidence from the reft, the letter from LinJirh­
gow was firO: [uppreift,·d. I t was accordingly not 
1hewn, either at York or at WeO:minfl:er. The 
lette.rs therefore, which had been violentlt bent 
by the force of falfehood into the circuitous courfe 
by Linlithgow, now returned~ as it were by the 
natural elafricity of truth, into the ihaight line 
of Craigmillar. And the lette! ~ were aCtually 
exhibited in th'is (lew ftate at York. But, when 
the con~ mon of Paris came to be drawn up af­
terwards, a counter refolurion was takenJ for ad. 

1. 1 ~ ding 
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ding again what had een cut off before, and 
even for enlarging the murderous evidence. The 
rebels did thus go on, 

Downwards to climb, and backwards to advance! 

The depofitions, accordingly, bring forward a 
monftrous addition of murderous evidence. And 
they particularly dwell upon the prevtouOy re­
jeCted letter from Linlithgow. So clearly have 
we found a reafon, that runs l ike a thread through 
all the' rebel curvatures of conduCt, and becomes 
a k.ind of central pin to all their circumvolutions ! 

But we find the fame correCting hand equally 
at work upon anoth~r of the letters. The feventh 
calls the Earl of Huntly " brother-in -law THAT 

"WAS" to BGlthwell, when he was as mu ch his 
brother-in-law as ever. this is fuch a miftake, 
as no forger of the letters, writing th em in a re­
gular confecution, could pom bly make . The 
two lew'rs immediately before, which pret'end 
to be written equally with the 7th and 8th n 
Monday and Tuefday, the 21ft and 22dof Apri, 
calling Huntly exprefsly (C the brother" and 
f' the brother-in- bw" of Bothwell; the 7 th could 
only have fallen into the abfurdi,ty of calling him 
~c the brother-in-law that was," from either be­
ing written or being correCted at a fubfequent 
pe,:iod. But it now appears not to have bten 
written pofteriourly ('0 the reft. It as there­
fore corre&ted. · And as it fuews in general, what 
alterations the rebels were continually making in 
t he letters; fo it fhews in particular, one more of 
thofe alterations, which conftitute the difference 
betwixt rhe t n and the eight. 

In 
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In an unaltered ftate were the ten, at the meet­
ing of the Scotch parliament. They were thus 
produced before -it. But in an altered one they 
came to the conference at York. Then fix of 
the ten were fhewn to the commiffioners. Three 
of thefe were from Glafgow, two from Stirling, 
and one from Kirk-a-field. So far did the rebels ' 
proceed in their orig inal Furpofe, of exhibiting, 
the murderous letters with the reft. They did 
[0, in ,direCt oppofition to their prefenr plan. 
They therefore did not produce one of the letters. 
And, for reafons not known, they omitted to pro­
duce fome of the others. The fOl1rth from Glaf­
gow, the one from Linlithgow, and two from 
Stirling, they withheld. And it was not before 
the conference at Weftminfter, that they refolved 
upon the retention of the twO from Linlithgow 
and Kirk-a-field together. 1 hey thus exhibited 
only five, on the 8th' of D ecember at Weftmin­
fter. Bur they had exhibited all the ten on th~ 
day before. "They had yefternighl," fays the 
journal of the 8th" "produced and ihewed SUN­

H DRV' WR YTINGS, tending to prove the hatred," 
&c. Thefe wefe written " in the lyke Romain 
"hand" with the letters of the 8th; arc fpoken 
of exprefsly, as cc hr.r letters which were {hewed 
" yefternight;" and were equally "avowed by 
" them to be wrytten by the faid ~ene." And 
thus they exhibited a fet of letters in SC~TCH' on 
the 7th, re-exhibited fome of them in FRE NC H 

on the 8th, afferted the one fet to t,e totally dif­
ferent from the other, afferted both [0 be Mary' 
handwriting, and pretended to put the coq-tmif-

