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TO HIS MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTY

WILLIAM THE FOURTH,

KING OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND,

&c. &c. &c.

SIR,

By your Majesty’s most gracious permission, I have the
honour to present to your Majesty the Domestic History of the
Inventor of Logarithms. That his invention was the greatest boon
genius could bestow upon a Maritime Empire is a truth universally
felt, and which no person is better qualified to appreciate than your
Majesty. It is a proud reflection for Britain, that she does not owe
to a stranger the creation of that intellectual aid which renders your
Majesty’s Fleets as free and fearless in Navigation as they have ever
been in Battle.

To such considerations alone am I entitled to attribute your Ma-
jesty’s condescension in accepting of this work.

I have the honour to remain,
Your Majesty’s humble and devoted
Subject and Servant,
MARK NAPIER.
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PREFACE.

Tae illustrious Philosopher whose domestic history is now, for
the first time, fully recorded, left many private papers besides
voluminous parchments. His personal manuscripts, of course
chiefly scientific, came into the possession of his third son, Ro-
bert Napier of Bowhopple, Culcreugh, and Drumquhannie, who
edited his father’s posthumous works. The late Colonel Milliken
Napier, Robert’s lineal male representative, was still in possession
of a mass of the Culcreugh papers at the close of last cen-
tury. The Colonel was no antiquary, and, like most of the de-
scendants of the great Napier, chiefly evinced his philosophy in a
supreme indifference to sabre and gun-shot wounds, in the service
of his country, which were liberally bestowed upon him during
twenty-two years of a military career in every quarter of the globe.
His excellent lady, from whom I have the following fact, upon one oc-
casion, before accompanying her husband from home, deposited the
venerable relics of the Philosopher, including a portrait of him, and
a Bible with his autograph, in a chest which was placed for safety
in a garret of their house of Milliken in Renfrewshire. During
their absence the house was burnt, and the precious deposit perished.
It is to be regretted that the present attempt had not been made
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before this dilapidation of the materials occurred. Still, however,
much remained which it was desirable to rescue from the chapter
of accidents. In particular, two manuscript treatises, one upon
.Arithmetic, and the other upon Algebra, composed by Napier, had
been previously presented to Francis V Lord Napier, by William
Napier, fifth of Culcreugh, and thus escaped the destruction of the
other papers. The late Lord (Francis VIIL.) saved these manu-
scripts from decay, very obviously commencing, and he notes upon a
blank leaf, “ finding them in a neglected state amongst my family
papers, 1 have bound them together, in order to preserve them en-
tire.” The reason of this remnant having passed to the noble
branch of the family is manifest. Francis V Lord Napier, a most
accomplished nobleman, (who in the year 1761 procured, at his own
expense, a survey, plan, and estimate for a navigable canal to form a
communication between the rivers Forth and Clyde, and which
idea was subsequently carried into execution upon a greaf scale,) -
had turned his elegant and comprehensive mind towards the
composition of a biographical work worthy of the memory of his
great ancestor. The fact is curiously recorded. Sir Alexander
Johnston, late Chief-Justice of Ceylon, and now of his Majesty’s
Privy-Council, was examined before the committee on the affairs
of the East India Company in July 1832, when he gave some inte-
resting evidence relating to the Hindoo governments. The follow-
ing extract from that evidence will inform the reader of the unex-
pected termination of Lord Napier’s literary project: “ Were you
acquainted, while in Ceylon, with the late Colonel C. Mackenzie,
the Surveyor-General of all India, and with the collection which he
made of materials for writing a history of India ? I was intimately
acquainted with him from my earliest youth,and I was in constant
communication with him all the time I was in Ceylon, from 1802
to 1818, upon subjects connected with the history of India and of
that island, and had frequent occasion to refer for information to his
valuable collection of ancient inscrisptions and historical documents.
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Be so good as to explain the circumistances which first led Colonel
Mackenzie to make this collection, and those which led the Bengal
government after his death to purchase it from his widow ? Colo-
nel Mackenzie was a native of the island of Lewis ; as a very young
man, he was much patronized, on account of his mathematical
knowledge, by the late Lord Seaforth, and my late father, Francis,
the fifth Lord Napier of Merchiston. He was for some time em-
ployed by the latter, who was about to write a life of his ancestor,
John Napier of Merchiston, the Inventor of Logarithms, to collect
for him, with a view to that life, from all the different works rela-
tive to India, an account of the knowledge which the Hindoos
possessed of mathematics, and of the nature and use of Lo-
garithms. Mr Mackenzie, after the death of Lord Napier, be-
came desirous of prosecuting his oriental researches in India.
Lord Seaforth got him appointed to the engineers on the Ma-
dras establishment in 1782, and gave him letters of introduction
to the late Lord Macartney, the then Governor of that Presi-
dency, and to my father, who held a high situation under his
Lordship at Madura, the ancient capital of the Hindoo kingdom,
described by Ptolemy as the regio Pandionis of the peninsula of
India, and the ancient seat of the Hindoo college. My mother,
who was the daughter of Mr Mackenzie’s friend and early patron,
the fifth Lord Napier, and who, in consequence of her father's
death, had determined herself to execute the plan which he had
founded of writing the life of the Inventor of Logarithms, resided
at that time with my father at Madura, and employed the most
distinguished of the Brahmins in the neighbourhood in collecting
for her from every part of the péninsula the information which she
required relative to the knowledge which the Hindoos had posses-
sed in ancient times of mathematics and astronomy. Knowing that
Mr Mackenzie had been previously employed by her father in pur-
suing the literary inquiries in which she herself was then engaged,
and wishing to have his assistance in arranging the materials which
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she had collected, she and my Yather invited him to come and live
with them at Madura early in 1783, and there introduced him to
all the Brahmins and other literary natives who resided at that
place.” No life of Napier, however, was destined to result from
these spirited proceedings, which gave rise to the celebrated Mac-
kenzie Collection ; and, Sir Alexander adds in his evidence, “ the
Marquis of Hastings purchased the whole collection for the East
India Company from Colonel Mackenzie’s widow for L. 10,000,
and thereby preserved for the British Government the most, valu-
able materials which could be procured for writing an authentic
history of the British empire in India.” Unfortunately the papers
of the Honourable Mrs Johnston were also consumed by fire, an
element that has been severe upon the materials for our Philosopher’s
biography. The late Earl of Buchan, towards the close of last cen-
tury, put together a few quarto pages of meagre and inaccurate bio-
graphy, which he called the Life of Napier, and to this was added
an able but dry analysis of his published mathematical inventions by
Dr Minto. This work has done more harm than good to the sub-
ject, as, from its imposing shape and title, it has given rise to a vague
impression that nothing further could be known or said about Na-
pier, and may have deterred others, better qualified for the task
than I can pretend to be, from exerting themselves to do justice to
his memory.

The late Lord Napier compiled with great pains and accuracy a
digest of his charters and private papers, composing a genealogical
account of his family, which remains in manuscript. This his Lord-
ship communicated to Mr Wood, and the substance of it will be
found in the account of the family of Napier contained in that
gentleman’s edition of Douglas’s Peerage. From that source chiefly
the slight biographical notices of the philosopher, lately published,
are derived. Still his very curious mathematical manuscripts re-
mained unexamined, and some of the most interesting and charac-
teristic particulars of his history unrecorded.
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The present Lord Napier having allowed me unlimited access to
his family papers, and encouraged me throughout this undertaking

"/ with his kind and intelligent co-operation, I have done my best to

- - supply the desideratum. In some respects a philosopher would
- have been the most proper biographer of Napier, particularly in the
- analysis of his unpublished treatises, to which I can scarcely hope to
have done justice beyond the fact of making their contents known.
But there were antiquarian difficulties to encounter, both in mas-
tering the contents of his manuscripts, and in the other researches
upon which these Memoirs are founded, to which mathematicians
are little inclined. The world had waited long enough for a scien-
tific life of Napier, and while the Logarithms, most amply and ad-
mirably commented upon by illustrious foreigners, were continually
adding glory to the land of their birth, the very knowledge of who
invented them seemed to be escaping from the popular literature
of his own country. My object has been not only to record every
fact of interest regarding the great Napier, but to exhibit a pic-
ture of him relieved upon the dark ground of his times,—to con-
nect him with the political and religious history of his country, no
less than with the history of science.

It is a curious fact, and affords one of several instances in which
the memory of our Philosopher has been strangely neglected, that
no portrait of him has been engraved in Mr Lodge’s Portraits of Il-
lustrious Personages of Great Britain. Bacon is there, and New-
ton, but not Napier. Yet that brilliant publication includes John
Knox, though the engraving, meant to represent him, is taken
from an old anonymous portrait in Holyroodhouse, certainly not
of John Knox, holding a pair of compasses over a chart. A most
authentic portrait of Napier, however, and in excellent preservation,
belongs to the College of Edinburgh. The record of donations to
that University proves that it was presented by Margarét, Baroness
of Napier in her own right, to whom the honours opened in 1686.
There-can be no doubt of its originality. It bears the shield of

b
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arms and the initials of the philosopher with the date 1616, the
year before his death ; and also his age, 67, all of which are ob-
viously contemporary with the rest of the painting. It has been
partially engraved for this work, including a sketch, however, of all
the minor details. Who painted it is a difficult question, as the
date is prior to the era of Jamieson, and during a very rude age of
portrait painting in Scotland. Yet, though defective in perspective,
it is well coloured, and altogether a noble portrait. I have chosen
it for this work in preference to another, unquestionably original,
of the same size, belonging to Lord Napier, and which has never
been out of the family. But his Lordship’s is not in such good
preservation, and, though quaint and interesting, is a ruder specimen
of art. The countenances are very similar, but the paintings quite
different. They are seated in different chairs, and in a different
dress and attitude. The upper part of the figure in Lord Napier’s
is clothed in a close tunic of black, with a black cowl concealing
the hair and half of the brow. The lower part of the figure seems
enveloped in drapery, and the left hand holds a book at a table.
An etching of it was intended to illustrate this preface, and also
one from a dilapidated portrait, in Lord Napier’s gallery, of the
Philosopher’s first wife ; these etchings, accordingly, are alluded to
in the Memoirs, but have not been inserted, as the details of the
old paintings were doubtfully made out. Mr Napier of Blackstone
possesses a half-length portrait of the Philosopher with the cowl,
which has very much the air of an original. The same may be
said of one in possession of Aytoun of Inchdernie, whose ancestor
was connected by marriage with the family of Merchiston. This
also has the cowl. The late Lord Napier acquired a very original-
looking half-length of him without the cowl, the history of which I
cannot trace. There is another of the same size with the cowl, be-
longing tooneof the law professors in Edinburgh, which I have heard
called an original of the Baron from the pencil of Jamieson. This
would be an exceedingly mteresting portrait. But could the Scot-



PREFACE. xi

tish Vandyke have painted any portrait in Scotland until some years
after the Philosopher’s death ? Unquestionably he painted the first
Lord Napier. This portrait, of which an engraving is given in the
Memoirs, is included in the catalogue of Jamieson’s works, and is
still in possession of Lord Napier. An original of the great Napier
by the same master would scarcely have been suffered to wander out
of the family. * Jamieson, however, may have copied some of these
heads of the Philosopher when he painted his son. The en-
graving of Mary Queen of Scots will be contemplated with great
interest. Among the various portraits of her, with more or less
claims to originality, none possess higher than this, though never
until now publickly noticed. It is not a copy from any other
known, and all the characteristics are in favour of its perfect
originality. Upon the back of it there is, in the hand-writ-
ing of the late Lord Napier, “ This picture of Mary Queen of
Scots, supposed to be painted when she was about twelve years
old, has ever been considered an original picture, and has been in
the possession of the family of Napier for many generations. Mr
David Martin, at the desire of Lord Napier, stretched it on new

* A biographical notice of our Philosopher, contained in the Library of Entertaining Know-
ledge, 1830, is at great pains to state that he was not Lord Napier; but, adds a note, hitherto un-
contradicted, which has a much greater tendency to confuse his genealogy, « Professor Napier of
Edinburgh, who is descended from Lord Napier, is in possession of the set of bones used by his
great ancestor.”—Vol. viii. p. 56. T would not have noticed a capricious adoption of the sur-
name of Napier by the Professor of Scots Law Conveyancing in Edinburgh, (also editor of the
Encyclopeedia Britannica,) whose proper surname is Macvey, were it not that the publication
and wide diffusion of the genealogical error quoted above might impress, foreigners at least,
with the notion that a scion of Merchiston, perhaps the philosopher’s representative, occupies
a learned chair in the University of Edinburgh. A very minute acquaintance with the history
of Napier, in all its branches, does not enable me to record the most distant genealogical connec-
tion between the family of Napier of Merchiston and any one of the name of Macvey ; or, however
honoured the Napier tree might be by the acquisition, that it is possible that the Professor can be
descended from any Lord Napier. Lord Napier possesses a very primitive set of those ingeni-
- ous instruments of calculation ¢ Neper's Bones,” but framed of card disposed upon rollers in an
oaken box, the figures upon which appear to be in the handwriting of the philosopher or his son
Robert. Like the wood of the true cross, however, the identical original bones may have been

scattered far, and infinitely multiplied.
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canvass and cleaned it 1787.” It will be seen that there were many
channels through which such a relic might reach the family of Mer-
chiston. The likeness is perfectly preserved in the engraving, which,
however, cannot convey the delicate and youthful complexion, Dr
Robertson says, “ Her hair was black—her eyes were a dark-grey ;”
and had this been written in any other spirit than that of romance,
it would contradict the authenticity of Lord Napier’s picture, where
the hair is yellow, and the eyes of a decided hazel or chesnut-colour.
But Sir James Melville says expressly, that her complexion was fair ;
and “ Beal, the clerk of the Privy-Council, who was directed by Ce-
cil to see and report the death of the Scottish Queen, describes her
as having chesnut-coloured eyes.”— Chalmers. The autograph at-
tached is taken from an original letter of the young Queen (when
about the age represented in this portrait) to her mother, preserved
in the Register-House. The Portrait of Dr Napier, the warlock of
Oxford, is exceedingly characteristic. There can be no doubt that
he and the Philosopher were brothers’ children, that fact being re-
corded by the first Lord Napier, who could not be mistaken as to
the family of his own granduncle.

I had intended to have given a complete statement, in the Ap-
pendix, of the Lennox Case for Merchiston, proving the Philosopher’s,
and consequently Lord Napier’s, right to that ancient Earldom;
but having occupied more space with the abstract of Napier’s Alge-
bra than 1 had anticipated, the Case, with genealogical trees of the
family, &c., is reserved for publication in another shape. I have
retained, however, so much of it as may suffice to meet certain er-
rors that have crept into the history of Scotland.

August 1834.
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LIFE

OF

JOHN NAPIER OF MERCHISTON.

CHAPTER 1.

THAT the life of a philosopher affords few incidents for his biography, is
remarked in every attempt to satisfy the curiosity of the world as to the do-
mestic habits of such men. Even with regard to Sir Isaac Newton, who
lived in an age and country the ameliorated state of which had multiplied
social relations, a regret has been expressed, that he must be constantly viewed
in connection with the progress of science, and scarcely ever i communion
with human nature.

If this be true of Newton, how much more so is it of him whom the com-
mon people of his day used to designate by the mysterious epithet of the
“ Marvellous Merchiston,”—who was born a century before the English phi-
losopher, in the most savage age of a barbarous land, where betwixt himself
and contemporary barons, much the same sympathies existed that Daniel en-
joyed in the lion's den.

There is this advantage, however, in the antiquity of the present subject,
that slight notices become valuable, particularly if they involve picturesque
relations to the history of the country. I do not despair of being able to sa-
tisfy the reader’s curiosity as to the private life and habits of our great phi-
losopher, more fully than he may have anticipated. But this it is hoped, will
also add something to the interest, that the lineage which Napier represent-
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2 : THE LIFE OF

ed, and the relatives among whom he was reared, connect in a remarkable
manner with the annals of Scotland.

It may be said that his biography can be neither more nor less than a
chapter of human knowledge in its loftiest departments; and it is usual to
dismiss the mortal genealogies of the sons of science with almost contemp-
tuous brevity. But the pride of intellect which affects a supercilious disdain
for an historical lineage or hereditary honour, if less absurd, is perhaps more
mischievous than the pride of ancestry. Applied to the history of philoso-
phers the proposition seems questionable, that it is “ more honourable to
have achieved fame and eminence without the advantages of high birth, than
with their assistance.”® Necessity is the mother of invention, and poverty
has been found the most faithful nurse of genius. Napier incurred a greater
risk of never attaining his throne in letters, from the wealth of his family,
and the courtly and historical connections of his house, than if his parentage
could only have been traced to a hovel. Ramus was reared as a shepherd,
Ben Jonson as a bricklayer, Longomontanus was the son of a labourer,
Metastasio of a common mechanic, Hadyn’s father was a wheelwright,
Linnzeus was bred a shoemaker, and the fiery spark of Franklin’s genius
was struck from the forge of a blacksmith. Without multiplying examples,
or taking any from our own country, where the instances are too modern to
be within the pale of courteous observation, it may be safely said, that the
annals of letters are gorged with illustrious proofs that the sons of the lowly
may become the lights of the world.

Yet the illustrious transatlantic philosopher whom we have named, whlle
expressing exultation in his victory over the difficulties of an inferior origin,
evinces at the same time an aristocratic anxiety to surround the smithy of his
ancestors with the halo of antiquity and hereditary right. “ From the bosom
of poverty and obscurity,” says he, in a letter of autobiography to his son,
“ in which I drew my first breath and spent my earliest years, I have raised
myself to a state of opulence, and to some degree of celebrity in the world.”
Then he adds, “ one of my uncles, desirous like myself of collecting anecdotes
of our family, gave me some notes, from which I have derived many particulars
respecting our ancestors. From these I learn, that they had lived in the same
village, (Eaton in Northamptonshire,) upon a freehold of about thirty acres, for

* The Pursuit of Knowledge under Difficulties, published by the Society for the Diffusion of
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NAPIER OF MERCHISTON. 3

the space at least of ¢hree hundred years. How long they had resided there prior
to that period, my uncle had been unable to discover,—probably ever since
the institution of surnames, when they took the appellation of Franklin, which
had formerly been the name of a particular order of individuals. This petty
estate would not have sufficed for their subsistence had they not added the
trade of a blacksmith, which was perpetuated in the family down to my uncle’s
time, the eldest son having been uniformly brought up to this employment,—
a custom which both he and my father observed with respect to their eldest
sons. In the researches I made at Eaton, I found no account of their births,
marriages, and deaths, earlier than the year 1555 ; the parish register not ex-
tending farther back than that period. This register informed me that I was
the youngest of the youngest branch of the jfamsly, counting five genera-
tions,” &c.

But in the British isles at least, the cottage school of knowledge is not un-
rivalled ; nor can it be said, that with us genius only flashes, like the light-
ning, from the bosom of obscurity. While such names as Bacon, Boyle, and
Byron, illustrate the aristocracy of England and Ireland, those of Napier and
Scott belong to the feudal history of their country. * The magnitude of these
examples outweighs the multitude opposed ; and the contemplation is consola-
tory and wholesome to the higher classes of society.

The instance of Napier is peculiarly striking. In his own country, where
he has no monument but his works, he as far excels all her philosophers
in a comparison of intellectual achievement, as in the curious and quaint anti-
quities of his race ; and of him it is that England’s greatest historian has re-
corded an estimate, true to this hour, that he was “ the person to whom the

* I have not instanced Sir Isaac Newton, because his mighty name belongs to the debateable
land in this question. According to his latest biography, neither England nor Scotland, the aris-
tocracy nor the people, can positively claim him. Sir David Brewster, after stating the pros and
cons on the subject, adds, « all these circumstances prove that Sir Isaac Newton could not trace
his pedigree with any certainty beyond his grandfather; and that there were two different tradi-
tions in his family,—one which referred his descent to John Newton of Westby, and the other to a
gentleman of East Lothian, who accompanied King James VI. to England. In a letter addressed to
me by the learned George Chalmers, Esq. I find the following observations respecting the imme-
diate relations of Sir Isaac : ¢ The Newtons of Woolsthorpe,” says he, ¢ who were merely yeomen
farmers, were not by any means opulent. The son of Sir Isaac’s father's brother was a carpenter
called John,' " &c.—Brewster's Life of Newton.



4 THE LIFE OF

title of a GREAT MAN is more justly due than to any other whom his country
ever produced.” *

To verify this eulogy—which, since the career of one whose glory is so
bright upon his recent grave might be thought no longer due—is the chief ob-
ject of the following Memorials. In the first place, however, we must indulge
in a chapter or two of historical reminiscences of the descent of our great phi-
losopher, and the family connections in the midst of whom his own quiet pro-
gress to maturity and fame was completed. Nor is this to gratify a local
vanity, or the mere lovers of genealogy. Two of the brightest stars in the
galaxy of France have turned with disappointment from the difficulty of ob-
taining even the miserable records which this country affords of its greatest phi-
losopher. “ On connait peu de circonstances,” (says Delambre,t) “ de la vie de
Néper; il était Ecossais, baron de Merchiston.”—And Montucla,} after re-
cording of his family and personal history the little he knew, which involved
two errors, adds, “ Je sais qu’il y a une vie de Néper publiée, il y a peu d’an-
neés 4 Edimbourg. Mais c’est en vain que j’ai tenté de me la procurer. Ii
est bien plus difficile d’obtenir un livre de Londres que de Petersbourg, quoi-
que cette derniere ville soit six fois eloignée de nous.”

John Napier was not the man to have obviated by his own researches, this
dearth of information with regard to his domestic history, and we must do
for him what the great American did for himself.

** Alexander Napare,” the first of Merchiston, acquired that estate before
the year 1438, from James I. of Scotland, § was provost of Edinburgh in 1437,
and otherwise distinguished in that reign. His eldest son, also Alexander,
became in his father’s lifetime comptroller to James II., and ran a splendid
state career under successive monarchs.

But whence these Napiers came, though obviously at this early period a
wealthy and distinguished family, has hitherto baffled genealogical inquiry.
Peerage writers, not easily discomfited, have without any authority, boldly
traced their descent from “ Johan le Naper del Counte de Dunbretan,” (one of
those who swore fealty to Edward I. in 1296, and defended the Castle of

* Hume's History of England, vii. 44.

+ Histoire de ' Astronomie Moderne, par M. Delambre, &c. &c. &c. T. i. p. 491.

1 Histoire des Mathematiques, par J. F. Montucls, de I'Institut National de France, T. ii. p. 15.
§ See Note (A.)
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Stirling against that monarch in 1804 ;) and thence through a variety of Wil-
liam and John de Napers of feudal celebrity. After a long and arduous search
through authentic records, I find there exists no authority for this genealogy.

Under these circumstances, we can do no less than attend to the Legend of
Merchiston, as illustrated by the truest of all records so far as it goes, the
heraldic language of ancient seals.

From time immemorial, that family cherished a tradition, that one of their
lineal male ancestors was a younger son of a Scottish Earl of the ancient race
of Levenax. In the imperfect shape in which the tradition has been transmit-
ted, it must rank with those fanciful legends which compose the pleasant apo-
crypha of profane history. * The Hay of Longcarty, who bequeathed his
bloody yoke to his lineage,—the dark-gray man who first founded the House
of Douglas,” *—cause fastidious antiquaries to shake their heads, yet still keep
their own in the romance of Scottish history. The legend of Napier is of the
same description, but has been solemnly recorded in the Heralds’ books of
London, owing tq circumstances which, as they are not generally known, I
shall narrate.

James V1., of facetious memory, had no objection to enrich his coffers by an
indiscriminate distribution of knighthoods and higher honours. “ Hold up thy
head man, thou hast less need to be ashamed than I, sure,” was an encourag-
ing exclamation of his to a shamed-faced country gentleman about to be
knighted. It was a prize to him to discover in one individual the rarely com-
bined qualities of wealth, good Scotch extraction, and a desire to pay for fur-
ther honours with Sterling coin. Such a rara avis occurred in the person of
a cadet of Merchiston in the year 1612. Robert Napier, a cousin-german of
the great John, had amassed riches abroad as a merchant. At the same time
the services of his fathers to the royal house, entitled him to look for honours
and preferment at home. Archibald, the philosopher’s eldest son afterwards
first Lord Napier, was at this time a gentleman of the bed-chamber to King
James, but in no condition to purchase aggrandizement, as notwithstanding
his father’s great estates in Scotland, the young laird had become involved in
debt from his long attendance on the avaricious monarch.t James himself
was well aware that the Napiers of Merchiston, independently of their pre-
tensions to a male descent from Lennox, represented through a female a branch

* Sir Walter Scott.
+ Original letter of Archibald Naper to Sir Julius Cesar in 1613.
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of that earldom collateral to his own descent through Darnly.* 8o he knew
his man, and rejoiced in the wealthy merchant, who claimed the honour of a
baronetcy and was ready to pay for it. Sneers and whispers, expressive of
an outraged aristocracy, went round the circle of his courtiers, who were par-
ticularly jealous when the sword of honour was about to descend upon the
shoulders of a Scotchman. But the king had less reason to be ashamed than
usual. He attested the birth and breeding of the candidate with an oath
which has become familiarly characteristic of his energetic mood. He declar-
ed “ by his saul,” that the family to which Robert Napier belonged had ranked
with the aristocracy for more than 300 years. William Lilly, “ the last of
the astrologers,” tells this anecdote in his gossipping and graphic manner.
*“ A word or two of Dr Napper,” says he, “ who lived at great Lindford, in
Buckinghamshire, was parson, and had the advowson thereof. He descended
of worshipful parents, and this you must believe, for when Dr Napper’s brother,
Sir Robert Napper, a Turkey merchant, was to be made a baronet in King
James’ reign,t there was some dispute whether he could prqve himself a gen-
tleman for three or more descents. ‘ By my saul,’ saith King James, ¢ I will
certify for Napper, that he is of three hundred years’ standing in his family ;
all of them, by my saul, gentlemen.’” }

* In « an Abstract of the Evidence adduced to prove that Sir William Stewart of Jedworth,
the paternal ancestor of the present Earl of Galloway, was the second son of Sir Alexander Stewart
of Darnly,” printed in London 1801, is the following observation: “ King James (VI.) was him-
self descended from the family of Lennox, and was well wersed in its history ; for he had during
his reign employed several persons to trace its genealogy. It was a subject with which he was
well acquainted, and which he took particular pleasure to contemplate.”

+ In Sir William Dugdale’s Usage of Arms, printed at Oxford 1682, I find in his catalogue of
Baronets created by James V1. November 25,1612 : ¢ Sir Robert Naper, alias Sandy, of Lewton-
How, Knight;” and of those created by Charles II., under date March 4, 1660, “ John Napier,
alias Sandy, Esq. with remainder to Alexander Napier, &c. with remainder to the heirs-male of
Sir Robert Napier, Knight, grandfather to the said John ; and with precedency before all baronets
made since the four-and-twentieth of September, anno 10, Regis Jac., at which time the sadid Sir
Robert was created a baronet, which letters patent so granted to the said Sir Robert Napier were
surrendered by Sir Robert Napier, (father of the said John and Alexander,) lately deceased; to
the intent that the said degree of baronet should be granted to himself, with remainder to the said
John and Alexander.” It appears from Dugdale that the Turkey merchant was a knight, and of
Lewton-How, before he was created a baronet in 1612. The alias of * Sandy” was acquired from
the favourite name of Alexander in the Merchiston family.

1 This did not escape Sir Walter Scott, who, while describing the old castle of Merchiston in
his Provincial Antiquities, thus comments upon the anecdote in reference to the leaning of the
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The king’s asseveration seems to have silenced the courtiers for the time;
but in the year 1625, immediately after the demise of that monarch, and
when Sir Archibald Napier was residing on his estate in Scotland, his cou-
sin Sir Robert deemed it prudent to put his genealogical pretensions formally
upon record in the Heralds’ books, beyond the reach of courtly cavil. He ac-
cordingly applied to Merchiston, as the head of his house, for an authentic
certificate of cadency ; and the document with which Sir Archibald favoured
him under his own hand contains the only written statement of the legend al-
luded to that I can discover. It is to be regretted that King James answered
so readily and lustily for the Turkey merchant ; John Napier, the philosopher,
might otherwise have been applied to for this document, which would then
have entered the English records in the words of the inventor of Logarithms.t
As it is, we have the tradition transmitted by him to his son, who first gave
it publicity under the circumstances narrated.

Sir William Segar was at the time principal king-at-arms for England. * He
was the very preux chevalier of heraldry, and lived amid a halo of its most
brilliant recollections. In 1586, he had walked as portcullis pursuivant at the

inventor of Logarithms to the occult sciences. ¢ It is curious to observe, that amongst the pro-
fessors of astrology and other occult sciences who abounded in England in the beginning of the
sixteenth century, was a Dr Napper ; this person was probably of the stock of the Scottish Na-
piers,—it is poesible, however, that the British Solomon tendered his evidence thus readily, be-
cause his palm itched for the baronet’s fees.” Our illustrious author was not aware of the near
relationship existing betwixt the great Napier and this celebrated astrological doctor, whose por-
trait is still preserved at Oxford, though with a sort of longing for the fact, he ventured a conjec-
ture that they belonged to the same stock. They were brothers’ sons, and I shall elsewhere have
a word or two of Lilly and Dr Richard Napier.

+ The philosopher certainly knew the tradition, and seems to have laid some stress upon it. His
commentaries on the apocalypse were translated at Rochelle; and the edition 1602 has on the
title-page, « Par Jean Napeir (c. a. d.) NOMPAREIL, Sieur de Merchiston, reusue par lui meme.”
The commendatory verses attached to his works generally turn upon the words « nulli par,” or
“impar.” The famous civilian Franciscus Baldiunus wrote a Latin stanza upon Napier, the first
couplet of which embodies the allusion,—

Scotia te genuit phocis Parnassia fovit

Estque impar versum nomen (Apollo) tibi.
« In the year 1705, Sir Isaac Newton gave into the Heralds’ Office an elaborate pedigree, stating
upon oath that he had reason to believe that John Newton of Westby, in the county of Lincoln,
was his great-grandfather’s father,” &c. The pedigree was accompanied by a certificate from Sir
John Newton of Thorpe, Bart.—Brewster's Life of Newton, p. 347.
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thrilling pageantry of the state funeral of Queen Mary. He became succes-
sively Somerset, Norroy, and garter herald ; and in 1608, was honoured with
the commission to carry the garter to Christian IV. of Denmark. In 1612,
he invested the Prince of Orange with the same illustrious insignia, who pre-
sented him in return with his picture set in diamonds, and a chain of gold
weighing six pounds. James VI. conferred upon him the honour of knight-
hood.* Such was the worthy to whom, at the request of the Turkey mer-
chant, Sir Archibald Napier (by this time deputy-treasurer for Scotland, and
a privy-councillor,) transmitted a curious, though very imperfect, genealogical
history of the family, which Sir William recorded with the profound respect
and heraldic flourishes wherein his duty and his delight at once cousisted.

Some account of the contents of this document will be found in the genea-
logical note at the end of the volume.t Here it is sufficient to extract the
words of Sir Archibald which refer to the Lennox origin of his house.

“ One of the ancient Earls of Lennox in Scotland had issue three sons; the
eldest, that succeeded him to the Earldom of Lennox ; the second, whose name
was Donald ; and the third, named Gilchrist. The then King of Scots having
wars, did convocate his lieges to battle, amongst whom that was commanded
was the Earl of Lennox, who, keeping his eldest son at home, sent his two
sons to serve for him with the forces that were under his command. This
battle went hard with the Scots ; for the enemy pressing furiously upon them,
forced them to lose ground until it came to flat running away, which being
perceived by Donald, he pulled his father’s standard from the bearer thereof,
and valiantly encountering the foe, being well followed by the Earl of Lennox’s
men, he repulsed the enemy and changed the fortune of the day, whereby a
great victory was got. After the battle, as the manner is, every one drawing
and setting forth his own acts, the king said unto them, ye have all done va-
liantly, but there is one amongst you who hath NA-PEER ; and calling Do-
nald into his presence, commanded him, in regard of his worthy service and in
augmentation of his honour, to change his name from Lennox to Napier, and
gave him the lands of Gosford and lands in Fife, and made him his own ser-
vant, which discourse is confirmed by evidences of mine wherein we are called
Lennox alias Napier.”

* He died in 1633, and left, as monuments of his science,— An Institute of Honour, Military
and Civil, in four books, 1602. Honores Anglicans, &c. 1602. Baronagium Genealogicum, or
the Pedigree of the English Peers, &c.

