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ment fubfervient to their own ambition. Liberty 
has always the greateft clamours made for its 
faf~ty~ when ,it is- lea~ in ha=fard of being hurt, 
and when the very clalnours befpeak its fecurity 
moft ftrongly. And indeed we may fay of Mary, 
I believe, with ftriCt propriety, . what has been 
faict of one of her royal predeceffors, cc the gra­
" cious Duncan ';" that the 

H ad borne her faculties- [0 meek, had been 
So clear in her great office, that her virtues 
Will plead, like angels, trumpet-tongued, againft 
THE DE EP DAMNATION OF 'HER TAKING-0F:Fi 

And pity, like a naked new-born babe, 
Striding the blafr, or heaven's cherubin, hors'd 

, Upon the fightlefs couriers of the air, 
Shall blow the horrid deed in every eye, 
That tears fhall drown the win~. 

N or 'let this be thought a mere flight of poe­
tical imagination, It is hiftorically true, jn the ' 
general idea. ,The aCts of cyntnny fpecifieo "above, 
are proved at ohce to be fiCtitious, by the ana­
chr~nifms in them. The rebels mean the ordi­
nances of their pretended parliament in A~guft 
1560. But neither MonGeur de Randan nor 
Monfieur d'Oifel, nor b0th together~ ever had 
any commiffion to confirm thofe ordinances, either 
from Francis'or from Mary. They had even left 
the,kingdom before thofe ordinances were pait, in 
the month of July before. And thofe ordinances, 
being made by fubjeCts ~nd unfanCtioned by roy­
alty, were very Ilatl}rally therefore conGderee,l as 
the mere ftaq.ltes ot fedition, and left: ' in ~heir 
original nothipgne[s of authority; till montl?s 

after 
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after this accuf. tion was uttered, even till fedi­
tion was once more In the chair of power: and ' 
till one parliament in rebellion du ing the month 
of December 1567, confirmed what another had 
paired before.· 

For thefe reafons, aAd preparatory to this par­
liament, the rebels were greatly puzzled on what 
to found their own vindication. They met re-. 
peatedly to confult upon . the fubjeCt. They rea­
foned at confiderable length 'upon it. Yet they 
were fliU puzzled. So .difficult w.as it to find any 
folid ground of complaint, againft this abufed 
princefs! Nor is trus faid upon any common au­
thority. I fpeak it upon the cr.edit of a publick 
record. This as not even a record of Mary's 
friends. It is a reoord of her very enemles, and 
of her bittereft enemies too. It is an "act of 
" fecret counfel," 'a regifter of their own proceed; 
ings, written in their own council-books, and 
flgned by their own regent and counfellors. 
" Apud Edinburgh,". it fays, cc quarto die menfis 
"Decembris, Anno Dom. 1567. The whiche 
", daie my Lorde Regentis Grace, the lordes of 
cc fecrete' counfale, and uthers, baronis, and men 
cc of judgment,-being con venit in counfale, it 
" was proponit unto them that the parliament now 
cc opprochis, wheirin the CAUSE of the :APPREHEN'­

(( Sl,ON and RETENINGJ! of the ~ene-cmon bl de~ , 
" baitit, reJJonit, a,nd tryit, and it found and de­
"clarit, quhither [ whether] the noblemen and 

* Goodall, i. 32, Keith, 145 and 1541 and Melvill, 26, by 
miftake printed for 31: , 

" others, 
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"others, uhilkic; tuke armes before the faied ap­
I't prehenfion, and whiche joyned with them and 
" affiftit them at that time or ony wife Jcnfyne 
c( [{ince], has donne the dewtie of nohlem n, 
u gud fuhjeCtis, and nawife offendit nor tranfgreffit 
«the lawes in tbat fat! or anie thing dep nding 
"tbair01t, outher [ei ther] preceding or followinge 
" the fame, or not; and in caife it be found that 
" they have not offendit, hut done their dewtie, 
" HOW and BE WHAT M.BNE a full and perfeCt 
" law and fecuritie maie he ohtanit and maid for 
" all them, that other [ either] be deid, counfale, 
cc or fuhfcription has enterit in that caufe fen the 
" heginninge: THE MATTER BEING LARGELJE AND 

" WITH GUO DELIBERACION ~ESSONIT AT GREAT 

" LENGTR, AND UPON SUNDRY DAIES/' &c.· 
At length, however, they came to one unani-

• mous refolution. They had taken into their view 
the whole compafs of Mary's puhlick and private 
conduCt. They had looked .into all the poffibi4 

lities of calumniation from them. . They could 
find no ground of accufation in either or in both, 
that would frand the infpection even of one of 
their own parliaments. And they muft 

Call up [pints from the vafty deep, 

to aflift them in fome infernal deed of FOROER Y; 

before they can fix any imputations upon her. 
" At laft," they fay themfelves, "all the taied 
" lords, baron is, and others-~ CAN fIND NO 

(C Ol"HER WAY OR MOYEN how to find.or make I 

.. Gooda11, il. 6,. 
" the . . 
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(C the faied fecuritie: BUT be oppynynage [open .. 
"ing] and reveling of the rrewth and grund oL 
" the haill matter,-[N AS fA.Il AS BE DIVERS 
cc HIR PREVIE LETTERS-SENT 'BY HIR TO JAMES 
" ERLL BOITHWELL, chife executor of the-hor-

I "rible murdor,-IT IS MOST CERTEINE THAT 
cc SHE WAS PREVIE, ART AND PA T, AN D OF THE 
"ACTUAL DEVISE AND DEID,OF THE-MUR'1;HER 
" OF THE IU NGE."* This is the fulleft and moil: 

~ decifive vindication of Mary, that can be invented 
or executed by the powers of man. Even to 
him who 1?elieves the letters to be genuine, it i!l 
a complete and perfea: vindication of all her pub~ 
lick behaviour. Al'ld to him, who 

Mecum et cum Jov~ femit, 

and who is firmly perfuaded of the fpurioufnefs 
of the letters; it is fo full and fo decifive an at­
teftation to the juftnefs and mildnefs of her ga· 
vernment, and to the propriety, amiablenefs, and 

. exemplarinefs of her perfonal behaviour, as per­
haps no other ~een ever h~d. 

Thus did the rebels in vain endeavour to find 
fome ground of accufation againft Mary, within 
all the regions of reality! Thus did they ftand at 
that awful moment, [elf-conviCted of all their 
former falfehoods, ~nd felf-c ondemned (or all 
their former rebellions, againft her! At 1aft LE­
THINGTON, probably, relieved them. The idea~ 
over which his imagination had brooded for a 
while in the end of J uly precedi~g, would now 

• Appendix, No. i. 

recur 
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recur undoubtedly to his memory. He had then 
I reported it as a faa: to Throgmorton. H e now 

fuggefted it -as a fancy to his affociates. They 
were ftruck with it. They had no other refource. 
They could cc find no other way or moyen" for 
their juftification. Nor could "the richtu fn fs 
" of theire quarrel, a~d the fecuritie of them and 
" tJleire poftericie, BE ON Y OTHER MEANE-be 
" providit and eftabliIhed."''/.' They' therefore 
caught at it haftily. The impudence of the aCt 
alarmed not their [pirits. The enormity of the 
vi llainy deterred not their confcien!"es. They 
were in defperate circumftances. They muft 
make fome defperate exertions for thei r owo de­
livery. And they determined upon a bold forgery, 
that fhould bring home the charge of murder itfelf 
to the face of Mary. 

Lethington was accordingly requefted, no doubt, 
to carry his own plan into execution imm,ediately. 
They had [at many days on the bufinefs before. 
Another day was appointed at a little diftance, 
for another confultation. In the mean time, Lp­
thington went to work. All" the fpirits of the 
C( vafty deep," we may prefume, hovered over 
him during the operation. He completed it. 
And at the next council fuch chiefs of the faction, 
as were in the infernal fecrets of it, expreffed to 
the reft, that they were -convinced from thei r ex-

'" Appendix, No. i. So" L e hington" upon a fimilar 
occafion "foon gave them eafe, by propofing the dcftruc­
tion of David;" a11-d t< the hint was well r ceived" (Craw­
ford, 7). The ferti lity of this man's genius, thus, gav(" 
birth to the two gqmd incidents of Mary's political life. 

VOL. I. perience, 
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p,erience, of th impoffib~lity o( vindicating t ..)r 
conduCt to . the ~een .. except by doing what , 

, they had hitherto refrained from doing, and wna 
they were now moft unwilling to do, out of their 
g~at regard for the ~een, whore charaaer muft 
fuffer feverely from the deed j b'ut that their own 
vindication, their own fe,curity, ~nd the juftice 
of their common caufe, could not by any other 
way or means poffible be made and {hewn to the 
world; and that therefore th,ey were compelled 
at Iaft to adduce the LETTERS in evidence againft 

"her, to charge her from them with the murder 
of her late hufuand, and fo to exhibit her to the 
eye of her fubjeC1:s, as one deferviog all which 
had been or could be infliCted 'lIpon her. They 
(( can find no other way or moyen. haw to find or 

• "make the faied fecuritie, but be oppynynage 
cc and reveling of the trewth and grund of the 
" haill matter fra the beginninge plainlie and up. 
" richtlie', q llhilk (in fa far as the manifeftation 
" theirof maie tend to the difh.onor or difeftima­
(( tion of the ~ene) they air maift loith to entre 
" in, FOR THAT LU IF TH EY BEARE UNTO HIR 

" PERsoN,-and FOR-THAY MO NY GUDE AND 

"EXCELLENT GIFTS AND VIRTUES Q.yHAREWITH 

« GOD SOMETI MES INDOWIT HIR, gif othor­
" wife the finceritie of their intentions and pro· 
'_I cedings from the ~eginning mycht be known 
(, to forrein nacions, and the inhabitantd of this 
• iOe (of whome mony yit remains in fufpence 
" in j ugement) fati-sfiet and refol vit of the richtu­
" . efnefs of theire quarrel, and the fecuritie of them 
" and theire pofi:eritie be ony other meane myght 

H be 
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be ' providit and eftablifhed." TI~ey then fi y, 
That all which has been done to the ~een, C( as 
" in th(Jaild ~ene's awin default, In fa far as be 
(( divers hir previe lettres," &c. And the hypo­
crify of parts here, {hews fufficiently of 'itfelf the 
villainy of the whole. 