L 1 3 ,uoners 
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fioners upon proving it, by collating the one 
with the other memorially. cc They produced 
"feven feveral wrytings wrytten in French, in 
" the tyke Romain hand'as others her letters, which 
fC were fl1ewed yefternight, and. avowed by them 
" to' be wrytten by the faid ~ene ." This is 
fuch a. capital {hoke of aff'urance, as was worthy 
of Murray, worthy of Elizabeth, worthy of that 
complication of all vilbnies, the forgery of the 
'Jetters againfr Mary. It can only be parallel,ed 
jn all the braveries of human impudence, I be­
lieve) by' the grand ch,ange in the language of 

. the letters. And it form~ a very important ad­
dition to what we have feen of th at already. 

Five only of the ten, however, wrre yet de­
livered. The letters from Linlithgow and Kirk­
a-field, were refolved to be finally fuppreffed. 
And, as to the other three, they were delivered 
a few days afterward with the journal. This. 
being the fcale, by which all the ten were origi­
nally graduated, it was very properly prefented 
with the delivered eight of them. But Murray 
ftrangely forgot, when he determined to with­
hold the two others, that were eqmilly graduated 
by it, and therefore equally mentioned in it, to 
fhike out the mention of what he had withheld. 
The journal was thus left, referring to a couple 
of M ary's letters that do not appear :It all. He 
forgot alfo to alter the journal in the route py 
Kalend:tr alld Linlithgow, and, 'make i~ confornr­

-able to the letters. The letters therefore carry 
the King one way, while thejoumalconveys'hirn 
another. nd the journal and the leuers thlls 

£land, 
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ftand, bewraying the forgery of themfelves and of 
each other, in the plaineft manner. 

But that amazing mirarle of impudence, in 
lhewing the fame letters one day in Scotch and 
the- next in French, and pretending them to be 
different in themfelves, and both in Mary's hanu- • 
writing, accounts very well by itfelf for the con­
duC!: of Murray, in not entrufting the commif­
.Goners at Weftminfter with t'ven copies of the 1m, 
though he did with copies of th eight. tthoje 
were profeffedly adduced as proofs ag:rinft Mary, 
equally with thefe. cc As they had yefterflighc 
" produced and {hewed fundry wrytings, tending 
cc to prfJve the hatred," &c. fays Murray j cc fo, 
" for the further fatisfattion both of ttte ~ene's 
(( Majeftie and theyr lordfhips, they were- ready 
" to produce and {hew a great number of other 
cc letters," &c. Yet thefe a)on(" ftaid with the 
commiffioners, even in copies. tthoje were in­
ftantly withdrawn, b,oth in copies and in originals. 
And what feems plainly to intimate, th:lt the 
commiffi6ners were privy to the whole fyltem or 
ilIufionJ in fecretary Cecil at Jenlt, who altered 
and interlined the journal, as he pleafed, and mull: 
therefore be (uppofed to have direCted the clerks 
too, as he thought proper; the journal of the day 
before takes no notice of thofe letters being eithc:r 
produced or withdrawn. But, had they not been 
withdrawn, in what a happy ftate would the epi­
ftolary ev-idence againll: Mary J ave then aood. 
There would hav~ been tm letters in SCOTCH, 
pretending to be her handwriting. There would 
have been eight of them a\fo in FRENCH, equally 

L 1 4- pretendin, 
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pretending to be her wri ing too. They were 
both the fame. Yet one affert d, t{b had writ­
ten them in SCOTC H. The other affirm d,!he had 
written them in RE CH . Each in effeB: called the 

other an impot1:or. each proved the other t be 
fo. And both ml1ft have fallen a facrifice to 
each other's pre,tenfions. 

But th re are two impor~ant particulars frill 
behind, which I meant to reach by this novel 
concatenation of circ.l1mfiances . They relate' to 
~he three letters, that were prefcnted to the com­
(11iffioners at WeftminfterJ pofteriourly to the 
others. And they concern the publi ation of all 
the letter~ in Scotch, afterwards. 