+ Note (A.)
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This story is told, I speak with deference, rather in the historical vein of
Sir Walter Scott than of Lord Hailes, and, perhaps, deserves to rank no higher
in authentic history than the legends of Douglas, or Dalyell, or Hay, or For-
bes.* But the Lennox descent may be true independently of the legend,
“ though” (says Sir Archibald) “ this is the origin of our name, as, by tradition
from father to son, we have generally, and without any doubt, received the
same ;” an assertion justified by a fact not adverted to in his own narrative,
that the charter-seals of his lineal paternal ancestors, since at least the year
1400, had all proclaimed that very descent throughout an age of heraldry, and
for more than two centuries before it was thus recorded in 1625.

To a charter of the first Alexander Napier of Merchiston, dated in 1453,
there is appended a seal bearing his name and arms in such preservation as
to be distinctly read. + The device upon the shield is, in heraldic language,
“ a saltier engrailed, cantoned with four roses,”—a chaste and simple cogni-
zance, well known to armorists as that carried by the old Earls of Levenax ;
with this exception, however, (not attended to by our modern heralds and genea-
logists,) that those Earls bore the saltier plain, never engrailed.

* See Nisbet's Heraldry for an account of these fanciful derivations and their legends. He has
not that of Napier; but I was led to trace the history of it so far as I could, in consequence of find-
ing that one of the most illustrious men of modern days, whose commentary on the Logarithms is
the best and most scientific that has appeared, M. Delambre, did not disdain to advert to the le-
gend in the midst of his profound speculations.

« On a varié,” says he, “ sur 'orthographe du nom de Néper, qu'on a écrit Napier, et Nepair ;
on croit ce dernier mot I'équivalent de peerless, sans pair, donné & I'un de ses ancétres ; mais il
s'est appelé lui-méme Neperus dans son ouvrage. Nous avons suivi I'usage constant des écrivains
Frangais qui écrivent Néper.”—Astronomie Moderne, p. 506, v. i. A multiplicity of original sig-
natures of the great Napier occur among the family papers. His marriage settlements in 1572
are signed Jhone Neper ; the same in many other deeds down to 1610. His contract with Logan
of Restalrig preserves in the signature the same orthography; and so in a letter to his father
about the close of the 16th century. But one to his son in 1608 is signed « Jhone Nepair.” All
the deeds after that date signed by him have the latter signature. His letter to James V1. prefix-
ed to his theological work is signed « John Napeir.” 1st Edit. 1593.—¢Neper” is the oldest mode.
His great-great-great-grandfather John, who married the heiress of Lennox, and who (mirabile
dictu) could write his name in the 15th century, so spelt it. His own children, who sign deeds
along with him, use every mode excep¢ Napier, which is comparatively modern.

+ See Note (A)
B
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Other contemporary races of Napier, of whom the Dumbartonshire barons
already mentioned are the chief, carried coat armour totally different. These
were the Napiers of Kilmahew, whose estates lay in the Lennox country, and
who were vassals of that earldom. But they did not assume a single bearing
indicative even of the patronage of Lennox. Kilmahew is the most ancient
family of the name of Napier on record in Scotland ; and their armorial bear-
ings were gules, on a bend azure, three crescents argent. *

The Napiers of Wrightshouses, (whose antique and beautiful castle, gor-
geous with heraldic carvings crowning its numerous doors and windows, was
removed in the present century to make way for an hospital,{ and whose an-
cient line of territorial possessors has been severed from its parent stem, and
cast aside by modern genealogists,) were a race quite distinct from Merchis-
ton, and obviously an early branch of Kilmahew. Their armorial bearings
were, or, on a bend azure, a crescent between two mollets or spur-rowels,—the
arms of Kilmahew with a slight difference. The families of Merchiston and
Wrightshouses became closely connected by marriage about the epoch of the
battle of Flodden Field, when Margaret, the daughter of Merchiston, married
the laird of the neighbouring castle. This appears from the records of the
city of Edinburgh, and the carving upon an armorial stone which once adorned
a door or window of Wrightshouses,commemorative of that alliance. The stone
is still preserved in an artificial ruin at Woodhouselee, and affords additional

* The only ancient seals of Kilmahew probably extant, (the old papers of that family being lost,)
I have lately discovered in the Merchiston charter-chest. 1. “ Duncan Naper de Kilmahew” is one
of the inquest in the retour of Elizabeth Menteith of Lennox and Rusky, spouse of John Napier of
Merchiston, dated 4th November 1473. Kilmahew's seal is entire,—it carries a bend charged with
three crescents. 2. James Naper of Kilmahew” is one of the inquest in the retour of the brieve of
division of the Earldom of Lennox, as to Elizabeth Menteith's share, dated in 1490. This seal has
the same bearings.

There are also among the Merchiston papers seals of the Lairds of Wrightshouses. 1. Alex-
ander Naper de Wrichtyshouse” is one of the inquest in the retour of Archibald Napier, as heir
to Elizabeth Menteith, dated 12th December 1488. His seal carries a bend charged with a cres-
cent hetwixt two mollets or spur-rowels, and in the sinister chief point what appears to be the head
of aunicorn. 2. A deed of reversion, signed and sealed by  Alexander Naper of Wrichtishouse,” to
Alexander Napier of Merchiston, and Annabella Campbell his spouse. This seal is the same as the
former, but without the unicorn’s head. There is no date to the deed, but this baron of Merchis-
ton was killed at Pinkie in 1547.

+ Gillespie's Hospital, in the neighbourhood of Edinburgh. See Note (A.)
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proof of the distinction betwixt the two families ; the arms of the husband, a
crescent on a bend between two spur-rowels, being impaled with those of his
wife, a saltier engrailed, cantoned with four roses. The date on the stone is
15138.

While it is impossible, therefore, to follow the peerage-writers who deduce
Merchiston from the progenitors of Kilmahew, the armorial bearings of the
former, afford at the same time an interesting and remarkable confirmation of
so much of the family legend, and prove the antiquity, if not the truth of that"
pretension.

This proof has hitherto been lost in the inaccurate theory and false as-
sumptions of our great oracles of heraldry, Sir George M‘Kenzie and Mr
Nisbet, from whom it must be redeemed in order to establish its value.

A transcript of a very ancieht charter without a date, describes the Lennox:
shield as' bearing a lion passant.* Such probably was the:ensign of those
- earls until altered in some crusade, of which the cross is'an obvious token.
M‘Farlane of M‘Farlane, a most accurate and well-known antiquary of the
last century who claimed a lineal male descent from the Earls of Levenax,
gives. the following traditionary account of their banner :—* Alan M‘Arkill,
second Earl of Levenax, having accompanied David Earl of Huntingdon,
King William the Lion’s brother, to the Holy Land, assumed upon his under-
taking that expedition, as a badge, a red St Andrew’s cross in a white field,
which, with' the addition of four red roses, became the armorial bearings of
his successors.”} -

Modern writers, almost mvanably state these bearings maccurately “ Sir.
James Balfour” (says Nisbet) “ in his manuscript of the nobility of Scotland,
tells us, that Malcolm de Lennox went to the Holy Land, and was crossed, for
which he and his posterity carried for arms, argent, a saltier engrailed gules,
cantoned with four roses of the last.” {

Sir David Lindesay, however, gives the cognizance of “ the Erles of La-
nox of auld” in its pristine purity, argent, a saltier cantoned with four roses
gules ; while for the arms of Merchiston he gives the same, with the ca-

* Register House.
+ MSS. Advocates’ Library.

1 Nisbet's Heraldry, v. i. p. 132.
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dent difference of the cross engrailed.* And who knew better than old Sir
David ?
Still is thy name in high account,
And still thy verse hath charms ;
Sir David Lindesay of the Mount,
Lord Lion king-at-arms.

The most ancient example probably extant of the Lennox saltier engrasled
is the seal of Alexander Napier attached to the deed of 1453. This date was
about the close of the granter’s life ; and as his son and heir appears to have
attained the years of puberty before 1432, we may hold this example of the
Lennox bearings, with a mark of difference, to be traced as far back in the fa-
mily of Merchiston as the end of the fourteenth century.

Assuming a cadency from the earldom, this seal would be scientifically
legible. “ In carrying arms,” says Nisbet, “ it has always been punctually
observed by all nations, that none shall presume to take to himself the armo-
rial ensign of another, and so intrude into their family and name ; for arms
are silent names, distinguishing families ; and even those of the same blood
and parentage could not bear the coat armour of the principal family, without
some variety and alteration by which they were distinguished from the stem,
and from one another.” {

To engrail the cross, though not a definite expression of the particular de-
gree of cadency, as the minute differences of the crescent, the mollet, or the
martlet, was yet sufficient to satisfy the code of arms, and such as might be
adopted by a cadet, more attentive perhaps to found a new family, than to
denote his precise position upon the ancient stem.

* Of this term, Gusllim, in his Display of Heraldry, gives the following quaint explanation :—
« Engrailed is a term derived from the French, graisle or gresle, which signifies any thing struck
with bail, which the edges of this band seem to resemble, like the edges of the tender leaf, which
is often a sufferer thereby.”

« Engrailed is said of crooked lines which have their points outward, as those which form the
saltier engrailed in the arms of Lennox.” Nisbet's Essay on the Ancient and Modern use of
Armories.—Yet in the same work he expressly states, that engrailing was a mode of differencing
for cadets. “ When lines of partition are carried right by principal families, their cadets make
them crooked by putting them under accidental forms, such as engrailed, waved, &c. for a dis-
tinction.”—P. 115.

+ An Essay on Additional Figures and Marks of Cadency, &c. By Alexander Nisbet, gent.

Edin. 1702, p. 18. )
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In like manner, “ the M‘Farlane,” who claimed to represent Gilchrist, a
younger son of Alwyne second Earl of Levenax, carried argent a saltier
waved and cantoned with four roses gules ; and it is worthy of remark, that
Gilchrist was the name of a brother of him from whom, according to the fa-
mily legend, the Napiers of Merchiston sprung. If these were brothers, by
this variety of differencing their descendants might express their respective
cadencies. Nisbet, in his Essay quoted above, has taken these very cadets as
examples in support of his proposition, that, “ as arms were long in use before
surnames, and instead of them served to distinguish descendants, and to show
from whom they had their original, so at this day they afford us great advan-
tage, by letting us know from what ancient families a great many of the pre-
sent families in Europe are descended.”—* The Napiers and M*Farlanes,”
says he, “ cadets of the old family of Lennox ; for they both carry a saltier
cantoned with roses, but of different tinctures, to distinguish them from one
another.”

In one respect, however, Nisbet was mistaken in this reference, as he after-
wards discovered, for the same mistake does not occur in his large work.
Napier and M‘Farlane have always been understood to carry argent and gules,
the tinctures of Lennox ; but for difference, the one engrailed the cross, and

the other waved it. *

Thus it appears that the Napiers of Merchiston, for the very long period
during which the proofs are extant, have uniformly carried the Lennox coat,
with the cross engrailed for a difference, while no other family of Napier upon
record approximate to those bearings. It is impossible to conjecture how this
could be, if Merchiston were descended either from Kilmahew or Wrights-
houses ; or had acquired their pretensions to the Lennox coat through the
first-mentioned ancient barons of the Lennox country, who were vassals of
that earldom; and yet bore coat armour totally different. It sometimes hap-
pened, no doubt, that families, whose ancestors had been feudally depéndant
upon some great fief, carried on their own shield the armorial bearings of the
over-lord, more or less differenced, according to the caprice of those who

# « The M‘Farlanes carry the arms of Lennox with this difference, the saltier waved instead of
engrailed,”—(ought to be, instead of plain. )—A System of Heraldry, speculative and practical,
with the true art of Blazon. By Alexander Nisbet, gent. First Part. 1722. Edin.
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adopted them. “ Arms of patronage,” says Nisbet in his essay on the use of
Armories, “ are those of patrons and superiors, carried in part or in whole by
their clients and vassals to show their dependance.” But when Alexander
Napier sealed with those arms early in the fifteenth century, he had no pro-
perty in the Lennox. His wealth was mercantile, and his property burgage,
or at least in the vicinity of Edinburgh; and clearly his family had no terri-
torial dependance on the Lennox whatever. The anomaly, therefore, would
be most remarkable, were we to suppose that Merchiston, an alleged branch
of Kilmahew, pertinaciously adhered for centuries to the coat of Lennox slightly
differenced, as arms of patronage and dependance, after having shaken off all
ties to the earldom ; while the Napiers of Kilmahew, who remained for so many
generations vassals of the Lennox, and always resided on their possessions in
that country, never carried a vestige of those arms; an anomaly which would
be very much increased by the consideration, that, when Napier of Merchiston
married the heiress of the Lennox, he still retained the identical bearings which
appear upon the seals of his grandfather and his father :—that is to say, ex ky-
pothese, he preferred the arms of patronage of Lennox, though his family had
no dependance upon the earldom or possessions in the district, to the pro-
per arms of Lennox, which he might have adopted from his lady, who brought
him in right of her own representation, the imposing dowry of one-fourth of
those noble domains.

That he had done so is the theory of M‘Kenzie and Nisbet. Sir George as-
sumes that this John Napier, rejecting his own whatever they might have
been, took the Lennox bearings from his lady, and transmitted the same to his
descendants. “ Sometimes,” says that accomplished lawyer with the utmost
gravity, “ the husband did of old assume on/y the wife’s arms, who was an
heretrix ; as Scott of Buccleugh the arms of Murdiston, and Napier the arms
of Lennox, and did not bear their own native arms.”* It happens that both
examples fail. “ The bold Buccleugh” did not assume “ only his wife’s arms.”
The stars and crescent were his own, which originally were carried by Buc-
cleugh without a bend ; but with these he afterwards charged the bend of
Murdiston as arms of alliance, indicating the marriage with the heiress of
that house. Thus Scotland’s poet and historian, (a scion who illustrates be-

* Sir G. M‘Kenzie'’s Heraldry, p. 72 and 82.
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yond nobility the race of Harden and Buccleugh, as Scotland’s philosopher
and theologian does the race of Lennox and Merchiston,) tells us :—
“ An aged knight, to danger steel'd, '
With many a moss-trooper, came on ;
And azure in a golden field,

The stars and crescent graced his shield
Without the bend of Murdieston.” *

But Sir George has erred even more egregiously in his second example.
Napier, so far from assuming his wife’s armorial bearings to the exclusion
of his own, did exactly the reverse. He retained unaltered the shield of
his fathers, without allowing his lady to share it by any mode of armorial
matrimony ; and it was so retained in its pristine purity for generations there-
after, until it came to be quartered with the royal augmentation of Scot of
Thirlstane.

Nisbet has allowed himself to be misled by M‘Kenzie. In his essay on the
ancient and modern use of armories, he founds a statement upon the faulty
passage ; and this accounts for the following extraordinary mistake in his
great work, the really valuable and delightful institute of Scottish heraldry.
“ What Napier of Merchiston, the most eminent family of the name, carried
of old I know not ; but since John Napier of Merchiston married Margaret
[Elizabeth] Monteith, daughter and co-heir of Murdoch Monteith of Ruskie,
and one of the heirs of line to Duncan Earl of Lennox, in the reign of James
the Second, they have been in use to carry only the arms of Lennoz, viz.
argent, a saltier engrailed, cantoned with four roses gules.” t

It is difficult to understand how Nisbet, an able and enthusiastic herald,
came to adopt a theory of arms so unscientific. The proposition is startling,
that the eldest son of that Sir Alexander Napier, whose career, we shall find,
was most distinguished, had so utterly discarded the shield of a dignified pa-
rentage, as to leave no trace of what Napier of Merchiston carried of old. To

= « The family of Harden are descended from a younger son of the laird of Buccleugh, who
flourished before the estate of Murdieston was acquired by the marriage of one of those chieftains
with the heiress in 1296. Hence the cognizance of the Scotts upon the field ; whereas those of
the Buccleugh are disposed upon a bend dexter, assumed in consequence of that marriage.—See
Gladstaine of Whitelawe’'s MSS. and Scott of Stokoe’s pedigree. Newcastle, 1782.”—Scott's Lay
of the Last Minstrel, c. 4th, and notes.

+ Vol.i. p. 137.
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have done so in those high and palmy days of the Lyon of Scotland, in order
to assume only the armorial bearings of his wife, would, however lofty the
lady, have been “ parma non bene relicta.” It is also singular that Nisbet
should not have at once perceived, that, had her husband indulged in such
caprice, the armorial bearings of Elizabeth Menteith would not by any means
have given him the Lennox cognizance alome. This lady was eldest co-
heiress of the Lennox through Margaret, her paternal grandmother, daughter
of the last Earl Duncan. But Elizabeth’s own father, of whom she was also
eldest co-heiress, was Sir Murdoch Menteith of Rusky, a wealthy and proud
baron ; being heir-male of Walter Stewart, Earl of Menteith, third son of
Walter, high steward of Scotland in the reign of Alexander II., and inherit-
ing a considerable portion of the domains of those earls. “Now the house of
Rusky, of which Elizabeth is frequently styled domina in the family charters,
was, as Nisbet himself informs us, “ in use to carry quarterly first and fourth,
or a bend cheque, sable and argent for Monteith, second and third, azure three
buckles or ;” bearings of which there is not a vestige in those Lennox arms,
said to have been adopted from that marriage.

But further, had Napier really assumed those arms, the cross or saltier would
not have been engrailed ; for undoubtedly the co-heiresses of the earldom would
carry the shield of the comitatus undifferenced, though combined with their
paternal coat.*

It is of some importance in the history of our philosopher’s family, that
this heraldic evidence should be correctly recorded, the more particularly,
as it has been thrown into confusion by such high authorities. Those con-
versant with the science will know that, in a genealogical point of view, a coat
of arms so unequivocally proved as that of Merchiston, by the original charter

* This may be seen in the arms of Haldane of Gleneagles, who married Agnes Menteith, the
younger sister of John Napier’s lady, and co-heiress with her of Lennox and Rusky. Co-heiresses
do not difference their arms, but carry the coat of the house they represent equally. Sir David
Lindesay gives both the coat of Haldane of Gleneagles after that marriage, and of Napier of
Merchiston. The latter, as already noted, he blazons without any quarterings, being the Len-
nox shield, with the difference of engrailing. But Gleneagles, according to Sir David, quar-
tered his wife’s arms with his own, and there the Lennox cross is, as it ought to be, plain. Iam
aware that, in the official register of arms in the Register-House, the cross in the Gleneagles’ coat
is engrailed ; but this is a modern error.—See Sir David Lindesay'’s original M.S. book of He-
raldry in the Advocates’ Library. 1542.
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seal of an ancestor born before the year 1400, is not to be disregarded. The
language of heraldry, though limited, is distinct ; and about the period refer-
red to was cultivated as a science in Scotland, and its rules strictly observed.

Baut, learned reader, if, like Louis XI., thou shouldst be, * in special a pro-
fessed contemner of heralds and heraldry,—red, blue, and green, with all their
trumpery,—I would pray of you to describe what coat you will, after the ce-
lestial fashion, that is, by the planets,” * while I proceed to record the worthies
who form the paternal chain betwixt this scion of the Levenax, and the great

- John Napier.

Sir Alexander Napier, eldest son of Alexander the first Napier of Merchis-
ton, succeeded his father in the year 1454. For several years before that
" event he had become highly distinguished, was about court when a very
young man, and probably belonged to the household of the first James, at
the time of the murder of that monarch. Undoubtedly he held some post in
the royal house not long afterwards, and thus found an opportunity of dis-
playing his loyalty and courage in defence of the persecuted queen dowager.

Urged probably by the forlorn and harassed state of her widowhood, and
anxious to obtain a natural protector for the young king, Queen Joanna mar-
ried the black knight of Lorn, an ally of the house of Douglas. As this
marriage indicated a revival of that powerful interest in her favour, a faction
of the Livingstons, by which Scotland was then distracted, became bent upon
the complete subjection of the royal party. Sir Alexander Livingston was at
the time governor of Stirling Castle, in which the queen had fixed her residence
with her consort and her son. Upon the second day of August 1439, this fac-
tion, with inconceivable audacity, seized the queen’s husband and his brother
William Stewart, and, without a shadow of accusation, cast them into the dun-
geons of the castle, According to the mysterious phrase of a contemporary
chronicle, they “ put tham in pittis and bollit thaim.”t Nor did they rest
satisfied with this outrage. Admirably fitted for a species of barbarous ex-
ercise, which has been termed “ riding rough-shod through a palace,” Sir Alex-
ander Livingston and his sons, with other accomplices, determined to place
the queen herself under restraint; and upon the 3d August 1439 effected
their purpose, with an extremity of violence that drew the blood of at least

* Sir Walter Scott.
+ MS. Chronicle of the reign of James L. in the family of Boswell of Auchinleck. It is scanty,
but valuable, being the sole contemporary record of the reign of James L. and II.

(o]
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one brave and loyal subject in her defence. This unmanly attack upon the
queen has been doubtingly recorded by several historians ; but the fact is placed
beyond dispute by one of the proudest archives of the family of Merchiston.

Young Napier possessed the gallant spirit and devoted loyalty which has
distinguished many of his descendants. He did his best to rescue his royal
mistress, and was severely wounded in the attempt. This must have been
a daring act, and rare instance of fidelity. Not only was the power of the
Livingston faction then irresistible, but true chivalry seemed banished from
the land. To borrow the graphic expressions of Pitscottie, these were times
“ when the whole youth of Scotland began to rage in mischief and lust, for
slaughter, theft and murder were then patent; and so continually day by
day, that he was esteemed the greatest man of renown and fame, that was the
greatest brigand, thief and murderer.”

This ill-fated princess whom Alexander Napier in vain endeavoured to rescue,
was the Lady Jane Beaufort, a daughter of the Earl of Somerset, of royal de-
scent, and moreover the heroine of “ the king’s quair,” a poem that redeems
an age of darkness. She had captivated, by a gentler bondage, its accom-
plished author, the young King of Scots, when he was pining as a state prisoner
in Windsor Tower, and cherishing the most melancholy mood of an ardent
and romantic mind. Then it was that, from the lattice of his prison, overlook-
ing a beautiful garden and terrace, “ on a fresh Maye’s morrow,” as the royal
poet himself expresses it, “ foretired of my thought and woe begone,” he saw

the Lady Jane,
¢ Walking under the tower,

The fairest and the freshest young flower
That ever I saw methought before that hour.”

Well might the voice of that * tassel-gentle” James I. of Scotland have per-
suaded a heart more obdurate than the Lady Jane’s, that the land of the cap-
tive prince was a fairy realm of song and chivalry, where never cruelty could hap-
pen to woman. Yet this was the queen, whose most secluded apartments were
not secure from the midnight assassin, or from the attack of ruthless traitors'

It is remarkable that Napier, having failed in the rescue, should have es-
caped the utmost vengeance of the Livingstons. That he did escape with
life, though not without grievous injury, and lived to see the day of retri-
bution arrive long after the unhappy daughter of Somerset had found repose
in the grave,—is proudly recorded in a royal charter honourable alike to the
sovereign and the subject. In the year 1449 when James II. attained ma-
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jority, and four years after the death of his mother, the young monarch
reared a hecatomb to her memory. The blow which then fell upon the
Livingstons is depicted in the Auchinleck manuscript with so quaint an air
of authenticity, that we may again quote the words of this unpublished
record. “ Monunday, the 23d day of September, James of Levingstoun was
arrestit be the king, and Robyn Kalendar, capitane of Dunbertane, and Johne
of Levingstoun, capitane of the castell of Doune, and David Levingstoun of
the Greneyardis, with syndry uthiris. And sone efter this, Schir Alexander
Levingstoun was arrestit, and Robyn of Levingstoun of Lithqw, that tyme
comptrollar ; and James and his brother Alexander, and Robyn of Lithqw
war put in the Blacknes, and thair gudis tane within forty days in all places,
and put under arrest, and all thair gudis that pertenet to that party. And all
officeris that war put in be thaim war clerlie put out of all officis, and all put
doun that thai put up. And this was a gret ferlie.”
. The king, now about to complete his nineteenth year, had been married a few
months before the meeting of this Parliament* to Mary of Gueldres. It is
more than probable that his young consort had heard from James the event-
ful history of his boyhood, and that the expressions of her foreboding sym-
pathy powerfully accelerated the fall of those who had persecuted the late
queen. Certain it is, that hardly were the tournaments concluded with
which James II. honoured his bride, than the scaffold streamed with blood,
from which she might gather a better promise of future security, than from
* the stalwart blows interchanged at their nuptials, between the knights of Scot-
land and Burgundy. Robert Livingston, comptroller of the royal household,
and Alexander Livingston, sons of Sir Alexander, the ringleaders in the at-
tack upon Queen Joanna, were hanged on the Castlehill of Edinburgh in Ja-
nuary 1449 ; while others, more or less guilty, were at the same time cast into
prison, or compelled to betake themselves to their baronial strongholds.

But the justice of the young king did not stop here. Immediately after
the execution of the two leading traitors, he bestowed the high office of the
one, and the possessions of the other, upon Alexander Napier.t Ten years

* It met in September 1449, and commenced with enactments ominous of the approaching
fate of the Livingstons and their accomplices. ¢ Gif it happynes ony man till assist in rede, con-
sort, or consal, or mayntenance to thaim that ar justifeit be the king in the present Parliament,
or sall happin to be justifeit in tyme cummyn for crimes commitit agaynes the king or agaynes
his derrest modir of gud mynde sall be punyst in sik lik maner as the principall trispassours.”—
Acts of Parl. of Scotland.

+ « Et per solucionem factum Roberto de Livingstone Compotorum Rotulatort, ad usus et ex-
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had elapsed since the perpetration of the crime ; and it is less remarkable that
the vengeance of a son slumbered no longer, than that the gratitude even of a
youthful king should survive so long. The fact affords an interesting illustra-
tion of the disposition of the monarch, no less than of the merit of the deed re-
warded. The lands of Philde, part of the lordship of Methven in Perthshire, had
belonged to Alexander Livingston; but his forfeiture placed them in the hands
of the king. Having already bestowed upon Napier the comptrollership, va-
cant by the execution of Robert Livingston, James granted him a charter
of those lands under his great seal and sign manual. This interesting charter
at once records the extreme violence done to the queen-mother, and the noble
defence attempted by her faithful domestic ; the filial indignation that pursued
the traitors, and the kingly munificence that rewarded loyalty. After the
lapse of nearly four hundred years it still remains among the archives of his
race, from whom the lands of Philde have long since passed away. The great
seal of Scotland, attached to the deed, is nearly entire ; and the king’s auto-
graph yet distinct as on the day it was traced. *

The daring temperament evinced by this act of his youth, seems never to
have betrayed Alexander Napier into dangerous paths of ambition ; and there
is ample evidence that his career, so auspiciously commenced, was ever after-
wards distinguished by uncommon talents, prudence and integrity. He had
witnessed the fate, and risen upon the ruin of the turbulent Livingstons.
Twenty years afterwards he beheld, under a new minority, the similar treason
and fate of the house of Boyd. Yet he found himself in possession of the favour
and affection of the third sovereign he had obeyed, and still enjoying the re-
spect and confidence of a country vexed and degraded by its brawling barons.
In 1451, before the death of his father, he was one of the ambassadors upon
whom devolved the difficult and important task of establishing an amicable

pensas domicilii Regis."—Great Chamberlain Rolls, ad an. 1448. In the same Roll :— Scac-
carium serenissimi principis,” &c. “ David Murray de Tullibardine, Alexander Ramsay de Dal-
wolsy, militibus, Alezandro Naper, Compotorum Rotulatori,” &c. Napier is also designed our
comptroller in the Philde charter, dated 7th March 1449. It is obvious, therefore, that he was
rewarded with the office of the one traitor, and the lands of the other.

* This was « James with the fiery face.” The Philde charter, one of historical value in a
reign whose records have been almost entirely lost, will be found in the Appendix, (No. I.)
with a fac-simile of the young king’s signature before his hand was stained with the blood of Earl
Douglas. Another at a maturer period will be found in the note to page 25.
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relation with England. The internal dissensions of the neighbouring king-
doms recommended a peaceful policy betwixt them ; but it is well known, that
the stormy ascendancy of the house of York, and the ungovernable blood of
Douglas, rendered that mission one of extreme delicacy and doubtful result.
The negotiations however terminated favourably ; and a truce was concluded
for three years.* A few years afterwards, and subsequent to his father’s
death, we find him occupying the civic chair of his native city ; an honour
for many years bestowed upon successive representatives of his family. This
office he seems to have held as frequently as his numerous state employments
permitted him to exercise its functions. There is evidence still extant of his
having been provost of Edinburgh in the years 1455, 1457, and 1469.

Wherever the best interests of his country were to be protected his name
will be found. It had been discovered that merchants speculated upon the
bullion, which, as the coin exceeded the statutory value, they were tempted to
export. A statesman, and probably a merchant, Napier seems to have avoided
the vices of both. In 1457, he is one of those “ ordaynet and chosen for visit-
ing the moneyes.” For many years afterwards this important subject occu-
pied the deliberations of Parliament, and his services are frequently in requi-
sition. By a commission under the privy seal, preserved among the family
papers, and dated at Edinburgh the 24th February 1464, “ Sir Alexander
Napar of Merchamston,” and others, are appointed searchers of the port and
haven of Leith, in order to prevent the exportation of gold and silver ; and in
1473, his name again occurs as a parliamentary commissioner for “ searching
of the money.”

The unfortunate death of James II. did not retard the successful career of
Sir Alexander Napier. At the commencement of the new minority, the attend-
ant circumstances of which were almost a repetition of those in the previ-
ous reign, he again held the office of comptroller of the royal household. + If

® The indenture is dated 14th August 1451, and signed, T. Episcopus Candidee Case; An-
dreas Abbas de Melros ; Andreas Dominus de Gray ; Johahnes de Methven, Doctor Decretorum ;
Alexander Home Miles ; Alexander Naper Armiger. All these individuals set out, in the Sep-
tember following, on a pilgrimage to Canterbury, as appears from a safe-conduct granted to them
for that purpose by the English government.— Federa. '

+ This appears from a discharge among the Merchiston papers, under the privy-seal of James
I11., bearing, that the king had received “a dilecto milite nostro Alexandro Napare de Mercham-
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his talents were not ill appreciated, neither were they spared. His king and
country could scarcely have extracted more good service from the intelligence
and activity of a single subject. Hurried repeatedly and alternately from the
royal household to the civic chair,—from judicial functions to legislative deli-
berations,—from domestic finance to foreign diplomacy,—his whole life seems
to have been a constant round of dignities, embracing occupations of the most
opposite and arduous nature. With the Abbot of Melrose and others, he ob-
tained letters of safe-conduct again to pass into England in 1459, as one of
the Scottish commissioners appointed to treat in that year. In 1461 he was
in still higher consideration. He had obtained the then illustrious honour of
knighthood, was appointed vice-admiral of Scotland, and with these accumu-
lated dignities, proceeded as one of the ambassadors to England. *

At this critical period, the rose of Lancaster had been torn and trampled
on the bloody field of Towton ; and old Holyrood, the sanctuary of royalty in
distress, afforded an asylum to the exiled Henry, and his spirited consort
Margaret of Anjou. The queen-mother of Scotland bestowed upon them all
that the strength of her councils, and the weakness of her kingdom could
afford. But the expatriated monarch did more than rely upon Scottish gene-
rosity. To aid him in regaining his crown, he tendered to Scotland the
castles of the frontier, he promised an English dukedom to the powerful Earl
of Angus; and upon the city of Edinburgh he bestowed the prospect at least
of very valuable commercial privileges. Amid this lavish policy or gratitude,
the family of Merchiston was not overlooked. Henry bestowed a pension of

stoune nostrorum compotorum rotulatore bonum fidele et finale compotum,” &c. dated at Stirling,
7th July 1461, « et regni nostri primo.”

It is interesting to observe the young king’s signature to this deed, of which the above is a fac-
simile. He was anointed and crowned at Kelso on the 24th of August 1460, when a number of
knights were made, and probably among the rest Sir Alexander Napier. James was just eight
years, two'months, and twenty-three days old at his coronation. His signature at a maturer age
will be found in the Appendix.