In this manner did the pretended letters of 
Mary come into exiftence. They were fabricated 
in the end of November and the beginning of 
December, 1567. Their name-day was actually 
the FOURTH of December. This we muft there­
fore confider as the day of their birth, and date 
their exiftence from it. On the FOURTH of De­
cember they made their appearance, nearly SIX 

MONTHS after the pretended feizure of them upon. 
the perfon of Dalgleifhe, and more than POU 

MONTHS after the report of them to Throgmor~ 
ton. And they now appeared, equally as they 
were then reponed, with no fpecification of HOW, 

and WHEN J and WHERE they came' into the hands 
of the rebel ; with no notes of that exultatiun 
and uiumph, .which was fure to have btcn Ihewn, 
on the difcovery of the ON L Y poffible vindication 
of their conduct; and with plain marks of forgery 
upon them, from the TIME of their appearance, 
fo different from that in Throgmorton's letter and 
that in the rebel journal ; from the LUCKINESS of 
it, as the rebels were confelfedly then in a ftate of 
the greateft embarraffment.concerning their vin-

• dication to parliament; from the unnatural hy­
PQcri"fy of SOR RDW with whkh the rebels intro­
duced them to the council; and from the ihong 
STRES and deep EMPHASIS) which the rebels laid 

Y 2 upon 
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upon them in fpi~e of their farrow, . as a certain 
evidence of the ~een's fhare in the murder, and I 

a clear juftification of all that they had done to 
her. 

But, before I clofe the feaion, let me fubjoin 
one remark to the whole. The letters were firft 
formed on the 4th of December. Yet the rebels; 
pojf:eriourly dated the difcovery of them on the 
20th of June "'preceding, and at the time firft men-

,tiened them on the ~+th of July. On the 4th of 
December however, betwixt their dating and 

I their mentioning them, they infinuated A NEW 

./ERA for the difcovery of them. In their aa of 
council on that day, they. {( de.fires it to be found 
" and declarit," and it was accordingly found and 
declared in a fpecial law for the purpofe, cc be 
" the eftates and haill body of the parliament, 
" that the caufe and occafion of the previe con­
ee ventionis and meJ!ages of the erles, lords, noble ... 
(C men, and baron is, and others faithful and trew 
" fubjeas, and.conjequentlie theire tak.ing of armes, 
cc .and cominge to the fields with oppin and dif­
" plait baneris," on or before the 10th of June, 
" and the caufe and occafion of the taking of the 
cc ~ene's perfon upon the 15th aaie of J unii laft 
ee ypaft, and holding and deteininge of the fame 
ee within the hous and place of Lochlevin conti .. 
(C newallie fenfyne, prefentlie, and in all tymes 
(C comyng land generaUie all other things in­
ee ventit, fpokin, writtinj or donne be tbem, or 
cc aney of them, fen the tent . daie of February 
"Iaft bypaft-, wai in the faied ~ene's awis 

'c default; 
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u .. default" in as far as be divers hir pre vie lettres 
. cc -it is moft certeine, that fhe was previeJ-and 

lC of the actual devife and deid, of the-murther 
" of the kinge."· They thus ground their con­
fignment of the ~een to a prifon on the 16th 
of June, their appearance in arms againft her on 
the loth, their fecret meffages of fedition and 
their private conventions for rebellion before, and 
their whole conduct concerning Bothwell and, 
concerning Darnly. even fo far back as the mur­
der of Darn]y on the loth of February, upon 
letters which they faid they difcovered on the ' 
2.oth of June. But they had not faid fo then. 
They had not yet fixed any day for the difcovery. 
They were therefore free to rove at large concern;­
ing it. And they accordingly infinuate it now, 
to have been made on fame day antecedent to the 
20th of June. That they could not now mean, 
to juftify all that they had done before the 20th 
by letters found on th~ 20th, is obvious, I think. 
It would form, as I have hinted already, furh a 
fplendid inftance of the fatuity of ufurpation, as 
the world has never feen. An aftonifhing inftance 
of fatuity, indeed, it forms at prefent, But 
then it forms the inftance, by a combination of the 
pofleriour date of the difcovery, with the dates lnd 
facts in this act of council. And, however fuch 
a combinatio1l may decifively fhew the infatuation, 
yet the rebels could never be fa far gone in idiotcy, 
as to {hew it all together. Their memories might 
fa far fail, but their common-JenJe could not be fQ 

• 

* Goodall, ii. 63-64' 

.7 3 thoroughly 
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thoroughly viti ted, as to lead hem into fuc,h an 
exhibition of drivelling ftupidity in themf~lves • 

. They infinuate therefore the difcovery of the let-
ters, to have been antecedent to the 20th of June; 
by grounding proceedings antecedent to the 20th 
upon them. They thus intimate t e difcovery; 
to have been prior to the loth of June. They 
even imimlte it, to have been prC'Vious to the loth 
~f February; though fome of the letters, by theic 
own accounts, were aCtually unwritten then. They 
knock down one ninepin, in endeavouring to fet 
up ano~her. And they finally. throw down all, 
by making them mutually and fucceffively to 
ftrike one another. 

§ II. 

WE have thus at laft come to the true and 
real origin of the letters. Let us now, there­
[ure, trace out their hiftory afterward, and rna k 
tJle revohltions which they underwent in thecourfe 
of ti me. Like all other things ueneath the moon, 

, they fuftained fame fhocks and they fulfered fome 
cOlwuifions, which greatly affeCted their frame. 
Ana ev ry one of thefe will ferve to prove the 
original forgery of the whole; , 

~ut let us firft fe • what altera ions they had' 
recived in the interval, between the report made 
of them to Throgmorton, and the appearance of 
th m in the cOl1ncil. Some they had undoubt· 
edly received. Every author knows th~ differ-

, ence, b tween a work traced and delineated UPQ~ 
the mind, and the fame work drawn out and 
<:ompleted upon paper. And there is that dif-

- ' fer91ce, 
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ference, between the letters which were defcribed 
to Throg£llorton, and the letters which appeared 
afterwards. They obvioufiy differ in two very 
ihiking particulars. "I do perceive," fays 
Throgmorton, " ifthefe men cannot by fair means 
" induce the QEeen to their purpofe, they mean 
" to charge her with the MURDER of her hufband, 
« whereof (they fay) they have as apparent proof 
(C againft her as may be, as well by the teftimony 
cc of her own handwriting, which they have re­
ce covered, as alfo by fufficient witneffes." 

Both of them agree in pretendi ng to prove 
the guilt of murder upon Mary. But Throg­
morton's are" AS APPARENT PROOF AS MA Y BE" 

of the crime. And the pofteriour letters only 
attempt to prove it, by dark hints and dubious 
intimations, by ' expreffions which convey no 
intelligence of murder in themfelves, and which, 
without the fubfequent aCt of murdtr, would not 
convey any intelligence at all. That this is 
really the cafe, may be readily !hewn; by com. 
paring the accotnts of thefe letters, as given 
equally by the friends, and the enemies of Mary, 
with the account which the r bels themfelves 
gave of th others to Throgmorton. "For the 
t, alledgit writingis, in form of miffive letter or 
" epiftles," fays one of Mary'S commiffioners on 
December the 17th, 1568, "quhilk makis 1U1 

cc faith Jpeciallie, qtlhair [as] in the famin NO 

"WORD IS OISPOSITING or ,GIVING EXPRiSS 

H COMMAND.". If it be ",Hedged, fay a number 

'* Append~ No. xii. 
y 4 of . 
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'of Mary's nobles on the 12th of September be ... 
fore., cc That hir Majeftie's writing-fould preive 
" ' hir Grace cu}pabill, it may be. anfwerit, that 
" there is IN NA PLACE MENTIOUN MADE IN IT, 

cc BE THE Q.YHILK HIlt HIENES MAY BE CONVICT 

[of murder], (( albeit it were hir aw~n hand-writ, 
" as it is not."· cc There is nothing in the 
H letters," adds Mr. Goodall, " that could plainly 
cc fhew the writer to have been in the fore-

, c~ knowledge, counfel, or device of any murder, 
(C far lefs to have perfuaded or commanded it; 
(C and as little is there about maintaining or juf­
cc tifying any murderers."t And I {hall clofe all 
with an account of them, and of the proof of ­
murder in them, from Dr. Robertfon himfelf. 
Of this, he declares. cc there are only IJI,1PERFECT 

" HINTS, OBSCURE INTIMATIONS, and DARK EX­

ec PRESS IONS, in the letters.":!: Such writings, 
th~ fore, could never have been the eviuences 
defcribed to Throgmorton. Such letters could 
never have been called by the rebels, " as ap-

• 
.;, Appendix, No. xii. t Goodall, i. 76. 

~ DitT . .25. And fee alfo Mr. Hume, v. 146-I47. Mr. 
Tytler, in a new edition of his work, endeavours to refute 
this affertion of Dr. Robertfon's. He therefore goes to the 
jOn1ltts, as equally a part of the evidences with the letters. 
And he produces a patTage from them, in oppofition to the 
DoCtor. But Mr. ,Tytlcr (t make the remark with great 
refpeCt for him) has here fallen into a confufion of ideas, 
which the pn}leriour date of the pafinge could alone have 
produced. He means the adr.ltery, while the Dodor means 
the murde,'. And he appeals to thefonnetJ in fupport of his 
argument, when, in this mii-direCtion of it, he might equally 
have appealed to the letters themfelves. r. 1Z6-131• 

Edit. 3d. 

." parent 
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'Oft parent proof" of the murder C( as might be.'· 
The two fets of letters, indeed, ftand in a direCl: 
oppofitidn to each other. Both pretend to prove 
the murderolls gui!t of Mary, from the teltimony 
of her own ' handwriting. Blit one fet comes 
forward as a full and explicit proof againft her, 
and the other only as a faint and feeble evidence. 
That fixes the murder upon h r with a peremp­
tory tone of affurance, while this prefumes only 
to infinuate it. That tI umpets her guilt in the 
market-place, and this is content to whifper it 
in the reeds. 

So s,haraCteriftically different were the letters 
produced at London in IS6ts, from the letters 
defcribed at Edinborough in J 567! But they 
were alfo differenced from each other by another 
circumftance, which is of an external nature,. and 
may therefore appear more ftriking ftill to my 
readers. The former were corroborated by living 
tejiimo1tiu. The latter never pretended to any. This 
is ~ery remarkable. It is alfo very evident. 
Concerning cc tho murder of her hufband, . Throg­
morton tells us, "-they fay 'they have as ap­
" parent proof as may be, as well by the tefti­
" mony of her own handwriting, which they 
" have recovered, as alfo BY SUFF lelENT WIT­

~'NESSES." They then meant to have fortified 
the credit of the'r forged epiftles, with the con­
current atteftations of fome of th'eir fuborned . 
dependents. They had them all ready for the 
work in reality or imaginatio , on the 24th of 
July, J 567. Yet they never produced them. 

t ~nd they never offere4 to produce even a fingle 
. witnefs, 
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wimefs, either at York or at Weitminfter" to_ 
Mary's £hare in the murder. Sq greatly did 
they alter their plan, after Throgmorton wrote t 
We have previoufly feen them altering it effen­
tially, with regard to the contents of the letters. 
We now find them changing it intirdy, with 
refpeCt to the confirmation of them. They even 
changed it, in a feemingly retrograde kind of 
abfurdity. When their letters were full of the 

' murder of the King~ they thought it prudent to 
fuperadd the feeurity of witndfes . When their 
letters copveyed only dark and imperfeCt intima­
tions concerni,ng the murder, they thought it un­
necdfary to add any witneffes at all. And yet 
this was the genuine refule of unfounded villainy, 
bold at the outfet, fufpicious in the progrefs, 
reftlefs in its fpirit, and £hifting in its meafures. 