Thofe three appear, a!: prefent, to ftand dif­
tin ouilbed from all the reft of the eight, in the 
nature of their original lang uage. S eming not 
a part of the {i ries exhibited ro .rhe Scotch coun­
cil an I parliament, not a part of the feries 1hew n 
to the commi moners at Yark, not a part of the 
{cries prefe- nted on the 8 th of December at V efr­
min fter; they look , as if they had been pofteri-, 
ol1rly fabricated for the purpofe. Framed there-
fore ofter the refolution was finally taken for a 
French copy, they would naturally be compofed 
b French. And all that has been raid, con­
cern ing the S .otch being the o.rigina l and the 
F.rench a tranOation, wou ld be tmall), inappli­
cable to them. They would be French in their 
odginal; and the S otch, in which they have 
been publifhed as well as in Fren<.h, would be 
confidered as ... tranflation [10m it. This indeed 
could not ~frea the force of the argum nt be­
fore, concerning the forgery. The'variation in 

. the 
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the la~Q'Uage. that mafter- ftroke of dal'jng inge­
nuity, would ftill demonftrate the fpurioufnefi 
of the whole for ever. et the obfervable dif­
ference between thefe and the t ft C')f the French 
letters at Weftminfter, muft create a difficulty, 
that ought to be noticed by m in faimefs, and 
fhould be removed by me (if I can remove it) 
in judicioufnefs. And I can do it. What 1 have 
already faid, does it effeCtually. When the re­
bels produced only fix of their ten letters at 
York, they did it on the fame principl, on 
which we have feen them fo frequently atl:ing 
before. They were ever fluttering and unfteady. 
in thei r condutl:, unfteady from the eternal in­
ftabiJity of guile, and fluttering (rom th livdy 
impotence of fear. They were fo at Weftm'n­
ft-er, as well as at York. They kept back at 
Weftminfter one of thofe very letters, which th y 
had an cedently prefented at Xork. They kept 
back the murderous letter from Kirk-a-field. 
This had been exhibited at York, eyen when 
its companion fromLinlithgow had. been ithheld. 
Both were now withheld by them, atWeftminfter. 
They alfo fuppr !fed ftill three others of the let­
ters, which they had originally fabricated. They 
repented of the fabrication. They confidered 
them as unfervice bIe. They cond mned them 
to fllence and obfcurity in the coffer, (or ever. 
Thty app ared with this re{oIution at York. 
They even perfifted in it on tht 8th of Decem­
ber, at Weftminll:<:r. But at laft, and indeed 
within a few d4YS afterward, even thi r {olu­
tion melted away, in the heat of an agitated coo­
fcience. They trod back their Itep at W cft­
minlter. They trod back their fieps at York. 

They 
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They noW confidere'd the three lette"s as import1 
ant. They now thought their importance a rull 
compenfation for the contradifrotirtefs in which 
they would involve t11em, and for the detetti6n 
to which they would expo[e them. They there­
fore took thelTI' OlJt of the coffer again . They 
had the\'n erann-ated, like the reft, into French. 
And they added copies of them to the reft. They 
a'dded copies to t'he others in Cecil's pofi"effion, 
wi thou eVen any previous exhibition of the originals 

_ 1ft the comm'ijfioners ; and therefore without any 
mention of eith,er the origi nals or the copies, in 
the journal of the cornmiffion. 

This finifhes the curious and {hiking picture 
of gui'lt in the re b.els. This alfo compl ete~ !.'he 
number of their letters in French. But how 
came all thefe French letters to be p Jbl ifhed in 
Scotch afrerwards? How came they particular1y 
to be publifhed in that very ' Scotch, in which 
five ' of them had been prefented at York, and 
from' which all of them had been tranOated into 
French, (or the commiffioners at Wefrminfter? 
Thefe commiffioners had them in French, not in 
Scotch. The York commiflioners indeed had 
them in Scotch. But then they had no copi es, 
as the other had. They had only extracts. And 
COplts cannot be publifhed from extraCts. How ' 
then came Cecil by the Scotch opy, which I 
have formerly ftated him to have publifhed; aod 
a' copy exactly the fame, as that which was ex­
hibited, at York? This is a confiderable diffi­
culty. hnd, as I Winl to clear the controverfy 

- • from 
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from every difficulty, I have noticed in oro r to 
remove it. 