* Federa, Tome xi. 476. He is designed ¢ Sir Alexander Napare of Merchainstoun, Vice-
admiral of Scotland.” The chief admiral was Alexander Duke of Albany, the king's brother.
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fifty merks Sterling annually upon John Napier, the son and heir of the vice-
admiral of Scotland, who at this time was on his embassy to England.*

Sir Alexander was also in England in 1464, as appears-from his letters of
safe-conduct dated 6th November of that year; and an important embassy,
which occurred in the year 1468, again called into requisition his well-tried
sagacity.+ Christiern, king of Denmark and Norway, at that time feudal
superior of the islands of Orkney and Shetland, had been highly offended at
the imprisonment of his friend and favourite Tulloch bishop of Orkney,
by the Earl of Orkney. He accordingly sent letters, of no very amicable as-
pect, to James III., complaining of the indignity. Repeated remonstrances
were at length accompanied with an argument more formidable to Scotland
than a declaration of war. Denmark demanded the arrears of the Hebudian
annual, due to the crown of Norway from those islands ; and Scotland found
the claim not easy to evade either in law or honour. The menace was met,
however, by a courtship of Denmark’s daughter on behalf of the young king
of Scots ; and the latter, instead of paying tribute, eventually received the va-
luable cession of the islands themselves, in satisfaction of the arrears of the
princess’s dower.

Lord Napier, in his genealogical account of the family, states that, “ in a
mamuscript book of heraldry, formerly belonging to that great antiquary the
laird of M‘Farlane, and now in the library of Andrew Plumber of Sunderland-
Hall, Sir Alexander Napier is said to have been sent with Andrew Stewart,
the lord-chancellor, to negociate the marriage betwixt King James III. and
the king of Denmark’s daughter.” Though I have not discovered any official
record of this fact, it can hardly be doubted. Napier, during a period of
twenty years, was continually employed in the most difficult and important
missions of his day ; and the circumstances of the Danish alliance were such
as scarcely to dispense with his experience in foreign negociation. Besides,
his eldest son was by this time married to a grand-niece and co-heiress of

* See Appendix, (No. IL.)

+ Betwixt the years 1464 and 1468, Sir Alexander’s services were bestowed at home. In
1467 he is one of the commissioners for a tax raised upon the barons, &c. ¢ Item, anent ye
taxt of the barouns, it is ordanit yat yar be ane inquisitioun taken be ye personnes efter folowand
and depiite yarto and nemmyst in ilk schir, and to retour again ye avale of ilk mannis rent, and
efter ye cummyn of ye retouris, that ye sbbot of Halirudhous, Sir Alexander Napar, and Thomas
Oliphant sall modyfie and set ye said taxt evinly apoun all ye persounis yat ar ordanit to contribut
yarto.”—¢ Item, it is ordanit yat ye abbot of Halirudhous be resavoir of ye taxt of the clergy,
Sir Alexander Napar of ye barons, and Thomas Oliphant of ye baronis.”—Parl. Record.
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Isabella Duchess of Albany and Countess of Lennox, the grandmother of the
chancellor. James Stewart, that son of the Duke of Albany who alone escap-
ed by flight from the scaffold where the Duke and his other sons perished,
left no legitimate offspring ; but the powerful talents of Andrew 8Stewart, his
natural son, raised the latter to that elevation which, under the title of Lord
Avandale or Evandale, he so long held in the kingdom. No one had more
opportunies of knowing, or could better appreciate the talents of Napier, than
the chancellor ; and that he was accompanied in this negotiation by his near
connection, a man who for so many years had divided his energies betwixt
foreign policy and domestic finance, may be assumed upon the authority quot-
ed.* “ The negotiations” (says Mr Tytler, in his History of Seotland now
in progress of publication) “ upon this occasion appear to have been conduct-
ed with singular prudence and discretion ;” and he adds this lively sketch of
the happy result :—* Having brought these matters to a conclusion, in a man-
ner honourable to themselves, and highly beneficial to the country, the Scot-
tish ambassadors, bearing with them their youthful bride—a princess of great
beauty and accomplishments—and attended by a brilliant train of Danish
nobles, set sail for Scotland, and landed at Leith in the month of July, amidst
the rejoicings of an immense assembly of her future subjects. She was now
in her sixteenth year ; and the youthful monarch, who had not yet complet-
ed his eighteenth, received her with that gallantry and ardour which was
incident to his age. Soon after her arrival, the marriage ceremony was com-
pleted, with much pomp and solemnity, in the Abbey Church of Holyrood ;
and was succeeded by a variety and splendour in the pageants and entertain-
ments, and a perseverance in the feasting and revelry, which were long after-
wards remembered with applause.” t

Sir Alexander Napier must have been very wealthy. I have not been able
to trace the history of the lands of Philde, or to ascertain their extent ; but
the comptroller, before the death of his father, took his designation from those
lands, which probably were of considerable value. A crown charter, dated

* In the Parliament held 6th May and 2d August 1471, Sir Alexander is designed Secretary
~—¢ Parliamentum inchoat. apud Edinr. 6th May,” &c. « per prelatos, barones, ac commissarios
subscriptos ;” among others, the Chancellor Avandale, and ¢ Dominum Alexandrum Naper, Secre-
tarium.”—Rotuli Scotice.

+ History of Scotland, iv. 221, 222,
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24th of May 1452, to “ Alexander Napare of Philde,” of the lands of Lin-
doris and Kinloch in the shire of Fife, is yet among the family papers. He
succeeded his father in the estate of Nether Merchiston, and the feu-charter
of his own acquisition of Over Merchiston from the church of St Giles, is
preserved among the archives of Edinburgh. He held of the crown cer-
tain lands called the Pulterlands, to which was attached the hereditary office
“ Pultrie Regis,” or king’s poulterer, the reddendo of which was an annual pre-
sent of poultry to the king s¢ pefatur tantum. These lands are described as
lying near the village of Dean, in the shire of Linlithgow. Sir Alexander also
acquired the lands of Balbartane in Fife, formerly belonging to James Lord Dal-
keith.* Besides these extensive estates, it appears from the great chamberlain
rolls that he obtained grants of casualties due to the crown ; and from the offices
he held, his public emoluments could not have been inconsiderable. It is also
very probable that he indulged in merchantile speculations. The character
and status of a Scottish merchant then ranked high, and was not incompatible
with that of a diplomatist and a statesman. Mr Tytler mentions as a re-
markable circumstance, that in the reign of James III., “ the nobility and even
the monarch continued to occupy themselves in private commercial specula-
tions, and were in the habit of freighting vessels, which not only engaged in
trade, but falling in with other ships similarly employed, did not scruple to
attack and make prize of them.” There are no indications of such predatory
habits on the part of our philosopher’s ancestors ; but from the circumstance,
that the three first Napiers of Merchiston in lineal male descent were succes-
sively provosts of Edinburgh, it may be assumed that these wealthy and dis-
tinguished burgesses were

« Merchants and rich burghers of the deep.” +

* This appears from a discharge under the sign-manual and privy-seal of James IL. to his
«lovit and familiar squyre, Alexander Napare of Merchamstoune, of al soumes of mone, &c.
ressavit be the saide Alexander Napare of Merchamstoune, the time he was in office til us of
comptrollership, or ony uther time to ye date of thir presant letters, and specially of the soume of
five hundredth marks, aucht till us be ye saide Alexander for ye charter of the lands of Balbartanis
with ye miln liande within the sheriffdome of Fiff, some time belonging to our cousin James, Lord
Dalketh,” &c. dated at Edinburgh, 24th October, in the 20th year of the reign (1456.)

T3y

+ « In the Parliament of Scotland, 1466, enactments were passed, * That na man of craft
use merchandise. Item, it is statuyit and ordanyit that na man of craft use merchandize be him-
' ' D
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The romantic plains of Flanders, with their rich combination of arts and
arms, where chivalry and traffic seemed like the lion and the lamb to lie
down together, were familiar to Sir Alexander Napier. He was in the town
of Bruges, “ taking up finance,” and making purchases for James III. some
time prior to January 1472. This appears from the following receipt, under
the hand and seal of the treasurer of Scotland.

“ I graunt me to have resavit in oure Soverane Lords name be the handis
of ane Richt Honorable and Worshipfull man Sir Alexander Napare of Mer-
chamstoune Knicht the soume of twa hundreth pundis of usuale monee of Scot-
land of certane finance tane up be the said Sir Alexander in the toune of Bruges,
in Flanders, and als that the king has remittit and forgevin him ane hundreth
crounes for certane grath * coft and brocht hame to the king be him, of the
quhilk soume of [L. 200] I hald me wele content and payt, and thereof in oure
saide soverane lords name, quitclames and discharges the saide Sir Alexander of
the saide soume of monee and al uther quhame it efferis be this my presente ac-
quitance. To the quhilk I have set my siguett, and subscrivit with my awin
hand at Edinburgh, the xxvii. day of Januare, the year of God” (1472.)—
“ Thesaurar J. LAYNG, manu propria.”

The grath mentioned in this receipt was probably a royal suit of Flemish
armour,—in high request in those steel-clad times. The harness and weapons
for a man-at-arms in Scotland were frequently selected from the conti-
nent, and the records of Parliament in the reign of James II. contain a
characteristic statute * Anentis harness to be brought hame be the mer-
chands. Item, it is ordaynit be the king and the Parliament, that all merchands
bring hame, as he may gudely thole after the quantitie of his merchandice,
harness and harmours, with speirs, staffis, bowyss stringes, and that be done be
ilk one of thame als oft as thai happyne to pass our the sey in merchandice.”

Bruges, in the fifteenth century, was the focus of all that was wealthy and
brilliant.

self, nor saill in merchandise nather be himself, his factouris, nor servandis, but gif he leyf and re-
nunce kis craft, but colour or dissimulacioun.”—¢ Item, that no man saill nor pass without the
realme in merchandise bot a famoss and worshipfull man.” &c.—Acts of the Parl. of Scotland.
* Go dress you in your graith,

And think weill throw your hie courage ;

This day ye sall wyn vassalage,

Than drest he him into his getr,

Wantounlie like ane man of weir.

. Lyndsay's Squire Meldrum.
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The year 1449, that in which James II. avenged the wrongs of his mother,
had commenced auspiciously with his marriage to the princess of Gueldres.
Some of the negotiations which about twenty years afterwards were intend-
ed to renew and strengthen the consequences of this prudential alliance, were
committed to the indefatigable sagacity of Sir Alexander Napier. The wounds
received in defence of a persecuted queen well became the venerable knight
of Philde in his latest embassy to the Court of the Golden Fleece, which oc-
curred in the year 1478.

Sir Alexander was no stranger to Charles the Bold. The tenor of his in-
structions from James III., as well as his private papers, prove that he had
visited Bruges and the court of Burgundy repeatedly before this occasion ; *
and the last public duty in which he appears to have been engaged was to
negotiate, under difficult circumstances, with this gorgeous and overbearing
duke. The written instructions which he then received from his sove-
reign are still preserved in the Merchiston charter-chest, though unknown to
history.

While the political relations of England and France, as affected by the am-
bition of Burgundy, are recorded in the contemporary chronicle of Commines,—
picturesque as Burgundian chivalry ; and in the modern history of Barante,—
exuberant and glowing as romance ; our own historical sources afford only im-
perfect glimpses of the foreign policy of Scotland in those stirring times. Mr
Tytler, the latest historian of the period, has done much to elucidate the ob-
scurity ; but he confesses the paucity of proofs; and, in some of his deductions,
has perhaps misapprehended the real tone of our foreign relations in the last
quarter of the fifteenth century. He admits, however, that the instructions
to the Scottish ambassadors to England and Burgundy about the year 1470,
“ were unfortunately not communicated in open Parliament, but discussed se-
cretly among the Lords of the privy-council, owing to which precaution it is

* From a document among the Merchiston papers, it appears that Sir Alexander Napier had
lent eighty pounds Scots to William Lord Graham (ancestor of the Duke of Montrose) in the
town of Bruges. It appears from the Feedera, that Lord Graham obtained a safe-conduct to pass
into England, and from thence to the continent, 23d December 1466. There were great festivi-
ties in Bruges at the nuptials of Charles the Bold of Burgundy in 1468, when the tournament of
the golden tree was held; and Sir Alexander Napier was probably selecting armour for his sove-
reign in that romantic town, when it was under all the excitement of the dazzling presence of a

chapter of the Toison d'Or. ’
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impossible to discover the nature of the political relations which then subsist-
ed between Scotland and the continent.”* The desideratum is, to a certain
extent, supplied by these written instructions to Sir Alexander Napier,
They furnish new facts filling up chasms in some interesting matters, cor-
roborate our historian in some views of the policy of that obscure reign, and
correct him in others. The language and details of this venerable state paper,
which is not even to be found in the late splendjd edition of the Acts of the Scot-
tish Parliament, are so interesting as to deserve to be literally transcribed. It
will be found, therefore, in the appendix. 1 But the obscurity of the ancient
style requires elucidation; and a general view of the historical incidents upon
which the instructions cast some additional light, may not be out of place.

The spirit, at least, of Charles “ le temeraire,” did not disgrace the illus-
trious memory of his father, or the high blood of England and France that
mingled in his veins. Well and quaintly is he described by a writer of his
own times, as “ Duc de Bourgogne, prince de la maison de France, surnome
terrible guerrier, et qui n’a jamais cedé aux grands Roys.” { This terrible war-
rior, whose heart bounded lightly to the bugle of chivalry, till it learnt a

strange lesson of terror from the horns of Uri and Unterwalden, and was
crushed by
¢« The might that slumbers in a peasant’s arm,”"—

then played a desperate game against the crafty Louis XI. which involved the
whole of Europe. Connected with England by lineal descent from old John
of Gaunt, and closely allied to Scotland through the House of Gueldres, Charles
received embassies from all quarters, rendered frequent and anxious by the
daring position which he had assumed towards the illustrious crown of which
he was but a feudatary. It was the policy of Scotland to reconcile France and
Burgundy, her ancient allies. The King of England, than whom, to use the
words of James’ diplomatic instructions to Sir Alexander Napier, “ nane uthir
prince made wer upon Scotland,” courted Burgundy more earnestly than be-
came his dignity, and even bestowed the hand of his sister Margaret upon the
terrible guerrier. It was Edward’s object, though scarcely secure at home, to
farther his own ambition by fomenting the quarrel, and supporting the war
betwixt Charles and Louis. The Duke, on the other hand, in order to relieve
England as well as to realize his own unbounded views, laboured to prolong

* Vol. iv. p. 236. + Appendix, (No. IIL) 1 ¢ Discours tire d'un viel Manuscript.”
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those doubtful pauses of hostility betwixt that country and Scotland, which
(again to quote the words of Napier’s instructions) were dignified with the names
of “ pese and trewes,” though, it must be confessed, not “ sa sicker bundyn.”
But Charles found it no easy task to engage James III., however small the
pretensions of that monarch to the nom de guerre of his cousin, in a peace even
of limited duration with England. It appears that the king of Scots was far
from evincing that disinclinatiop to hostilities with the sister kingdom which
Mr Tytler infers from the muniments he had examined. Our historian conceives
that“the repeated consultations, between the commissioners of the two countries
on the subject of those infractions of the existing truce which were confined to
the borders, evinced«an anxiety upon the part of both to remain on a friendly
footing witheach other.” Buttheinstructions seem rather to contradict this view.
It is there expressly stated, that James had absolutely refused to ratify a treaty
with his cousin of Burgundy, to which his own ambassadors had agreed ; be-
cause he thought the terms too favourable to England. It may be true that
James and his ministers had full * occupation at home,” but it is by no means
proved that the former “ wisely shunned all subjects of altercation which might
lead to war.”* On the contrary, having despatched ambassadors to Burgundy
for the purpose of renewing the offensive and defensive alliance entered into
betwixt their respective fathers, the king of Scots proved not very tractable on
the subjectof peacewith England. Hehad introduced some exception in favour of
his father-in-law, the king of Denmark. Charles, on his part, proposed an ex-
ception in favour of the king of England, and had sent his own ambassadors to
James urging him to prolong a truce with that country for the space oftwo years,
as a personal favour and support to Burgundy. The Scottish ambassadors in
Flanders consented to the exeption proposed by the Duke of Burgundy ; but
James refused to ratify what he considered a reckless or negligent concession
on the part of his ambassadors. He immediately furnished Sir Alexander
Napier with these special and confidential instructions, deprecating in strong
terms the exception in favour of the only king who made war upon him,—an
important item in a treaty of mutual defence,—and he was too much in ear-
nest to stand upon ceremony with regard to the king of Denmark, but at once
departed from his own condition in favour of that monarch. With these origi-
nal exceptions left out, James sent letters under his great seal to the Duke, com-
prehending “ baith the auld confederatioun and the new” in all other points ;

* Tytler, iv. 239,
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and “ requerand his said cousing the Duc, that gif the forme of the said new
confederatioun send to him be acceptable, that he will ressave it, and deliver
siclike under his gret sele to the said Sir Alexander.” Further, the king of
Scots complains bitterly of injuries and indignities from England, committed
upon his lieges both by sea and land, and still remaining unredressed, though,
says James, Edward had pledged his royal word, and bound himself in writ-
ing to make immediate reparation. He decl{u'es.that nothing less than his
own affection and respect for his cousin of Burgundy could have induced him
to listen to the Duke’s urgent request of a truce with England, and he re-
quires Charles, as an indispensable condition of the stability of any such truce,
to send ambassadors of the highest credit to England, to demand compensation
from Edward for the Scottish grievances; and in particular,  to mak him
redress incontinent the bargh broken at Balmburgh.” Instead of shunning all
subjects of altercation with England, King James, snter alia, harped inces-
santly upon this same Bishop’s barge for years until he got amends.* Ag-
gressions from the states of Burgundy, of more consequence to Scotland
than the pillage of the blessed ship St Salvator, are also complained of in Na-
pier’s instructions. The severe treatment experienced by our merchants in
the Hans towns opposed serious impediments to commerce. Animosities grow-
ing out of the thievish propensities of certain Scottish merchants, led to re-
prisals from the states of Flanders. After a long course of mercantile hos-
tilities, the Bremeners captured a vessel and cargo of considerable value be-
longing to the town of Edinburgh. This severe indignity to our commercial
flag occasioned an embassy to the Low Countries, headed by the provost of
Edinburgh, conveying anxious proposals for a treaty of redress and mutual
concessions. An adjustment was then effected which sprung from the wise
and able administration of Bishop Kennedy ; but it appears from Napier’s in-
structions, that a good feeling betwixt the mercantile interests of the two coun-
tries was not re-established even in 1473, thirty years subsequent to the
bishop’s mission. James, after his indignant and spirited expressions against
the king of England, ventures in a minor key, to remind the dangerous duke,
(* his derrest cousing and confederat,”) of the ancient commercial ties betwixt

* See Pitscottie for the building of the ¢ Bishop’s barge” by Archbishop Kennedy ; and Lesly
for its wreck and spoliation. Rymer (xi. 850,) records an acquittance by Thomas Bishop of
Aberdeen, dated 3d Feb. 14745, for 500 marks English, « pro finali concordia, &c. super guerelix
unius navis vocati le Salvator que fracta jurta Bamburgh.”
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them ; and complains, so##o voce however, that his merchants are aggrieved
as to their privileges in the town of Bruges, “ and nocht sa wele tretit be
thame as frendis suld be, na as thai are tretit in Scotland quhen thai cum.” *

Another very anxious object of Sir Alexander Napier's mission was * the
matter of Gelrill” This item of the instructions regards a wild and sad
story in the history of the dutchy of Gueldres ; a romance in which Charles
the Bold is a prominent actor, and James III. a spectator deeply interested. +

For a long period of the fifteenth century, that unhappy dutchy presented
the revolting spectacle of a son leagued in deadly enmity against his father.
The eldest daughter of the reigning Duke Arnold was that princess
whom Philip of Burgundy conducted with great pomp into Scotland as the
bride of James 1I., and who became the mother of James III. The consort
of the Duke of Gueldres was Catherine of Cleves, an undutiful wife and mo-
ther, who instilled lessons of disobedience and revolt into the mind of their
son and heir, the young Adolphus, which the latter too aptly acquired. In
consequence chiefly of the conduct of this princess, disorders of long endur-
ance arose in the dutchy. An unnatural war, in which Arnold was opposed by
his consort and son, terminated favourably for the old Duke. Adolphus fled
to the court of Burgundy, where he was more kindly entertained by his uncle
Philip than his own conduct had merited. He afterwards became a follower
of the cross, and a knight of the high and holy order of St John of Jerusalem.
But the chivalry of Christendom failed to reclaim the heart of Adolphus. He
returned from the Holy Land to Burgundy, where his uncle again received
him with the highest distinction,—bestowed upon this unworthy prince the
hand of Catherine of Bourbon, (Philip’s niece) and invested him with the col-
lar of the Toison d’or. It was the object of the benevolent Duke of Bur-
gundy to reunite the unhappy house of Gueldres ; and through his exertions,
the festivities of this alliance were distinguished by an apparent reconciliation
of Catherine to her husband, and Adolphus to his father. It appears that
the old Duke of Gueldres, notwithstanding all his wrongs, still dearly loved his

* « Come youngster, you are of a country I have a regard for, having traded in Scotland in my
time. An honest poor set of folks they are.”—LZLouis X1. to Quentin Durward.

+ ¢ Well, my young hot blood,” replied Maitre Pierre, “ if you hold the Sanglier too scrupu-
lous, wherefore not follow the young Duke of Gueldres ?”"—¢ Follow the foul fiend as soon,” said
Quentin. “ Hark in your ear; he is a burthen too heavy for earth to carry. Hell gapes for him.
Men say that he keeps his own father imprisoned, and that he has even struck him. Can you be-

lieve it ?”"— Quentin Durward.
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son, and the occasion was to him the happiest of his life. With a heart reliev-
ed from a load of sorrow and anxiety, he retired early from the ball to repose.
But Adolphus and his mother had plotted a cruel conspiracy. A party of
rebels who espoused their cause, made a desperate midnight attack upon the
chamber of the Duke, who supposing the disturbance to be a bridal frolic, ex-
claimed, with a bonhommie worthy of a better fate, *“ Let me sleep, my chil-
dren, I am too old to dance.” When he heard the fierce reply, “ You are a
prisoner,” his unsubdued affection burst forth in the exclamation, “ Is my
son safe ?” and even when, at the head of the conspirators, that son replied,
“ Yield! you have no alternative!” the old Duke uttered but a single re-
- monstrance,—* Alas! Adolphus, what make you there ?” He was dragged
nearly naked to the castle of Burin, where he long languished in a dungeon,
only visited by the light of day through a miserable aperture, sometimes dark-
ened by the shadow of the remorseless Adolphus, * who came there to load his
aged parent with execrations. Not long after the death of Philip the Good,
Charles his successor, forced Adolphus to release the Duke of Gueldres.
Upon this page of history, Sir Alexander Napier’s instructions afford a new
commentary. They account more naturally than historians have been able
to do, for that apparently desperate and sudden inclination to go a-roving,
which for a time possessed James III. They also prove that Charles of Bur-
gundy actually extorted the succession of Gueldres from the oppressed and
aged Duke. When released by the determined though selfish interference of
Burgundy, the sole remaining anxiety of Duke Arnold was to exheridate his
only son, who had embittered his declining years, and had so recklessly crushed
the last spark of parental affection. But Arnold had no partiality for Charles
the Bold ; nor did he entertain an idea that the haughty Duke of Burgundy
should become his successor. He looked to Scotland, where his eldest daugh-
ter,—at one time his presumptive heiress,—had -borne three sons, who seem-
ed to do more credit to the house of Gueldres than his degenerate Adolphus.
Failing that prince, his natural inheritor was James of Scotland ; and the
fond hope of the old man was to persuade the monarch to come in person to
the dutchy, and be formally installed in the succession forfeited by the treason
of the young Duke. If James could not quit his dominions, Arnold looked
for the presence of one or other of his remaining grandsons,—the Duke
of Albany and the Earl of Mar,—whose knightly bearings and ardent tempera-

* This horrid scene attracted the pencil of Rembrandt.
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ments fitted them much better than the king for such an enterprise. It ap-
pears from Napier's instructions that these wishes had been expressed in a
letter from the Duke of Gueldres to his royal grandson, which, so far as I can
discover, is unknown to history. Mr Tytler imputes the unusually restless
impulse of James to the warlike persuasions of Concressault, the French en-
voy, who urged in the name of Louis XI. the conquest of Brittany. But
James was not easily beguiled into such extravagant manhood; and why he
so readily agreed to yoke the red dragons, and take the reins himself, contrary
to the earnest and almost ludicrous remonstrances of Parliament, is a problem
in the effeminate character of that monarch. The letter from his grandsire
of Gueldres, “ exorting and requiring” him to pass into the dutchy as his na-
tural inheritance, for the purpose of being unanimously installed by the nobles
and barons of that rich principality, must have had a more powerful effect
upon the dispositions of James III. than the warlike voice or wily promise
of “ Mesnil Penil.”* The alternative proposed by his grandfather, namely,
to send Albany or Mar as a substitute, and which proposal was likely to be
more eagerly received by his brothers than suited the views of King James,
must have added to his inclination to go in person; and the idea that the
letter in question was at least his chief instigation, is strengthened by the fact,
that shortly after the sudden death of the old Duke of Gueldres, James aban-
doned his enterprise altogether. Mr Tytler, however, refers the king’s final
determination to another cause. “ On the 17th March 1472,” (says that his-
torian,) * the birth of a prince, afterwards James 1V. had been welcomed with
great enthusiasmby the people; and the king, towhom, inthe present discontent-
ed and troubled state of the aristocracy, theevent must have been especially grate-
ful, was happily induced to listen to the advice of his clergy, and to renounce for
the present all intentions of a personal expedition to the continent.”+ Duke Ar-
nold died upon the 24th of February, in the year 1472, that is to say, towards

* So Barante terms the Sieur Concressault, perhaps for Monipenny ? Pinkerton, (i. 294,)
speaking of Albany’s reception in Paris, 1479 says, « Louis ordered Monipenny and Con-
cressault, Scotishmen of rank, to attend the Duke ;" but were Monipenny and Concressault two
persons? ¢ Monipenny de Congirsalte” was an individual well known in the reigns of James II.
and IIL

4+ History, iv. p. 241.

1 ZL’art de verifier les dates.—Pinkerton is wrong in his chronolgy of Duke Arnold's death.
He says “ Arnold of Egmont became Duke of Guelder in 1428, and died in 1468. His son hav-
ing rebelled against him, he left his territories to Charles the Bold, Duke of Burgundy."— History
of Scotland, V. i. p. 206.

E
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the close of the year which, according to theScottish kalendar of that period, end-
ed upon the 24th day of March. There is no date attached to the instructions
themselves, but they bear internal evidence of having been written immediate-
ly after Arnold’s death; and another document which accompanies them
among Sir Alexander’s papers, fixes their date immediately after the 1st of
May 1478. The docurment alluded to is a letter of protection from James
III. under his privy-seal, for the lands, servants, and goods, of his beloved
familiar Sir Alexander Napare of Merchamstoun, knight, ordered forthwith
beyond seas on his majesty’s service; and from all pleas, &c. from the day
of his departure to the day of his return, and forty days thereafter, dated
at Edinburgh the 1st day of May 1473.*

The conduct of the King is thus very naturally accounted for. His grand-
sire’s invitation was a powerful inducement ; but on receiving intelligence of
that prince’s death, James found it convenient to pause before coming into
contact with his cousin of Burgundy, whose affectation of retributive jus-
tice in keeping the young Duke Adolphus under personal restraint, very
slightly veiled the most interested designs. The power and ambition of
Charles was notorious ; and James, having lost the countenance of his father-
in-law, must have felt how hopeless would be a descent upon the proffered
dutchy, unless beaconed by the imperious star of Burgundy. Under this new
aspect of affairs, and while his prelates and lords of Parliament were still un-
certain of his resolves, and devising new expostulations to prevent his quitting
the kingdom, the King of Scots instructs Sir Alexander Napier to urge the
Duke of Burgundy to send “ in haistywiss his entent thereapon,” to afford the
king counsel and directions in the matter, “ and quhat that he sal traist and
lippin thereto, sen he [Burgundy] has the personage in hand that pretends to
have richt or interess thereto.”

In vain had the Duke of Gueldres struggled to place a grandson on his
throne ; the power of Charles the Bold was at its zenith, and his very con-
science was clothed in steel. On the 30th December 1472, Arnold had been
compelled finally to conclude at Bruges a cession of his territory in favour of

* « Jacobus,” &c. * sciatis nos dilectum famuliarem nostrum Alexandrum Napare de Mercham-
stoun militem, quem ad partes transmarinas nostris in negotiis derigimus de presents,” §c. « da-
tum sub nostro secreto sigillo apud Edinburgh primo die mensis Maii A. D. millesimo quadringen-
tesimo septuagesimo tertio, et regni nostri decimo tertio.” At the very time, John Haldane of
Gleneagles was sent ambassador to Dénmark, probably on the same subject.
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Burgundy, reserving to himself a liferent possession, which, however, bur-
dened the grant only two months. The earnest request transmitted in writ-
ing to his grandson about the period, leaves no doubt that this will (so called)
was extorted. Perhaps, in that cession the aged and heart-broken sovereign
signed his own death-warrant ; the times and the actors were not uncongenial
for such deeds, and a surmise as dark shrouds the fate of a prince of Bourbon
in a more enlightened age.

The next object of the Duke of Burgundy was the disposal of that “ perso-
nage” whose “ richt or interess in the matter of Gelrill” might interfere with
the equivocal will of the old duke. If the concluding words of James’ instruc-
tions meant to econvey no hint favourable to the wretched Adolphus, Charles,
who in sueh matters required little prompting, anticipated so far at least the
views of his ally. At the very moment when Napier was about to leave Scot-
land, the “ terrible guerrier” was dealing with the disobedient son aceording
to his deserts,—but neither for the sake of justice nor of King James.

Adolphus was a knight-templar and a knight of the golden fleece ; and
Charles was determined that the imposing solemnity of his fall should dazzle the
eyes of Europe, and veil the selfish motives of his judge. He cited him before a
chapter of his order assembled at Valenciennes on the 3d day of May 1473 ;
and Sir Alexander Napier may have once more beheld the Court of Burgundy
glowing with chivalry. No picture of arms could equal a chapter of the Toi-
son d'Or ; and the princes who flocked to its imperative summons must have
rendered the place of its enactment an imposing scene. Upon these occa-
sions Burgundy displayed his most gorgeous array. He replepished his order
with the most illustrious names in Europe ; and new it was a sovereign prince
whom he summoned to defend his honour before the assembled chapter. But
the young Duke of Gueldres, though cited, was not permitted to quit his pri-
son. He was only allowed to appear by a procurator, and as might be ex-
pected, the knights of the golden fleece in one voice sustained the will of the
late duke, and pronounced a decree of perpetual imprisonment against his son.
So ended the hopes of King James in that quarter, his truant disposition, and
the last diplomacy in which Sir Alexander Napier received instructions from
his sovereign. I may have erred in this application of the document to il-
lustrate the history of those remote times, and have given it in the Appendix,
that the reader may judge for himself. It is a very interesting fragment of
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history, clothed in the quaint terms of our ancient language upwards of three
hundred years ago; and now,
When the knights are dust,

Aud their good swords are rust,
And their souls are with the saints, we trust,

casts a light like the dubious gleam of a corslet, upon times illuminated by few
or no records.

Sir Alexander died soon after, and while he was master of the household
to James III. On the 15th February 1478, being the close of the same year
at the commencement of which the Knight of Philde’s last mission occurred,
John Napier of Rusky was infeft in the lands “ vulgariter nuncupat. le pultre
land,” as nearest lawful heir of the late Sir Alexander Napier, his father.

I have quoted below the last grant he received under the hand and seal of
his royal master, as it forms an apt conclusion to a career which must have
been eminently distinguished by talent and virtue in a barbarous age.*

* « James, be the grace of God, King of Scottis, to all and sundry oure liegis and subditis,
qubam it efferis, quhais knaulage thir oure letters sal cum, greting.—Forsamekill as oure lovett fa-
muliare knicht and maister of housshald, Alexander Napar of Merchamstoun, has componit
with us on the behalve of Johnne Napare his sone and are, and Elizabeth his spouss, for the soume
of twa hundir markis, and fifty markis of usuale money of oure realme, for the composition of the
parte of the Erldome of Levenax, pertenyng to the saide Johnne be ressoun of his saide spouss, in a
part heritare of the said Erldome. The qubilk soume of twa hundir and fifty markis we have in
favour of the saide Alexander, for his lele and trew service done of lang tyme to us and our pro-
genitouris of mast noble mynde, remittit and forgevin, and be thir oure lettres remittis and for-
gevis to the saide Johnne and Elizabeth his spouss, and quit clemys, and dischargis thame, thare
airis, executouris and assignais thareof, for us and oure successouris for euermare, be thir Presentis
gevin undir oure prive sele, and subscrivit with oure hand at Edinburgh, the xxiiij day of October
the yere of our Lorde a thousand, four hundreth, seventy and thre yeris, and of our Regnne the
xiiij zeir.”