When the' rebels firft formed the defign of a 
number of letters, . that £hould conviCt Mary of 
murder under her own hand; they very natu­
rally refolved to make them explicit, concerning 
the murder. They were to form them for this 

:. end. They would therefore not confine them­
I felves, to dubious hints of her guilt. Hints would 

be too weak for their purpofe. Dubioufnefs 
would be too frigid for their zeal. . They would 
take care to mark ber enormity, in clear and 
peremptory terms. The grand obj tt of cri­
mination would come forward to view. Page 
after page would point at it. And a full blaze 
of light would be thrown upon it, from every 
quarter • . Such would be the natural operation 
of the mind, when it delineated the plan to itfelf. 

Such 
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.such alfo, by their own account, app ars to have 
be n the aCtual operation of their minds, when 
they'delineat d the plan to t)1 mfelves. They 
made their imaginary lette s to form cc as ap~ 

(C parent a proof as mi ght be," of tl e participation 
of Mary in the murder. Nor were they content 
even with this. They would 0"0 farther. Not 
a loop-'hole fuould be left, to hang a doubt of 
her guilt upon. And they provided cc fufficient 
cc witneifes," to co-operate with the written evi­
dente. 

But when the ardour of conception wa.s cooled; 
when the eagernefs of crimination had fpent itfelf, 
and when they calmly refleCted on their own 
purpofes afterwa.rds; the ' ever-wakeful fpirit of 
fufpicion began to ftir itfdf, in. the bofoms of 
thefe profligates. They faw the peril they fhould 
be in, from their corroborating evidences. Wit~ 

neifes) however fteeled with ~mpudence and im­
piety; might yet relent, ,recede, and retract. 
Their advanced pofts would thus betray them. 
And their very outworks would be turned againft 
them. They therefore determined to cut off this 
dangerotls acceffion of ftrength. They refolved 
to contraCt the dimenfions of their ground. 
They will draw ' :1ll their forces into their camp •. 
And they will there [ecUTe themfelves behind 
the lines of their letters. Letters are more 
manageable than witnefi'es. 'l'hey will never re­
lent, recede, or retraCt. <Ihey will always fpeak, 
whatevfr their pl6mpters choufe they fhould 
[peak. 

But even theje are to be formee upon a new plan. 
o 4 h -
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It violate~ ev~ry principle of probability to fup­
pofe, that letters, with fuch a plenitude of mur­
derous evidence in them, !hould be fent WHHOUT 

THE GUARD OF A SEAL. Yet the rebels were 
compelled to fend them without it. Mary had 
frill her own feal in her own poffeffion. Her com­
miffioners, fay Elizabeth's on the 6th of OCtober, 
J 568, "produced a commyffion written on paper, 
f( fubfcribed by the ~ene of Scotts hand, and 
" fealed with her fignet."* Mary alfo, in the 
December and January following, fent them 
« twa feveral writingis-, fubfcrivit with hir awin 
(( hand, and under hir jignet." + And for this 
reafon cc the alledgit wr.itingis in form of miffive 
" letteris or ej.1iftles," fays an author at the time, 
and in an addrefs to Elizabeth herfelf, (C are not 
cc fubfcrivit be the alledgit writer thairof, nor 
" SEI LLIT nor SIGNETIT.":j: They were neither 
attefted by her feal at the bo'ttom, nor fecured 
by her feal on the outfide. And fuch a difplay 
of murderous guilt in an open letter, would have 
counteraCted its own purpofes, would have !hocked 
the faith of credulity itfelf, and have proved · 
eventually a full vindication of Mary. They 
therefore addrelfed themfelves to the bufinefs, in 
a different manner from what they hl\.d once de­
figned. They were obliged to pull that little 
creation to pieces, which had been formerly mo­
delled in their minds. They' were obliged to 
form a new one of fre!h materials. They took 
particular care to avoid the, original fault ~f their 

* Goodall, ii. ' 13, t Ibid. 3 II. ; Appendix, No. xii. 
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plan. The broad and open day-light of murder, 
• which was' to be thrown over that, was 1haded 

off and foftened away in this. The {hokes con:' 
cerning the murder were now touched with fuch 
a gentle hand.) that they might with the greateft 
fafety ' be committed even to an-open letter. 

But, in the ufual precipitancy of the human 
mind, the rebel opera~ions ran as much into an 
excefs in dimini1hing, 'as the rebel imaginations 
had gone before in aggravating, the evidence of 
murder againft Mary. They have 1haded away 
the light fo much, which was to play u.pon this, 
once capital, object in the piece j that they have 
not left a lingle ray to lhew it: Mary's concern 
in the murder" difappears from the face .of the 
whole. Weare aware indeed, that the letters' 
were produced as proofs of murder intended 
by her. This therefore lends a fpur to our 
acutenefs, and furn ifhes wings to our imagina­
tion. By the aid of both, we lengthen the im­
perfect hints into intimations, we enlighten the 
dark, and we afcertain the dubious. But to a ' 
man who has his imagination properly ~t reft, 
and his acutenefs not improperly ftimu lated, it 
appears furprifing, that the letters fhould ever 
have been produced as vouchers of murder at alL 
Accordingly we obferve of the rebels themfelves, 
that, at their £lrft production of them before the 
commiffioners of Elizabeth, they would not [uh­
mit t~em even to thefe partial and credulous ex­
aminers, without, p evioufiy prepolfeiUng them 
concerning her fhare in the murder. "For our 
C( better inftruction l " fay the commifiioners them- . 

felv.es, 
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felves, cr after declaration of fuch circumftances, 
" as led and induced to vehement prefumption 
" to judge her gu'ltie ~f the fa ;d murder," they 
fhewed the letters. * And fo tho ~e writings, which 
once formed, in the opinion of their very plan-

. ners, cc as apparent a proof" of murder (( as 
H might be" againft Mary ; are now, in the opi­
nion of their very makers, unable to bear the 
weigh t of any proof theillfelves, and obl iged to 
be propped and fhored up by declarations, in­
duCtions, and prefumptions from without . . The y 
cannot indeed fupport any proof. They can 
hardly maintain a ft(ong fufpicion. 

. § III. 

, THE R E is alfo another circu mftance con­
cenling the letters, which equally fhew s the de. 
lineated originals of them, tQ Le materially differ­
ent from the aCtual copies. Thi5 is lik wife inti­
mated to us, by a paffage in Throgmorton s dif­
patches. And it runs ,thus. cc They mean," 
fays that embaffadour, (C to charge her," lVlary, 
" with INCONTINENC-r, as well '.Vith the Earl 
cc Bothwell, as with others; having (as they fay) 
" fufficient proof againft her for this crime." 

• The rebel s then formed the projeCt, which they 
purfued afterwards. They refolved to charge her, 
as they charged her afterwards in thf" letters, with 
the crime of adultery. So far they were confift­
tnt in their plan! But thi~ was all their con!i{t· 
ency. They then defigned to accufe her of adul-

* Appendix, No. T. 
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tery, without the aid of the letters. This is plain 
• from the manner, in which Sir Nicholas fpeaks 

of the two accufations of adultery 'and of murder. 
For the latter, he tells us, "they fay they have as 
cc apparent proof againft her as may be, as well by 
" the teftimony of her own handwriting, which 
cc they have recovered, as ~lfo by fufficient wit­
" neffes." But for the forrp er, he adds, "they 
" have (as they fay) SUFFICIENT PROOF AGAINST 

HER." The let'ters, we fee, are refrrieted entirely 
to the charge of murder. Th~y have no connec­
tion with the charge of adultery. crhis i's founded 
wholly on the fame groundw~rk, upon wh~ch one 
half of the other refts, on (( fufficient witneffes," 
as it is called in the former accu[ation, or on 
cc fufficient proof," as it is denominated in the 
latter. And no letters were then pretended to be 
recovered by the rebels, that could fubftantiate 
at all a charge of adultery againft Mary. 

Nor was the adultery, that was thus to be 
brought home 'to her by witnej[es, confined en­
tire! y to Bothwell. No! I t was extended to otb"rs. 
H They mean to charge her with incontinency," 
fays Throgmorton, " as well with the Earl Both­
ee well, as with others." And for her adulterous 
commerc~ with others, as well as with him, C( they 
" had (a:; they faid) fufficient proof againft her." . 
They therefore meant to brand her as a woman of ' 
wantonne[s, deferted by all fenfe of modefty, and 
given up to an unbridled li~entioufnefs of life. 
They had th~ir wi~effes ready to prove it all. 
Mary was to appear, a& the very M dfalina of her . 
court. Bothwel and others were to be fhewn, as 

, fucceffively 
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fucceffively the .implements of her loofe gratifi. 
cations. And ihe was to be exh~bited in all thofe t 

/ glowing 'colours of infamy, in which thefe mif­
creant fons of detraC1:ion exhibited her afterwards, 
by the proftituted pencil of a Buchanan. 
. This rhey intended not to have left to Bucha­

nan's Deteftion. TIley cleGgned to have had 
a prior deteftion of their own. And they had, 
what Buchanan has not, forne witneffes for the' 
pretended faC1:s. But rhey afterwards contraC1:ed 
their plan. tlpOn rhis, as well as the other points 
of accufation. They difcharged all their wit­
neffes. They refolved to find different evidence. 
They left Buchanan to hint at her ftory of !halTIe 
with" OTHERS." They refolved to tell in form 
her commerce with" EARL BOTHWELL." They 
made the adultery acceffary to the murder,. They 
united the two charges together. An~ they en­
grafted the whole upon the letters. They thus 
cut off all living evidences. They difengaged 
themfelves from thofe dangerous auxiliaries, 
which, like the elephants in ancient war, were as 
likely to make head againft their employers, asl 
to fight for them; and, on any !harp attack from' 
the enemy, would be almoft fme to turn upbn 
their friends, and trample them to death. They 
prepared to bring forces into the field, which 
they could keep under better command. Writtm 
tefti monies would maintain their pofts, with all 
the heavy bravery of Ruffians. Like tbem, they 
might be beaten down indeed by fuperiour power. 
But, like them al[o, they could ne~er be forced 
to fly. 