When the rebels pre[ented their eight lett' r ill 
French at: Weftminfter, they equaHy prefenttd 
what they called TR.ANSLATlONS with them. They 
produced in faa their Scotch originals with then,. 
And they left thefe, equally with the pretended 
originals, in the poffeffion of Cecil and the com. 
miffioners. This feerns e .traordinary. Bot it 
was neceffa.ry in itfelf, and it is evident in faa 
The publication of the Scotch, as well as the 
French, points very ftrongly at filch an itlcident. 
The natural ignorance of French among the 
fiatefinen of thofe days, made it abfolutdy re .. . 
quifite. And the journal of the commiffioners 
proves the reality. When Murray determined 
finally upon a French copy; he muil: have feen 
the neceffity for an .accompanying tranClation. 
The French- language was better underftood in 
Scotland than in England, I believe, at this pe­
riod. The intercourfe between the coulltrip.s was 
much greater. The amity between them was 
~ery much greater. Yet the privy counfellors of 
Scotland would have thought it ftrange, I believe, 
.to have had French letters laid before them with­
out a trannation. l The privy counfellors of Eng­
land certainly would. "We find," fays a writer 
who had ranfacked many of the voluminous let'. 
ters of Elizabeth's reign, "that the ftatefmen of 
u that country" Ena-Iand ,, ' n thofe days" , 0::> , , 

thoie of which} am now fpeaking, "w~re at a 
{( lors upon occaGons, when they had ufe for 
" wriring l'aperS under hand in the French Ian· 

H gua~e:' 
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cc guage." And .as he fays afterwards with re. 
fpeet to one of thefe very commiffioners at Weft­
minfter, even to the principal of them, even to 
fecretary Cecil himfelf, cc whereas the manage­
H ment of that bufinefs," the tranGating thefe 
very letters into French, ,cc hath beCjn charged 
" upon fecretary Cecil; it is not thereby meant, 
cc that he did the drudgery part of the work him­
" felf: for there are fome reafons to be ,olleeted 
(C from papers yet extant, which wiH thew, that 
" he was not by himfelf altogether fufficienr for 
(C it." if: For this reafon, Murray was obliged to 
put in a pretended tranOation, with his pretended 
originals. He had one ready for his purpofe in 
the real originals . This indeed would be Scotch . 
But then it Was to be a tranGation produced by 
Scotchmen. It would therefore be"a proper for 
a tranGation, when he had procured it to be co­
pied by a common hand, as it had been for an 
onginal , when it was in a hand imitative of 
Mary 'S . And we aCtually fee the commiffioner 
provided with a tranGation accordingly. 

The five letters were prefented in Fren~h, on 
the 8th of December. In the journal of that day, 
not a hint is given of a tranOation ; any more 
than in th e journal pr ceding, is a hint of th.e teD 
letters then produced in Scotch to the commif­
fioners. The latter faet indeed appears , from 
the journal of the day aft rward, to have hap­
p ened on the receding. J lift fo it is with the 
~ranOation, From the journal of the fubfequent 

41: Digges' s Amb:ltfador, 1461. Goodall, i. 1 I 3, 114. 
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d ay, we fee the commiffioners to have been fur­
nifhed with a tranOation the day befor. "The 
cc ~een's Majeftie's commiffioners," fays the 
journal of December the 9th, "being occupied 
tc in pernfing and reading certain lettr sand fon­
ce nets wrytten in Frt'nch, BEING D.uLY TR NS­
" LATED INTO ENGLISH, and otherwrytings alfo,'· 
the two contraccs, &c. "exhibited yefterday to 
" them by the Erleof Murray and his collegues," 
&c. if! This appears to have u t'n in th morn­
ing, as " the commiffion rs proceded untill 
H dinner- tyme in the hearing and perufing of the 
(( forefaid wrytings," then went to dinner, re­
tU!"iled, and met Mary's commiffioners at Of/c.t 
In the morning after the exhibition of the le tters 
and fonners, the commiffioners app~ar perufing 
thtm, and perufing them in the rranOation, as 
they teftify themfelves. And this tranOation ap­
pears al[o, from their own atteftation, to have 
been equally with the lett rs, fonnets, and other 
writings, " xhibited yefterday to them by the 
" Erie of Murray and his colleglles." 