[ )
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He married Elizabeth, a daughter of the ancient Scottish family of Lauder,
of which marriage there were at least three children.® As an additional evi-
dence in support of his own aristocratic pretensions, it may be mentioned that,
while his eldest son John Napier married the co-heiress of Lennox and Rusky,
his only daughter Janet formed an alliance yet more illustrious. She married
Sir James Edmonstone of Edmonstone. The mother of her husband’s father
was the Princess Isabella, daughter of Robert II. Sir William Edmonstone,
her husband’s uncle, (being the younger brother of his father,) again allied his
family to the royal house. He married the Princess Mary, eldest daughter of
Robert III., his own first cousin. Thus the grandchildren of Sir Alexander
Napier were the great-great-grandchildren of Robert II. and one generation
nearer in the collateral line to Robert III., which monarch was also the father-

in-law of their paternal uncle.

John Napier of Rusky, and third of Merchiston, belonged to the royal
household during the zenith of his father’s active career,} and stood high in the
estimation of his countrymen. It has been already observed, that he was par-
ticularly noticed by Henry VI. when that unfortunate monarch was a re-
fugee in Edinburgh ; and, from the situations he held, there can be no doubt
that this John Napier inherited some portion of his father's talent, and was

* See Note (A.)
+ In a charter of the lands of « Calzemuk,” from the Queen dowager of James II., dated 16th

July 1462, to John and his second son George, the former is designed  dilecto familiari scutifero
nostro Johanni Napare de Rusky.” Mary's seal is attached ;—the lion of Scotland and the lions

of Guelders parted per pale.
The following curious document under the privy seal of James IIL., also designs John as be-

ing of the household :—

« Rex,—Weilbelouite clerk we grete you wele, and for sa mekil as it is menit and complenzete
to us be our louite familiar squwiar Johne Napar of Merchamestoune, that quhar he has optenit
apon the Lady Cragmillar a siluer basing and ane ewar in his areschip befor the Lordis of our coun-
sale, scho schapis to procede agains him befor you in the spirituale courte, and has summounde him
befor you, and tendis to get a sentence thereupoun ; of the quhilk we ferly. We exhort ande prais
you herefor, & alsa chargis straitly & commandis, that the said action is prophane & is decidit &
finaly endit befor the said Lordis, lyke as thar deliverance & decrete gevin to the said Johne there-
upon purportis, ye desist ande cess of al proceding therein as ye will haue thank of us, and under
al pain & charge that efter may folow, deluering thir our lettres, be yow sene and understandin,
again to the berar. Gevin under our signet at Edinburgh, the xv day of June, and of our Regne

the xiiij yere [1474].
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not unworthy of his lineal representative of the same name. He is repeated-
ly mentioned, during a period of many years, commencing before the death of
Sir Alexander, as one of those chosen, “ ad causas et querelas audiendas in
parliamentis,”—a committee of Parliament, which necessarily comprehended
a selection of the leading and talented men of the country. His name also
frequently occurs in the “ acta dominorum concilii,” as one of the Lords of
Council, to whom, before the establishment of a Court of Session, the supreme
jurisdiction of the country was intrusted. In these important legislative and
judicial functions, he seems to have supplied his father’s place when that
statesman was abroad on the public service, and also after his death. In like
manner, he was at various times provost of Edinburgh. It is a notable in-
stance of the high estimation in which the lairds of Merchiston were held,
that three of them, in immediate lineal succession, repeatedly held that respon-
sible office during a period of half a century ; and in times which, though tur-
bulent and unlettered, are regarded as having been highly auspicious to the
growing consideration and improvement of the city of Edinburgh. The pe-
riod embraced by the dates of these successive provostships in the Merchiston
family is said to have been palmy days for old Edina, who then commenced
that mighty march of improvements, which has progressed from the Cowgate
to the Acropolis, outstripping the admiration of the world, and the patience
of her taxed inhabitants.

In a Parliament held at Edinburgh on the 16th February 1483, when
Napier sat as one of the lords auditors, a case occurs in which he is the
party. It seems sufficiently curious and characteristic of the times to be
quoted from its unpublished record. On one of the sederunts of that Parlia-
ment, (20th February,) “ The Lordis Auditoris decretis and deliveris, that
John Courrour sall content and pay to Johne Naper, provost of Edinburgh, a
croce of gold wayand ane unce, price L. 6, with five sapphiris, price twenty
shillings, a grete perle, price forty shillings, and thre uther small perle,
price of the peice three shillings ; because there was a day, assignit of befor
to the said John Currour, to have brought his warrand anent the said croce,
and failzeit therein the said day ; and that letters be direct to distrenwe him
therefor.” *

There is every reason to believe, that during the fickle turbulence which
characterized the unhappy reign of James III. he had never swerved from his

* Acta Auditorum.
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allegiance, and that he lost his life under the standard of that monarch, upon
the disastrous day of the battle of Sauchieburn. A new and shameful ral-
lying point had been seized by the factious towards the close of the year
1487. The young prince of Scotland, James Duke of Rothsay, had not com-
pleted his fifteenth year ; and the standard of rebellion and patricide was un-
furled over the head of a boy. The unnatural struggle, which commenced on
the 2d February 1487, was short though violent, and the result is well
known. Upon the 11th June 1488, the insurgents defeated the king's forces
at Sauchie, near the memorable field of Bannockburn ; and James himself was
basely murdered on his flight from the lost battle. In a charter of that mo-
narch, dated less than a twelvemonth before the battle, John Napier is de-
signed our beloved household esquire ; and, by the expressions in the retour
of his son and heir, the period of his death may be traced to the very day of
the battle; ® an interesting circumstance, as two of his lineal heirs-male fell
successively at Flodden and Pinkie. His marriage to Elizabeth Menteith in-
volves the history of the right to the earldom of Lennox, a subject fully discus-
sed in the Lennox case for Merchiston at the end of the volume.

His eldest son, Archibald Napier of Edinbellie, and fourth of Merchiston,
belonged to the household of James IV. at the commencement of that reign.t
Of his career I have discovered few particulars, except that he married thrice,
connecting himself each time with noble and distinguished families, Douglas,
Crichton, and Glenorchy ; as more fully recorded in the genealogical note.
There is a charter in the record of the great seal, 22d February 1494.5,
by which James IV. confirms a charter of mortification, dated 9th Novem-
ber 1498, for support of a perpetual chaplain (unius capellani perpetui) at
the altar of St Salvator within St Giles’ Church of Edinburgh; grant-
ed by Archibald Naper of Merchamstoun, with consent of Elizabeth Men-
teith, Lady of Rusky, his mother; to pray for the souls of the Kings James
L. II. III. and IV. and of the deceased Sir Alexander Naper of Merchamstoun,
Knight, grandfather of the mortifier ; and of his grandmother Elizabeth Lau-
der, Sir Alexander’s spouse ; of his father and mother, John Naper of Mer-
chamstoun and the said Elizabeth Menteith ; and also for the souls of him-

* See Note (A.)
+ Letters under the privy-seal of James IV. in favour of « our lovit familiar squiar, Archibald

Napar of Merchameston ;” dated 7th February 1488.
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self and his wife Catherine Douglas. The sum mortified was ten merks
yearly.

Betwixt his second and third marriage occurred the battle of Flodden.
Led by a barbarous love of arms, and a wild romantic spirit of chivalry,
James IV., in the year 1513, determined to invade England. The voices of
wisdom and superstition were blended to warn the infatuated monarch. But
he was not to be stayed ; and his folly sealed the fate of Scotland. It is well
known that the devoted barons and gentry of the Lothians followed their so-
vereign en masse, and were conspicuous in the very centre of the battle. The
Earl of Bothwell led these chiefs and their retainers, who were placed imme-
diately in the rear of the king’s division. After the four earls commanding
the Scottish wings (Lennox, Argyle, Crawfurd, and Montrose,) were slain, the
men of Lothian found themselves placed betwixt the victorious bands of Sur-
rey and Stanley, where they fought and bled in vain.

Still from the sire the son shall hear
Of the stern strife and carnage drear
Of Flodden’s fatal field,

Where shiver'd was fair Scotland’s spear
And broken was her shield !

Archibald Napier escaped the carnage of that fatal day, and survived be-
yond the year 1521. But his eldest son was left dead on the field.

Sir Alexander (fifth of Merchiston) who fell at Flodden, was the only son of
Archibald's first marriage with Catherine Douglas; (a daughter of the illustrious
houseof Morton and Whittinghain,) and had obtained the honour of knighthood
some years before his death. James IV. by a charter dated 21st June 1512,
erected the lands of Merchiston and others into a free barony in his favour, with
all the consequent privileges, thus forming a second barony in the family. He
married Janet, the eldest daughter of Edmund Chisholme of Cromlix, the same
family from which his great-grandson, the philosopher, took his second wife.

Their eldest son, Alexander sixth of Merchiston, was, upon the 11th of March
1513, infeft in the barony of Edinbelly-Napier, as heir to his father. The
young laird was at this time an infant, having been born about the year
1509. He was the only son; and junior to both his sisters, Helen and Janet,
the first of whom became the wife of Sir John Melville of Raith, and the other

of Andrew Bruce of Powfoulis.
3
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When he was only about sixteen years of age, a conspiracy was entered into
by some of his relations both against his purse and person, which may be no-
ticed, as it introduces names of historical and romantic interest, and is moreover
characteristic of the times. His mother, after the loss of her first husband,
married Sir Ninian Seton of Touch and Tullibody, a baron of a well known
and ancient house, who became the guardian of young Merchiston. His ma-
ternal uncle was James Chisholme, (chaplain to James II1.) who had been at
Rome in 1486, and was at that time provided by Pope Innocent VIII. with the
bishoprick of Dumblane. This prelate also took some charge of his nephew..
Upon the 18th day of June 1525, a contract was concluded at Edinburgh, of
which the parties were, on the one side, the Bishop of Dumblane, the Lady
Seton his sister, her husband Sir Ninian for his interest, and the young laird
of Merchiston; and on the other side, Archibald Douglas of Kilspindie, Isa-
bella Hopper his wife, and Agnes Murray, the daughter of Isabella b)" a pre-
vious marriage. This contract bears, that, in contemplation of a marriage to
be solemnized, and hereby contracted between Alexander Napier and Agnes
Murray, the former was to grant a receipt and discharge to Douglas, Isabella
Hopper, and Agnes Murray, as if he had obtained from them the sum of 1200
merks as a marriage portion. That this sum was to be held in trust by the par-
ties contracting, as a marriage portion for Janet Napier, the sister-german of
Merchiston, whom failing, to his other sisters. Then follows a clause by which
the young laird bound himself to grant to his mother and stepfather a full
and free discharge of all intromissions whatever with his means and estate,
up to the date of the fulfilment of the marriage betwixt him and Agnes Murray.
There is no indication among the family papers that this marriage actually
took place ; and upon the 23d September 1531, after he had become of age,
Alexander Napier executed a deed of revocation, narrating this contract, and
declaring that he had only become a party to it in consequence of the sinister
machinations, and false information of his own relations. He therefore re-
voked the whole transaction as done to his great prejudice.* The Douglas
mentioned in this deed was the celebrated Sir Archibald Douglas of Kilspindie,
son of Archibald fifth Earl of Angus, (the great Earl, commonly called * Bell

* « In sua minorietate, ex sinistra machinatione circumuentus per certos suos consanguineos,
fatebatur se recipisse.” &c.— Merchiston Papers.

+ ¢ Archibald of Kilspindie, whom he [James V.] when he was a child loved singularly well
for his ability of body, and was wont to call him his Gray-Steill,” [a champion of popular romance. ]

— Godscroft.
F
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the Cat”) by his second wife, Catherine, daughter of Sir William Stirling of
Keir. He was appointed high treasurer of Scotland, 29th October 1526, by
James V., who was trained to manly exercises under his faithful care, which he
ill-requited. Hume of Godscroft, (the historian of the house of Douglas, who
wrote in the reign of James VI.) gives an affecting account of Kilspindie’s ser-
vices and fate ; and Sir Walter Scott has immortalized him in the Lady of the

Lake.
Two years after the date of this revocation, Alexander Napier obtained a

dispensation from the Pope for his marriage with his cousin Anabella Camp-
bell, which deed, dated 9th October 1533, is still preserved among the family
papers. It was the interest of the Church of Rome to throw as many obstacles
as possible in the way of matrimony, in order to have the credit and the pro-
fit of removing them ; and this dispensation proceeds upon the narrative, that
the parties were related to each other within the fourth degree of consangui-
nity. As the deed afforded no other clue to the family of Anabella Camp-
bell, the late Lord Napier, in the progress of compiling the genealogy of his
house, applied to the Earl of Breadalbane for information on the subject, and
received the communication which will be found below. ¥

Soon after his marriage Merchiston went abroad, and was much in foreign
countries, latterly, it would appear, on accountof his delicate state of health. The

* « London, July 11, 1803.

« My DEAR Lorp,—I have endeavoured to collect every information I possibly could on the
point you wished ; the result is from a memorandum I took when I was at Taymouth, after st-
tentively examining Jamieson’s genealogical tree, as well as a book (manuscript) containing a his-
tory and some anecdotes of the family of Glenorchy. It is as follows :—

¢ ¢ Sir Duncan Campbell of Glenorchy, who succeeded his father Sir Colin, in the year 1480, and
was afterwards killed at the battle of Flowden in 1518, was, by his second wife, Mon-
crieff daughter of the Laird of Moncrieff, father to John Bishop of the Isles, and to Catherine
and Anabella Campbell. Catherine was married to the Laird of Tullybardine ; and Anabella to
Napier of Merchiston, (the dates of these daughters’ marriages are not mentioned,) from whom
was descended, Sir Archibald Napier, John Napier, and Archibald Lord Napier of Merchiston.’

¢ I assure you it gives me great pleasure to find there is such an alliance between your Lord-
ship’s family and mine ; and I have the honour to be, my dear Lord, your obedient humble Ser-
vant,—BREADALBANE.”

This genealogical information is confirmed by the following document, which Lord Napier had
not observed among his papers.—< 10th November 1554, §c.—The quhilk day ane honorabill
man Archibald Naper of Merchamstoun [the philosopher’s father] past to the personalie presence
of ane honorabill lady and his ¢traist consignate Kathryne Campbell Lady Tulyberdin, executrice
and intromissatrice with the gudis and geyr of vmgquhile ane honorabill lady, Dame Margaret
Moncreif Lady Kers, and proponit, that becaus it wes cumin to his vnderstanding that the said
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royal licenses to travel, and charges to return, which he received under theprivy-
seal and sign-manual of James V., are still preserved among the family papers.
Upon the 18th and 28th September 1534, he obtained royal letters of license and
protection, bearing that, *“ We, for the guid, trew and thankfull seruice done
to us be our louit, Alexander Naper of Marchamston, and Androw Bruss of
Powfoulis, his guid bruthir,” &c. * grantis and gevis licence to thaim to pas
to the partes off France,” &c. for three years. The letters protecting his property
in his absence narrate, that “ our weilbelouit Alexander Napar of Mercham-
stoun is of our speciall licence to pass furth of our realm be sey or be land,
for fulfilling of his pilgramage at Sanct Johne of Ameis in Fraunce,” &c.

At this time France was the centre of attraction; and James V. not long after-
wards went there himself on his matrimonial expedition. “ Here is to be remem-
bred,” says Bishop Lesley, “ that thair wes mony new, ingynis and devysis,
alsweil of bigging of paleicis, abilyementis, as of banquating and of menis be-
~ haviour, first begun and used in Scotland at this tyme, eftir the fassione quhilk

thay had sene in France. Albeit it semit to be varray comlie and beautifull,
yit it wes moir superfluous and volupteous nor the substaunce of the realme of
Scotland mycht beir furth or susteine ; nottheles, the same fassionis and cus-
tome of coistlie abilyements indifferentlie used be all estatis, excessive banquat-
ing and sic lik, remains yit to thir dayis, to the greit hinder and povartie of the
hole realme.”

Napier did not return with the royal cortege, but had been ordered home
immediately afterwards, as appears by another letter dated at Edinburgh the
28th July 1537, and under the hand of the monarch, prolonging his leave of

vmgquhile Lady Kers had namit him ane of hir executouris, protestit for the oter prices and
availl of quhatsumeuir gudis or geyr that the said Lady Tulyberdin intromettis with, disponis or
puttis away of the said vmquhile Lady Kers's, and for remeid. Super quibus dict. Archibaldus
cepit instrumenta in manibus mei notarij subscript. Acta in domo Johannis Forester de Logy,
infra burgum de Strivling,” &c. “ The samin day comperit befor me noter and witnes vnder-
writtin, Maister Neyll Oyg, leiche, and Dene Dauid Nicholl, channoun in Cambuskynet, and con-
fessit of thair awne motive, will, &c. that thai wer in the Lady Kers chalmer on Friday the secund
day of Nouember instant, scho beand apon hir deid bed, and wes requyrit be Schir Johne Craig
curat of Strivling, to mak her testament, scho ansuerit on this manner : I have na geyr to mak
testament of attour ye valour of xl libs. except ye Lard of Merchamstonis, and his bruthir
and sisteris geyr. Super quibus Honorabilis Archibaldus Naper de Merchamstoun cepit instru-
ments,” &c. “ The nowmer of ky pertening to the Lady Kers.—Item of newcauld ky xij ky. Item
of ky to ye bule xv ky. Ane bule of twa zeir auld, ane stot of the samin eild, thre qwy calfis,

and thre stot calfis.”
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absence. “ Forsamekle as we for divers causis and considerationis moving us,
directed oure writingis to command and charge Alexander Naper of Merchams-
toun, now being in the partis of France, to returne hame in this oure realme
with all diligence, as in oure writingis directed thereuppoun is at mair lenth
contenit, and now we ar surelie informit that the said Alexander is vesiit be
the hand of God, and fallin in the feberis, quharfor he may not travale for
to cum hame in this realme for danger of his liff, we be the tennour heirof dis-
pensis with the said Alexander to remane still in the partis of France quhar
he now is, quhill he haif recouerit his heill, and have new charge of us for his
returning hame in this realme, notwithstanding our utheris letters directed of
befor to charge him to cum hame.” But the absence of a single baron on
whose loyalty and counsel he could rely, seems at this time to have been con-
sidered an important circumstance by James, and indeed, from the state to
which the country had been reduced by the paralyzing defeat at Flodden, a
baron could ill be spared. The following pressing letter was accordingly des-
patched by the king to recall Merchiston from France.

“ To oure weilbelouit freynd the Lard of Marchaymstoun.

“ Traist frend we grete zou weill. Forsamekill as oure Perliament is con-
tinewit to the ferd day of November nixt to cum, and all our Baronis ar or-
danit to compere in the samyn, for treting and concluding upoun grete ma-
teris concerning the weill and honour of us, oure realme and lieges, and it is
oure will nochtwithstanding ony oure licence grantit to zou of before, all ex-
cusatioun postponit, that ze in speciall compere in oure said Perliament the said
day, for zour avyss and counsale to be had tharein. Oure will-is herefor, and
we pray zou effectuislie, and als chargis, that incontinent efter the sycht hereof,
all excusatioun cessing as said is, ze cum hame within this oure realme, and
compere in oure said Perliament the said day and place personalie, to the effect
forsaid, as ze will ansuere to us at zour uter charge. Subscrivit with oure
hand and under oure signete, at Edinburgh, the first day of August, and of oure
regnne the xxv yeir.”—[1538.]

[
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The above is folded and directed in the form of a letter and sealed with the
royal signet.

The active career of James V. was now drawing to its melancholy close. In
the year 1542 his barons deserted his standard at Fala; and refused, with one
solitary exception it is said, to follow their ardent monarch across the border to
invade England. So great was the disgust which he had occasioned to the
chiefs of his army, that loyalty and love of arms was in abeyance with them all
except Sir John Scott of Thirlestane, who possessed the estates of Thirlestane,
‘Gamescleugh, &ec. lying upon the rivers Ettrick, and including St Mary’s Loch
at the head of Yarrow. This baron, amid the general disaffection, nobly de-
clared, that he with his plump of spears would follow the king wherever he
led ; and one of the latest acts of James V. was to reward his feudal devotion
by a charter of those arms, which are now quartered with the Lennox roses
of Merchiston.

From fair St Mary's silver wave,
From dreary Gamescleugh’s dusky height,
His ready lances Thirlestane brave
Array’d beneath a banner bright.
The tressured fleur-de-luce he claims
To wreath his shield, since royal James,
Encamp'd by Fala’s mossy wave,
The proud distinction grateful gave,
For faith 'mid feudal jars;
What time, save Thirlestane alone,
Of Scotland’s stubborn barons none
Would march to Southern wars;
And hence, in fair remembrance worn,
Yon sheaf of spears his crest has borne ;
Hence his high motto shines reveal'd
« Ready, aye Ready,” for the field.*

The disgraceful rout of Solway, which immediately followed, sealed the fate
of the unhappy king ; and the heart which had withstood the rude assaults
of affliction from the death of his first consort, and of the two young princes
whom his second had lately borne him,—which had been impervious to the
voice of justice and mercy when he decreed the death of the Lady Glammis,—
broke under the affliction of dishonour to his arms.

. * The Lay of the Last Minstrel. The heir of line of Merchiston is lineal heir-male of Thirle-
stane ; Lord Napier being also Sir William Scott of Thirlestane, Bart. and possessor of that estate.
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Alexander Napier could not have been disloyal.* It seems that he had never
recovered the fever by which he was attacked abroad ; and that in the second
year of the new reign he again settled his worldly affairs, and obtained leave
from the regent to go abroad for a twelvemonth. The letters run in the queen’s
name in these terms :—*“ REGINA.—We, with aviss and consent of oure derrest
cousing and tutour, James Erle of Arrane Lord Hamiltoun, protectour and
gouernoure of oure realme, understanding that oure louit Alexander Naper of
Merchamstoun is vexit with infirmiteis and seikmess, of the quhilkis he may
nocht be gudelie curit and mendit within oure realme. Thairfore, and for
certane utheris caussis and considerationis moving us and oure said gouernour,
be the tennoure heirof grantis and gevis licence to the said Alexander to pas
to the partis of France, or ony utheris beyond sey quhar he pleiss, and thar re-
mane for curing of him of his saidis seikness for the space of five zeris nixt to
cum eftir the day of the dait heirof, and will and grantis that he sall nocht be
callit nor accusit thairfore, nor incur ony skaith or danger thairthrow in his’
persone, landis or gudis, in ony wiss,” &c. * Gevin under oure signet, and sub-
scriuit be oure said governoure, at Edinburgh the xxviii day of Merche, and of
oure regnne the secund zeir.” (Added in different ink before the signature.)
“ This licence my lord governoure intendis to haif effect for ane zeir alanerly,
and farder induring his Gracis plesure.” (Signed) “ JAMEs G.”

But it was Napier’s fate neither to die abroad, nor of the sickness which seems
so long to have afflicted him. He departed to be cured by the cunning leeches
of a foreign land ; and he returned to lose his life in one of those memorable’
battles which form such melancholy chapters in the history of Scotland. He -
fell at the battle of Pinkie in September 1547, when the Earl of Somerset
inflicted another defeat upon the chivalry of our country. The circumstance

* Alexander Napier had certainly returned to Scotland after the king’s letter. Among the family
papers is a summons raised by him to effect redemption of a dwelling-house which his grand-
father Archibald had sold under that conditional clause, to “ Andro Bishop of Murray.” The de-
tails of what was then considered a great mansion are curious. ¢ All and hale his [ Napier's] grete
mansion, contenand hall, kecheing, loft abone the kecheing, pantre, and loft thairabone, than oc-
cupit be maister Jasper Cranstoun, the chapell and three sellaris, with ane Litill hous callit the pre-
sone, and all thair pertinentis, liand within oure burgh of Edinburgh, on the north side of the street
of the samyn.” The summons is dated 16th October, first yoar of the reign of « Marie, be ye grace
of God Quene of Scottis,” s. e. in 1543, when she was precisely ten months old; and is directed
against “ Patrick, now bishop of Murray, :nd maister Henrie Lawdre our advocat.”
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of Alexander Napier falling in this battle is mentioned in the confirmation
of his will by Anabella Campbell his widow. *

Among the Merchiston papers there is an interesting charter, alluding to the
death in battle of the two Alexander Napiers, in relation to the following circum-
stances: Mathew Stewart, fourth Earl of Lennox of the usurping line, becameafter
the death of James V. the rival candidate with the Earl of Bothwell for the affec-
tionsof thequeendowager. Buthaving warmly embraced the project of an alliance
betwixt the young Queen of Scots and Prince Edward of England, and taken
arms in support of the English interest, he was compelled on the failure of that
matrimonial scheme, to fly to England. = He signed a secret convention with
Harry VIII. in June1544; and in August following was sent into Scotland with
a hostile fleet and army. For this and other treasonable delinquencies, he was
forfeited in Parliament 1545. The Napiers of Merchiston, as we shall have
occasion more particularly to notice, held of the Earls of Lennox the lands of
Blairnavaidis and Isle of Inchmone in Lochlomond, with valuable pertinents
and privileges, as a compensation, by way of excambion, for higher interests
in the fief usurped by those Earls. As the earldom of Lennox fell into the
hands of the crown by this temporary forfeiture, the vassals required to have
their respective grants renewed or confirmed to them by the sovereign. It"
would appear that Haldane of Gleneagles, taking advantage of the confusion
of the times and the minority of Archibald Napier, obtained a grant of the
lands of Blairnavaidis &c. to the exclusion of the Merchiston family. In the
year 1558, however, before the Earl of Lennox was restored, and shortly
after the marriage of Queen Mary to the Dauphin, that princess issued a
charter, revoking the one she had granted to Gleneagles, and reinstating the
family of Merchiston in their patrimonial rights. The precept of sasine un-
der the great seal of Queen Mary is dated 14th July 1558, and narrates,
that the lands of Blairnavaidis, eister and wester, with the Isle of Inchmone,
and the right of fishing over the whole of the lake of Lochlowmond, (in
lacu de Lochlowmonde,) &c. which belonged to Archibald Naper, holding of
Mathew late Earl of Lennox, and which have fallen into our hands by reason
of escheat and process of forfeiture against the said Mathew, &c. and which,
after the decree of forfeiture we, in our minority, had granted by charter un-
der our great seal to James Haldane of Gleneagles, his heirs and assignees,—

® See the series of family wills in the Appendix, No. IV,
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and which lands and islands having again fallen into our hands by reason of
our general revocation made in our last Parliament,—and we considering that
the predecessors of the said Archibald Naper had obtained the said lands in ez-
cambion from the predecessors of the said Mathew late Earl of Levenax,—so
that they may have regress to their first excambion, and also because the said
Archibald and his predecessors were in no manner of way participators in the
crimes of the said Mathew late Earl of Levenax, but were innocent of the
same ; * and that they in all past times have faithfully obeyed the authority of
our realm, even to death, and have, under the standard of our dearest grand-
father, and under our own, in the battles of Flowdoun and Pinkie, been slain ;
—therefore, and for other good causes moving us, we, after our general revo-
cation in Parliament, have of new given and granted to the said Archibald
Naper of Merchanstoun, his heirs and assignees, the said lands of Blairnavaid-
dis, eister and wester, isle, fishing,” &c.

Archibald Napier, seventh of Merchiston, to whom this charter was grant-
ed, was the eldest son of Alexander killed at Pinkie, and Anabella Campbell.
At the time of his father’s death, Archibald had not completed his fifteenth year.
On the 8th November 1548, he obtained a royal dispensation enabling him,
though a minor, to feudalize his right to his paternal barony, in contemplation,
it would seem, of his marriage to Janet Bothwell, the mother of our philoso-
pher, which occurred in or before the year 1549. 1 The connection was highly
eligible, though from his extreme youth it might have involved some impru-
dent step. John Napier, however, had no reason to blush for his maternal
descent.

Archibald Napier’s father had an intimate friend in Francis Bothwell, one

* The words are “ ac nos considerantes predecessores dicti Archibaldi Naper predictas terras in
excambium de predecessoribus dicti Mathei olim Comitis de Levenax habuerunt, sic, quod regres-
sum ad eorum primum excambium haberent ; et quod dictus Archibaldus et sui predecessores
nullo modo seu pacto participes cum iniquitate dicti Mathei olim comitis de Levenax fuerunt, sed
innocentes de eadem erant, et quod ipsi omnibus temporibus retroactis authoritati regni nostri fide-
liter servierunt, usque ad eorum decessum, et quod sub vexillo quondam charissimi avi nostri et
nostro vexillo in bellis de Flowdoun et Pinke occisi fuerunt ; idcirco,” &c.

+ His retour runs in the name of the young Queen of Scots and bears, “ quod est legittime
etatis per dispensationem nostrum cum consensu et assensu nostri charissimi consanguinei Jacobi
comitis Aranie Domini Hamiltoun nostri tutoris et gubernatoris,” &c.
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of the most respected and distinguished burgesses of Edinburgh in the reign
of James V. In one of Alexander Napier’s testaments, he names Francis Both-
well sole tutor of his eldest son, failing the administration of his widow Ana-
bella Campbell. Bothwell, however, died before the battle of Pinkie; and the tu-
torial charge of young Merchiston devolved upon his uncle Sir William Mur-
ray of Tullibardine, James M‘Gill of Rankeillor-nether, and John Forrester
of Logie.

At the tender age of fifteen, or thereabouts, this interesting minor was united
to Janet Bothwell, the daughter of his father’s friend, and of Katherine Bel-
lenden, only daughter of Patrick Bellenden and Mariota Douglas, and sis-
ter of the distinguished Thomas Bellenden of Auchinoul, Justice-Clerk and
Director of the Chancery to James V. A notice of the Bothwell family in
Nisbet’s Heraldry records, that Francis Bothwell “ married Janet, one of the
two daughters and co-heirs of Patrick Richardson of Meldrumsheugh, and got
with her these lands lying within the regality of Broughton, and shire of Edin-
burgh. He had by his wife two sons and one daughter: Richard, who was
provost of Edinburgh, and allied in marriage with the house of Hatton; Mr
Adam Bothwell, the second son ; and Janet, who was married to Sir Archibald
Napier of Merchiston, mother by line to the honourable and learned mathe-
matician, John Napier of Merchiston, inventor of the logarithms.” In tra-
cing this family, however, through the old records of the city of Edinburgh,
I detect a fact not observed by any genealogical writer, that the mother of
this celebrated prelate Adam Bothwell Bishop of Orkney, and the grandmother
of our philosopher, was not the heiress of Meldrumsheugh, as hitherto sup-
posed, but Katherine Bellenden of Auchinoul.®* No record could more fully

* One of the ancient protocol books bears an entry to this effect, that William Bothwell, bur-
gess of Edinburgh, acting as bailie for James Mailville, son and heir of the late James Mailville,
burgess of Kirkaldy, lord of Dunsyre in the barony of Bothwell, and shire of Lanark, gives sei-
sin at the east town of Dunsyre to the attorney of Adam Bothwell Bishop of Orkney, proceed-
ing on a precept of clare constat, which narrates, that * clare constat et est notum quod quond.
Magister Franciscus Bothwill, burgensis burgi de Edinburgh, et Katherina Ballinden, ejus sponsa,
pater et mater reverendi in Christi Patris Adami Bothwill, miseratione divina episcopi Orchaden-
sis, latoris presentium; obierunt ultimo vestiti et sasiti ut de feodo in conjuncta infeodatione de
omnibus et singulis terris ville vrientalis de Dunsyre, &c. et quod dict. reverendus pater est legi-
timus et propinquior heres eorundem quond. Magistri Francisci Bothwill et Katherine Ballin-
den, sue sponse, inter eos legitime procreatus.” Subscribed at Edinburgh, 27th August 1560.—Pro-
tocol book marked Alexander King, 4th Vol.