So 
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So very {hiking an alteration was now made. 
• io ' the-form and falbion of the letters! At firfr 

they had flOC a hint in them, of any I1dulterou& 
wickednefs. They told only of t,he murder. 
This was all the dreadful feeret, that they were 
charged to convey. And the adulcery as to be 
pub.1i1hed by viva voce evidence. But now they , 
have been taught another leffon. They have 
been made t8 forget, nearly, all their former tal!' 
of murder. They ' have taken up a new one of 
adultery. And this adultery is all with Both. 
well: 

In doing this, however, the rebels equally as 
before overlbot the mark at Which they were aim­
ing. With all the hafty indifcretion, with which 
they meant to difplay the guilt of murder in the 
firfl: letters, they aCtually blazoned out the im· 
pudence of adultery in the fecond • . This appears 
f6 fhong upon the face of the letters now, thac 
Mary 11 uft have been a Meffalina indeed, to haV'e 
written as they dictated to her. And yet, to ag­
gravate the ~blur~ity, they defcribc !his very 
Me1ralina of dieir own making, as attached en· 
tirely to one, as devoted entirely to his love, and 
as 'reflgned up in body and in foul entirely to his 
will. 
~he natUral indelicacy of their majculine minds; 

difabled them from giving us one touch of love 
purely fdniniqe. They knew little more of the 
paffion; ~han the impulfes of inftinCt and the fen­
fitivenefs of nature. I They thelefore defcribed a 
moft accomplifhed pl'incefs, as addreffing her 
lover with alJ the groffnefs of a mere man. But 

VOL. 1. Z this 
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this was not all. They knew not how to paint 
a. queen in love with one of her ftlbjeCts. They , 
therefore reprefent her, as aCting with all the 
fneaking humility of i. cottager to a ,peer. And, 
from fome ftrange predomin~ncy of meannefs in ' 
the perfonal fabricator of the whole, they give 
her at times the very tone of vulgarity in love. 
A few inftances willfhew this. I 'fhall take them 
juft as they arife. cc 'Ihe devil finder us," fhe is 
made to exClaim, (Co and God knit us togidder for 
"ever, for the maift faithfull coupill that ever 
" he unitit: this is my f aith, I will die in "it."· 
I ar~) fhe fays in another place, "verray glaid to' 

ee wr-yte unto zow quhen the reft are 'neipand, 
cc fen I cannot fl eip as thay do, and as I waM 
cc deJyre, that is, in zour armes, my deir lufe:'t 
cc Waryit mot this pokifche [pocky] man be," 
her hufband, "that caufes me haif fa mekle pane, 
(( for, w,ithout him, I fuld have an far plejander 

- ~(JubjeCt to dijcourje upon. "t cc Seing to obey zow) 
<c my deir lufe, I fpair. nouther honour, conjcience; 
cc haJarde., nor greitnes quhatjumevir; tak it, I pray 
(( zow, in gude part," as from "the maift faith­
e( fulluifer that ever ze had,. or ever fall have."§ 
cc Zour humble and faithful lufe bopis to be Jchortly 
" ane uther thing to zow, for the reward of my 
"irkfum travellis." II "Now, Schir, I have 
H brokin my promeis; becaus ze rammandit me 
" nomher to wryte nor fend unto zow: zit I have 
" not done this to offind zow: and gif ze knew 

'* Vol. ii. L. i. S. xviii. t Ibid. S. xix. . 
; Ibid. S. xx. § L. i. S. xxxiii. II Ibid. S. xxxiv. 
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" the feir yat I have prefeontly, ze wald not have 
"fa many contrary fi!hiciol{nis in zour thocht; 
cc quhilk notwithftanding I treit and chereis, as 
" proceeding from the thirlg in the warld that I 
"maift.',epre, and Jeikis fafte.ft to half, quhil~ is 
cc zour gude grace i. of the quhilk my behaviour Jail 
" rqfure me. "* 

Such was the coarfe kirtle and the 0 homely 
neckatee, °in which thefe wretched repre[enters of 
Mary drdfed themfelves tIp, for the exhibition 
of a ~een, dignified, refined, and elegant. ~ut 
their de fire to fix the imputation of adultery 
£lrongly upon her, blinded them' to all the folly 
of their conduCt. They were even hurried by it 
into £lill greater extravagancies. The Ol:!een was 
made to exprefs all this violence of affeCtion for 
her adulterer, to fh ew all this contempt and hatred 
for her hufband, to fpeak all this earne£lnefs fol' 
a ipeedy feparation from the one and a fpeedy 
union with the other, and to utter all this eager­
nefs for being in the other's arms at that moment; 
in letters that were rent UNSEAL ED, in letters that 
were fent by DIFFERENT MESSENGERS, in letters 
that were fure to be read by the bearers, and re­
ported by them to others. And thus the writings, 
which once had not a fingle £lain of adultery upon 
them, are now polluted with open and un-covered 
adl~Jtery from end to °end. 

;J L. iii. S. ii. 

§ IV. 
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§ IV.' 

THE S E two, very pointed" roofs of varia­
tion in the form and fubftance of the lett~rs, re­
'fiea: each a luftr~ \lP.OP the other, ferv each to 
confirm and corroborate the otper, and lll~ke 
both to evidence the forgery of all in the deareft 

. maImer. But thefe tOQk . place, befQre the let­
ters had been properly prefeoted by ~peir filbri­
cators to the puWick. They were [poke <if in­
.deed. T!ley. were defc;ribed. They were [poke 
of by a perfonage of the firft a\1thoriry among the 
{eb Is. They w.ere defcribec\ by him to an em~ 
baffadour of Elizabeth's, who was fent to negQ'" 
:tiate with the rebels, and who was oonfidentially 
~ntrufted with their defigns at times. y.et they 
had not been written then. They were therefore 
in the womb of time as y~. What alterations 
this lillter of deformity might there undergo, 
w-<?uld .neceffarily be invifi.ble to the world at 
large. But tIle litter wer.e brought to light aft r­
wards. And, even then, they wet=e continually 
licked into form, by the perfevering applications 
'Of their parents, 

The letters, as haftily traced upon the ima­
gination of Lethington on July the ~4th., 1567, 
were upon ferious confideration reje&ed in th~ 
mom~ts of executjon. 1\.nother fet of letters 
was formed upon a diffe~ent plan. The murder 
was to be no longer the whole. The adultery 
wa~ to claim a fhare of attention. And both 
were to become the objeCb of the letters. T 

~ s 



MAlty Q...UEIN OF SCOTS. 34' 

as done. A parliament was then fummoned. 
The letters were produced in their new form. A 
violent law was patfed agai~ft Mary. And Mur­
ra:y triumph¢d in the h ppy efficacy of his for­
geries: 

For this purp,ofe was it, that th letters ere 
firft fabricated in themfelves and firft produced 
t-o tho publick. But the moments of their ex­
hibition and birth, 'were the witnefih of their ' 
~hame. And the triumph of Murray wa.s dallied, 
by an expofure' of his villainy. The letters be­
trayed the fpurioufnefi of their origin, at their 
very firft appearance in publick. 

Preparatory to the meeting of parliament, as I 
have previouny 1hewn, Murray called a number 
of his friends togetHer, and formed a privy council 
with them. ThIS" was continued on to the 4th 
of December 1567: u "The whkh daie:' fays 
the journal of the counci11 "my lorde regentis 
" grace, th~ lorde:; f feeree counfate, and uthers, 
" mronis, and men ofjugement, being convenit 
" in ' counfale," it was determined to produce 
{ome letters in a--handwriting fimilar to Mary~s, 
and t6 fix upon them a charge of murder againft 
her. They , accordingly produce the charge and 
the letters together. H Be divers hir previe let­
ce tres," they fay, c~ writtin and fubfcrivlt with 
" her awen hand, and fent by hir to' James Erll 
cc Boithwell," &c. "it is moft certeine that the 
fC was previe, art and paI't7 and of the aCtual do­
H vife and doid, of the-murti r of the kinge."· 

I 

• Appe.dix, No, i. 
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,VINDICATION OF . \ 
When they }lJanned the: letters, the mllfder 

was the only object of them. When thej exe­
cuted them, the adultery was phced in the prin­
cipal point o( viGon, and the mUJ·de~ was only 
'feen, or thought to be feen, at a diftance. Yet 
they perfifted in their fcheme of accufation, as 
jf the letters were .frill in the r original form. 
They charged Mary with murder upon the au­
thority of letters, that had once been intended ' to 
have the evidences of murder very frrong upon 
them, but in reality had never had any at all. 
And they never charged her with adultery upon 
the credit of writings, which were full of adultery 
in altnofr every page. ' But then thefe were ori­
ginally meant, to have had no traces of adultery 

I in them. The plan of effective operations was 
formed, upon the original model of the letters. 
And thai was frill purfued, when this was altered 
Bence arifes a very grofs abfurdity, upon the face 
of the rebel accufations. They adduce writings 
to prove a murder, of which the writings know 
nothing. They adduce. writings that prove ,an 
adultery in the plaineft manner, and yet ground 
not any accufation of adultery upon them. Their 
charges and their evidences are quite at crofs 
p{lrpofes. And, ~s this extraordinary fact is very 
clearJy explained by the variations made in the 

riginal form of the letters, fo does.it caft a light 
back upon thofe letters themfeives, and confirm 
the conclufions which we have drawn from Throg­
n10rton's account of them. Nor do the evidences 
and charges appear with fuch averted f;ces to 
each other) merely at the prefent outfet of the 

buGnefs. 
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bufinefs. They carried the fame '1anus-liIc~ ap­
pearance, in the middle and in the conclufion of 
it. Thus ,Murray, when he offere<l to have the 
letters iliew~ to Elizabeth, calls them H fie let­
ce teris-that fufficientr , . in our opinioun, prei­
« vis hir confenting to the murthur~ of the king 
cc hir lauchful . hufband."· Thus alfo at York 
he and they exhibited the' letters, for" fuch mat­
H teir as they had, to condempne the ~ene of· 
cc Scottes of the murder of her hufband."t Thus 
again at Weftminfter they charged the ~een, 
with being " of the foirkpawledgc, eounfal, de­
"vife, perfwader, and commandar, of th -
(( murder."t And to prove this they produced 
the lett s, which proved no cc foreknowledge/' 
no "counrel," no "devife," no " perfuafion," 
and no (( command." So ftrangely was the 

• whole machine of accufations thrown off its center 
of relt, by the iliock of the alterations already 
made in the model of the letters! 