1n'this manner came the commiffioners to be 
(urnilhed with a pretended tranDation of the 
French letters into Scotch, and with a real tranf­
lation of the French verfes into Scotch profe. In 
this manner alfo, came Cecil to be in poifeffion of 
both. The three pofteriour letters would be 
prefented, like the former five and the [onnets, 
w:th their Scotch verGons attending upon them. 
,And thus were two fllcceffive agents of C cil's 

~ Appendix, No. viii. t Ibid. ibid. 
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enabled to publ'lh the fonnets and the letters, in 
Scotch and in French~ progreffively. 

The Sc~tch was publifhed from che fame office 
wi'tb the French. It therefore pretended to be, 
what Murray had p,'efented 't for, a tranOation 
only from ' the French. It alfo carr'ed for the 
'fame reafon, at the head of every letter, a few 
clallfes of that very French co y" whith was yet 
unpublifued, and yet, depGfited in the office of 
Cecil. And the eighth letter in French having 

'" peri th ed by fome accident, po({eriourl y to the 
public:ltion of the Scotch; Cecil 's agent could 

" not publifh -any mo~e of it in French, than what 
had been thus prefel'ved by the Scotch c~py. 
From Cecil's office came both. But fo little 
ftr fs did Cecil or Elizabeth lay upon the cop;es, 
either in Fre,nch or in Scotch, which Murray had 
lc:ft with the commilflOners; that Cecil fc em!> to 
h ave ~ nt thoJe very c(jpies to the-prifs. He ann 
{he muft undoubted ly have valued neither, except 
on]yas imple~ents of mifchief, to b-e fer at work 
aga~nft Mary. By publifbing them, they were 

• fet tihg them at work in a moft formidable man­
ner. They were doing in effeet :>oainft Mary, 
what Murray'S affociates had done in faet againfi: 
DarnJy before, and what fome papifts attempted 
to do afterwards againft the fon of borh. They 
were digging a mine, in order to blow her and 

• ' all her fortune s into the air at once. For fuch a 
pill pofe, they could not fcruple to fend Murray's 
copies, and their original , to th prers at once. 
F rom them was th e Scotch printed, I apprehend; 
Murray's copy of the Scotch equally pretending 

with 
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with the publifhed Scotch, to be a tranllation, 
and therefore, in all probability, carrying equally 
fome claufes of the French, at the head of each of 
i ts letters . f From them alfo, I believe, was the 
FI"~nch copy printed, with the lofs only of the 
eighth letter; which had periilied in fome fire, or 
other calamity at the prefs, and which, as it could 
be retrieved in a fmall part only from the Scotch 
copy publifhed before, was therefore not pub­
li.ilied at all. In confequence of the whole, both 
th Scotch and the French copies) which were 
originally depofit'ed with Cecil, and with Cecil 
remained for months afterwards, have diJappeare4 
from among his papers. . Though a variety of writ­
ings, which were juft as much detached and 
fingle papers, which were much lefs than there 
in bulk, and were greatly lefs in value, are ftill 
to be [een 1n his colleCtion; yet thefe are gone. 
crhoje Wf're never pubJifhed. 'I'hoje were never 
fent to the prefs. But thefe were. One of thefe 
aCtually perifhed, antecedently to the printing. 
All perifhed at it. And the Scotch and the 
French have equally !hared in the incidental de-
frruCtion.* . 

* Goodall, ii . 73, 74. 75, ,6, and 76-84-, for papers 
Which were equally copies with thefe • 

• 
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TO THE 

FIR S T VOL U M E. 