G
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or distinctly establish a genealogical fact than what is quoted in the note ; but
as the same records prove that Francis Bothwell had been previously married
to Janet Richardson, the question remained, whether the Bishop of Orkney
was John Napier’s maternal uncle by the full or the half-blood. A remnant of
theancient Booksof Adjournal of the High Courtof Justiciary, preserved among
the MSS. of the Advocates’ Library, solves this question also. In a trial of the
magistrates of Edinburgh, of date 22d March 1566, for setting a prisoner at li-
berty who had committed * slauchter ;” Sir Archibald Napier, the philosopher’s
father, is one of the prosecutors, while Sir John Bellenden officiates as jus-
tice-clerk, having also a seat on the bench. An objection is taken for the pan-
nels by Mr David Borthwick, who “ allegit that the justice-clerk mycht nocht
be clerk in this mater, nor voit thairintill, becaus he and the lard of Mer-
chamestonis wyfe wes sister and brethir bairnis, and that thair wes bairnis be-
tuix the said lard and his spous.” This proves that Katherine, the only sister
of Sir Thomas Bellenden of Auchinoul, was the grandmother of John Napier ;
for that lady unquestionably was the aunt of Sir John Bellenden, who succeed-
ed his father, Sir Thomas, as justice-clerk. It can be proved, however, from
various sources, that this Katherine Bellenden was the wife of the famous Oli-
ver Sinclair, whose ill-fated elevation in the affections of James V. led to the
untimely death of that monarch. But the difficulty is removed by an expres-
sion in a letter (to be afterwards quoted) of the Bishop of Orkney to Archi-
bald Napier in 1560, wherein he mentions “ Olyfer Sinclair, my gud-father.”
Thus, by a very accidental chain of conclusive evidence, the maternal descent
of John Napier is, for the first time, completely cleared.*

Our philosopher’s mother must have been reared in the family of this unfor-
tunate minion of James V. It is also worthy of remark, that by other near re-
latives of Merchiston, the same monarch was attended and soothed at the mo-
ment the news reached him of the defeat of his favourite at Solway. Helen
Napier, eldest daughter of Sir Alexander killed at Flodden, had married SirJohn
Melville of Raith, who was particularly distinguished in the reign of James V.,
and one of the early Protestant martyrs of the Reformation in Scotland.}

* See Note (B) as to the Bothwells and Bellendens.

4+ He was beheaded by the Catholic faction in 1548, although the most honourable and inno-
cent statesman of his country. An old MS. history thus records the death of « Johnne Meluill,
ane nobill man of Fyff, quho was ane of the king’s most familiaris, quhois lettres send & writtin
to ane certane Englisman, recommending v:tao him ane freind of his takin pressoner, war inter-
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Their daughter Janet, thus the cousin-german of our philosopher’s father, be-
came the wife of Sir James Kirkaldy of Grange, high treasurer of Scotland.
Towards this lady and her son William, so remarkably celebrated as the
champion at once of the Reformation and of Queen Mary, James V. en-
tertained the same affectionate regard with which he honoured the trea-
surer ; and the most friendly intercourse seems to have passed betwixt the
monarch and these cousins of Merchiston. It was to their residence in
Fife that he first betook himself, accompanied by young William Kirkaldy,
upon hearing of the rout of Solway. Grange was from home ; but his lady
received her sovereign (conducted by her son) as became one in whose veins
flowed the united loyal blood of Melville of Raith, and Napier of Merchiston 3
and who was, besides, the spouse of his best and most faithful councillor. She
exerted herself to calm his ruffled spirits, and to persuade him to take nourish-
ment. During supper, she endeavoured to sooth and comfort him by every
means in her power. “ It is the will of God,” said the good lady, “ take not
his will amiss.”—* My portion,” was his reply, * of this world is short. I will
not be with you fifteen days.” His servants tried to rouse him with the idea
of festivities. “ Where shall we prepare for the approaching Christmas,” said
they ; to which the king answered, with a smile of derision, “ Choose your
place ; but this I know, before Christmas arrive you will be masterless, and
the realm without a king.” Shortly after, he went to his own palace of Falk-
land, where he lay down to die. Those around endeavoured once more to
rouse him with the intelligence, that his queen was safely delivered of a fair
daughter. “ A daughter,” said the dying monarch, and turned his face to the
wall, “ the devil go with it; it will end as it begun; it came from a woman,
and it will end with a woman.”* After that, continues John Knox, who pro-
bably had all the particulars from his intimate friend William Kirkaldy, he
spake not many words that were sensible, but ever harped on his old song,
“ Fy fled Oliver ? Is Oliver taken ? All is lost.”

Thus prominent, in one of the most interesting scenes of the history of the
Stuarts, were the near relatives of Archibald Napier and Janet Bothwell, a few

ceptid. Althocht thair was no suspitioun of any crime conteaned in thame, zit was the wrytid
lettre and wryter thairof harlid to judgement. His landis geivin to David Hamilton, the gouer-
nouris younger sone, maid the punischement moir filthie. The arme of theise infamous deidis
twitchid bot a few, the invy many, bot the example perteneit almost to all.”—Johnston's M.S.
Hist. of Scotland, Adv. Library. See Pitcasrn's Trials.

* Knox's History of the Reformation.
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years before their youthful union, which was crowned by the birth of our phi-
losopher.

Francis Bothwell, the father of John Napier’s mother, is a worthier object
of historical reminiscences than her stepfather. For many years he presided
over the councils of his native town, and aided those of the state, both legisla-
tive and judicial, with an honest energy of character and talents that had fallen
on evil times. At the period of the battle of Flodden, when the magistrates
and citizens of Edinburgh distinguished themselves both by their devotion in
the field, and by the wisdom and firmness with which they met and provided
for the exigencies of a moment so fatal to the independence of Scotland, Both-
well ranked foremost among his fellow-citizens. In the course of the period
betwixt the years 1514 and 1524, he passed successively through all the dig-
nified civic offices during the unpopular regency of Albany.

One curious feature in the history of the manners and the times is display-
ed in the fact that, while the country was torn with war and scourged with
fearful visitations of pestilence, and while at a moment’s warning the very
gutters of Edinburgh were apt to run red with the best blood of Scotland, the
citizens of the highest class lent themselves to promote a species of saturnalia
or unruly games, which not unfrequently added to the savage turbulence of
the times. Yet some of the graver and wiser citizens expressed a distaste for
these dangerous gambols, refused their countenance to the play, and declined
the elevation pressed upon them of being masters of the revels. Such recusants,
however, were only regarded as traitors to Momus, and an extraordinary
power seems to have been exercised by the town-council over any member
of the community who attempted to evade the crown and sceptre of misrule.
He was liable to heavy fines, which were rigorously exacted, even to the ex-
tent of attaching his property. Francis Bothwell accepted the dignities of
bailie, “ magister societatis,” dean of guild and provost of Edinburgh ;—but
that of * Litil John,” to which in 1518 he was elected, being not agreeable to
his habits and tastes, he declined to accept, and was actually constrained to peti-
tion the Earl of Arran, at that time provost of Edinburgh, for a remission from
the duty imposed upon him, and from the consequences of his non-acceptance.
It must have been a sight truly ludicrous to behold some dignified and thought-
ful bailie, such as the grandfather of our philosopher, his heart full of disgust
and foreboding, making'sport to the rabble, and kicking his heels perforce,
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under some fantastic dress, amid the merriment of his more jovial brethren and
the shouts of the assembled populace. The old record of Bothwell’s escape
from figuring in this tyrannical mummery, affords so curious an illustration
of the customs and manners of the day, that I shall give it here in the quaint
terms of the original :* “ 17 April 1518, the 12th hour.—The qubhilk in pre-
sence of the president, baillies, counsall and communitie, Maister Frances
Boithwell producit my Lord Erle of Aranis principall provest’s writingis and
charge, till excuse kim fra the office of litil Jokne to the quhilk he was chosen
for this yeir, desyrand the samyn to be obeyit and the tenour thairof to be
incertit in this instrument, the quhilk tenour of the said writing followis :
“ President, ballies and counsall of Edinburgh we greit you weill ; It is un-
derstand to us that Maister Francis Boithwell your nichtbour, is chosin to be
litil Johne for to mak sportis and joscositeis in the toune, the quhilk is a man
to be usit in kiear and gravar materis, and als is apon his viage to pas beyond
sey his neidfull erandis ; quharfor we request and prayis, and als chargis you
that ye hald him excusit at this tyme, and we be this our wrytingis remittis to
him the law, gif ony he has incurrit for none excepping of the said office, dis-
charging you of ony poynding of him tharfor. Subscrivit with our hand at
Linlithgow the 12th day of Aprile, the yeir of God 1518. Youris, JAMES
ERLE OF ARANE. The quhilk wrytingis the said Maister Frances allegit war
nocht fulfillit nor obeyit, and tharfor he protestit that quhat euir war done

# Protocol Book of the City of Edinburgh.

In the « Register of the proceedings of the Burrow Court and Court of Consale of Haidinton,”
embracing the period betwixt 28th June 1580, and last day of April 1555, the following entries
occur, which show that this custom was in full vigour more than twenty years after Francis Both-
well’s appointment in Edinburgh. 1540, March 30.—¢ The which day the bailies and commu-
nity ordain, that whoever be made abbot this year, that he shall take the same on him within

24 hours next after they be chosen and charged therewith : or then to refuse the same, and pay
their 40 shillings ilk ane after other as they refuse ; and this to be observed in time to come.
The which day, James Horne was chosen by the bailies and community Abbot of Unreason for
this year ; and failing of him, Patrick Douglace, flesher ; and failing of him John Douglace, mason ;
syne Philip Gipson ; syne Robert Litstar ; syne James Raburn ; syne John Douglace, baxter ; and
George Vaik. July 20.—The bailies and assize will, that the first burgess that beis made, ex-
cept burgess-air, be given to Patrick Douglace [that is, the fees paid when a person was admitted
burgess,] for his Abbot of Unreason, that he should have ; and will relieve the town of the bond
that they are bound to him therefore.”

These May games occasioned so many tumults, that the Legislature was at length compelled to
put them down by acis of Parliament, which it was very difficult to enforce.
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in the contrar turn him to na prejudice, and for remeid of law, tyme and place
quhar it efferis.”

After this, Francis Bothwell became provost of Edinburgh, and continued
to rise still higher in public estimation, and in the employment of his sove-
reign James V. He appears in the rolls of Parliament, 16th November 1524,
as a commissioner of the burghs, and was then chosen one of the Lords of the
Articles ; again on the 10th July 1525, and on many other occasions. On
the 7th June 1585, he appears as one of the royal commissioners to Parlia-
ment, and also one of the commissioners for the city of Edinburgh. He was
again chosen on the Articles, and appointed by the barons one of the commis-
sioners for the tax granted to James V. on his marriage.* But not the least
of his honours was having been selected as one of the fjfteen upon the insti.
tution of the College of Justice. The Court was for the first time assembled
in presence of his majesty on the 27th May 1532, and their sittings have con-
tinued ever since at the appointed times, except when occasionally interrupted
by war, pestilence, or usurpation. Francis Bothwell was among the number
of “ cunning and wise men” chosen for the temporal side; while on the spiri-
tual, the person who had the honour of being named first after the Lord Chan-
cellor and president, was Richard Bothwell, his younger brother.

From every line of his descent talent seems to have flowed in upon John Na-
pier. His granduncle Richard being bred to the church, was made prebend
of the Cathedral of Glasgow, and afterwards appointed rector of Eskirk or Ash-
kirk, a parish in the presbytery and shire of Selkirk, and diocese of Glasgow.
He was director of chancery to James V. not long before another granduncle
of our philosopher’s, Sir Thomas Bellenden, held that office in the same reign.t
He appears as one of the royal commissioners for fencing or opening Parlia-

* Act Parl. IL 285, 339, 340, 343. Historical Account of the Senators of the College of
Justice, by Messrs Brunton and Haig.

+ Pinkerton says (ii. 356,) “ The transactions of this year (1540) commence with a negotiation
on the borders, in which it was mutually agreed that all fugitives, from either realm, should in fa-
ture be surrendered to their respective sovereigns. Sir William Eure appeared for Henry, and
Mr Thomas Ballenden and Mr Henry Balnavis for the Scottish king.  This affair, of little mo-
ment in itself, is connected with an important letter from Eure to the lord privy-seal of England, in
which he narrates some conversations with Ballenden, @ man of aged experience and eminent abs-
lities, concerning the court and character of James, on which they reflect a new and strong light.”
This was Sir Thomas Bellenden, our philosopher’s grand-uncle. Thus both his grand-uncles, of
separate stocks, were successively directors of the chancery to James V., and very able men.
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ment in August and December 1534, was chosen one of the Lords of the Ar-
ticles for the clergy on the 7th June following, and on the 12th of that month
was appointed, by his brethren of * the spiritualitie,” one of their commissioners
for the taxation granted by the three estates to the king on his marriage. He
was also doctor of the civil and canon laws, and provost of the church of St
Mary in the Fields, which became so infamously unhallowed by the name of
Kirk-of-Field, as the place of Darnley’s murder. A curious testimonial of the
rector’s worth and services will be found below. * He was frequently at his
post after the date of that dispensation, and died in the year 1547.

Francis Bothwell died about twelve years sooner,} leaving a family who sus-
tained to the full, the reputation of their father’s talent. Richard, his eldest son,
(of the marriage with Janet Richardson,) succeeded him as provost of Edin-
burgh ; Adam, the son of Katherine Bellenden, rose to a mitre, and ran a most
extraordinary and conspicuous career in church and state ; Janet, the bishop’s
full sister, was the mother of the INVENTOR OF LOGARITHMS.

* « Rex.—Chancelar, President, and Lords of our Sessionne, we greit yow weill. Forsamekle
as we understand that our lovit servitour and counsulir, Maister Rechert Bothuell, is greitlie trub-
lit be infirmate and seiknes, swa that he is noclit so abile to continew our service, and to remane
with you continewelly as he was wont, herefor we movit of gude consideracioune, and rememberand
his aulde and guid service dune to uss, and to our derrest fader, quhome Gode assolye, relaxis him,
and grentis to him our gudewill, leif and licence to kepe himself frae labouris and inquietacioune,
quhill God sende him his perfyte heil and strength, because we knaw that he is of gude mynde
thane to continew, and to do us service as he wes wont to do before, we grant him that he sall
brouke, for all the dayis of his life, all sic honoures, dignities, privilegis, and exempcionis, with all
utilitie and proffittis that our haly faider the Paip and we hes granted to thame that daily sittis
on our geit. Gevin under our signet and subscripcionne manuall, at Edinburgh the 24th day of
Februsre, and of our regnne the 27th yeir.—JAmEs."—See Act of Sederwnt, 1811, 39.

+ In a manuscript volume, entitled Anderson’s Protocols, preserved in the Advocates’ Library,
1 find a notice of probably the last illness of our philosopher’s maternal grandfather ; the oath and
evidence (in support of an instrument to which he had been a witness, in the year 1527,) ¢ hono-
rabilis viri magistri Francisci Bothuile ciuis Edinburgensis, gravem egritudinem patientis,” was
taken in his house in Edinburgh, 20th December 1535.
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CHAPTER II

THE last chapter affords the only accurate account hitherto recorded of the
lineage, paternal and maternal, of the illustrious Napier. In this chapter
we must glance at the state of Scotland, and the near relatives among whom
he was reared, from the period of his birth to the commencement of his pub-
lic education.

He was born in the year 1550, at Merchiston, the seat of his forefathers,
near Edinburgh ; four years after the birth of Tycho, fourteen before Galileo,
and twenty-one before Kepler. But the youngest of these contemporaries
reached the summit of fame at an earlier period than hedid. They encouraged
and emulated each other in their brilliant careers. He was distant and isolat-
ed from the great arena of letters; cooped up within the narrow limits of deso-
late Scotland, and encircled with savage sights and sounds of civil discord, above
which the name of God was howled by those whose hands were red with mur-
der. When we regard his times, and observe the influence that for so long a
period of his life, the war of religion exercised over his intellectual exertions,
the wonder is, not that his great contemporaries of the continent became distin-
guished before him, but that after all he should have extricated his mind from
so many toils, and have placed himself by a single effort—though one like the
spring of a roused lion—at the side of the astonished demi-gods of science, who
had been unconscious of their rival.

In the year of his birth commenced, properly speaking, the Reformation
in Scotland. In that immediately preceding it, John Knox was released from
the French galleys, to which his participation in the defence of the castle of
St Andrews, after the murder of Cardinal Beaton, had consigned him ; and
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was then enjoying royal patronage in England. A very few years afterwards,
however, the accession of the “ bloody Mary ” to the throne of England, and
of the Catholic Mary of Guise to the regency of Scotland, depressed the Pro-
testants in both countries, and Knox was again driven into exile. But many
of the lesser barons, and a few of the higher nobility in Scotland, had embraced
the new doctrines with irresistible ardour. These were the men who soon called
forth the genius of the eléve of Calvin into that prominent and popular action
for which its rugged features were so eminently fitted ; and their movements
and policy it was that induced him to quit Geneva for Scotland in the year
1555, when he met with the most flattering reception. A pressing call from
his flock at Geneva occasioned his return before the close of that year, parti-
cularly as his friends in Scotland, though anxious to retain him, were as yet
unequal to afford him the necessary protection. To use his own words,
he “ passed to the Earl of Argyle, who then was in the Castle Campbell,
where he taught certain days. The laird of Glenurchy, which yet liveth,
being one of his auditors, willed the said Earl of Argyle to retain him still,
but he, resolved on his journey, would not at that time stay for any request ;
adding, that if God blessed those small beginnings, and if that they con-
tinued in godliness, whensoever they pleased to command him they shall find
him obedient.” *

The patrons of Knox here mentioned were the relatives of Merchiston, whose
domestic history I resume at that momentous year of the Reformation (1559)
when the Protestant apostle returned to Scotland, and commenced in his own
country the part allotted him in the great revolution by which Europe was agi-
tated. At this time Archibald Napier was residing in the castle of Merchiston
with his family, consisting of his wife Janet Bothwell, his two sons, John (in
his ninth year) and Francis, and one daughter, Janet. Our philosopher’s father
possessed talents of the highest order, which he sustained through a long life
with unblemished integrity. A deep and speculative turn of mind, which
eminently characterized his race, seems to have withdrawn him from that
rude and tumultuous militancy, by which many barons, like his cousins Tul-
lybardin and William Kirkaldy of Grange, were distinguished in the Pro-
testant revolution. He had studied the laws, one of the fashionable pursuits
of times upon whose turbulence the dawn of letters was breaking. There

* Knox's History.
H
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is some authority for saying that he was a proficient in the mathematics ; *
and his practical abilities for science and more ordinary matters will appear
in the sequel. This character sufficiently accounts for the fact, that although,
in the progress of a long and active life, Archibald Napier rose to high con-
sideration in the state, he is not identified with any one of those stormy and
desperate events which have rendered the names of many of his near relatives
and family connexions familiar to history. Of some of these relatives we may
here take a cursory glance. :

At the head of the “ Congregation of the Lord” was Archibald fifth Earl
of Argyle. His father was the first man of his rank who openly espoused the
reformed faith in Scotland. The fifth Earl was still Lord Lorn, and about
twenty-three years of age, when, in 1555, Knox went to Castle Campbell
before his departure to Geneva. When Lorn succeeded to the earldom in
1558, though attached to the new doctrines, he had not as yet separated from
the party and councils of the queen-regent. In this year he was appointed
to carry the crown and other insignia of royalty to the Dauphin. The person
named to accompany him on that illustrious mission was James Stewart, prior
of St Andrews, Mary’s natural brother, celebrated as the Regent Murray.
The enmity entertained by the house of Guise towards both these young men,
and the state of affairs in Scotland, induced them to forego the honour of that
voyage. They remained at home to become, “ the one,” as Dr Robertson ex-
presses it, “ the most powerful, and the other, the most popular leader of the
Protestants in Scotland.” The character of Argyle was loftier and less sel-
fish than that of his early companion, the Lord James, as the bastard was
then called ; and although he ardently co-operated with him for the esta-
blishment of the reformed religion, his career was not in like manner tainted
with worldly ambition, or unfeeling disloyalty and duplicity to his sovereign.
When Mary returned from France, he was sworn a privy-councillor ; and

* Wishart, bishop of Edinburgh, the celebrated historiographer of the great Marquis of Mon-
trose, was much domesticated in the family of the first Lord Napier. In his memorable history,
the Latin edition of which was hung round the Marquis's neck at his execution, he observes,
« About this time the Lord Napier of Merchiston departed this life in Athole,—a man of a most
innocent life and happy parts ; a truly noble gentleman, and chief of an ancient family. One who
equalled his father and grandfather Napiers (philosophers and mathematicians famous through all -
the world) in other things, but far excelled them in his dexterity in civil business.” —English edi-
tion, Haghe, p. 148.

4
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also presided over the supreme criminal jurisdiction of the country, having
succeeded his father as Lord Justice-General. Although this nobleman sacri-
ficed no principle in his attachment to his sovereign, and was occasionally in
the ranks of her opponents, he abhorred the ill-judged and shameful rigour
with which Mary, from first to last, had been treated by her rebellious subjects ;
and when he ultimately ranged himself on her side, the Earl of Argyle only fol-
lowed the dictates of honour and humanity.

With this illustrious house the family of Merchiston was doubly connected ;
Archibald Napier’s mother being the daughter of Sir Duncan Campbell of
Glenorchy, a distinguishedscion of Argyle,(from whom flow the Earlsof Bread-
albane,) while his great-grandfather, also Archibald Napier, had married, as
his third wife, a sister of the same Sir Duncan. Accordingly, Argyle was
the friend and patron of Merchiston at the very commencement of the Refor-
mation, when he made him his deputy in the criminal court.

L4

Another distinguished leader in the Protestant cause was Sir Colin Camp-
bell of Glenorchy.®* He was the nephew of Archibald Napier's mother,
and the same who, with the Earl of Argyle, met Knox at Castle Camp-
bell during his temporary visit to Scotland, and pressed him to remain.
The account of Sir Colin, contained in Nisbet’s heraldry, says, that * he had
the character and reputation of a gentleman of great wisdom and prudence.
He was among the first of his quality who went into the reformation of the
church, not in a tumultuary but regular manner, by addressing the queen-
regent to grant the reformers the exercise of their religion, at least till mat-
ters were regularly settled in a legal way ; and was on the side of the reformed
in the Parliament 1560.” He was one of the commissioners for settling the
government of the church in 1578, and died in 1584.

Among the relatives of Merchiston who must have been most influential
with that family, the barons of Tullibardine, also doubly connected with it,
deserve to be particularly noted. Sir William Murray was one of Archi-
bald Napier’s tutors, and his uncle, by marriage with his mother’s sister,

* In 1560, says Archbishop Spottiswood, ¢ for fulfilling the article whereby the Lords were
tied to send pledges unto England, Colin Campbell, cousin to the Earl of Argyle, Robert Doug-
las, brother to the Laird of Lochleven, and Ruthven, son to the Lord Ruthven, were
delivered to the English admiral, and by sea conveyed to the town of Newcastle.”



60 THE LIFE OF

Katherine Campbell. He stood at the head of the Protestant barons in the
year 1559 ; and was one of ten, selected from only twenty-nine nobles and
gentlemen, who then upheld the cause, to compose a council to manage the af-
fairs of the congregation.* He died in 1562; but the zeal of his house did not
expire with him. His son and successor, also Sir William, Merchiston’s cou-
sin-german, was one of the bravest and best of those Scottish chiefs, without
whose countenance and stalwart aid, the voice of John Knox might have de-
stroyed the Cathedrals, but would never have reared the Kirk,

The justice-clerk, Sir John Bellenden of Auchinoul, must not be omitted.
In the words of the old justiciary record, which I have elsewhere quoted, * he
and the lard of Merchamstonis wife wes sister and brether bairnis;” and
thus he was also the cousin-german of her brother the Bishop of Orkney.
He belonged to the party of the queen-regent even after Argyle and the
prior of St Andrews had forsaken it, and was one of the cominissioners
appointed to treat with the lords of the congregation in July 1559. Knox,
speaking of what he calls a “ proclamation set forth by the queen-regent
to blind the vulgar people,” dated in August of that year, adds, “ this pro-
clamation she sent by her messengers through all the country, and had her
solicitors in all parts, who painfully travailed to bring men to her opinion,
amongst whom, these were the principal, Sir John Ballantyne, justice-clerk,
Mr James Balfour, official of Lothian, Mr Thomas and Mr William Scott,
sons to the laird of Balwerie, Sir Robert Carnagie, and Mr Gavin Hamilton ;
who, for fainting of the bretheren’s hearts, and drawing many to the queen’s

* See Dr Cook’s History of the Reformation. I presume it was the elder Tullibardine who,
in 1559, was of the council of ten to manage the affairs of the congregation. In that year, some
of the mercenary foreign soldiers, who then lived upon our unhappy country, mutinied for lack of
wages; and, says Knox, « they made a fray upon my Lord Argyle’s Highlandmen, and slew one
of the principal men of his chamber, who, notwithstanding, behaved himself so moderately, and
80 studious to pacify that tumult, that many wondered, as well of his prudent counsel and stout-
ness, as of the great obedience of his company. The ungodly soldiers, in hatred of goodness and

" good men, continuing in their disorder, mocked the laird of Tullibairn, and other noblemen who
exhorted them to quietness.” The then laird was Sir William Murray, the grand-uncle of our
philosopher. From him, in lineal male descent, flowed the Earls of Tullibardine, Dukes of Atholl,
and Kings of Mann. The double connexion with Merchiston was this,—Christian Murray was
the mother of Elizabeth Menteith of Lennox and Rusky, and daughter of Sir David Murray of
Tullibardine.
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faction against their native country, have declared themselves enemies to God
and traitors to the commonweal.”™® Before the end of that same year, however,
the justice-clerk had joined the Protestant church militant, though, according
to the graphic account of the same not unprejudiced author, he by no means dis-
tinguished himself in one of its early brawls. “ The feeble,” says Knox, “ among
whom the justice-clerk Bellenden was ; fled without mercie.” But, however
feeble as a soldier, he was an acute lawyer and wily statesman, In 1547 he
succeeded his father, John Napier’s grand-uncle, in the office of justice-clerk ;
and in 1554 was repeatedly employed in the important negotiations for the
peace with England. When the war of religion commenced, he ranked high
in the councils of Mary of Guise, who shortly before her death in 1559, trans-
mitted to her daughter in France, a list of those upon whose talents and affec-
tions she might depend. He was chosen a privy-councillor on the instant of
Mary’s arrival, and took a principal part in all the councils and ‘intrigues which
led so rapidly to her ruin. There is a curious notice of his accomplishments
in a letter from Throckmorton to Queen Elizabeth, dated 20th August 1567,
on the subject of the conference which took place with the French ambassador
when Murray became regent. “ Mr James Macgill,” says Sir Nicholace, “ pro-
nounced all the premises in the Scottish tongue, which, upon De Lignerol’s
desire, was interpreted into French by the justice-clerk.” This worthy was
also doubly connected with the Merchiston family. Besides the near relation-
ship already-mentioned, he married (his second wife) Janet Seton, who was
the aunt of our philosopher’s father, by the half-blood, and a favourite maid

of honour to Queen Mary. t

But one of his nearest relatives, who were remarkably prominent during
the stormy and eventful period of his youth, was his mother’s brother Adam
Bothwell, bishop of Orkney. He deserves to be particularly noticed ; for to
this courtly and luxurious prelate we trace what appears to be the first anxiety
expressed on the important subject of John Napier’s education. Although he
was the first reformed bishop of Orkney, no prelate of the ancient regime could
have been more studious of his ease. He seems to have joined the infant church,
rather from a sense of the staggering state of the old religion than because he
entertained a violent distaste for its corruptions. He succeeded his brother
William 1 as rector of Eskirk in 1552 ; and was only about thirty years of age

* Knox's History. _ + See the Preface.
t William had succeeded their uncle Richard.
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when the vacancy occurred in the see of Orkney, which he was selected to fill.*
His immediate predecessor was Bishop Reid; a most distinguished prelate,
statesman and patron of letters ; president of the College of Justice ; and one
of the unfortunate ambassadors who were sent to arrange the preliminaries of
Mary’s marriage with the Dauphin. Most of these, and among the rest Bishop
Reid, died, under strong suspicions of poison, on their way home in 1558.

Among the Merchiston papers I found, what had hitherto escaped observa-
tion, the bishop’s part of a correspondence with his brother-in-law and sister,
which he seems to have commenced on taking possession of his see about the
end of the year 1559,1 and to have continued until he went to join Queen
Mary in France on the eve of her return to Scotland. These letters furnish
some curious glimpses of affairs, and contain the only notices of our philosopher
when a child hitherto discovered. They are chiefly interesting, however, in
the light they cast upon the private character of one of those statesmen, who,
if the fair fame of Mary Queen of Scots was the victim of a vile political ca-
bal, had been an arch-conspirator against her. To look into the bosoms of
those who spread with infinite art their toils around her, has by that very
art, been rendered indispensable to her exculpation ; though it is consolatory
to find that such minute inspection is equally necessary to determine her guilt,
which yet remains a question the most interesting in the history of Scotland.
Into the bosom, therefore, of this wily bishop we shall look as far as pos-
sible ; and by comparing his letters with his political career, add another
proof to the duplicity at least of Mary’s accusers. If it was through evil coun-
sel that she married Bothwell, this uncle of our philosopher counselled that
act. If guilty passion prompted her,—he pronounced the blessing of the Pro-
testant church over them, and joined their hands. If she was innocent,—he
foully and falsely accused her. If the casket contained forgeries,—he was deep-
ly an accessory to the most heinous instance of that crime that ever outraged
justice and humanity. If it contained incontestible proofs that this young and
beautiful queen was a hardened, unshrinking murderess,—then he had been
silent when he ought to have spoken, and is not free from the imputation of
an accomplice.

* From the Register of the privy-seal (xxx. 11.) it appears that Adam Bothwell was preferred
to all the temporalities of the see of Orkney on the 11th October 1559. He is designed Bishop
of Orkney in the grant ; and must have been elected by the chapter some time previous to that date.

+ Some of these letters do not mention the year in which they were written ; but, upon com-
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" From some expressions in the latter will of Sir John Bellenden, it would
appear that he had stood in the place of a parent to his cousin Adam
Bothwell ; and probably he had also been the means of his promotion.
The following letter to the laird of Merchiston seems to complain that the

justice-clerk presumed upon this patronage, to make free with the bishop’s re-
venues : '

o 'fo his Bruder ye Laird of Merchinstoun, in Merchinstoun.

“ Darrest Brother, Efter all hartle recommendation, pleis wit I ressauit
ane wreting of youris fra James King, be the quhilk ye schew me ye haid wretin
dyvers tymes to me, and mervalet that ye haid gottin na anser; treule
other na that wreting, I gat naine fra you this gryt quhyill, quhairfor think
not onkuith that I wreit na anser of that thing I ressauit not. As to the knaw-
lege of my being, qubilk ye war desyrus of, it hes bene in continuall travell
and labour of bodye and mynd and euill helth thairthrow continualle sene my
cuming in this cuntray, as this berar can reherse and informe you sufficientle.
Alsua quhat cummeris * sume frendis hes sterit oup unto us, and how the
samin standis with us presentle, James Meinzes will reherse you ; prayand you
hartle to rekkin, that all the cumer that can be maid me sall not caus me to geif
ouer that thing suld be my supple in time of neid, and that otheris weill deser-
ving suld bruik efter me : bot gif thais that hes done me plessuir will resaiff
sic thankfulnes of me as of thankfull mynd I am willing and glaid to do thame,
I sall be about to do thame mair plessuir, and acquyt the benifet done to me
mair thankfulle than ony in Scotland that euer ressauit sic guid deid. Prayand
you, that gif ye cum in commonyng with ony man thairanent, schaw how I haif
offeret the iustice-clerk, haiffand + vpone this benefice xi hundreth merk of
pension, yeirle to be geiffen out of the quantite of xx. chailder beyr, quhilk is
mair than 1 haif to sustene me one behind, and gif the victuall com to sic pryces

paring their internal evidence with the dates that are given, the first letter quoted appears to have
been written upon the 26th October 1559, (twelve days after the hishop’s appointment to the tem-
poralities of his see, of which he had just taken possession,) and the rest to follow as arranged.
* Cummar. Vexation, difficulty, entanglement. E. Cumber. Deliuir vs fra all dangears and
perrelis of fyre and wattir, of fyir-flauchtis and thundir, of hunger and derth, seditioun and battel,
of pleyis and cummar, seiknes and pestilence,&c. Archbishop Hamiltoun’s Catechisme.—Jamieson.
It was a conspicuous prayer in the Bishop of Orkney’s Catechism too.
+ Haiffand. Having, possessing.
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as it hes bene guid * chaip within this schort spaice, I wald not haif sua mekil

behind my pensions as ether mycht pay that or susteine myselff ; quhairfor pray
him to be ressonable, and ramember him, that he that wald haif all, all is able
to tyne. Alswa pray him to put ordour till his demandeis ; for gif he conti-
nowis as he hes begoun, I may find rameid thairfor sik as I best may, althocht
it stand not with his plessuir, and I war laith thairto in respect of amite: I
haif heithertillis borne that I will be absoluit fra, gif he, as ye gait,} castis
doune with his fuit sic plessuir as he hes done me. And mak my hartle com-
mendanes to my sister, quhem, with you and my navows, your bairnis, the
Lord God mot eternallie preserve in weilfair of saull and body. At the yairdis,
this xxvi day of October, be

Your bruder at his powair the
BisHOP oFF ORKNAY.”