-Thefe writings; however, were laid before the 
parliament afterwards. But, as there wa5 fure to 
be a large party there in favour of the ~een, the 
rebels, not content with all the precautions that 
they had taken before, tied up thei r tongues and 
hands at OAce, by a 1ndft extraordinary kind of 
additional charm. ~'Sindrie nobilmen that was 
cc hir Grace's favouraris," fay thofe very perfons 
afterwards, " then prefent, buir with all" the 
rebel proceedings tbere,, " maifl principaltie for 

~ Appendix, No. iii. t Ibid. No.. v 
t Goodall, ii. %07-
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.JC fafetye{ -hir Grace's L YFtI, q hilk, 0' thair 
l' cumins to parliament, was conclu1!t anti Jub­
" jcryv# .;e ane grtil PtI,., D-f k~ll talteris, to be 
~r 'J'AKE~ FR.A REi IN MAYST CiCEWBL MANNER~ 
(( as is nplourJie knawm.". By the power of thi~ 
~agick, they bou~d the friends of Mary faft, 
Her e~emies were doub~y aCtive! 1:he parlla-

. Jllen~ confifted ~ly of. both. . The letter!! we~t' 
prod IIced,. And a law wa~ paired ex~cHy in th~ 
ter~ns~ jp which the acft of feeret council4~d drawn 
i'1: up before. It begins thus: "Item, anent the 
~( arti.:kle p"Foponit me the erlis~ 10rdis~ and I}ther 
~, nobill men; quha tuik armis at Carbarrie hill.~ 
H upon the 15th day of Junii laft by-paft.~· And 
it finds, juft ~s the aCt of fecret counci'! h d fpunq 
before, ' that: all which had been done was H in 
JC the faid ~enis awin 'defa~lt in fa far as ... ' b~ 
'( ~ivers hir previe letteris writtin halelie with hir 
f ' awin hilnd, apd fend be hir to James fumtyme 
"Erk of Bothwell, chief executour of the­
H horribiq murthour,-::-it is maiO: cerran!= th~t fdiQ 
" was previe/" ~c,+ 

In the ~Ct of council the letters are def~ribed, as 
f.C writt!n AND SUB~CRIVI'r with her .l!-wen hand," 
;:1ncl t!l t~e a4 of parlia~ent as "WRITTI ~ 
~, HALELIE with hir awin- hand!' Wh!=n~e arife'S 
this difference ~ It is appare!ltly a vefY extraor­
~iinary qne. It ftrik~§ ftrongly; upon the mind. 
And it is authenticated in the cleareft mClnner: 
The letters, no doub~, we(e exhibited before the 
J. ~ . ., ~ 

t ~ppe~dix, No. ii: 

council. 
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.council. Even Murray could not have had the 
eftrontery to atk and to procure a d"wge of fIIur­
der a.e:ainft Mary) upon the tefti~ny of wrirings ' 
1!dt Je':n. The council therefore faw them. Y ~t they 
reprefent them ~( as written andJubfcrilmJ wirh her 
II own hand." They were certainly feen by the 
parliament too , I know, indeed, that the friends 
of Mary to this day contend they were not. ·But 
J am conftrained by the force of truth, to feparate 
from them in this. as we I s in faate other point~. 
Murray could niH lefs than before have had the ' 
effrontery, to afk and to procure a lenIence of 
",1t'Ytier againft Mary, upon the authority of writ­
ings that dared not to thow their faces. And 
Murraya d Mary's nohks concur toJay exprefsly, 
that they were feen. On the Dtrke of Norfolk's 
privately propoCing to Murray at York, not to 
produ~e his letters to the commiffioners; H my 
III reply to that was," fays Murray himfelf, "how 
., the matter had paffed in parliament, and THE 

n LETTERS SE.EN TO MANY, fo that the abftraCl:-
n mg of the fame could not then {ecure her to 
"any purpofe."~ Murray's word indeed will 
not be readfly admitted upon a dubious point, by 
~ither the friends of Mary or myfe!f, without the 
concurrence of fome other teftimony. I haften 
therefore to fucb a teftimony. What pretended. 
to be cc" hir Majeftie's writing," the very nobles of 
Mary's party fay, was "PRODUCIT IN PAitLJA-

Ie MENT."+_ Yet the parHament defcribe 
the letters frOlll ~n equal view of them with . 

t\" Rob¢rtio~,~ n. 397. t Goodall, ii. 360-36,• 
the 
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the council itli It: in a manner' ffentially differ­
ent· and as NOT "written 'andJubjcribed by her 
" own hand;' but only as "written" by it, and 
as written "whoHy" by it, H~re we have vifton 
againft vifion, and record againfi: record. Which 
of them {hall we ta~e? We know not which: to 
take. Weare floating betwixt two· oppofite 
tides. One drives us to fuppofe the letters only 
written by the ~een. The other compels us to 
beli eve them both written ant! JubJcribed by her. 
And which {hall ~arry us away by it~ impulfe 
at !aft ? 

The for~er m~ft, fays Mr. Hume. The 
whoie difficulty, according to his folution of it, 
refults trom cc the inaccuracy or blun er Of the 
'clerk." And 'c the miftake is eafily accounted 

" fQr: the letters were on}y wrote by her, the 
(( fecond contraB: with Bothwell was only fub­
(( fcribed; a proper af:curate diftinB:ion was not 
c c made, and they were all faid to be wrote and 
"fubfcribed."* Nor is "a proper accurate dif­
(C tinB:ion" yet made. The Jecond contraB:, in­
deed, pretended ol!ly to be fubfcribed. But the 
firfl preten~~d, equaHy with the letters at one 
time, to be both written and fubfcribed. t Hav­
ing cleared up this little confufion, let us attend 
to the argument itfelf. And let us obferve, in 
order to give a full energy fo it, that the rebels 
on the \oth of December 1568, when they de­
clared at W d):minfter, (C good honeft men, full 
" furely!" how they came by the evidencell 

• 1..1 

t Appendix, No. v. and ~i. 

againfi: 



MAR Y ~UEE OF SCOTS. 347 

~gainfr Mary j fpoke of them, (( as writtin OR 

« f':1bfcrivit be hir hand."* But then tbey fpeak 
of <c divers miffive letteris, fonnettis, obligati­
!' oUJlis or contraCtis for mari~age, betwix the 
cc OEene and ErIe Bothwille."t And the aCts of 
council and of parliam~nt, as Mr. Tyder has 
very juftly replied,t fpeak only of (C her privie 
".let~ers . " Thefe alone are [aid by the parlia­
ment, to have been written wholly by her own 
hand. Thefe alone art: faid by the council, to 
have been both written afld fubfCribed by it. 
Thefe alone could be mentioned or meant at all 
by either. THEY ALONE WERE PRODOCED TO 

ElTHE,R. The con/raEls, either firO: or fecond, 
were n~t produced., 't.heJonnets were equally not 
produced . They coul neither of them, there-' 
fore, ,be within the lJurview of the council. They 
could neit~er of them be in the contemplation of 
the parliament. > And ,Mr. Hume's clerk, inO:ead 
of being 'fct down for a blunderer by his ingenious 
employer, muft have been a much more ingeni­
pus man than himfelf; as he was polieiftd of the 
peculiar faculty, a fuperiour kind of fecond-fight 
in memory perhaps, of alluding to papers which 
he had never (een, of combining ' the ftores of 
fight with the treafures of revelation in his mind, 
yet marking with fome diftinCtnefs the real boun­
daries of both, and fo referring half of his defcrip­
tion to the one' and half to th.e other . 

.. Goodall, ij'92. , t Ibid. ibid. ; P. 9. Edit. Iii:, 
which is the edition ~ha.t I invariably ufe, except when I 
fay to the contrary. 

So 
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, So contemptible does.~Mr. Hurtle"s ioluti6n 
appear, when we bring it to the mgnteft teft o( 
trial! Yet a writer has recently ftepped forth, 4ft 
'oppofiti.on t() Mr. Tyder; and prortOll11Ced it 
cc not" a cc contemptible" folution. This wtitet 
has given himfelf to the world, in {1 MlfcellaneGus 
Remarks" on Mr. Tytlfr's work.· He is piainly 
afi enemy to Mary, a difciple of Dr. Robertlbn's 
6r Mr. Hurne's. Moft probably he is a pupil of 
the former. But, whatever he is, he .is evidently 

" 'lery young. He fhould have ft1id longe at tho 
ieet of his political Gamaliel, btfofe e had 
ventured to become a teacher hil'nfell. He fhould _ 
have" ftaid at Jericho, till his- bum was grown." 
And if a young man chofe t~ De artful" if his 
youthful integrity would permit' hhn to atrume a 
difguife, he 1hould have ta.ken ciFe to wrap it 
clofely about him. He affeCts the air of oTJIe of 
Mary's friends. Yet he writes with fhe ve(i(jI'U 
of her enemies. He has not ~och indeed, be­
..caufe he has little ftrength. But he fuews as­
much, as hIs ftretlgth will permit hit'll to !hew.' 
And, to apply the witty remark of a C(wtllief, 
cc young Sir Harry Vane, if he. lives, will come 
" to be old SiI: Harry." He informs us in his 
fir£\: page.. thlit " the intercourfe between Maty 
r~ and the Earl of Bothwell was il1-fzted, arid in 

'ft its confequenc;es difaftrotls; jut, with rcJPefl to 
(( her, i/ was innDcent." Yet, even after fuch a" 
affertion, he plainly is endeavouring to make the 
epiftolary part of that jntercourfe appear to be, 

• Printed for Robfon and Robinfon, Londo{l) 1784. 
genumc, 
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'IeJ;lUme, aq" therefore guilty indeed i br anfwer .. 
ing the Qbjeffion5, that bav~ been made to i~5 
genuinenefs. And this he doesJ under the .dif­
ingelluous pre~ence of clearing the caufe of 
Mary's vin4ication, from fom, arguments that 
lDJure it. ~uc;h has been the inBuence of the 
late writings in favour of Mary, upon. the mind 
of the pUQlick i 'that even an ~nemy is nQW 
~blige4 (J put o~ the uniform of her friends, to 
place \limftjf in the ranks with them, and (0 

p~t~ ~ 1<C for their ca\lfe. 
He ' c;.o,rdingly takes part with Mr. Hume. 

cOD.c~rnipg tt\i$ ~xtraQrdinary variatiQn in the 
recQJ1dJ, He is even gallant enough, to corne 
and amfr-him at the vtry moment of fiis defeat. 
And he- haa generofity enough, to willi to cover 
the r~tJ1eat which he had not power to flop_ 
But his, gallal1~ry is great<:r than his prudence, 
aad his g~nelOfity is fuperior to l)is force. He 
ha~ induced mc, by his intenerence~ to follow 
~h.e n\,lnning blow which Mr. Tytl r had given 
l\1r. Hume, to purfue the enemy which he had 
Qblig~d eo retire, and to improve; the fuccefs. (I 
m,J{\) in~ a complete difcQUlfitutre. And having 
dQ~e this, I tu.rn u.pon the auxiliary himfelf. Mr. 
H\lme's. folution, he fays, is " not conte;nptible, 
C( hQ;wevcl' much it may be defp~fed by fome 
" mta: for ·as Zetter of taolt and lel1" of penfion 
" are phrafes ufed in Scotland, to lItter of ejpotifal 
lC may be proper enough."· This gentleman 
appears frotn many:,cireumftances, to. be a Scatch~ 

.. F. '} 
man • 
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man. Indeed the fubject of .I.\1;.ry's innocence 
or of Mary's guilt, has been a)moft entirely 
confined to the Scotch. And I know not whe-

. ther I am not the firft Englilhman, that has 
written a large treatife profeffedly on-the point. 
Yet, though a Scot, he is not much converfant 

' with the idioms of the Scottifh language. 'Had 
he been, he might have given a greater force 
to his argument, than he has done. I will do it 
for him~ before I attack it. This will be acting 
with the honou ablenefs of an old knigh errant. 
I acted ..with a little of this fpirit to Mr Hume 
before. And I ought not to be lefs generous to 
his kind affiftallt: He wants it as much as he, 
though he came as an affiftant to him. . 