I HAVE thu gone over .all the arguments 
in proof of the forgery, which I intended to 

lay before my reader in this volume. They are 
alL FACTS. They are all very important facts, 
in the hiftory of the letters, contracts, and fon­
nets . They carry their own power of conviction 
with them. They fpeak with energy to every 
mind. And they go with an irrefifrible decifive­
nefs, I think, to the cry heart and center of the 
caufe. 

I began with the conduct of Elizabeth and 
Murray, as acting in confederacy together. 
This was fo well known in fome of its parts, and 
ftood forth to the eye fo prominent in all, that 
it arrefted my attention fir'll:, and was therefore 
the beft calculated to faften firfr on my reader's. 
In the detail of this conduct, regularly as I have 
authenticated it, not merely by r ference to the 
proving pa1fages, but by an actual production of 
the pa1fages themfelves; we have fe n Murray 

VOL. I. M m and 
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and Elizaoeth behaving in a moLt difhonourabJe 
manner. Elizabeth particularly appears in a 
Jight, that muO:: {hock her numerous admirers 
greatly. Yetfiat juftitia, ruat ctelum. The low 
adulations of her own age, and the confencing 
flatteries of fucceeding times, have united to 
throw a blaze of glory around the head of this 
political faint-; to which {be has as little claim~ 
as many of the religious faints in the 'calendar of 
Rome to theirs. I admire her abilities . But I 
defpife her principles. I admire ·her faga~ity of 
underO::anding, her, comprehenfivenefs of policy, 
/lnd her vigour of refo!ution. ' But I deteO:: her 

• habits of fwearing, her habits of hypocrify~ her 
rancorous jealoufy, and her ,murderous malig­
nity . Elizabeth indeed appears in her worit 
light, .while' file is feen in her tranfaCtions with 
Mary. On this worn: part of her hiO::ory, have T 
been obliged to dwell: Nor lbould I have done 
)ufticc to an injured ~een, if I had not O::ated 
this part of the hinory,' in its ful1 glare of enor­
rhity~ before the eye. The generality of l'l1ank-ind 
~re undignified enough in their own .spirit, to 
:pny their r 'fpea to underftanding at the expence 
pf morality; to enhoble perfons, who are only 
great from their powers, their fituations, and 
their fuccefs j and to fink from view the profli­
gacy, with which thofe powers were xtrtec1, thefe 
fitllations were j proved, ;tnd this fl1ccefs· was 
infured . 13Llt let not fuch, as afpire to lead the 
opinions of the publick, be content to praCtife 
qe Yi~e of ~he vulgar: -Tpe ipterefts of VIRTU~ 

fho~lq . 
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Ihould be the objeC1: of every riter. And one 
lingle grain of virtue, it fhou1d be for v r con­
lidered, is worth more, in the eftimate of rear Oil 

and of God, than at! the mars of intelleCt that is 
diffl.Jfed through the univerre. 

But having with the juft (everity of truth, t 
truft, laid.open the beh viour of lizab eh and 
Murray during the conferences in Engbnd; I 
then proe eded to fhew the grounds and caufl s of 
all this, in the wretched {att: of the forgeri s 
tbemfelves. I have !hewn the lett ts peculiarly, 
that main fubftance of all the forgeries, to have 
been changed and a1te d in a moft onderful 
manr.er. Throgmorto 0 had rec ived an 
acc9unt of the tirft le,ccers from the very forlller 
of them, could not poffib1y have tecognized them 
again in the 1aft: Lik the Jhip of Athens, OL' 

the ftockings of Sir J obn Cutler, they had fcarc ly 
on: par ide of their origi al materials left behind. 
Yet, like thofe ftockings that Jhip, they pre­
tended to be ftill the fame . And, what' 1.S in­
finite ly more,. they pretended to be the tn-darned, 
the u -repaired fame, from the very beginning. 