The next letter seems to have been written in December following, and af-
fords rather an amusing picture of the cunning and worldly mind of the writer.

¢ To his Bruder the Laird of Merchinstoun, thair.

“ Rycht honorabil schir and bruther, Eftyr all hartle recommendatioun, pleis
wit, this present is to schaw you of my helth, and quhow all affairis standis
with me, quhilkis ar at syk punt that, althocht friendis hes steret me owp mair
cummer nor lyis in thair powair to lay to me againe, that I remaine yit constant
at my purpois that is to do thaim plesour that newer deserwet ewill off me, off
quhilk numer ye ar; not dowbtand bot ye will continew and adverteis me
quhatt is your opinion off all matteris, and quhair away ye beleiff all sall turne :
this ye may do sua weill awysetle, that I may haiff knawlege off my desyr, amt
ye nathing hairmet thairthrow ; quhilk I pray you obmit not with the first that
passis betwix, and be labourand to put off cumeris off me that others quhilk
suld be frendis dois all thair powair to bring on, or at leist get me wit thairoff,
and mak me with the first ay adverteissement ; and spair not to fee ane or twa
futte fallowis to do the samyn with, quhatt evir thai cost I sall pay it. Alsua
get wit of my gossop Alexander King, quhat he hes donne anent the enterie
off me unto the landis off Briglandis and Estown off Dunsyr, quhairinto I pray

# [ find in Jamieson,  gude, guide, good, to manure,” &c.— They good their land with sea-
ware, and lightly midden muck.” MS. Adv. Libr. Barry’s Orkney, p. 447 : « cheap as dirt” pro-
bably answers to the Bishop's phrase.

1+ Goat.
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you beyr help as I wald do giff I war present in ony causs concerning you;
and that becaus ye haiff enteres ; and than I doubt not bot I will forder the bet-
ter, notwithstanding the iustice-clerk reprochet me be wryt, sayand, that my
sairry frendis that I chairget with my bissines left all in the myrre, and culd do
me na guid. Schir this is litill off his evill speiche ; I haiff not laissair to wryt
off the laiff, and off his unkind behavour towart me, quhilk sall never van-
taige hym ane d.* as I tak God to witnes, for that is not the way to conqueis me;
nor he sall never haiff me be that moyen. Treit my sister the berair weill, and
hald hir, sua far as ye may, in thai pairtis ; for I haiff gottynne off hir word
nor deid heyr away litill guid or eiss, bot continualle at debait with hir hus-
band, 1 becaus I wald not geiff hym all that I haid quhill I get mair ; be hyr
caussing ; and sua hes beynne hethirtillis be my awin maist hurt off ony. Com-
mend me hartle to my sister your bed-fallow, and your sonne Jonne, quhem
with you and the remanent of your succession, God mot preserff. At the Yeards,
the first off December, be
“ Your bruder the
: “ BISCHOP OFF ORKNAY.
I pray you Schir, schaw you kynd to Alexander King for my saik.”

To this letter, the following affords a remarkable contrast. It seems to have
been called forth by one from his sister, complaining that her husband was no
longer her lover. But the bishop’s precepts are totally opposed to his example ;
and the ghostly comfort and advice he bestows upon his favourite sister, to
bear patiently her crosses as the signs and tokens of God’s love, is precisely
the reverse of his own conduct through life.

* To his darrest Sister, Jene Bothwill, Lade of Mercheistoune.

“ Darrest and best beluiffet Sister,—I commend me hartle to you. I ressavit
your wreitting fra the berer, making mention that thair is sume variance be-
twix you and your housband, and that ye ar not sua luiffet of him as ye war
wont ; and I am sorie that ye suld be at sic disease,} and specially I beyng sua
far removet fra you, and in sic tyme as I might haif worse supportet you of

* Probably meaning ¢ ane doit,” or d. for denarium, a penny.

+ The parties to whom the bishop alludes, are his sister Margaret, and her husband Gilbert Bal-
four, to whom she was married some time before 8th April 1559. Gilbert was a hrother of the
celebrated Balfour, parson of Flisk, who became president of the Court of Session, and is the re-
puted author of the Pratiques of the Law of Scotland.

1 Want of ease,—uneasiness.
I
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ony tyme that hes passit sen my cumin in this roume.* Bot alwayes, sister, ac-
compt with yourself, that sic trubles as hes happinet unto you ar the visita-
tions of God, to pruif you, to try you gif ye luif him ; and ar, as the croce of
the fathfull uses ever to be, the fatherle cheisteisment and maist speciall singis t
and evident taikinge of Goddis onedouttet favour and luif toward you ; quhome
as he hes beyne protectour, guvernour and defender of in tymes passit, sua dout
not bot he will be in tymes cuming ; and reconsall you with your husband in
gaynning} tyme, to your gryt contentment ; geiffing your croce sik ane ysthew
and end of joy and glaidnes as ever the faythfulles croce uses till haiff. Prayand
you to tak ye samin therfor in patience ; saying with godle Job, gif we haif res-
saivit guid out of the hand of the Lord, quhai suld we not alsua ressaive evill ;
and geiffin him maist hartle thankis therfor, attesting your godle and stedfast
fayth in him, quhilk is maist evident in tyme of probane. And as for my part,
notwithstanding my inhabilite that is happinet throu frendis mysusing,
quhilk this herer will schaw you, ye sall ressaive of him threte libs. § and, as
God furthers me, I sall send sume taikin to your housband for intertynement
of amite. Committing you in the protection of the hiest. At the Yairdis, this
19th of January be
“ Your bruther at all powair the
“ BISCHOP OFF ORENAY.”

The following .letter proves that Oliver Sinclair had married Katherine
Bellenden, the bishop’s mother, in her widowhood. It also contains an in-
teresting passage in reference to the education of our philosopher.

% To his Bruder the Laird off Merchistoun in Loudeanne.

“Rycht Honourabill Schir and Broyer,—Efter maist hartlerecommendatione:
pleis witt, I haif send presentle with this berar, sume power and commissione
to your nyghbuir the lard of Rosling, yourself, the schiref Olyfer Sinclair my
guid-father, || and Alexr King, coniunctle to commone, and, giff ye may,

* Place, or a possession.

+ Signs and evident token.

1 In time to come.

§ L.30.

|| Oliver Sinclair was at one time Sheriff of Orkney ; perhaps, however, the Sheriff of Edinburgh
is meant. This minion survived his disgrace for many years, and was, it seems, still alive in 1582.
Sir Walter Scott narrates the anecdote of him and the unfortunate upstart Earl of Arran, that ¢ one
day, when the favourite was bustling into the court of justice at the head of his numerous retinue,
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mak appoyntement anent sic differentis as ar happinnit betwix the justice-clerk
aud me : quhairunto, Schir, ye ar maid juge in your awin causs: advyss gif
be your jugement ye will condame your self for that thing quhilk is cumin to
me throu my father; for ony weyr that may be maid me, without that chance
of poverte compell me, sall not be me, God willing, induring my tyme be put in
fremmit handis : * quhairfor in this behalf I will put you to cumir to labour
concord; gif it may be haid upone sic heiddis as I haif geiffin power to you
and your colleggis to offer: quhilk gif beis refuset, 1 pray you mak my pairt
knawin till all honest men that happinnis to heyr of our debaitt ; and, sa far
as ye may, stay cummeris fra uss, quhilk I wait thai folkis will not leyf to
bring one us sa far as is in thame : bot gif thai get thair intent thairthrou, thai
will haif the mayr caus to vant thame thairoff; onlye, Schir, do that is in you to
appoynt us gif the samin may be; failzeand thairof, lat him be at his vayntage
of me; for gif he continouis in the stering of me oup mair cumir thane he hes
alradye done, I sall suyt help at sik ane as I wait will mainteine my just caus
agannis his violence, and all thais that will tak his pairt in wranging of me. 1
pray you, Schir, to send your sone Jhone to the schuyllis; oyer to France or
Flandaris ; for he can leyr na guid at hame, nor get na proffeit in this maist
perullus wordle,—that he may be savet in it,—that he may do frendis efter hon-
nour and proffeit as I dout not bot he will: quhem with you, and the rema-
nent of our successione, and my sister, your pairte, God mot preserve eternalle.
At the Yairdis in Kirkwall this v day of December, the yeir of God 1560, 1 be
“ Your bruder at powair,
“ ADAME BISCHOP OFF ORKNAY.

* I pray you, Schir and bruder, to dress the laiff off your colleggis to beyr you

cumpanyefor todress thir affairis, becaus I maynot laubour thairinin my absence.”

The next letter affords a curious picture of the state of the times at the com-
mencement of our Reformation.

“ To the Rycht Honorable and his best beluiffet Bruther the
Laird off Marchinstoun. .
“ Weilbeluiffet Bruder, I commend me hartle to you.—Pleis wit, I ressaivet

an old man, rather meanly dressed, chanced to stand in his way ; as Arran pushed rudely past him,
the man stopped him, and said, ¢ Look at me, my Lord! I am Oliver Sinclair.”— Zales of a
* Strange, unfriendly,—* wery and irkit in ane fremmyt land.”—Dougl. Virgil.
+ The Arabic characters are used in this letter in the date of the year, but not of the month.
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your wrytin off Marchinstoun the xxiv day off December, lattin me knaw syk
novellis as occurret, and sua specialle that I cunne you verry meikill thank
thairoff ; and specialle off the advertesseiment maid my lord James, * quhill he
was in Strathbogy, be aine off the Sinclairis ; quhaironto that ye may be the ha-
billair to mak answer, pleis understand the caussis off thair setting fordeward
off syk thingis: quhilk was, that thai beand instigat be the justice-clerk, quha
maryet with thaime twa sisteris, { to loup in ane off my plaices callet Birsay, {
quhilk thai kepit, and thaireftyr onbesset the way quhairbe I was to cum haime
from my visitatioun, § with gret nomber off commonis quhem thai pat than in
beleiff to leiff frelie, and to knaw na superiouris in na tymis cumyn ; quhilkis
be Goddis graice haid na powair to hairme me, althocht thair uttir purpos was
at thair hethir cuamyn, to haiff alder slaine me, or taiken me: at quhatt tyme 1
caussed demande off the said Henrie Sinclair, cheiffoff thatconjuratioune,quhatt
movet hyme to do syk thingis to me ; and als quhat offence I haid donne hyme
or any off the countray, to provok thaime to syk thingis in my contrair ;
quhairunto he promeisset to mak answer in wryt ; and schortlie he gaiff me
certaine petitionis, in quhilkis I findand petitionis and not answeris or ressonis
of the injury doune to me, I schew thaime to the Schireff and said, Schir, now ye
see thai haiff na just causs off taikin my houss or doyin me uther wrangis thai
do ; quairfor I requyr you in the Quenis name, to do me justice : quha, beand
weill myndet to dress concord betwix us, wald use na chairgis apon hyme
for delyvre off my houss, bot desyret me mak answeris to his petitionis; quhilk I
refuset simpliciter quhill I haid my houss againe. Thir petitionis wes proponet
be the said Henry and his bruder Robert, and certaine als weill geiffin as
thaimeself, not exceding the nomber off xviii or xx; to the quhilkis the said
Henry fader gainstowd, || calland hyme and the laiff fullis that wist not quhatt
thai did ; and said he wald on na sort consent the mess wer donne; lyk as sen-

* Murray, afterwards the regent.

+ These two sisters of Sir John Bellenden married to Sinclairs, are not mentioned by the peer-
age writers.

1 Patrick Earl of Orkney and his natural son Robert Stewart were tried and executed for their
rebellion in Orkney in 1614 and 1615, especially for holding out against the king, ¢ the castell
of Kirkwall, the House and Palice of Birsay,” also for the * intaking and manning of the kirk
and steiple of Kirkwall, the castell thairof, and place of the yairdis.” Thus it seems to have been
long a favourite exploit to loup tnto Birsay.

§ This corrects Keith, who in his catalogue of Bishops says, that Adam of Orkney appears
never to have taken any charge of his cure.

[| Which the said Henry's father opposed ? &c.
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synne he hes said, and biddin be with ane gret multitude off the commonis at
the first heid court eftyr Yeuil, * quhen thai wer all gatheret and inquyret be
certain off my messingeris, send to thaime to that effek, giff yai wald be con-
tent off mutatioun off religion, quhilk thai reffuset, and that notwithstanding
I cloisset my kirk dorris, and hes thoilet na mess to be said thairin sensynne ;
quhowbeit thai wer sua irritat thairbe, that eftyr thai haid requyret me sindrie
tymes to let thaime in to that effek, at last gaderet together in gret multitud,
brocht ane preist to ane chapell hard at the scheik off the schamber quhair I
wes lyand seik, and thair causset do mess, and marye certaine pairis in the
auld maner. This was donne on Sonday last, quhilk I culd not stoppe with-
out I wald haiff committit slauchter : quhairfor thai falzet far informet the lor-
dis sua; quhilk I pray you hartle to put out off thair heidis be contrair infor-
mation; and mak me frendis amangis thaime; for I am heir detainet with seik-
nes, and may not do for myselff as now ; bot as sonne as I may, I sall mak to
the gait fra I understand that ye haiff graipet the principal off the consailis
myndis towartis me, and found the samyn ressonable ; for I am certaine as my
small frend the justice-clerk hes steyret me oup all sorte off cummeris heyr
that he culd be Henrie Sinclair and Thomas Tulloch, sua hes he labouret thair
my hurt sua far as he may : quhilk, Schir, giff ye may persaiff, I pray you mak
me adverteissement, that I may provid for my affairis in caice thair wraith
may not be mitigat ; for I will not commit me to ane angry multitud. Your
wrytin was veray comfortable to me anent the frendis ye schew me ye haid to
do for me; but leiff [not?] thairfor tomak may; and the gratest rathest: schortle,
bruther and Schir, I commit my lyff and honnour in your handis. Quhatever
happen, I haiff maid ane charter to you and your airis off syk thing I haiff;
quhairfoir subscrive ye the reversion I send to you be this berair ; and put to
your seill thairto ; and quhatever chancis, ye nor your airis sall not be defraud-
et off your portion and pairt ye suld haiff off me. As to the landis off Brig-
landis quhilk I suld be enteret to; I pray you bayth speik yourself, and causs
Alexander King speik Michaell Nasmyth that is with my Lord off Sant An-~
drews that is donatour to the waird and mairigge off the Laird off Man my
superior quhem off I hald blench, and my superior alsua off the queine blenche ;
and, giff neid beis, compone with hyme as ye wauld do for ony your awin lan-
dis; and quhatt ye promeis I sall keip. At the maist ther is thairoff bot twa
yeiris to rynne off the waird. This, Schir, ye may do giff the said Michael
cumes to the toun; failzeynne thairoff, witschauff ane servand apon my ex-
pensis, and I sall quyt it to pass to Paslay quhair he is. All uther thingis

# Christmas.
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M- Frances and this berair kan reherss you. Quhairfoir, I will not distaine you
with lang wrytin ; bot commendis you with my sister, your wyff, and my awin
bairnis, your successioun, in the kepin off the Almytty. Prayand you hartle,
Schir, to mak my commendationis to thaime and all other frendis. At the Year-
dis, this feift of Februair anno Ix°, [1560,] be
“ Your bruder at his utter powair,
“ ADAME BIsCHOP OFF ORKNAY.”

Upon the first day of the year 1561, (25th of March) that in which Queen
Mary came over from France, the bishop again wrote to his brother-in-law
as follows :

“ To the Laird off Mercheistoune.

““ Rycht Honorabill Schir and Brother,—Efterall hertle commendatioune, pleis
witt, I ressavitt this day ane wreitten of Mercheistoune, the ix day of Merche,
answer of ane other wreittin of mine the v of Februar, and hes understand thair-
be your vigilant favour in the dress of my bissines ; quhairof, Schir, I bliss God
and thankis you. I can na wayis rameid, bot onefrendis * sall saye the wors
of me ; bot I sall keip that thai sall not haif the moyane to saye trewlie ony
evill of me. As to thefirst pairt of the complaint that is geiffin in to the lordis
one me, I wreitt sik informatione to you befoir, that I beleif, gif ye plesit to
informe the lordis in that poyntt, thai suld be thairby satisfeit. As to the se-
cond poyntt, I nay it utterlie that the samin can ever be verefeit ; altoght I
haid guid caus to haif done the samin to our soverane, and to all that mycht
haif holpit or supportit my caus. I pray you to mak and entertinye the
moneast frendis ye can; and mak my hartlie commendationes to my Lord of
Kylmauris, 1 assuring him that we sal be fund thankfull folkis for sik kynd-
nes as he hes schawin us. And the narration I maid you is veritable, and I
will mak it guid, and of other mair sene syne, that may infuse my caus amangis
all men; and whow-evir it be, I sall be fund the hounest man, and my adver-
sairis luid liearis. As to the wreittingis that ar send, quhilk contenit plaintis,
I did bot as I haid caus, and hes beyne thankfull to the gentill-man ye waitt
of. At this time gif he recompensis me with evill, I may weill tyne this, bot I
sall tyne na mair. As to the inspectioun of my wreittingis quhilk he hes

* 4, e. enemies.
+ 1 presume this was Alexander, fifth Earl of Glencairn, particularly distinguished as a sincere
and upright champion of the Reformation, and called « the Good Earl.”
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gottin, that was wreittin to my Lord James,* I regard it not, and farles his
menaces ; for and he war heir, and soght me be oneressonable wayis, he suld
haif nathing bot evill will and sad straikkis, and his allya with him. As to
the evidentis quhilk ye mak mention of in your wreittingis, I was in purpois
at the wreittin of your wreittin to send thame ; bot becaus I tuik purpois to
cum till you, I thocht not expendient till committ thame to ony messinger
qubill I cam myself; assuring you, Schir, that the mair onkyndnes I thollit
for the keipin of favour to you and youris, and the preserving of your of-
springis apperand rycht; the mair constantt am I at the samin purpois, and
salbe, God willing : quha mot evirlestinglie preserve you and my sister, your
bedfellow, and your ofspring, my bairnis. At Mousbollus in Orknay, this xxv
of Merche, be
“ Your bruther at all powair,
“ ADAME BISCHOP OFF ORKNAY.”

The following letters from the members of. the bishop’s household are also
curious, and prove that he fufilled his threat of going in person to France, to
lay his grievances before the young queen, who was now on the eve of em-
barking on that sea of troubles where her fortunes and her fame were ship-
wrecked. No wonder that she grew sick and fevered, and looked with weep-
ing eyes back to her beautiful France. The most luxurious crown in Christ-
endom had just departed from her ; and, as an earnest of that which was to
replace it, she was now hailed with disputes and grievances from her native
shore. On one side, her bastard brother reminded her of the ascendency of
Protestanism ; on the other, John Lesly (afterwards bishop of Ross) warned
her, in the name of all the saints, against the intrigues and ambition of her
faithless brother ; and between whiles, that indefatigable bore the Bishop of
Orkney fatigued her with complaints against the justice-clerk.

The two next letters are, of the same date, addressed to the Laird and Lady
of Merchiston, by one James Alexander, who seems to have been a relation
of the bishop. t

#* Murray, afterwards Regent.

4+ Among the bishop’s legacies I find, ¢ Item, to James Alexander, the soume of ane hundreth
merkis, to-gidder with his obligatioun of xx merkis.” The third son of Andrew Alexander of
Menstrie was James, who had a charter to James Alexander in Menstrie, of an annual rent out
of Lancarse in Clackmannanshire, 30th May 1584.— Wood's Peerage, ii. 536. If this be the
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“ To the Honorabill the Lard of Marchzestoune.

“ Rycht Honorabill Schir and Traist Frend,—Efter my maist inwart and
hartle recommendatione of service, it will ples your m** wit, at the wretine
of this present, me Lord, my maister and your brothir, was departit of his
Lordschip’s ples of Kyrkwall, and passyt to the schype'quhairine his Lordschip
was myndit to depart into, and, be the grayce of God, to pass in France to
vese the queny’s grace, our maistres ; and is of purpos to remane at the schype
quhill God provide the wynd and wadir, that his Lordschip may pass to the
completing of his Lordschip’s voaig. And as anent the ocatione of his Lord-
schip’s voaig and interprys at this tym, is to lament his Lordschip’s extorsyone
done to hym in the partis quhair his Lordschip hes cur of ; and in lyk man-
ner, the oppressyone that is done to uthir frendis ; the quhilk his Lordschip be-
leifis that his maistres sall caus rameid to be put thairto as affeirs. And ye
sall wit, that afoir his Lordschip’s departing, hes maid his device and legasé,
as it afferit to be done, and hes left your m* ane of his Lordschip’s executoris,
and hes left your sone his Lordschip’s air ; and intendis, gyf God prolongis his
Lordschip’s dayis, to agment that airschyp to the gret weill and prophit of
your m* and your airis and his. Farder, your m* sall reseif fra this berar
ane aquytans of Gylbart Balfouris apone the somys of mone the quhilk your
m™ was akit in the buikis of cunsell for to the said Gilbart ; and me Lord
hes dessyrit your m* quho sone that ye haif reseifit this his aquytance, and
that your m* may be at laisser, that your m* caus this acquytance be in-
sert in the buikis, and the act quhair your m* was actit to be distroyit.
And as to the uthir affairis of this cuntra, the berar can schaw as me Lord
hes bene usyt, and as thai intend to us his Lordschip’s servandis efter his Lord-
schip’s departing, gyf thai may. Als me Lord hes prayit your m* to speik the
justice-clark,} and the uthir Lordis of Sessyone as your m* thinkis gud towart
the mater betweix his Lordschip and Tomas Tulloch. The said Tomas hes

same, Merchiston’s correspondent was paternal uncle of Sir William Alexander of Menstrie, the
celebrated poet, who obtained a charter of the territory of Nova Scotia in America, 10th Septem-
ber 1621 ; with the power of making and endowing baronets, &c; the same who was created Vis-
count Stirling, Lord Alexander of Tullibody by patent dated at Windsor 4th September 1630.
He bad a grant of, and colonized Long Island, and thus founded the flourishing State of New
York. James VI. used to call him his philosophical poet.— Wood.

* Your mastership, probably ; or, as one might say, your worship.

+ Bellenden was not only justice-clerk, but had obtained a seat on the bench. In those days
the clerkship was not merely nominal.
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raissyt new sommandis, and hes execut the letteris afoir hys Lordschyp’s de-

parting : I beleif the day be the xxv of May. And to his cusyng Jhone Kyn-
" kaid, he hes rafussyt to remane in this cuntra, for quhat caussys I kna nane;

for I will assur your m* that it was me Lord’s intent and mynd to haif done

{him] gret honor and plesour gyf he wald haif remanyt ; the quhilk your m*

and his uthir frendis will knaw quhen it plessys the Lord God that his Lord-

schip and frend meitis : the quhilk Lord mot preserf your mr in prosparete

wyth gud heill. At Kyrkwall, the xx of Aprill [1561] be

“ Your m* servand and frend,
“ JAMES ALEXANDER.”

¢ To the Ladie of Marchzestoune.

“ Maistress—Efter my maist hartle recommendatioun of service to your
Ladyschip, it wil ples your Ladyschip wit, that me Lord your Ladyschip’s
brothir is, at the wretyng of this present, blyth and weill in halth, thankis
to the Lord God, fra all the havie trybbill and cumyris his Lordschip hes had
in tymys past; the quhilk trybbyllis gyf your Ladyschip had knawyne be quhat
personyss thai war moifit, ye wald nocht beleifit. I wil expreme na namys, bot -
the occasyone of the trybill that mufit his Lordschip maist was nocht done be
na Orknanaze borne. Albeit that the Synklairis maid insurrectioun agane his
Lordschip, he wald nocht haif regardit that one thyng gyf his Lordschip had
wantit the occatioune of dissplesour done to hys Lordschip be thame that his
Lordschip confydit maist into presentlie for the warldis part; bot, as now,
thankis to God, his Lordschip’s mynd is releifit of the maist part of the occa-
tiounis. Atour your Ladyschip sall wyt, that at the tym of his Lordschip’s
seiknes, as his Lordschip was mervallis seik and beleefit nocht to haif recuver-
rit, thair was na speciall persone that his Lordschip was myndit to haif left his
Lordschip’s heretag, pois of sylver that his Lordschip had for the tyme allen-
renlie bot to your Ladyschip’s housband, your self and your airis; and this I
mak your Ladyschip assurit of. And now presentlie at his Lordschip’s depert-
ing, his Lordschip hes maid his deviss and lagesé, and hes nemyt your Lady-
schip’s housband aneof his Lordschip’s executouris,and your sone to be his Lord-
schip’s air in all thyngis pertenyng to heretaig; quhairfoir your Ladyschip may
beleif surlie to haif ane faithful brothirand ane kynd Lord, gyf God prolongis his
Lordschip’s dayis; the quhilk your Ladyschip and all his Lordschip’s gud

frendis aucht to pray for. Farder, your Ladyschip sall wit anent your cusyng
K
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Jhone Kynkaid, that me Lord is varay myscontentit that he wald nocht remane
in this cuntra; consyndirane that his Lordschip send for hym affectuoislie, bayth
to haif done hym prophit gyf he wald haif remainyt in the cuntra, and to set -
fordwart his Lordschip’s honor in his absence ; bot I will assure your Lady-
schip that he wald nocht remane wythout me Lord wald haif put awaye the
constabill Gylbert Balfour* instantle, quha hes intrametit wyth this yeiris
fruttis, and can gef na compt of his Lordschip fruttis of this yeir, he beand put
awaye; and to haif maid hyim chalmerlaine, the quhilk office, gyf me Lord
wald haif gyfin hym, is nocht gaynand for hym ; bot nochtwythstanding he
wald haif maid hym hail bailzie, and kabtane of hys Lordschip’s pless ; and pro-
mest, gyf Jhone Kynkaid wald us that weill, and remane quhill his Lordschip’s
returnyng, that he suld haif his dissyris fulfillit; and gyf Jhone makis ane
uthir rehairss to excus hymself, and to put the weit to me Lord, belyf it nocht ;
for I assur your Ladyschip it is trew that I haif wretin; quhairfoir gyf your
Ladyschip speikis wyth his modir, or anie uthir frendis, schaw as I haif wretin 3
and lat nocht me Lord be murmuryt wyth na frendis ; I wil wrat na mair as
now, bot the eternall Lord preserf your Ladyschip. At Kirkwall the xx of
Aprill [1561] by
“ Your Ladyschip’s cusyng at powar,
“ JAMES ALEXANDER.”

Another worthy, Francis Bothwell, now takes up the pen, a nephew of the
Lady of Merchiston ; and one who appears deeply interested in her welfare and
her family’s, no less than in that of the bishop, whom he pronounces to be a
man of an extremely facile disposition :

* This corrects a prevalent idea, that Gilbert Balfour was put in command of the Castle of Kirk-
wall by the Earl of Bothwell, or Queen Mary, for political purposes.—See Whitaker's Vindica-
tion, and Peterkin’'s Antiguities of Orkney.

+ Adam Bothwell had not yet availed himself of the Protestant privilege of a wife, so this
Francis could not be a son of his born in wedlock. Though it was the custom of the clergy in
those days to have natural children, he appears not to have been young enough to be a son of the
bishop, who was not much above thirty at this time, and the General Assembly made no such ac-
cusation against him. The writer, therefore, must have been a son of one of the bishop’s brothers,
Richard, or William. In the records of justiciary I find, under date December 9, 1561, that « Mr
Alexander Dick Provost of Orknay, Schir Magnus Ramsay Chaiplane, Schir Duncane Ramsay
Chaiplane, in Orkney, found caution this day ; and (on Dec. 5,) Edward Sinclair bruder to the
Lard of Rosyln, and ten others. Mr Magnus‘ Halcro, William Halcro, Nicholl Chalmer, and
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“ To his darrest Antt Jane Botwall, Lady Merchyngstoun.

* Darrest Antt,—Efter hartlie commendatioun, ye sall understand that my
Lord your broder, hes tane purpos to pas in Franche, God willyng, and for
the gud of hymself and all his freindis, sua that God Almychty geif hym pro-
sperite in his vaiage. And in the tyme of his departyng, I spak hym effec-
tuislie for to be gud unto you and your barnis, gif it chanche hym inlaik in
the tyme of his vaiage ; quhilk he shew in deid ; for he institute, nominat and
ordinat your son Jhon to be his undouttit ayr of all hes heretage, and your
housband to be executour to hym also; and hes left to your dochter and
Frances your son, in legasie, largilé of his geir : and quhen he wes seik, I being
absent with you, efferand of his lyff, he schew sic greit kyndnes to you and
your barneis, that he leift and gaif outt of his handis the effect of the mony
that he had than, before famois wittnes ; and commandit it td be delyverit to
you and your barnis ; and this I have of hymself, and of thame that was
maist secret than with hym. Thairfor ye aucht till have greit luiff to his
Lordschip, for I assur you his Lordschip beris als greit luiff to your housband,
your self and your barnis, as to ony that is in this present lyff; quhairfor I
pray you speyk your housband effectiuslie that he await upoun my Lordis be-
synes in till Edinbrugh intentit and movit contrar his Lordschip be Thomas
Tulloch of the Fluris; quhilk wil be upoun the xxv day of May nixtocum; and
caus him requeist the Lordis of the Session that my Lord gaitt na hurtt nor
skatht in na matteris intentit befor thame, untill his Lordschipis hame cummyng
fra the Quenis grace service. This I doutt nocht bot ye wil be diligant thairin-
till, as your partt is for to do. Attour I will nocht latt you gang withoutt re-
pruyff, and this is it. I schew you sum thyngis anentis sum personis, to-
wart thair misbehavar towart my Lord, quhik he will schaw at the meittyng
be you with hym ; the quhilk thyng I bad you keip secrett ; yit notwithstand-
ing ye schew thame agane to your sister Mergratt, * quhilk scho vrait agane
heir despitfullie, and causit cummaris to be amang us ; of the quhilk my Lord

Freir Francis Bothwell, also found caution to underly the law on April 15 next, ¢ for convoca-
tione and gaddering of our Sovrane Ladeis legis, to the nomer of iiij** (four score) persones in the
month of September last bypast, ischeid out of the Castell of Kirkwall, and cumand to the toune
thairof, and serchit and socht Henry Sincler of Strone, and Mr William Mudy, for thair slaughter,
&c. and utheris crymes contenit in the letteris direct thairupoune.” After having been continued
from time to time, the case was at length (May 13, 1562) referred to the Justiceaire of Orknay.”
—Pitcairn’s Trials, i. 418.

" * The wife of the constable of Kirkwall, Gilbert Balfour.



76 THE LIFE OF

was gretlie offendat at you for the tyme ; quhairfor apardon me in tyme cum-
myng till schaw you ony secrett bot only that thing quhilk I sett no by quha
heir it ; for thair was nocht ane word that I said to you,—and ye will keip the
treuth,—bot I will byd be thame, and verefee thame in my Lordis presence,
quhan it will pleis God us till meitt all togethir. Of this repruiff tak in pa-
tience, for it was writtyn heir be your narration, and thairfor my Lord bad me
writt to you and repruiff you thairof in his name. Command my hartlie
service to the Lard, and Jhon, and my awn son Frances, and to the rest of
my gud frendis : nocht ellis, bot ye leving Lord keip you now and evir. At
Kirkwall the xxv day of Aprill the yeir of God 1™ v° Ix ane yeirs, [1561.]
“ Be yours at powar,
“ M* FRANCES BOTHWALL.”

The last of this series of letters is from the same to the same, announcing
the safe arrival in Scotland of Queen Mary and the Bishop of Orkney.