The Scotch formerly denoted; and do denote 
ftql, I fuppofe; all forts of writings by the ap­
pellation . of LETTERS. We do fo in fome mea­
fur ourfelves, · in the ufe of the word letters for 
literature. Hertce come our author's " letter of 
" tack,'" and" letter of penfion." Hence alfo a 
contract for marriage may very analogoufly be 
denomin~ted a " letter of. efpoufal." And, what 
is decifive upon the topic, even tk! vcr) ron/raft 
mentioned by Mr. Hume is exprefsly ftyled a let­
ter, by an author of tbe very time: That author 
is 'l\1uRRAY himfelf. In enumerating the wJ:itten 
evidences which he produced againft- Mary, he 
mentions cc the contraCtis or obligatiounis for 
(C rnarriage,-and all utheris LETTERIS."* The 
Earl of Morton, ' alfo, fpeaks of them afterwards 

.", Appendix, ~<t. iv. 
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in the very famo ftyle ex.aB:ly, as cc contraB:is or 
• cc obligatiounis}or marriage,-and utheris LET­

"TERIS."* But then 'they ttoth diftinguifh very 
~carefully, what common-fenfe requires every 
language ·.very carefully. to diftinguifl-l; betwixt 
epiftolary and other writings. Murray mention 
" all 'mijJive letteris, contraB:is or obligatiounis I 

" for marriage fonettis or l~if-ballettis, and all 
" utheris letteris." Morron fpecifies " the miJfive 
" Jetteris, contraB:is or obligatiotlnis for marriage, 
cc fonett" or luif-ballettis, and utheris letteris." 
The aB: of council and parliament alfo, obferv­
ing the fame diftinB:ivenefs of language, fpeak of 
" her privie letters." Thefe ar eyidently the 
fa me with the " miffive letters" of Morton and . 
Murray. They are even faid exprefsly by both the 
parliament an~ the council, to .have.been aB:ually 
miffive; being defcribed by both, as' c', divers hir 
" previe lettres, writtin and jubfcrivit" or cc wrft­
" tin haleZie, w~th hir aWe'n · hand, ·and SENT by 
cc hir to James ErllBoithwell.". And, as 1 have 
already. noticed, thefe were the only letters or 
writings, that were produced before the cbunciI, 
or that were prefented to the parliament. 

So ', eafily is . ~he, aux,iliary defeated, ' as well as 
the princ~pal! But the former afterwards comes 
forward from his fubordinate fituation as an aux­
iliary, and affumes the tone and ftalk of a prin­
cipal himfelf. He thinks Mr. Hume's argument 
not a bad one. But he has a better of his own. 
C( Another," he flY~; (C a.nd a more eafy and 

"* Appendix, No. iv. 
( " obviou~ 

. . 
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"omous (olution may be fuggtfted.'J It is 
thi " He wb-o writes a deed with his own ' 
" haad," he fays, (C do~s generally fign it, and 
" it is h,rdly pomble to figure a cafe of a perfect 
" deed, written by the party's own hand, and not 
,, ' ftgned by him: hence written od jubfcribe4 
fC c()f\{tantly go togetht:r in common language, 
If j1.l!t as beir.s and executors. , As everyone, con-
H verfant in ·b,w-bufinefs,-muft have feen executors 
" joined to beirs, in confequence of what may be 
" ~rmed the cuftomary affinity between them, 
cc althQugh the maker of the deed meant not to 
cc fpeak of executors j fO t in like. m-anner, the 
" clerk of privy council might have added flb-
cc .forivit to wyittltl. I t appears that this inac. 
« cur~cy was obfervcd, and immedia~dy cor': 
cc relted.". Such' is the '" more eafy and obvious 
" Qlution" fuggefted by this gentleman! But 

th~1." 'it ' is more obvi?us and eafy than Mr. 
Hume's, may foon be fettled. It i~ ; neither 
eafy nor obvi~us at all. The very confufednefs 
of it fhews this fufficiently. And nothing but 
the natura~ partiahty, which the mind always 
bears to its own conceptions; . the equally na­
twal unfixednefs of a frivolous mind; could have 
induc;ed him to mentioll it. It has two advan­
tages, haweveI, over Mr. Hume's. It does not 
militate againft the pafitive faa: mentioned be­
fore. And, what perhaps is equally ufeful, it 
has fa little pointednefs in it, that it is not eaf,. 
tQ meet its force. 

The 
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The confufion of ideas, that prevailed in the 
thor's underfta"ding when he con eived the 

argument} appears very evident in his manage­
ment of it. Even as he ftates it himfelf, it 
amounts only to this, that fo it might be. Yet 
in the very next words he affumes thi~ argument 
of mere poffibility, fQr an abfolute evid nee of 
reality. (C The .clerk of priyy council," he fays, 
(C MIGHT have acidedJuijcrivit to written." And 
yet, as we are inftalltly told, (C IT APPEARS" 

that he did add it, that ,~tl is inaccuracy" was 
tl:ually committed by him, that it was actually 

" OBSERVED," and that it was actually and " IM­

H MEDIATELY CORREQTED." 

Such is the whole of the argument, as ftated 
by himfelf! Let tli now examine the parts of 
it, as they ftand before, us. "He who writes a 
" deed with his own hand, does generally fign 
it." , This is furely a very ftrange pofition. 
Who writes a deed with his own hand? Not one 
in ten thoufand. And if this gentleman be in 
the law, as from his allufion I take him tv be) 
he hopes for the fake of the profe~on, I prefume, 
that Ddt one in ten thoufan'd will ever do it; 
unlefs indeed he is one of thofe peculiarly ,ma­
lignant lawyers, who would be glad of confufion 
for the fake of advantage, who would facrifice 
the world to their gains, and are ready, in their 
raae for profit, to cry out with" the enraged Nor. / 
" thumberland," 

Let heaven kifs earth! now let not nature's hand 
Keep the wi! flood coJ;lfin'd! let order die! 

VOL . r. Aa But 
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But when anyone does write a deed with his 
own hand, it feems, he generally figns it. He 
a/ways figns it, if it be a deed. If he draws it 
up as a deed) he will equally as a deed [rgn it. 
But what conneCtion has all, this with the letters 
before t-he council and parliament? It has this. 
" Hence written a1tdJubJtywed conftantly go to· 
" gether in common language, juft as ,heirs and 
H txecutor..s." The technical union of .heirs and 
executors is very natural, becaufe thefe are le­
gally two grand and parallel links in the chain of 
tranfmitted property. But is there any fuch 
union, or any fuch reafon for an union, between 
the fubfcribing ~nd the- writing of a paper, whe­
ther a law-deed or not? Do deeds generally, or 
'even ever, make ufe ,of the combination "writ­
" ten and fubfcribed," as they do of " heirs and 
" e,xecutors?" Certainly not. The fubfcriber 
is almoft' always a different man from the writer. 
And, even when he is not, none but an affetl:ed 
fimpleton would think, -if ever one thought; of 
recording upon his deed, that he wrote as well 
;is fubfcribed it. 

But , ev:en if all t.his was true, if the terms 
"written and fubfcribed" were as common 
affociates in the language of the law, as" heirs 
" and executors" are; what then? Would every 
or would any lawyer, from this freqllent recur­
rence of the phrafe, al ways fuperadd ". fubfcribed" 
to "written," whenever he had occafion to 
men~ion the letters? Wo~ld he particularly, in 
mentioning any writing that was not fubfcribed, 
from the force of a merely mechanical bia~, and 
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ip direa oppefition to his own view of it, men­
tion it as equally fubfcribed and written? The 
fuppofition is fufficiently refuted by the ftate ... 
mcm. The 'very queftion pre<;ludes all imfwer. 
~u.t, even if he would, 'was the clerk of the 
council a lawyer, and the clerk of the parliament 
{lone; and were the aCts, either' of the parlia­
ment .or of the c;ouncil, ufual1y dr~wn up in the 
law-Ian~age, . praCtifed within this gentleman's 
f01'um ju..ftititC? .J t rloes not appear, that either 
was. Nor were the aCts of the council, any more 
than ' thofe of I the parliament, ever raid by the 
~lerks to be writt.en and fubfcribed by the mem:' 
bers. They wer botbJubJcribed by them. Both 
thefe wer~ particularly fo. · But they were neither 
of them written. And this very aCt of council 
does not purport, to be either written or fub­
fcribed by them. t 

I have purfued thi,s ridiculous argument 'at a 
greate expenee of time and words, than it had 
a right to claim at my hands; in order to !h w 
it ridiculous, in every principle and particle of it. 
It may thus ferve as an ufeful [pecimen of the 
·wretched reafoning, in which th~ adverfaries of 
,lVlary are now compel ed to take refuge. The 

. clerk of the 'council was Alexander Hay, a no­
tary publick. t He was ufed, as a publick 
notary, to draw up writings and to atteft them. 
He was peculiarly, therefore, in the habits of 
accur.acy. His very prof, mon confifted in this. 
He f~w the letter produced in form. H e was 

• Goodall, ii. 6 5-66 an~ 69. t Ibid. 65. ~ Ibid. 84· 
See ii. 369t for a~('i~wman being a notary publick to QEecn 
Mary. 
I Aaz to 



356 v I N DIe AT t 0 If 0 , 

to defcribe them. He therefore examined them~ 
From that examination he defcribed them. He 
-neceifarily defcribed as he faw.- He defcribed 
them as they were. And he. defcribed them as 
written and fubfcribed by Mary. He could not 
err: He could not miftake concerning tbe fub­
fcription, any more than ~oncernibg the writing. 
He faw a fubfcription to them. He therefore 
noticeq the~ as fubfcribed. And, what doubly 
precludes all "pollibility of .a ll,1ift ake, his defcrip­
tion of them is authentica ed in the full eft· man­
ner, by the fignatures Qf the counfellors prefent j 
even by Murray himfelf, by Morton, and by a 
long train of others_ * 
. But, when the letters were re-produced in par­
liament, the clerk there acted juft as t~e clerk 
before had aCted, and as all clerks muft aCt in 
the fame fituation. He was James Makgill,. 
., Clericus Rotulorum Rl!giftri," as he ftyl~s him .. , 
felf. H e was a man of much more confequence 
thM the ~ther. He drew up aCts of parliament. 
He enrolled them in' the journals of parliament. 
And he ejtempli-fied and attefted them for publi-

. tatlon~t . He faw the letters produced in parlia­
ment. He muft have {ead diem to the houfe. 
He 'was alfo to defcribe them in ' the new aCt. 
He equally e*:amined and equally defc~ibed them, 
with the clerk before. He equally dt'fcribed as 
he faw. He equally defcribed them as they were. 
A-nd l1is defcripdo~ was equally authenticate.q, 
by being eng~afted into a bill, by being paired 

.* Goodall, ii~ 65. t lbid •. '3 81 , 

'n 
. ". I 
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in (orm thr~ugh the three eftates in °par}iatnent~ 
aDd by being ratified into a law by the regent , 
Murray. * 

The original difficulty, then, fubfifts £till in its 
full force. How fhall we difengagt: ourfe} s from 
it? The plain fact was this. . 