The letters of Throgmorton's days I have 
fhewn to have been merely ideal at the time, 
though they were realized afterwards. But a new 
fet was foon formed upon a new principle. Even 
his was fuperfeded afterwards . A new principle 
~gain took poffefIion of the mind. And a new 
fet agam appeared upon the ftage The murd r 
was the objeCt pf the F1RST. The adult ry had 
no 1hare in it. The adultery and the urder • 

" M m z became 
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became joint obje.:cs of the SECOND. The mur~ 
der was ftill principal, but the adu!tery !hewed 
itfelf of nearIy egual magnitude with it. And 
a~ laft, in the THIRD, the adultery became prin. 
cipal, and tbe murder was only hinted at. 

Both the fecond and the third I have al(o 
fbewn, to have undergone many alterations of 
another nature. They appeared SUBSCRIBED by 
Mary, on the 4th of December 1567; they ap­
peared NOT fubfcribed, on the 15th-29th of 
the fame month. They were SUPERSCRIBED to 
Bothwell origin,ally; yet they appeared NOT fu­
perfcribed afterwards. Tl1ey were' all DATED, . 

both in time and place, BEFORE and DURING 

their appearance at York, but NOT after it. They 
were alfo TEN in number with the parliament of 

I Scotland, SIX at York, FIVE at Weftminfter on 
the 8th of December, EIGHT afterwards, TEN on 
the 7th of December, and aCtually EIGH:rEEN in 
the months of December and January 15'89, ana 
on. the 22dofJanuary 1571.· 

Nor is this all. The evidence againfr Mary 
wa~ merely the LETTERS, at firft. For nearly 
fifteen months from the a(ferted feizure of Mary's 
calket, it had difclofed nothing but letters againfr 
her. But, being properly put to the torture,. it 
gave up twelve SONNETS and two CONTRACTS 

of marriage, to impeach her reputation. And 
then thefe pretended to have been equally found 
with the letters, at filft. 

... Appendix, No. iv. Morton's Receipt. 
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But what is moft afronifhing, amid all there 
fucceffive fcenes of aftonithment, is the change 
of the LANGUAGE in the letters. Theyapp ared 
as SCOTCH before the council and the parliament 
of Scotland, ~n December 1567. Ytt Murray 
afferted them to be in FRENCH, by a mcffage 0 

Elizabeth in June following. Bm they frill ap­
pear.ed in SCOTCH .t9 the comrniffioner at Yorl , 
in the enfuing month of Oaober. And, after al1~ 
they re-appeared in FUN H to the v ry fame 
commiffioners, only a few weeks afterward at 
W dtminfter. What is even more [urprifing, 
they appeared fome of them in French and fom 
in Scotch, the publifhed eight in French, the 
publifhed eight a110 in Scotch, and both pt tend­
'ng equally to be Mary's writing. 

All there variations fufficiently vindicate the 
conduct of Elizabeth and of Murray, for the po­
l.ICY, though not for the PROBITY, of it; in ' the 
trick's and fhatagems, in the frauds and eva{jons~ 
which we have feen this couple of political jug­
glers exhibiting before. They both knew of the 
forgery. They both knew of thefe ftriking fig­
natures of it. They both knew, particularly, of 
the changes and re-changes in the language of 
the letters And their knowledge will combine 
with their conduct, I fear, to fpeak in a bolder 
language againfl: them both, than any which I 
bav ufed. 

, But, whatever is the fate of thefe, the inno­
cence of Mary muft now be admitted by ClU, I 
think. The itneffes againfr her have been 

tried, 



tried, in the examination of the ldters, (onnets, 
and contraCts. One fingle variation iIi their tef- . 
timony, muft have been fatal to the whole. But 
I have founa many. . 

Each of thefe, in my opinion, forms a fhong 
and lively ray of light, to difc10fe the forgery to 
every eye. The 1aft of them, I think, forms a 

. ray exceedingly lively and ftrong. And all to­
gether they l ire into fuch a powerful blaze, I 
apprehend, as lays open the whole forgery from 
end to end, as enables the moft weak-eyed [0 

. fee, and compels the rnoft incredulous to believe. 