* To ane Honorabill Lady Jein Boitwall, Lady off Merchestoun.
“Darrest Antt,—Aefter maist hartly commendatioun, loving to God I haiff
hard of the Quenis grace cuming hame, and off my Lord your brother’s, qubair-
foir I pray you that ye beir your self waisly and kyndly to his Lordschip : in-
lykwiss your husband, in sic ane maner that your husband be never frai hyme,
and that for your greit weill and profeit ; ffor I feir, be rasone that I am frai
hyme, that thair sal be sum that sall labour in your contrary for to obteine that
thyng the quhilk ye haiff Goddis rycht of. It is nocht neidfull to expreim the
personis to you, for ye knaw them ; ffor giff I war present with hym, I suld
keip hyme that na man suld do you hurt in to your rychtis ; ffor I knaw weill
thair greit deligence that thai will mak one the ane pairt, and my Lordis fa-
cilite one the uther pairt ; quhairfoir be ye deligent and waikryf; and gyf my
Lord cumis nocht haistaly heir, bot is in purpois to remaine thair, labour ye, and
caus for to labour, that my lord send about me to remain with hys Lordship ;
for your weill and uther fryndis ; nocht that I desir to be in courtein or cum-
mer, bot only for me Lordis weill : bot I prai you lat nocht my Lord wit that
I wreit to you for ony affaris ; for I wreit to you as ane freind, warnand you
of inconvenientis that maye chance excep ye be the mair deligent : and weit
nocht me gyff' it be uthrewaiis nor weill ; for quhene his Lordship and I de-
pertit, he was als weill gevin to you and your bairnis as ye or I wald haif de-
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sirit, as I wreit to you at lentht efter his Lordship’s depertyng : and gyf it
chansis me to cum in his cumpani, I wald trow in God that his Lordship suld
continew in the sam luiff and favour that he had to you and your bairnis
quhene his Lordship depertit ; and thait na uther laboraris suld prevaill. The
rest of this maiter I refar to your wisdom and your husband’s. - I wreit to you
oft tymes of befoir and gat na answer as yit; thairfoir be nocht sweir in
tymes cuming, bot adverteis of all thyngis ye thynk necessair. I sall send
your hors to you all sone as I get passingiairis cumand betwein ; for this com
awaye at the poist and your naik mycht induir to cam with hyme.* And -
commend me hartly to the Laird and to Jhone, and your sone Frances quhilk I
trest in God salbe als gud ane man as ever was in Lowdyene : nocht ellis, but the
eternale God preserve you. At Kirkwall the xxviij daye of August [1561] be
“ Your cusyng at the utirmaist of his powar,
“ M* FRANCES BoiTwaLL.”

The name of Queen Mary suggests another near relative of Merchiston, with
whom it is well that the family can counterbalance the stigma of the Bishop of
Orkney. James Melville was the third son of Raith and Helen Napier. This
lady had been left (by the judicial murder of her husband) with a large family
of young sons in a miserable and destitute situation. But the consolation with
which he endeavoured to soothe her, that God would provide better for her
young sons than he could have done, proved true. The widow of James V.,
Mary of Guise, had too noble a soul to suffer a family linked by many ties to
the memory of her own husband, to remain in a state of destitution. Some of
them she took under her immediate care; but James Melville, a beautiful and
engaging boy,'she selected to be page of honour to her daughter in France. The
fortunes of this youth, who became so well known as Sir James Melville of
Halhill, are remarkable from their very outset. No fiction of romance or fairy
tale can equal them in vivid interest and curious adventure. He moved, as if
with a charmed life and reputation, through the storms of faction and the
halls of princes of various courts; conspicuously active in them all, yet in-
jured and sullied by none. The record of his adventures he bequeathed in the
most authentic and least suspicious form ; a private legacy in his own hand-
writing to his sons, as a beacon by which to steer their course in public life.

* Sic.

t+ o« Memorialis be Sir James Meluill, specefeing of matters whereintill he hes bene employed
be sindrie princes, or has seen and vnderstand being in ther courtis or contrees. To serue for an
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He was unaccused, so had no motive to publish a deceitful gloss upon his own
conduct. He published nothing, so had no intention to prejudice after ages
with a false view of his times, and the characters who compose them. He had
the sacred and single-hearted purpose in view of reading a moral lesson to his
children from the facts of his own life, in connection with the history of his
country. “I grant,” says he, “ that thir litle triffelis ar not worthy to be put
in wret, wer not to testify of God’s gratious gudnes to the posterite of his faith-
ful; as David rehearses in the psalme, ¢ I have bene yong, and am waxing
auld, and yet I never saw the just abandonit, nor ther children.’” To this
faithful record of the times, compiled by so near a relative of our philosopher,
I may have frequent occasion to refer. His eldest brother, John Melville of
Raith, was restored to the family estates by Queen Mary. Robert, the second
son of Helen Napier, well known as an able diplomatist and statesman under
the designation of Sir Robert Melville of Murdocairny, was long ambassador
at the court of Elizabeth from Scotland ; and one of Mary’s dearest friends.
He became the first Lord Melville. Sir Andrew Melville of Garvock, another
of these distinguished brothers, was equally beloved by, and faithful to, his
unhappy sovereign whom he served as master of her household in England
until her execution parted them. Their names occur in almost every page of
her tragic story, and of the diplomacy of the times. They were the grand-
sons of Sir Alexander Napier, who fell at Flodden ; the nephews of Alexander,
who fell at Pinkie; and consequently the cousins-german of our philosopher’s
father. Their sister Janet, already mentioned as the wife of the high treasurer
Kirkaldy, emulated her mother in a son whose devoted loyalty to Queen Mary
was only equalled by his determined support of the Protestant cause. * The
gallant Grange” was thus the second cousin of the philosopher. He had par-
ticipated in the murder of Cardinal Beaton, the only stain upon a shield which
dazzled even the chivalry of France with the valour of a Scottish knight. An
exile for that crime, he served in the wars of the Low Countries about the year

exempler of lyf and better behauor to his sonnis concerning the seruice of princes and medling
in ther affaires.”—MS. printed for the Bannatyne Club, 1827. « It must,” says the able editor, « af-
ford much gratification to those who take an interest in such researches, to learn that an original ma-
nuscript of Sir James Melville's historical work has at last been found.”—Preliminary Notice, 1827.

It is & great pity that Dr M¢Crie had omitted to observe this in his edition of the Life of
Knox, dated 1831, wherein he still refers to a spurious and unfaithful print of this MS. which ap-
peared in 1683 ; and attempts to throw discredit upon the authenticity of any testimony afforded
by the most authentic and delightfui memoirs in aid of history that are to be met with,
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1553, under Henry II. and the high constable Montmorency. His nephew,
James Melville, was then the favourite secretary of the constable, and at his
side in battle. Melville narrates that his illustrious master—the most unlikely
to be astonished by deeds of arms, or to waive his dignity—would not address
Grange without uncovering ; and Henry II. who took the proud style of  Pro-
tector of the Liberties of Germany and its captive princes,”—and while victori-
ous over Charles V., pointed to this young Scotchman, in the presence and hear-
ing of his uncle James Melville, with these memorable words: “ Yonder is
one of the most valiant men of our time.”

From these his collateral relatives, so variously conspicuous in political his-
tory during the period of John Napier’s boyhood and youth, we must turn
to contemplate the conduct and situation of his own father. Some expres-
sions in the Bishop of Orkney’s letters, and also the circumstances of Sir
Archibald’s being honoured with knighthood in the year 1565, and the mas-
tership of the mint about 1582, led me to examine the records more mi-
nutely, and to discover his first appointment to a high and responsible public
office. In the criminal court of Scotland, the Earl of Argyle, hereditary
justice-general of the kingdom, sometimes presided in person, but more fre-
quently delegated his important functions. From the remnants yet extant of
the ancient records of that court it appears, that upon the 16th March 1561,
a few months after Mary’s arrival in Scotland, “ The justice principall being
present, Archibald Naper of Merchinstone maid fayth in judgement that he
suld use ye office of justice deputrie lelilie and treulie, as effeirs ;” which, ac-
cordingly, he did for several years thereafter, and at a time when the coun-
try was so disorganized, and when learning no less than ignorance was so
leagued with the darkest superstitions, that to direct an assize must have been
a duty of no ordinary pain and anxiety to an upright mind. In a register
which commences 12th March 1560, and ends 16th May 1562, the justice de-
puties named are “ Sir John Campbell of Lundie, Mr Alexander Barroune of
Spittalfield, and Archibald Naper of Merchistoune.”* In one from 17th May

# The following royal letter, which I find among Sir Archibald Napier's papers, seems to refer
to the period of his appointment to the office of justice-depute by the Earl of Argyle. The fac-

simile i8 of Queen Mary's signature, a few months after her return from France.
« Marie be the grace of God Quene of Scottis,” &c. ¢ forsamekle as in the absens of our
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1568 to 17th May 1564, they are “ Archibald Naper of Merchistoune, Alex-
ander Bannatyne burgess of Edinburgh, James Stirling of Keir, and Mr
Thomas Craig.” This is the celebrated Craig, author of the great work De
Feudis which forms so brilliant an epoch in the legal learning of our country.
He sits for the first time on the 6th July 1568, very shortly after he had
passed advocate. The Earl of Argyle is named as present on several sede-
runts. In the register which embraces from 24th May 1564 to 5th March 1565,
there is marked, “ curia tenta in pratorio de Edinburgh, 24 die May coram
magistro Archibaldo Neper de Merchistoune, justiciarie deputato.” I do not
find a record of Merchiston holding this office after the year 1565. He must
have received the honour of knighthood betwixt the dates of 24th May 1564
and 10th November 1565, which latter is that of the confirmation of the will of
his spouse Janet Bothwell, wherein he is designed *“ Archibald Neper of Edin-
bellie, knycht.” His colleague in office, James Stirling of Keir, whose daughter
the philosopher afterwards married, was knighted along with Tullibardine,
(Merchiston’s cousin-german,) upon the occasion of Darnly’s being created
Earl of Ross preparatory to his marriage. This honour was conferred upon

traist cousing Archibald Erle of Ergyill Lord Campbell and Lorne, justice generall of our realme,
in our effars concernyng the commone weill of our realme and quietnes amangis oure subjectis in-
dwellaris of our ilis therof, our traist counsalour Sir Jhone Campbell of Lundy knycht, depute to
oure said justice, in the meyntyme being vexit with sic infirmitie that he wes not able to serve in
the said office of deputrie, upone that necessitie, and consideratione that oure liegis havand criminale
actionis in courtis of justiciarie to be haldin in oure tolbuyth of Edinburgh suld not be hyndred
in process therintill, oure derrest moder the quene regent of gude memorie happynit to grant
commissionis of oure justiciarie in that parte to sindrie persones, sic as Alex. Bairrone of Spittel-
feilds, Maister Edward Henrysone, and dyvers uther persones, quhilkis commissionis we understand
ar providit to the office and commissione of our said justice general, quhairthrow he may not use
the privilege thairof, as efferis, specialie be making of sic honorable persones in his deputtis as he
will answer for to God and us.” &c. [ Therefore the queen annuls these previous commissions,
and discharges all concerned from acting in virtue thereof.]

¢ Subscrivit with our hand and gevin under our signet, at Edinburgh the tent day of Januare,
and of our regne the xix yeir.” [1561.]

I1ER
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them at Stirling on the 15th May 1565, about the very period to which Archi-
bald Napier’s knighthood may be traced. *

In selecting his assistants, it may be supposed that the good Earl of Argyle
Tooked for energetic minds sufficient to cope with the lawless turbulence of the
times. The lower classes, in the great towns at least, were continually in a
state of insurrection ; and now it was under a sacred banner that anarchy
veiled her unhallowed countenance. 'When we call to mind the raging of the
populace, the ranting of the popular preachers, and the storming of the lords
and gentlemen—all mingling with the blood of civil war and the tears of in-
sulted royalty—it must appear much more pleasant to contemplatethe infancy of
our Reformation in the tenderly selected pages of church historians, than it could
have been to walk the streets of Edinburgh inthose days,or to presideinherhalls
of justice. There is one crime of which we do not find much notice in the muti-
lated records referred to, though other more conspicuous mutilations speak of it
to this hour,—the destruction of some of our fine cathedrals, to which a de-
praved mob were then easily excited, as they might be to similar excesses in
a less barbarous age. It is in vain for modern historians of the church of
Scotland to speak of “ the merit which belongs to the very men by whom
the buildings were overturned,” or to tell us, that “ we must not forget to
take into view, that without such a degree of enthusiasm as led to these exces-
ses, the inestimable blessings resulting from the Reformation would in all pro-
‘bability not have been acquired.” f The men who accomplished the Reforma-

* Many trials of importance occurred during the years when Napier held office. He presided
upon the 16th March 1562-3 in the trial of Mr Adam Colquhoune, a gentleman of rank and pro-
perty in Ayrshire, condemned for the murder of a man-servant. The sederunt is marked, « In
insula vocata Halie-Blude Iill [aisle] loco pretorii de Edinburgh coram Archibaldo Neper de Mer-
chinstone, justiciario deputato.” On May 19, 1568, « John Archiebischop of Sanct Androis,” and
many others are tried for celebrating the mass, &c. a new crime in those records. Besides of-
fences of this nature, the numerous ¢ unmercifull slauchters,” feuds, tumults, * umbesetting the
gait,” and violence of every description which characterize the period of his official duties, must
have rendered them no sinecure. Within this period too, namely, on the 26th June 15683, “ Agnes
Mulliken alias Bessie Boswell, in Dunfermeline, was banist and exilit for swichecraft.”— This,”
says the indefatigable editor ofthe Ancient Criminal Trials in Scotland, ¢ is the earliest existing
case in the records of the high court of this nature; and it is almost the only instance of so mild
a eentence having been pronounced.”—Pitcasrn’s Trials.

1+ Dr Cook’s History of the Reformation in Scotland. Dr M‘Crie, in his Life of Knox, has
L
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tion in Scotland were mnot “ the rascal multitudé.” The cathedrals were
destroyed by those who mingled their zeal for Religion with their passion
for Robinhood ;—who one day rioted for the “ Lords of the Congregation,”
and the next for “ the Lord of Inobedience ;”—with many of whom it was
matter of accident and indifference whether their convocation was for the mass,
as at the door of the sick chamber of the Bishop of Orkney ; or against it, as
when their unprincipled outrages caused a priest to commit suicide.

The Church of Scotland was planted by such noblemen as Argyle and Glen-
cairn ; such barons as Tullibardine and Grange. It was rendered popular,
and thus greatly aided, by such preachers as Knox and Goodman ; and it
became dignified in the eyes of Protestant Europe by its first and greatest
theologian, John Napier.

also taken a view of the matter not reconcileable either with sound principles of Christian govern-
ment, or with the facts and the opinions recorded by Knox himself.
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CHAPTER IIIL

IT may surprise the reader to find this honour claimed for the Inventor of
Logarithms, who has hitherto been regarded only on his throne of science, and
that by the limited number capable of appreciating his genius. The celebrated
historian and philosopher who pronounced him to be the greatest man his
country ever produced,* founded, probably, none of that estimate upon his
theological merits ; and more recent authors, ranking high among the histo-
rians of Christianity and theological learning in Scotland, have omitted to illus-
trate their subject with the most efficient example they could have found. I
propose, therefore, before approaching him in the majesty of his science, to
trace him through the progress of his education, and the perils of his times,
until he be discovered on the cathedra of theology in Scotland.

With the rise of the reformed doctrines that of our learning is intimately
connected. On the great field of the continent, human knowledge could ex-
pand even while bigotry kept her seat. with persecution at her side. But
within the narrow limits of Scotland, there was little to induce sages to quit,
for her instruction, the richer and wider range of those countries where genius
might feel that the danger of the path only enhanced its glory ; and when
with us the study of the Greek language, for instance, was condemned as
heresy, and rendered those who indulged in such intellectual excursions ob-
jects of suspicion to a tyrannical priesthood, it was no wonder that learning
shunned our shores.f Nothing can be more dreary than the prospect of letters

* David Hume.
+ Boece records George Dundas as an excellent Greek and Latin scholar in 1522. He was
»
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in a country whose rude legislature had to compel gentlemen to educate their
eldest sons. In the year 1494, an act of Parliament passed in Scotland, impos-
ing a fine of twenty pounds upon every baron and substantial freeholder who
neglected to put his son and heir to school. The limited application of this
statute, which seemed to consider the highest class of nobility entitled to the
luxury of ignorance, savours, perhaps, more of barbarity than the enactment
itself does of the revival of letters. Until the Reformation had made some pro-
gress, learning in Scotland can only be said to have exhibited occasional signs of
animation. While the rest of Europe, including England, could point to such
men as Petrarch and Erasmus, Regiomontanus, Copernicus, and Roger Bacon ;
Scotland had not distinguished herself in any department of human knowledge.
No lasting achievement had obtained for her a place in the history of letters ;
and even the art which approaches nearest to instinct, that of medicine,
found no Paracelsus there, when in 1543, just seven years before the birth of
our philosopher, his grandfather Alexander Napier obtained the royal permis-
sion to go abroad, being “ vexit with infirmities and seiknessis, of the quhilkis

' he may nocht be gudelie curit and mendit within oure realme.” Poetry to be
sure, like springs in the desert, gave freshness to the reign of James V., when
Dunbar, Gawin Douglas, and Sir David Lindsay, put forth what

« Unto ears as rugged seemed a song ;"

though, after all, not one of them could match the nightingale note, which
James I. acquired during his long captivity in another land. But the highest
flight of science and art which in Scotland illustrates the period alluded to,
was when the Italian alchemist patronized by James IV., attempted to soar
from the battlements of Stirling Castle upon wings of his own constructing ;
the result being, that he fell down and broke his thigh.*

master in Scotland of the knights of St John of Jerusalem. Dr M‘Crie inclines to think that he
must have acquired his learning on the continent. ¢ The Bishop of Brechin, William Chisholm,
hearing that Wishart taught the Greek New Testament in Montrose, summoned him to appear
hefore him on a charge of heresy, upon which he fled the kingdom. This was in 1538.”—.See Dr
M+Crie’s Note on the early state of Grecian Literature in Scotland, Life of Knoxz, i. 343.

* He came into Scotland about 1503, and deluded James IV. with promises of the philoso-
pher’s stone. He attempted to explain the failure of his aérial expedition in this manner :—The
wings, said he, were partly composed of the feathers of dunghill fowls, and so by sympathy tended
downwards, which would have been otherwise had eagle’s feathers alone been used.
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John Napier is the great land-mark of the most important epoch of let-
ters in Scotland. He is the first who, in the early struggles of our church,
gave a decided impulse to its biblical lore, by a commentary on the most ab-
struse books of the sacred Scriptures, which for learning and research has
never been equalled by any of his countrymen. At the same time, alone and
unaided, he placed his sterile country upon a level in mathematical learning
with those more propitious climes, Germany and Italy,—the cradle of astro-
nomy, and the hot-bed of letters. It would be no less interesting than instruc-
tive to trace minutely the developement of his extraordinary faculties. But
it is chiefly from traits afforded by the individual himself that the progress of
so great an intellect can be intimately known, and autobiography was incom-
patible with the qualities of Napier’s mind, and the nature of his achieve-
ments. Yet few could have left a more instructive diary of education. He
had drank deeply of human knowledge at its most recondite fountains ; and
the Bishop of Orkney, when he urged immediate attention to his studies,
had not cast his advice upon the waters, or falsely predicted the result. His
illustrious nephew made himself acquainted with the heights and depths of
learning. He read and studied the sacred volume in all its tongues. He
could enliven his abstruse lucubrations with the beauties of the ancient clas-
sics. He was more than learned in science and philosophy,—he was a high -
priest in their temples ; and the occult sciences were not left by him unexplored.
Most probably it was the state of the country that prevented the advice of
his uncle given in 1560 from being immediately adopted. In 1558 the Uni-
versity of St Andrews, the most celebrated in Scotland, became nearly desert-
ed in consequence of the tumults of the Reformation ; and in the following
year, for the same reason, the faculty of arts were obliged to dispense with
the public exhibitions of the graduates.* Yet Napier commenced his public
education at an earlier period than has been supposed. It was in his four-
teenth year, before the marriage of Mary to Darnly, and when the seats of
learning were shaken by the storms gathering around the unhappy queen,
that he left, for the first time, his paternal roof. His mother died in 1563 ;
and in that same year he became a student in St Salvator’s College.

Although this was three years after the Parliamentary establishment of the
Reformed doctrines, St Salvator’s was still remarkable for the divided state of

* Dr M¢Crie’s Life of Andrew Melville.
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its opinions ; and the keenness engendered betwixt the scholastic temper of
the age and the magnitude of the question which agitated Europe, must
have exercised a corresponding and decisive influence over many a youthful-
mind. In the mass of learned and minute information respecting St Andrews,
afforded by Dr M‘Crie in his' Life of Andrew Melville, I find it stated that some-
time at this period “ the students were exercised once a-week in theological dis-
putations, at which one of the masters presided, and the rest were present and
took a share in the debate. The disputants were exhorted to avoid the alter-
cation usually practised in the schools, and not to bite and devour one another
like dogs ; but to behave as men desirous of mutual instruction, and as the
servants of Christ, who ought not to strive, but to be gentle to all.” Napier,
who throughout all his life was characterized by the utmost singleness of heart -
and the gentlest dispositions, appears, nevertheless, to have been able to keep
his own, and even to play a conspicuous part, amid the gladiatorship of intel-
lect affected by his youthful competitors. From the moment his mind began
to work he aspired to be a Protestant champion, and applied his whole ener-
gies to that sacred cause. The fact is derived from his own words, which are
the more interesting as they convey the solitary anecdote of his youth that is
known to exist. In his address * to the Godly and Christian reader,” prefixed
to his Scriptural Commentaries, he says, “ In my tender yeares and barneage in
Sanct Androis, at the schooles, having, on the one part, contracted a loving fa-
miliaritie with a certaine gentleman, a Papist; and, on the other part, being
attentive to the sermons of that worthy man of God, Maister Christopher Good-
man, * teaching upon the Apocalyps, I was so mooved in admiration against

* « This Goodman or Gudman was an Englishman, formerly a public reader of divinity at
Oxford, one of those Protestants that fled away under the reign of Queen Mary, and that fixed
their residence at Geneva ; in which city, in the year 1558, he published a little tract against his
sovereign, under this title, ¢ How Superior Powers ought to be obeyed of their subjects, and
wherein they may lawfully be disobeyed and rejected ; wherein also is declared the cause of all
this present misery in England, and the only way to remedy the same.”— Keith’'s History, p. 145.
This work of Goodman’s was of the same uature as Knox’s Blasts against the Monstrous Regi-
ment of Women. But he had not the spirit of his friend and colleague. He emitted a mean-
spirited retractation before the ecclesiastical council of Queen Elizabeth.—See Stripe’s Annals.
Keith adds, ¢ Thus it will be seen that this Christopher Goodman has been one of the same
spirit with our Mr Knox. But it seems though Goodman made this recantation, yet Queen
Elizabeth and her council have not thought it expedient to give him encoursgement at home,
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the blindness of Papists, that could not most evidently see their seven-hilled
citie Rome painted .out there so lively by Saint John as the mother. of all
spiritual whoredom, that not onely burstit I out in continual reasoning
against my:said familiar, but also from thenceforth I determined with myselfe
(by the assistance of God’s spirit) to employ my studie and diligence to search
out the remanent mysteries of that holy Book ; as to this houre (praised be
the Lorde) I have bin doing at al such times as conveniently I might have.
occasion.” Thus from himself we have an explanation of his long retiring
habits, and, at the same time, such a picture of the early vigour and independ-
ence of his mind as to make us wish for more. A youth, under fourteen years
of age, listening so intensely to an exposition of the Apocalypse from the pul-

- pit, and bursting forth in disputation with his Papistical friend and companion,
until he conceived the daring project of leaving not a mystery of prophecy
unfolded, is a trait seldom surpassed in the history of boyhood. Galileo,
when a few years older, was also roused to powerful activity in the house of
God. But it was his eye that was attracted,—a characteristic difference be-
twixt the practical and the speculative philosopher which continued through-
out their respective careers. In the cathedral of Pisa, to which city the young
Italian had been sent for the benefit of an university education, he fixed his
gaze upon the vibrations of a lamp. Amid the pageantry of that worship
against which Napier warred, and of which Galileo was destined to be a vic-
tim, he watched, with the eye of an eaglet, the isochronal movements of the
chain, and measured them by the beatings of his pulse. The result was the
pendulum.

- The time and the scene of Napier’s early studies were the great epoch and
arena of letters in Scotland, and deserve to be more closely examined. * Not
to name the school or the masters of men illustrious for literature is,” said
Dr Johnson, “ a kind of historical fraud by which honest fame is injuriously
diminished.” * The University of St Andrews became so celebrated that its

which very probably hath been the occasion of his wandering into our country. It were to be
wished our men at the helm had equally discountenanced such firebrands. However, after a great
many years he returned into England.” He was appointed to the ministry at St Andrews at the
same time that Knox was appointed to Edinburgh in 1560.

* Life of Addison; '
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fame spread over the continent. It was composed of various colleges, among
which St Salvator’s was highly distinguished. Precisely a century before our
philosopher’s birth, namely in 1450, it was endowed by that celebrated Bishop
Kennedy, who, says Pitscottie, “ founded a triumphant college in 8t Andrews,
called St Salvator’s College, wherein he made his lair very curiously and costly;
and also he bigged a ship called the Bishop’s berge, and when all three were
complete, he knew not which of the three were costliest ; for it was reckoned
by honest men of consideration being for the time that the least of them cost
ten thousand pounds Sterling.”—But the Bishop’s munificent patronage of
letters did not stop here. He continued to take a fatherly charge of its consti-
tution, and was careful in his selection of the most able officials and professors.
The learned and laborious M‘Crie has given a minute account of its whole
economy, in his biography of Andrew Melville, Napier’s contemporary ; which
account, says he, “is chiefly taken from copies of papers and notes kindly fur-
nished me by Dr Lee, Professor of Church History and Divinity” in the College
of St Mary’s there. I need offer no apology, therefore, for extracting a little
on the subject from such a source. “ The University of St Andrews was form-
ed on the model of those of Paris and Bologna. All its members or supports,
as they were called, including the students who had attained the degree of ba-
chelor, as well as the masters, were divided into nations, according to the places
from which they came. The nations were those of Fife, Angus, Lothian, and
Albany ; which last included all that did not belong to any of the three former
districts. These elected annually, at a congregation or general meeting, four
procurators, who had a right to act for them in any cause in which their in-
terests were concerned, and four intrants or electors, by whom the rector was
chosen. The rector was chief magistrate, and had authority to judge and
pronounce sentence, with the advice and consent of his assessors, in all causes,
civil and criminal, relating to members of the university, with the exception
of crimes which inferred the highest punishment. He had a right to repledge
any member of the university who might be called before any other judge, ci-
vil or ecclesiastical. And in certain cases, those who did not belong to the
university might be called before the rector’s court upon the complaint of a
master or student.”—* Besides its civil and criminal jurisdiction, the univer-
sity possessed ecelesiastical powers, in the exercise of which it sometimes pro-
ceeded to excommunication. It may be mentioned as an evidence of the re-
spect paid to literature, that, in consequence of a dispute which had arisen, it
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was determined that the rector of the university should take precedence of the
prior of the abbey in all public processions. For the direction of its literary
affairs, the members of the university were divided into Faculties according to
the sciences that were taught; at the head of each of these was a dean, who
presided at the meetings of the masters of his faculty, for regulating the mode
of study, for examinations, and the conferring of degrees.” Of the college in
which our philosopher was incorporated, the same author gives the follow-
ing account: “ The College of St Salvator consisted of three professors of
divinity, called the provost or principal, the licentiate, and the bachelor ;
four masters of arts, who were also in priests orders; and six poor scho-
lars or clerks, making in all thirteen persons, according to the number of -
the apostles of our Saviour, in honour of whom the college was named.
The provost was bound to read lessons in theology once a-week, the licentiate
thrice a-week, and the bachelor every readable day. The first to preach to
the people four times, and the second six times a-year. From the four mas-
ters of arts two at least were to be annually chosen as regents, the one to teach
logic, and the other physics and metaphysics, according to the method of the
schools and the statutes of the university. The college was liberally endow-
ed by the founder for the support of the masters and scholars, besides the al-
tarages liberally founded by other individuals. The strictest rules were laid
down as to the behaviour of all the members, and as to the religious ex-
ercises, as well as the studies of those who were admitted to the benefit of the
institution. Young men of rank or opulence who might choose to study in
the college, and to pay for their board, were bound to obey the provost, and
to submit in all things to the rules of the house equally as the bursars or poor
scholars.” Without entering into the history of the other colleges, enough
has been quoted to show generally the nature of the institution and discipline
to which the young philosopher was first committed. It is proper to add, how-
ever, in reference to the earliest indications of his mind, that, although the
great question was still keenly contested among them, (of which Napier gives an
instance in himself and his papistical friend,) “ every thing connected with the
Roman Catholic faith and worship, which was interwoven with the laws and
practice of the university, and of the colleges belonging to it, was removed im-
mediately upon the establishment of the Reformation. Other alterations were
at the same time contemplated by the reformers, but various causes prevented
them from being carried into effect. Accordingly, the mode of teaching, and
M
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the academical exercises, so far as related to philosophy or the arts, continued
nearly on their former footing.”

With regard to the classes, “ all the scholars who entered at one time into a
college formed a class, which was put under the government or tuition of a
regent. The regents were different from the professors, who had permanent
gituations in the college. Originally every master of arts was bound to teach
a class, and came under an engagement to this purpose at his laureation. Af-
terwards it became customary to grant dispensations from this duty.”—* The
regular time of the course was four years, but it was more usually finished in
three years and a-half. The session began on the first of October, and conti-
nued through the whole year, except the months of August and September,
which were allowed as a vacation.”—* In the middle of the third year of their
course, such of the students as obtained an attestation of regular attendance and
good behaviour from their regent and the principal of their college, were admit-
ted to enter on trials for the degree of bachelor,” &c. At the end of the course,
the act of laureation passed through a wider field of examination ; and * the
degree of master of arts was solemnly conferred by the chancellor of the uni-
versity,—in nomine patris, filis, et spiritus sancti.”

The name of our philosopher has never been connected with the Uni-
versity of St Andrews upon an accurate examination of its records. Lord
Buchan observes, “ the time of Napier’s matriculation does not appear from
the register of the University of St Andrews, as the books ascend no higher
than the beginning of the last century ; but as the old Lady of Babylon as-
sumed in the eyes of the people of Scotland her deepest tinge of scarlet about
the year 1566, and as that time corresponds to the literary bairnage of John
Napier, I suppose he then imbibed the holy fears and commentaries of Mais-
ter Christopher Goodman ; and, as other great mathematicians have ended, so
he began his career with that mysterious book.” Thus carelessly, in the only
life of him hitherto written, was the fact of the commencement of his studies
investigated, and one of their most anxious objects dismissed. I am bound
to record, however, that after having travelled to St Andrews to examine
the books of its university, I was told the same story of their reaching
no higher than a date comparatively modern; but afterwards discovered
that the original record was in Edinburgh. It is to be regretted that the
able historian of Scottish learning, from whom we have quoted so liber-
ally, had not, in his minute account of St Andrews and its students, cor-
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rected the mistake of Lord Buchan. Indeed the fact had nearly been lost, at
what seat of learning the greatest man whom Scotland ever produced first re-
ceived instruction. That Napier himself should have recorded it was the most
unlikely mode of its being saved, for no one was less egotistical or more spar-
ing of his words. The accidental notice he has left is not given for the sake
of autobiography, further than to account for the progress of that holy spirit
which led him to endeavour to make plain the whole revelation of St John.
Although the “ Life of Andrew Melville” might be entitled a history of the
University of St Andrews its students and professors, Napier’s name is omit-
ted in this antiquarian research; and when a complimentary mention of
him as a mathematician occurs in a subsequent page of the volume, no bio-
graphical sketch is attempted, and no suggestion offered as to the place of
his education, though his name is more consequential to St Andrews than
that of Locke to Oxford, or even Newton’s to Cambridge. Fortunately,
however, we know the place of his youthful studies from his own account ;
and of the existence of the books of the college in which the original record
of his incorporation stands, I can now assure the reader, having satisfied my-
self upon that point by ocular inspection.*

Nothing can be more interesting than to trace in the columns of that ve-
nerable tome the original entry of his name, whose pre-eminence amid all the
learning of St Andrews can be so easily demonstrated. At the usual season of
matriculation, he was incorporated in St Salvator’s in the year 1563. The record
bears that this was the fourteenth rectorship of Master John Douglas, the pro-

* It is a curious fact, that at the University of St Andrews an idea prevails that their records
ascend no higher than some time in the 17th century. This must have arisen from that mischiev-
ous carelessness about the literary antiquities of the country, of which the tendency is to engender
those apocryphal histories which Lord Hailes did so much to eradicate and render disreputable.
But a philosophical spirit ol antiquities can never pervade the annals of Scotland, if her seats of
learning do not catch and cherish the fire.