When the rebels firft formed their letters, for 
the accufation of Mary by the teftimony of her 
own writing; they woul<1 be fure to form them, 
with the addi~ion of her name at the end: as well 
as with the imitation of her hand in all. They 
accordingly drew 'up a litt1~ contraa of marriage 
for her, exactly in this manner. t This indeed 
was the only manner, in which reafon .and prp­
priety (auld induce them to draw up the letters. 
A letter without a Jubfcription would be a per/ell 

Jolecifm in evidence. It could therefore be never 
intended at firft. Policy migh~ afterwards drive 
them,to it. But reafon at firfr could never have 
led them. A monfter m~y be g~nerated by a 
collifion of accidents, But it is not the I;egular 
production of nature. .And the letters were ar­
tually prefented to the privy council) with the 

uftomary appendage of fubfcription to them. 
They were then "WRITTEN A ND SUBSCRIB1W 

fC W~TH HER OWN HAND." But when thefe at­
tificers of fraud came to reflect frill more clofely 
on the approach of parliament, and to prepare 

*' So "the clerk of regil.l:er" fays a letter from Ran. 
o dolph to Cecil, Augufr the loth, I ~I)o, "immediately frood 
f' np, and aiked th~m Ito what mat(er thp.y would proceed" 
,(Robertfoll, ii. l2 I). 

t Appelldix, No. xiv, 
A a 3 their 

T 
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their letters for the ftrict examination wh,ich they 
• muft expect from the friends'o(Mary there; they 

began to furink, at the thoughts 06 what they had 
done. To' fubftantiate the charge by letters un­
der her o~n hand, they had neceffarily annexed. 
her own fubfcription. But that letters contain­
ing intimations of adultery and of murder, fhould 
be fent with her fubfcription to them, and yet 
without any guard of a feal upon them; exceeded 
all the bounds of 'credibility. They were ftruck 
with the abfurdity. They dreaded a detection by 
it., They muft alter it. But they could not [up,: 
ply the defi ct of the feal. And therefore they • 
muft retrench the fubfcription. They accord­
ingly went to work. very bufily again. They had 
not many days for it. They did not difcover 
their errout;, till they had prefented their letters 
to the council on the 4th 6f December. The 
parliament was to meet on the 15th, and a ~ually 
fa t only to the 29th.. But they were too expert 
In their bufinefs, not to be expeditious in it. 
They wrote over the letters anew. They thus 
formed a THIRD edition of them. They left out 
all the [ubfcriptions. And he writings, when , 

\ they came to be exhibited in parliament, appeared 
no longer fubfcribed by the hand ,of Mary, but 
merelYI cc WRITTEN WHOLLY" by it. 

The acts of council and of parliamc;nt' confirm 
the facts ip this hiftory, beyond all pollibility of 
dQubt. That unfealed ftate of the 1t:tters, into 

* Sir Thomas Murray's ACts of r~rliament, I9I~ ~nd 
O~dall, ii. 237. 

which . 
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whkh the rebels were forced by neceffity, accounts 
fuffi.ciently foz: them. And this adds one more 
to the inftances which we have had already, of 
the fufpicious fpirit of guilt in the rebels j of thei~ 
jealous attention to all the circumftances of their 
forgery; and of their fucceffive improV'cments 
l.lpon their original draughts. . 

Nor was this difficult to be done. When C( the 
" artickle" was cc proponit be the erlis, lordis, 
" and uther ~obill.men, quha tuik armis at Car­
" barrir-hill, upon the 15th day of J unii laft by. 
" paft j" th.ey themfelves would naturally be ap­
pointed a committee, to draw it up and intro­
duce it into the houfe. The committee accord­
ingly confifted of the very men, who had fo lately 
fat in council on the letters. This is appa .. 
rent from their drawing up the bill, juft as the 
council had planned it, and even pretty nearly 
in the very words of the council. And they would 
of courfe be affifted in the work by J ames,Makgill, 
the clerk of the parliament, or, as he was popu­
larly called, clerk of the regiftry. J.ames was 
deep in all the fchemes of the p~rty. He was a 
privy counCellor SO Murray. He fat in that very 
council before. And he was even one of the af .. 
fiftants to the commiffioners, for the conferences 
at York and Weftminfter; and even one of the 
few employed, in communicating the l~tters pri­
vately to the Engliili commiffionefs at York.* 
With Cuch a clerk and fIlCh a committee, whl\t 
could be the difficulty?- Th ro woulc\ be little Q1' 

* Goodall, ii. I09-, I40, l36, .l3?' 3.70' and 38 .. 

Aa 4. none, 
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none, even with another committee and another 
clerk. They h~d certainly a ccpy oC the aCl: of 
counell before them. This was not wanted ~s an 

, authority, but as a model. It might tl crefor be 
copied by any of the counfellors. And, fo co­
pied, we may be f,-!re it would be RerfeCl:ly agree­
able to the new defign of the party • . That act 
J?eing thus modified into a bill in "he committee, 
it ' and the letters would be prefented together to 

, tne whole houfe. On a hearing or an ipfpeCl:ion 
'Of both, the latter would be found to accord ex­
actly with the former, in not being fubfcribed by 
Mary:, in being only written by her. None of' 
t)le friendi of Mary could know any thing of the 
variation. It was only in the knowledge of her 
enemies. Should any of thif~ have peen indined 
·to notice it, either in the committee or in the 
hdufe; he could not have done i~, without a total 
inattention to his own fafety. _ He and they were 
all too intere!ted in palling a ]~w, whjch was to 
be their own acquittal for all their deeds of re­
pellion and ufurpation, to oppafe it by any dif­
covery, th ::j.t might be fata~ t() it and to them­
{elves: And tholJgh there might be fome men~ 
not deftit~te of all honour~ in the preceding coun­
cil of Murray's; yet the powerful prin~ip1e of 
fe1f-prefervation would operate with. all the force 
of villa'iny irfelf, and f~al up their lip!> for ever. . 

I~ this m~nner the aCl: of couqcil was tranf-
. muted into a~ aCl: of parliament. !n a'few years 

all memory of the Ihiking variation betwee,n 
~hern, in the defcription of the letters, was loft. 
IF ~;~~ !tiU ~pp,!rent in~~ed upon the books of th~ 

',' . pri,,! 
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privy council. But thefe were acceffible to few. 
Tney were acceffible to none but the rebels 
themfelves, while rebellion had its day. None 
were curious enough to examine them afterwards. 
A fpirit of laborious inquiry is not a common 
talent in the world. It is peculiarly uncommon 
among thofe, who are bell: able to rectify the 
judgments o( their .cotemporaries.. And this full 
and pointed proof of the forgery of the letters, 
lay buried in dull: and darknefs, and expofed to 
a thoufand accidents, for nearly two hundred years 
afterward. "* 

... Mr. Goodall firft noticed it, i. 43-44. And Mr. 
Tytler reinforced the notice ill p. 7-12, "E~t. 1ft, and fiiU 
p1.Qre ftronglr in p. 7-13, Edit. 3d. . 

, 

C H A if-
; 
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C HAP T E R VI. 

§ I. 

I HAVE already pointed out three very ex'­
traordinary inftances of variation, in the 1et­

ter~. The two firO: are moft .important. But 
the 1aft is moft ftriking. Coming luckily be-

.. tween the exhibition in council and the pro­

. duction in pa~liament, ·and fo prefenting itfelf in 
the light from each, we fee it in the cleareft point 
of vie.w. And the moft refolved enemies of Mary 
have nothing to advance, in oppofition to this 

. glaring proof of forgery; except by Juppofing 
what is contrary to laB, or by affirming what is 
repugnant to common.Jen/e. All endeavours to 
darken what is fo luminous, all attempts to 
muffle up this moon whicJ;a £hines with fa thong 
a luftre, Can only draw down a heavy charge of 
folly, upon the head of him that makes them. 

But befides this, and befides the more impo;t .. 
ant alteration which I have pointed out frorn 
Throgmorton before, when the whole mafs (as 
it were) was thrown back into the crucible, and 
melted down for a re-coi~age; there are other 
inftances uf variation, which - have never been 
noticed at all, and yet require the attention of the 
publick. I £hall lay one of them before my reader 
~t prefent. 

When 
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When firft the letters were f~rmed, they would 
as naturally be DIRECTED as fubrcribed. his 
common-fenfe fuggefts co us. The firft impreJ. 
jion of the letters, therefore, we may be very 
fure to have had thefe head and tail pieces to them. 
Accordingly we find the rebels, upon all occafions, 
reprefenting the leqers in fuch a manner~ as if 
they were actually direfled, The acts of council 
and of parli~ment, before, fpeak of them as letters 
" SENT BE HIR TO J AME ERLL BOIT,HWBLL," 
So alfo, in Morton's and Murray's enumerations 
of all the written evidences againft he ~ en 
thefe are faid exprefsly to have been "SEND A 0 

(C PAST betwixt the~ENE-andJAMEs SUMTYME 
cc ERLL BOTHVILE."* In the fame manner, the 
commiffioners at York notice them without any 
hefitation, as addreffed to Bothwell. They call 
them cc the ~ene of Scottes lettres WRITTEN TO 
<c BOTHAILL."t They intimate indeed a proper' 
doub't at times, concerning the letters being ill 
her handwriting. But they never infinu(l.te the 
Oighteft doubt, of tbrir being addreffed to Both­
well. J uft fo, the commiffioners at Weftminfter 
and the privy counfellors at Hampton Cour, 
both, {peak of the letters as WRITTEN TO T,HE 
EARL 01' BOTHWELL.:!: And Murray finally 
mentions, that he produced to them letters 
"written be the OEenis awin hand, and SEN 
" TO THE SAID JAMES !:.UMTIME ERLE OF BOTH­
" VILLE.", 

~ Appendix, No. iv. 
; !bid. No. viii. and ix. 

t Ibid. No. vi. 
§ Ibid. No. xi. 

But 
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But whence arifes all this tertainty o( convic­
tion.? Not from any internal evipence. Ther.e 

. is nothing in any Qf the letters, that denotes the 
Earl to be the object of the adulterous love. 
There is even fomething in the principal of [hem~ 
that denotes him not to be the obje8:. He is 

. there fpoken of as a third perJon. 'c Remember 
(C zow," it fays to the real obje8:, cc of the pur ... 
"poi of the Lady Reres, of the Inglifmen, of 
" his mother, of the ErIe of Argyle, of THE ERLB 

(C OF BOTHWELL."· Here Bothwell is men­
tioned as equally a thir" perfon with Argyle, and 
as equally a different Oll e from the perfon ad­
drelred. Yet the rebels and the commiffioners, 
we fee, are fure they were addrdfed to Bothwell. 
And this alrurance of faith in them muft there­
fore have ' refulted originally, from ext~rnal evi­
dence concerning the point, from the 'aCtual fu,. 
perfcription of the letters to Bothwell. 

Yet they appear at prefent, without any fuper­
fcription at all. They are no .more directed to 

lany one, than they are fubfcribed by anyone. 
Nor have they 16ft their dire8:ions, any more 
than they have loft their fubfcriptions, by acci­
dent, oy the inaccuracy of a blundering clerk, 
or by the bias of a mechanical influence on the 
mind. They were un-direered at their produc­
tion befQfe the commiffioners at Weftminfter. 
This is plain from a cotemporary writer. The 
bifhop of Rofs, in a memorial which he prefented 
to Elizabeth herfelf, and which he pre[ented as 

~ L, i. S. ~xvi. 

C3r1y . 
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early as the 17th of Detember 1568, only nine 
days after the production of the letters, fays thus 
{If them: cc 1 'hty are not fubfc:rivit be the alledgit 
" writer theirof, nor feillit, nor fignetit,-nor zit 
(C DIRECT TO N A MAN .". 

They were therefore mo·ft extraordinary letters 
to be exhibited in evidence. They were to ground 
a charge againft Mary, of murderous confede­
racy with BQthwell. Yet they w.ere not Jull­
fcribed by · Mary. And they were not Juper­
fcribed to Bothwell. But they were both fup~­
fcribed and fubfcribed riginally, as I have al­
ready fuewn. Only the fame principle of cau. 
tious villainy in the rebels, that annihilated their 
own prior creation fa decifively, that mangled 
.their pofteriour one fo much as we have feen, and 
that peculiarly lopped away the fubfcriptions, 
equally applied its retrenching hand to the direc­
tions, and tore them wholly away. Letters UN­

SEALED, and yet (as the commiffioners at York 
very properly fay) .cc conteyning foule ma,tteir, 
cr and abominable to be thouglitof or to be writ- , 
(( ten by a prince,"t could not be fuppofed by 
any but the determined enemies of Mary; to be 
either figned openly by her, or to be addreffed 
openly to h"im. The fimplic ity of faith in a fool 
would revolt equally at either. And the addrefs 
to Bothwell was accordingly withdrawn, with the 
fignature of Mary. 

But then how came the Ie ters to be fpoken of 
afterwards, as if tl1ey were frill direCted to' Both., 

* Appendix, No, x;i~ t Ibid. No. v. 

well ? 
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,well? From three · caufes. One relates to the 
Scotch parliament. Another points to the Ena-­
lilh commiffioners. And the tHird mounts up 
to Murray himfelf. 

The letters are never fpoken of, either before 
or after the Scotcl-). parliament, as aCtually d~­
reCl:ed to Bothwell. They are only faid to be 

jent him. This indeed, in all common con­
ftruilion of language concerning IttlersJ implies 
-them to have been addreifed, as well as dif· 
Fatched, to him. Yet, as it is one of thofe words 
in every language, which in ordinary ufage pafs 
current for more than their , proper fignification ; 
"the rebels had no need to , a,lter their expreffions 
concerning this, ' as they had concerning the fub­
fcriptions. The aCt of council had aifet,ted them 
to be fint to Earl Bothwell, when they had di­
reCtions upon them. The aCt of parliament 
afferted them equally to be fmt him, when the 
direCtions w~e taken away. 1£ might properly 
do fo. Though not direCted, they might be rent 
to him. And whether they were fent or nor, 
was a point which the partifans of Mary might 
·have required to be proved, before they fuffchd 
the letters to be fanCtioned for hers by a law. . 

• But they were precluded from doing th is, by the 
terrours that were artfully hung over their heads. 
'They were precluded from taking a Gngle ftep of 
this kind, from afking a fingle q lleftion, or from 
ftarting a fingle doubt, by the accurfed combina­
tion that was formed among the rebels, to murder 
Mary in a moft cruel manner, if any oppofition 
was made by her friends to the law. ' Nor was 

this 
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this a mere menace. Some of their own 'party, 
• who were heft capable of judging, confidered 

the combination in fo ferious a light, and were 
fo apprehenfive of the conG quences of it, thac 
thei would not enter into it. cc Sindrie of thet 
(C nobil-men partakeris with thamefelfis," fay 
Mary's lords, "refufit to fubfcryve the famin, 
" Of &onjent to hir deid [death] in ony way is" 1/1 

Murray was too determined in his aims, and too 
favage in his fpirit, Hot to have fet the confede­
racy at work upon their object, if he had been 
defeated in his defigns for the ,law. Mary's 
friends thought him fo, and trembled for their 
~een. Some of l:is own affociates equally 
thought him fo, and trembled left he 1hould, in­
volve them in the guilt of her murder. 

Yet Murtay mull: have intended, rather to 
menace than to murder. Even a Murray would 
not attempt a murder, if a menace would anfwer 
his purpofe as well . His great intent was to ter': . 
rify. To terrify Mary into a refignac'on of the 
crown, was the point to which all his meafures ulti· 
mately tended. This was the grand fcope of the 
prefent iaw. ' And 'to terrify her adherents in the 
houfe from being troublefome in it, from fcru­
tinizing his ptoceedings with an inquifitive eye, 
from examining the letters particularly, from no­
ticinO' the want of fubfcrip' tions, and from infift-o • 
ing on the 'want of direCl::ions, to them ; he at-
tacked · them in their tendereft parr, not by 

' threatening their lives, not by banding ,to .mur~ 

.. Goodall, ii. 360 
oer 
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der thim, but by threatening tife lite of their 
fovereign~ and by banding to murde[' Mary­
Such an inftrument of terrour ,as this; which 

'was calculated only "for the generous· and the 
brave,- was fabricated merely for the prefent 
emergency. It acted therefore with the greater 
force upon the friends of Mary. The fate of 
their miftrefs hung fufpended po their actions and 

. words. T·he blood-hounds of rebellion were 
H in their flips, ftraining upon the ftart," and 
ready to fpring upon their prey. And thofe 
worthies were compelled by their very worth, 
their very bravery. and generofity, . tl) 'act with the 
niceft caution, and to .let the law pafs un-fcru. 
tinized and un-expofed.*' 

Such a violent mode of paffing the law, how:-
. ever, muft have convinced them at the time, as 

it rnuft equally convince my reader now, in t11 ~ 
fu II eft 'and moft effectual manner 'that letters;' 
'which were to be fo carried through the houfe; 
muft have been undoubtedly fpurious, intlft have' 
been dumfily fabricated, and migh't hav~ . be~n 

* Yet Dr. Robel'tfon was fo little apprized of thefe cir­
cumil:aonces, or fo little attentive to their mome1Ztum and forcej 
as to urge the pailing of this iaw for a: real argument of 
guilt in Mary (Di!f. 22).. He muil: either have thought a 
pop-gun would be artillery fufficient; to decide thefe 10Jl~ 
£ontcil:s concerning Mary againfr her; 

Hi motus animorum, at que hzc cert~mlna tant~j 
PlIWeris txigui jaCl:u compre(fa quicfcant : 

or, ill great difrre[s for arguments, he picked up a'll that he 
could find; . 

------certamine agrefti 
Stipitibus duris agitur fudibu[ve prreuilis. 

1 eafily 
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eafily deteCted. But they were convinced of 
their fpurioufnefs by. their appearance. cc ' f-iit 
"Majeftle's .writing productt in parliament," 
they fay, couid be no proof 'of murder againft . 
her, " albeit it were her awin hand-writ, AS 11' . , 

cc IS NOT; and als the famin IS D1i:VYSI.r BY 

"THAMESE LFI S."* Y c:t they were obliged to ac .. 
quiefce in a merely negative oppofitiontoall. They 
merely (C tuik inftruments and proteftatiounis,-
" that thay conJentit to na hur of the ~enis Ma-
ce jeftie's perfoun, eftait royall, nor <:rown, fordat' 
cc nor her Himes wald frielie appreif herjelf, being at 
cc libertie: nor yet wald voit in (mie thing concern-
" tng her Grace',f honor nor ljfe."t So much was 
due to their own propity! But more would h~ve 
been dangerous to th'eir ~een's life. . 

We cannot wonder then, that Mal'Y's adherents 
did not call for a proqf of the letters beingjent 
to Bothwell, as they 'werenot direCted ' to. him. 
Thofe adherents called for no proof of their be­
ing written by Mary, though they were riot fub- . 
fcribed by her. They called for no proof ot 
any thing concerning them. The bloody comet, 
that glared continually before their eyeS', pre­
vented all inquiry. The letters and the, law 
paffed without particular contradiCtion through , 
the houfe. And they would eq ually have paffed in 
[uGh circumftances, we may be [ure, if the letters 
had been charged with abfurdity, and loaded with 
foro-ery, in every atom of their compofition. o , 

* Goodall, ii. 361. t Ibid. r69' 

VOL. I. Bb But 
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But when the l~tters come to be canvafi'ed in 
En~land, °then the want of a direCtion to Both­
well will be fupplied, by a proof of their aCtual 
conveyance to him. England is a region, in 
'which Murray's comet can have no effeet upon 
the fpirits of the judges. Nor !las it. Tet the 
want is not fupplied. None of the per[ons that 
carried th~ letters, appeared to prove the con­
veyance of them. None were produced by Mur­
ray. None were called for by the Englifh com­
miffioners. Thus was no comfe of tranfmiffion 
1hewed. The defeCt of a direCtion, particularly, 
was left ' totally un-cured. Murray could not 
cure or 1hew either. Nor could the commiffioners 
call for either. The letters were not 'exhibited 
to them as comrniffioners. They were {hewn to 
them only as private gentlemen. This reafon, 
however, was no loriger in force, when the let­
ters were exhibited again at WeH:minfter. Some 
witneffes therefore will be brought up now, to 
fill this grand. chafm of evidence, and to {hew 
'us at leaft the verbal direCtions of one or more 
of the letters. But they are not. cc There is nei~ 
"ther fubfcription of the writer," fays Bifhop 
Lefley at the end of the Weftminfter conference, 
" norJuperjcription unto wh(Jm they were direfted:­
" there is no mention [it fhould b~, no proof] 
" made of the Bearer, who is, al: ii: may be fup-

o "pofed,-the man in the Il1oone: he was never 
" ye"t known 'or heard of [judicially], that did 
(C either receavc or deliver tbem." !!; And no ac-

• Appendix, No. xii. 
count 
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count was ever given, why the letters are fup­
pofed to have been for Bothwell. They carry 
no direCl:ions to him. They have no conveyance 
to ~im, proved or attempted to be prov d. Ye 
they are believed by the privy cOllnfellors at 
Hampton Court, they are believed by the com­
miffioners at York, they are believed by the com­
miffioners at Weftminfter, and they are believed 
by Murray and by every body, to be addreffed 
to him. How is this ~ Here is faith without 
reafon, an implicit faith without a grain of reafon. 
And whence arifes it all ? 

It all arifes fr9m Murray. He gave the firft 
movement to this circle of belief, which we have 
feen gradually widening and widening, till it 
fpread over the iOand. He firft believed, and he 
taught ot~ers to believe. But wh~nce did he de­
rive his faith? He could derive it only from one 
fouree. He knew the original letters. He knew 
them to be addreffed to BothweJl. He knew 
them to be direCl:ed to him. And, tholJgh he 
found himfelf compelled by the neceffities uf 
policy, to deprive them of their direCtions; though 

e could find nothing in the contents, that would 
point out the perfon addreffed; yet he had the 
courage to think of fupplying a!l, by the mere 
bravery of affurance; and he had the good for­
tllne to have his word taken, his affertion cir­
culated, and his faith -adopted, without a know­
ledge of his reafons, by all. 

:Bbz § II. SO 