To the Rev. Dr Lee my best thanks are due for having furnished me with the following accu-
rate note as to these records :—¢ The Record of the Faculty of Arts begins in 1413, and has been
continued without any material interruption ; and the Record of Matriculations has been preserv-
ed since 1484. What is called the Faculty Quastor’s Book (containing accounts of the fees paid
for graduation) begins in 1456, two years prior to the opening of the oldest of the colleges. Every
thing which was ever published relating to the University of St Andrews, till within the last
twenty years, abounds with errors ; and nothing can be more incorrect than the authorized state-
ments inserted in the Statistical Account of Scotland.”
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vost of the new College of St Mary.* The names of the smcorporati, « ex
collegio Salvatoriano, hoc anno 1568,” are registered in the following order :
“ Johannes Baxtar, Johannes Kar, Gulielmus Malwill, JOHANNEs NEAPER,
Thomas Ramsay, Gulielmus Ramsay, Walterus Buchquhannane, Bartholomeus
Porterfield, Homerus Blair, Matcus Kar, Thomas Anderson, Johannes M‘Kal-
zenie.” The names of those who entered the other colleges at the same time
will be found in the note at the end of the volume.} Although some learn-
ed men may be discovered among the trcorporati of 1563, certainly there is
not one sufficiently illustrious to render any comparison with Napier interest-
ing. Of those who formed the same class with himself ¢the most peculiar
name, Homer Blair, affords the only coincidence worth mentioning. He of
that ambitious appellation was born in the same year with Napier,—was in-
corporated in the same year and class,—and became professor of mathematics
at St Andrews, in which capacity he died. These facts are gathered from his
epitaph as recorded by “ Old Mortality.” { The “ Marcus Kar” of the same
class as our philosopher was probably he who was created first Earl of Lo-
thian in 1606,—namely, the eldest son of Mark Ker Abbot of Newbottle, and
the Lady Helen Lesly. The earliest notice of him in the peerage is, that he had
been provided to the reversion of his father’s abbacy by Queen Mary in 1567,
and was appointed master of requests in 1577. Of the sncorporass of the other
colleges, the name which chiefly attracts the eye is that of Hercules Rollock,

# James Melville (the minister) in his diary to be afterwards noticed, makes frequent mention
of the rector. Speaking of the year 1571, he says, “ Our haill collage, (St Leonard’s) maisters
and schollars, war sound and zelus for the guid cause ; the uther twa collages nocht sa ; for in the
new collage (St Mary’s,) whombeit Mr Johne Dowglass their rector was guid aneuche, the thrie
uther maisters and sum of the regentes war evill myndit."—‘“ The auld college (St Salvator's) was
rewlit be Mr Jhon Rutherfurd, then dean of facultie, a man lernit in philosophie, bot inoyus cor-
rupt. This I mark for the setting furthe of the benefit I receavit in the collage and companie I
was into.”—The Diary of Mr James Melville, 1556-1601.

+ See Note C.

1 « Hic jacet Magister Homerus Blair, Professor Mathematicus Academicee Andreans.— Vir
pius, probus, et doctus. Obiit 21 Martii 1603, tatis suse 53."— Monteith’s Theater of Mortality,
p-119. So he had not the satisfaction of living to enjoy the invention of Logarithms by his class-
fellow. His name is mentioned by the secretary of Knox in conjunction with that of Rutherfurd
in the affairs of 1572. ¢ Also the said Mr Jhone Rutherfurde, at what time one of his colledge
called Mr Homere Blair hath made orasone invective against St Leonard’s Colledge,” &c.— Ban-
natyne's Journal, p. 375. '
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who became distinguished in the same path of fame as George Buchanan,
though of an inferior grade. He was a Latin poet and a pedagogue. His
muse figures in the “ Delitiz ” of Scotland, and his biography has been sketch-
ed by Dr M‘Crie.* The dignity to which he rose was that of head master
of the High School of Edinburgh. His appointment was under the patron-
age of Napier’s uncle the Bishop of Orkney, and I have ventured to ascribe to
Rollock the bishop’s poetical epitaph, which yet may be read in ancient Holy-
rood. t

Looking further than the year of our philosopher’s incorporation, we see
names which certainly reflect lustre upon Scotland ; and to say that he is beyond
all comparison the finest genius that can be connected with St Andrews in her
brightest era, is tantamount to claiming for him the throne of letters in Scot-
land. At the commencement of the century in which he was born, and prior
to the introduction of grammar-schools in Scotland, men of rank, who took any
pains with the education of their sons, sent them to board with monks, where
they imbibed the scholastic absurdities of the cloister. But it is obvious, from
an item in his mother’s will, that cur philosopher had been boarded within the
college, and under the especial charge of the principal. The statement of
debts due at her death, which occurred 20th December 1568, bears * item, to
Johnne Rutherfurde for hir sonnis burde, auchtene pundis.” ¥ Rutherfurd was
a philosopher in all but his temper, which was violent to a degree : in the very
year when Napier matriculated, the principal had been so outrageous as to
receive a solemn rebuke from a court of inquiry on the subject. The following
spirited sketch of his history, from the pen of Dr M‘Crie, renders any other no-
tice of him superfluous. “ The scholastic philosophy still maintained its autho-
rity, and formed the chief subject of study in the universities. John Rutherfurd
was at this time the most celebrated teacher of it in Scotland. He was a native of
Jedburgh in Roxburghshire; and, having gone to France, entered the College of
Guienne at Bordeaux. There he prosecuted his studies under Nicolaus Gruchius,
equally distinguished for his knowledge of the Roman antiquities and his skill

* Life of Andrew Melville.

1 See Note B.

1 James Melville, who went to St Andrews in 1571, says, “ I was burdet in the houss of a man
of law, a verie guid honest man, Andro Greme be nam, wha lovit me exceiding well, whase wyff also
was an of my mothers ; I am sure sche haid nocht sone bern sche loved better.”—Diary, p. 33.



94 . THE LIFE OF

in the Aristotelian philosophy. He appears to have accompanied his teacher
and his countryman Buchanan on their literary expedition to Portugal, from
which he came to the University of Paris. His reputation reached Archbishop
Hamilton, who invited him home to occupy a chair in the College of St Mary,
which he had recently organized at St Andrews ; and, after teaching it for some
years as Professor of Humanity, Rutherfurd was translated to be principal of
St Salvator’s College in the same university. In such estimation was he held,
that, soon after his admission into the university, he was raised to the honour-
able situation of Dean of the Faculty of Arts, though not qualified for hold-
ing it according to the strict import of the statutes. He had embraced the
reformed doctrines before their establishment in Scotland, and was declared qua-
lified for “ ministering and teaching” by the first General Assembly. By the au-
thority of a subsequent assembly he was admitted minister of Cults, a parish in
the neighbourhood of St Andrews, of which the principals of St Salvator’s were,
by the foundation of that college, constituted rectors. It was also part of his.
duty as principal to lecture on theology. But Rutherfurd was more celebrat-
ed as a philosopher than a divine. Considered in the former character, his
labours were unquestionably of benefit to the university and the nation. The
publication of his treatise on the art of reasoning may be considered as marking
a stage in the progress of philosophy in Scotland. It is formed, indeed, strictly
upon Aristotelian principles, of which he was a great admirer, but still it dif-
fers widely from the systems which had long maintained an exclusive place in
the schools. Treading on the steps of his master De Gruchi, Rutherfurd re-
jected the errors into which the ancient commentators upon Aristotle had fal-
len, and discarded many of the frivolous questions which the modern dialecti-
tians took so much delight in discussing. His work contains a perspicuous

view of that branch of the peripatetico philosophy of which it professes to
treat. He had caught a portion of the classical spirit of the age; and the
simplicity and comparative purity of his Latin style exhibit a striking con-
trast to the barbarous and unintelligible jargon which had become hereditary
in the tribe of schoolmen and sophists. It appears from a curious document,

that Rutherfurd, like some other philosophers, did not always display his phi-
losophy in the management of his temper. In consequence of complaints
against him by his colleagues, a visitation of the College of St Salvator took
place in 1563, when it was found that the principal had shown himself ¢ too

hasty and impatient,’ and he was atimonished “not to let the sun go down
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upon his wrath, and to study to bridle his tongue, and conduct himself with
greater humility and mildness.’”* Thus Napier’s mind was awakened to theo-
logy by Goodman, and he first caught the spirit of philosophy, but without the
alloy of passion, from the ardent soul of the pupil of De Gruchi, from whom
also he may have acquired the simplicity and purity of his Latin style, in which
our philosopher even excelled his master. There is no question that he as far
excelled him in mathematics as he did Goodman in recondite theology.
Several of Napier’s contemporaries who had studied at St Andrews in their
youth, and who were well known to him in after life, became no less prominent
in the public affairs of the country, than they were distinguished in letters.
Among these was Sir John Skene of Currie Hill, the clerk-register, to whom
we owe. the first collection of the Scottish Acts of Parliament, the treatise
de Verborum Significatione, the Regiam Majestatem, and the Quoniam At-
tachiamenta. He studied first at the King’s College of Old Aberdeen, but took
_his degree of master of arts at St Andrews, where he taught as a regent in
the years 1564 and 1565, that is, during the short period that Napier was
there. He became well known and distinguished as an officer of state and
a diplomatist. Lord Hailes notes this critique of him in his catalogue of the
Lords of Session. “ It were to be wished that his knowledge of Scottish an-
tiquities had been equal to his industry.” Upon one occasion, however, he
supplied his own defects in a way that, had he always followed it, would
have left Lord Hailes nothing to say against him. In the course of prepar-
ing the treatise de Verborum Significatione, he came to the word “ particata
vel perticata terrz,” which he defines “ from the French word perche ; meikle
used in the English lawes, ane ruid of land.” He then adds, “ But it is ne-
cessare that the measurers of land called landimers, in Latin agrimensores, ob-
serve and keep ane just relation betwixt the length and the breadth of the
measures quhilk they use in measuring of Jands, quhairanent I find na mention
in the lawes and register of this realme, albeit ane ordinance thereanent be
maid to King Edward the First, king of England, the 83d yeir of his reigne;
and because the knawledge of this matter is very necessare in measuring of
lands dayly used in this realme, I thought gud to propone certaine questions
to John Naper fear of Merchistoun, ane gentleman of singular judgement and
learning, especially in the mathematique sciences ; the tenour quhairof, and his

* Life of Andrew Melville.
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answeres maide thereto, followis,” &c.®* As this treatise was published in
1597, (seventeen years before the publication of the Logarithms,) Napier’s
fame must have been long established with those who knew him ; and there
can be no doubt that Skene regarded him with a veneration that was founded
on his knowledge of him from youth upwards.

Sir Thomas Craig of Riccarton, his father’s colleague in office, may never-
theless be considered Napier's contemporary. Indeed, if we are to rely upon
the account of his biographer Baillie, t who says that he was born in 1548,
he was just two years older than the philosopher. But in the more recent
life of Craig compiled by Mr Tytler, it is suggested, with great plausibi-
lity, that the above date ought to be read 1588, which is consistent with the
rest of his career. He certainly was incorporated as a student of St Leonards
in 1552, eleven years before Napier became a student of St Salvator’s, and pro-
bably this was about the difference betwixt their ages. Craig continued at St
Andrews long enough to take his place among the deferminantes or bache-
lors, but not the degree of master of arts, having set out to complete his
education at the far-famed university of Paris, somewhere about the year
1555.1 He returned a few years afterwards, and brought his natural and
acquired capabilities to profitable account at the then rising bar of Scotland.
Mr Tytler observes, “ in the year 1564, Craig, after having been for a very
short time at the bar, was promoted to a situation of importance and responsi-
bility. This was the office of justice-dupute.” But it appears from the re-
cords of justiciary, which we have elsewhere quoted, that he obtained this of-
fice even sooner than is here supposed, and sat for the first time on the 6th
July 1568, the year that Napier entered St Salvator’s. He acquired the
reputation of one of the first classical scholars of his country and times.
Baillie says of him, that in elegant literature he surpassed all his con-
temporaries ; and Burnet,§ that he had no rival in Greek and Latin, and
spent his life among his books. Biographical eulogies are about as trust-
worthy as those of an obituary, unless there be some unequivocal fruits of
the genius that is lauded. The beautiful treatise De Feudis, the first philo-

* See Note D for Napier's answers.

+ “ De D. Thoma Cragii Vita,” &c. prefixed to the last edition of the treatise de Feudis.
1 See Mr Tytler’s Life of Craig, 1823.

§ Burneti, Prafatio.
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sophical work on law which our country produced, may still be proudly ap-
pealed to in the history of letters, and is that which sustains the fame of its
author Sir Thomas Craig. That the work is in some respects faulty and cal-
culated to mislead the student of our laws, has been asserted; though it is
never pretended that these errors destroy its character as a great national work,
worthy of a philosophical subject and of a philosophical country. When we
add that Craig was no mean Latin poet in the age of Buchanan, his claims are
exhausted ; but they are sufficient to place him among the most distinguished
in the annals of his country’s learning. Yet after all he can only stand such
a comparison with the Inventor of Logarithms, as Blackstone with Sir Isaac
Newton. Napier, we shall find, acquired the same command of languages,
and was not unvisited by the muses ; but he demonstrated the far superior
grasp of his intellect in a manner that renders all critical comparison useless.
8ir Thomas’s second son was an intimate friend of Napier, and apparently the
first person to whom he revealed the fact that he had conceived the Logarithms.
This was Dr John Craig, the physician of James V1., a more particular notice
of whom, with the interesting anecdote alluded to, belongs to another chapter
of these memoirs. From the circumstance of the fathers being colleagues in
office, and the sons confidants in science, it may be assumed that a great inti-
macy subsisted betwixt the Napiers of Merchiston and the Craigs of Riccarton.
It is singular that the parents of one so distinguished as our feudist should
only have been ascertained the other day. Baillie, without citing any autho-
rity, had said that he was the son of Mr Robert Craig, a merchant in Edin-
burgh. Tytler, upon very slender presumptive evidence, decides that he was
“ the eldest son, not of Mr Robert Craig, but of Mr William Craig of Craig-
fintray.” Neither of these biographers attempted a suggestion even, as to the
name of his mother. Mr Riddell, an able antiquarian lawyer, settled this
question only last year. In a compilation replete with facts, but the title of
which holds out little promise of this one,* he discloses the marriage-contract
of the feudist himself, dated last day of October 1578, in which he is expressly
called the son of Robert Craig, burgess of Edinburgh, and Katharine Ballan-
dine, his spouse. Having thus discovered the father and mother of Sir Thomas
Craig, this writer adds, “ and there can be little doubt that Katherine Bellen-

* « Remarks upon Scotch Peerage Law, as connected with certain points in the late case of
the Earldom of Devon, to which are added desultory observations upon the nature and descent of

Scotch Peerages, &c. &c. by John Riddell, Esq. Advocate.” 1833.—Appendiz, No. IV.
N
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den, his mother, was of the distinguished and powerful family of the Bellendens
of Auchinoul and Broughtown, who were raised to the peerage at the restora-
tion.”® Mr Riddell was scarcely aware of the genealogical surprise involved
in this theory. If true, there would be no doubt who the lady was. She must
have been that sister of Sir Thomas Bellenden, and aunt of the justice-clerk, in
whom we have already detected the mother of the Bishop of Orkney and Janet
Bothwell. In other words, the grandmother of John Napier of Merchiston
was the mother of Sir Thomas Craig of Riccarton. We would then have to
add this to the marvel, that the names of these near relations of two such
great contemporaries had “been lost till within the last twelvemonth,—had
been recovered about the same period, by researches totally separate and
independent, but which eventually disclosed the same lady for both. Such
a fact would be considered of great value in genealogical researches; and
in hopes of being able to establish it we have traced Katherine Bellenden
of Auchinoul through all her marriages ; but regret to say that Robert Craig
is not one who can claim the honour of having been her spouse. That lady
had her arms full enough already. She was successively the wife of Francis
Bothwell, Adam Hoppar, and Oliver Sinclair ; and it was during her marriage
to the latter that Sir Thomas Craig must have been born. t

# Mr Riddell founds this upon the plausible fact, that Sir John Bellenden, in his will, styles
Mr Thomas Craig, advocate, “ cousing,” and makes him, along with other relatives, one of the
tutors to his children. No other Katherine Bellenden of Auchinoul is given by the peerage
writers, except the lady whom we have elsewhere proved to have been the maternal grandmother
of Napier. If Craig’s mother was of Auchinoul, she could have been none other than this same
lady. She could not have been a daughter of Sir Thomas Bellenden, as that would have made
Craig Sir John's nephew. But she may have been a natural sister of the other Katherine Bel-
lenden, which would explain the expression in Sir Jobn’s will.

4+ Note B.—But we cannot leave the feudist in this doubtful position ; and if we fully solve the
problem of his parentage, this genealogical digression, it is hoped, will be pardoned. The high trea-
surer’s accounts in the reign of James V. and of date 25th March 1539, bear ;—¢ item, send to Lin-
lithgow be Katheryne Bellendene to the quenis grace, twa pound of sewing gold ; stem, ane pound
of sewing silver ; item, ix unce of blak Paryse silk,” &c. Many items of the same sort, with their
various prices, follow, which prove that, besides the wife of the king’s minion, (Napier’s grandmo-
ther,) there was a female of the same name about court in the quality of an embroideress. In the
following year, 10th May 1540, there is ;—item, deliverit to Katherine Belendene, till complet
ane sark to the kingis grace, sewit with gold and silver wark, half ane doubill hank of sewing
gold.” Upon the 11th of January of the very next year we find, ¢ item, to Robert Crag, for ane
collar of gold sett with perle, brocht hame be him to the quenis grace, and for bonettis, swerd-
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We have now to name the man whom contemporary eulogists were most apt
to select as a pendant to Napier; and that is the popular Buchanan, who be-
came principal of 8t Leonard’s College in 1567.  The intellectual endow-
ments of George Buchanan,” says Dr Irving, “ reflect the highest splendour
on the Iand of his nativity; and every scholar who derives his origin from
the same country is bound to cherish and revere his memory.”—* The his-
tory of Buchanan is the history of an individual unrivalled in modern times.” *
There is some exaggeration in this estimate. It is what may be said of Na-
pier, but not of Buchanan. He ranks high in the learning of his country ;
but to render the praise of his biographer not hyperbolical, the heart of Buc-
hanan ought to have been purer, and his head more profound. Blackwood
says of him with great truth, that he was “ homme ingrat, et desloyal ;"
and when we examine his conduct and his writings in reference to the his-
tory of Queen Mary, with the aid of those proofs which have been collected
within these few years to illustrate that unhappy page of our history, no im-
partial mind can come to any other conclusion, than that Buchanan was a rogue.
His admirers have claimed for him an apotheosts with the eloquent and elegant
Livy; but he may find himself—under the fiat of eternal justice,—nearer the re-
_probate Sallust. In popular estimation his name is much more identified with
the erudition of his country than Napier’s. Our philosopher has acquired with
the vulgar the equivocal status in letters of a warlock; but there are men in our
own times of considerable literary attainments, who will afford him no higher
praise than the sneer of Iago “ forsooth a great arithmetician.”—* Napier,” says
an author of historical celebrity, “ has much merit, but cannot stand in the rank
of great inventors. He is only an useful abbreviator of a particular branch of
the mathematics.” + Sir David Brewster (or the writer he employed) ransack-

beltes, sewing-silk, and uther gear,” &c. Here (for the first time reunited in modern days) are
the parents of Napier's friend and contemporary Sir Thomss Craig of Riccarton. The silken
bonds that drew them together are manifest. In the same royal accounts there is an item 18th
July 1537, “ to Thomas Crag fyve elne Paris blak, to be the kingis grace ane ryding goune with
ane hude.” This was probably the feudist's grandfather, after whom he was called.

* Life of Buchanan, by Dr David Irving.

+ See Pinkerton's < Inquiry into the History of Scotland preceding the reign of Malcolm
II1 He there reads a solemn lecture to the Scottish nation upon that  fervidum ingenium,” that
« impatience of thought and labour,” from which, he conceives, Scotland has never been redeemed
by a single instance. “ In literature and philosophy,” says he, « the same impatience prevails, and
the consequence is, that we have not only never produced any man of erudition, but we have also had
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ed his memory to record the names of those whose literary achievements illus-
trate Scotland, and forgot, only John Napier. But had he omitted the name
of George Buchanan, the very printers’ devils would have mobbed the disciple
of Newton on the streets of Modern Athens. *

The purest pedestal of Buchanan’s fame is his Latin poetry. Thus it
is not difficult to determine the respective grades in letters, of James' peda-
gogue and Scotland’s philosopher. We shall show that Napier surpassed Ar-
chimedes in logistic, and emulated him in mechanics. Does Buchanan rival
Horace in rhyme ? This test of their comparative literary merits is well illus-
trated by the commendatory verses attached to Napier’s Canon Mirificus, by
his friend Andrew Young, professor of philosophy in the University of Edin-
burgh:

BucHANANE tibi NEPERUM adscisce sodalem
Floreat et nostris, Scotia nostra viris :

Nam velut ad summum culmen perducta poesis
In te stat, nec qué progrediatur habet ;

Sic etiam ad summum est culmen, perducta mathesis
Inque hoc stat, nec quo progrediatur habet.

The distinction of their moral characters is yet more marked ; being that
betwixt an unprincipled partisan, and a Christian philosopher. While the learn-
ed in our own times labour to give us fanciful portraits of Buchanan, we have
one of him drawn from the life by Napier’s relative Sir James Melville, upon
every line of whose simple portraiture the stamp of truth is impressed. “ Bot
mester George was a stoik philosopher, and loked not far before the hand; a
man of notable qualites for his learnyng and knawledge in Latin poesie, mekle
maid accompt of in other contrees, plaisant in company, rehersing at all occa-

no INVENTOR,—no man who opened up a new path in science. We cannot boast, like Denmark,
of a Tycho Brahe, nor, like Sweden, of Linneus, nor, like Poland, of a Copernicus. By the same
impatience of thought and labour, our writers of every class, though often ingenious and elegant
in a supreme degree, have never yet attained the character of great or sublime. We have no Bacon
—no Newton—no Shakespeare—no Milton. These remarks are given not to upbraid, but to ad-
monish and to serve.” ‘

* See Brewster's Edinburgh Encyclopedia, article SCOTLAND. A chapter on the literature of
Scotland is there given, in which every Scotchman of literary fame down to modern days (and
particularly mathematicians) are specially enumerated, except Napier. The two striking events
in our literary annals particularized are the poems of Ossian and the novels of Sir Walter Scott ;
but the invention of Logarithms is passed in silence.
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sions -moralities schort and fecfull, whereof he had aboundance, and invented
wher he wanted. He was also of gud religion for a poet ; bot he was easely
abused, and sa facill that he wes led with any company that he hanted for the
tym, quhilk maid him factious in his auld dayes; for he spak and wret as they
that wer about him for the tym infourmed him. For he was becom sleperie and
cairles, and folowed in many thingis the vulgair oppinion; for he was natu-
rally populaire, and extrem vengeable against any man that had offendit him,
quhilk was his gretest falt.” * Other cousins of our philosopher were in daily
converse with Buchanan. The Lady Mar and her brother Tullibardine had
the especial charge of King James in his youth, At this time, says Melville,
the king “ had for principall preceptouris, Mester George of Buchwennen,
and Mester Peter Young,” &c.t “ My Lady Mar was wyse and schairp, and
held the king in great awe ; and sa did Mester George Buchwhennen.” Thus
the family of Merchiston must have been well known to James’ pedagogue,
though probably the contrariety of their habits, moral and intellectual, kept
him and the philosopher always separate.

Another alumnus of St Andrews, belonging to the era of learning which
Napier consummated, was Robert Pont, his intimate friend, and a man of a
much superior stamp to Buchanan, though not of such popular celebrity. He
was obscurely born at Culross in the year 1529, his name being properly Kyn-
pont. It seems that he was only incorporated as a student in St Leonard’s
College of St Andrews nine years before Napier came to the University. } He
soon became distinguished among the pastors of the reformed church,—was
one of the most efficient leaders of the General Assembly during times of the
greatest difficulty,—regulated their affairs with the most practical zeal and
prudence, and yet was a master in the deepest speculations of theology. *In
1563, he competed with Alexander Bishop of Galloway for the office of superin-
tendent of that diocese; but it does not appear that he obtained it, though he was
shortly after appointed commissioner of the diocese of Moray. In 1566, his
translation and interpretation of the Helvetian Confession were ordered to be
printed by the General Assembly ; and, in March 1569, they petitioned the
regent that the kirk, without offence to his majesty, might appoint him to a
situation of greater usefulness ; and he was, in consequence, presented to the

* Memoirs, p. 262. + P. 261. 1 Tytler's Life of Craig.
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provostry of Trinity College, and afterwards to St Cuthbert’s Church. In
this year, also, he executed the commands of the General Assembly in excom-
muticating 4dam Bishop of Orkney, who married Bothwell and Mary.” *
But he was equally fitted for secular employments. In 1571, at the request
of the Regent Mar, the convention at Leith, taking into consideration his su-
per-eminent knowledge of the laws, made a special exception in his favour,
allowing him to accept the place of a Senator of the College of Justice ; and
when, in opposition to the proposal of Morton, the Assembly “ vottit through-
out, that naine was able nor apt to bear the saides twa charges,” Pont was
again excepted. He was, moreover, a profound mathematician ; and altoge-
ther the cast of his mind more nearly approached that of our philosopher than
any other scholar whom St Andrews produced. When we add, that for up-
wards of thirty years they lived close to each other, united in the cause of the
church and in their common studies of theology and science, and holding dur-
ing all that time the reciprocal relation of principal heritor and parish priest,
it is not to be wondered at that Pont should quote frequently in his abstruse
lucubrations, * that faithful servant of Christ, my honored and surpassingly
learned friend John Napier.” T

If we consider how Napier’s life was consumed, it ceases to be a subject
of regret that we must derive our knowledgeof what was passing around him,—
of the scenes in which his youth was trained, and the state of education and
society that may be supposed to have in some measure influenced the progress
of his mind,—from his contemporaries and not from himself. Fortunately,
while his cousin, Sir James Melville, has bequeathed to posterity that origi-
nal manuscript of political and courtly memoirs already referred to ; another
James Melville, his contemporary, has left a diary (to which we have already
referred) of his own life, and church affairs in Scotland, still more minute in its
details, though less varied and interesting. The latter journalist was a Scotch
_ clergyman, and the nephew of that celebrated moderator of the church, An-
drew Melville, whose life has been so ably compiled by Dr M‘Crie.}; James

* Messrs Brunton and Haig's History of the Lords of Session.

+ ¢« Et apud honoratum et apprimeé eruditum amicum nostrum fidelem Christi servam Joan-
nem Naperum, cujus extant in Apocalypsin v'soumuare.”—De Sabbaticorum anmorum pe-
riodis, &c. 1619. We shall afterwards have to notice Pont’s works more particularly.

1 The Memoirs of Sir James Melville must be distinguished from the Diary of James Mel-
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Melville, the minister, (with whom we shall find our philosopher associated on
a most critical mission of the church to James VI.) entered in 1571 the same
university that claims the honour of Napier’s earliest public instruction.
From his quaint diary we may extract a passage, containing a curious and in-
teresting account of St Andrews and its tuition a few years after Napier left
it, and before it had undergone any revolution in habits or system. Speak-
ing of his regent, William Collace, he says, “ So I cam to 8t Andros about
the first of November, in the forsaid yeir 1571, and enterit in the course
of philosophie, under the regenterie of the said Mr Wilyeam, wha haid the
estimation of the maist solide and lernit in Aristotle’s philosophie. And
first hard under him Cassander his rhetorik ; but at the beginning, nather
being weill groundet in grammer, nor com to the years of naturall judgement
and understanding, I was cast in sic a greiff and dispear becaus I understood
nocht the regent’s language in teatching, that I did nathing bot bursted and
grat at his lessones, and was of mind to haiff gone ham agean, war nocht the
luiffiing cear of that man comforted me, and tuik me in his awn chalmer, causit
me ly with himselff, and everie night teached me in privat, till I was acquented
with the mater. We hard the oration pro rege Deistaro. Then he gaiff us
a compend of his awin of philosophi, and the partes thairof, of dialectik, of
definition, of division, of enunciation, and of a syllogisme enthymen, and induc-
tion, &c. quhilk I thought I understood better. About the quhilk tyme, my
father, coming to the town, begonde to examine me, and finding sum begin-
ning, was exceidinglie rejoysit, and uttered sweittar affection to me than ever
before. He enterteined my regent verie hartlie in his ludging, and gaiff him
grait thanks ; he send me to him, efter he haid taken leive, with twa pieces
of gold in a neapkine ; bot the gentleman was sa honest and loving, that
he wald haiff non of his gold, but with austere countenance send me bak
with it : Na, never wald receave gold nor silver all the tyme of my course.
We enterit in the Organ of Aristotle’s Logics that yeir, and lernt till the De-
monstrations. He haid a lytle boy that servit him in his chamber, callit
David Elistone, wha, amangs threttie and sax schollars in number, (sa manie
war we in the class) was the best. This boy he causit weat on me, and con-
fer with me, whase ingyne and judgement past me als far in the wholl course

ville, which is also beautifully printed for the Bannatyne Club. There is some idea that the mi-
nister belonged to a family derived from an early cadet of Raith, but the genealogical proofs are
not sufficient.
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of philosophie, as the aigle the howlet. In the multiplication of propositiones,
medalles, coversion of syllogismes, pons asinorum, &c., he was als read as I
wasin telling an-and-threttie.”* It seems thus to have been Melville’s fate,
both in boyhood and maturer years, to meet an associate who, in philosophy
and mathematics, surpassed him as “ the aigle the howlet.”

The first book of discipline, one of the committee appointed to revise which
was Napier’s uncle the Bishop of Orkney, had paid particular attention to the
subject of education, and contained a chapter for remodelling the schools and
universities. This book of discipline fell to the ground ; and, in the year
1563, (that of Napier’s matriculation,) a petition was presented to Queen
Mary and the Lords of the Articles, “ In the name of all that within this
realm ar desyrous that leirning and letteris floreis ;” and praying for a statu-
tory remedy against the decay of funds, and the decline of learning and good
tuition at St Andrews. George Buchanan was one of the commissioners ap-
pointed by Parliament to visit and report.t The distracted state of the country,
however, prevented any effectual reform until the year 1579. It is not sur-
prising, therefore, that John Napier, whose precocious talent and gentle dispo-
sitions must have been observed and appreciated, cannot be traced in the college
records beyond his matriculation.

The names of those who had the honour of teaching our philosopher in the
quality of regents will be found in a note at the end of the volume;} from
which also it will be seen that he had not remained long enough at St An-
drews to become a regent himself. The names, with a few exceptions, of all
his class-fellows can be traced as becoming, at the stated periods, bachelors
and masters of arts. That of John Napier, however, is not among them ; and
the necessary inference is, that no more than the ground-work of his educa-
tion had been laid at that university. Had he remained at St Andrews ac-
cording to the discipline of his college, and the contemporary instances, his
name would appear in the list of determinantes for the year 1566, and of mas-
ters of arts for 1568.

- There were several causes which may have induced his father to shorten
the time of the young philosopher’s studies in Scotland : The violent temper

* Diary, p. 20.
+ Acts of the Scotch Parl. ii. 544.
1 Note C.
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of the principal ; the fact that John Napier, according to his own account, had
there “ contracted a loving familiaritie with a certaine gentleman, a Papist ;”
the unsettled state of the country and the university ; and, finally, beeause
some exceptions had about this time been taken to the internal state of the
colleges, which occasioned a Parliamentary inquiry.

Nor can it be doubted that he finished his education at a foreign university.
Crawfurd the peerage writer, who lived in the same century in which Napier
died, and who tells us that he obtained much of his information through the
liberality of the noble families he records, states that Napier, “ being a man of
great natural parts, took care to improve them by a good education in the
schools of learning, first at home, and then by travelling abroad into foreign
parts, where he spent some years.”* This obviously is just a mode of stating
that he obtained the usual advantages of a good education in those days. It
was the invariable practice for all who had the slightest pretensions to become
learned, to follow out a few years of study at home in a foreign university.
Such we know to have been the case with every contemporary of Napier who
distinguished himself ; and it would be most remarkable if he who was pre-emi-
nent among them, and to whom the wealth of his family rendered the advantage
one of easy attainment, had remained at home. His excellence in the science of
theology, and his thorough command of languages, no less than his philosophi-
cal powers, clearly indicate the most recondite education which the times could
afford. It must be remarked, too, that the Bishop of Orkney advised that his
nephew should be sent abroad ; and about the period when his name disappears
from among those of his fellow entrants of St Salvator, the university of Paris
enjoyed its highest reputation and greatest security. Andrew Melville, who
was Napier’s senior by five years, after studying in St Mary’s College of St

* Peerage. Napter.—* Crawfurd, the peerage writer, although not the most acute or accurate
of men, yet far honester than Douglas.”— Remarks upon Scotch Peerage Law, &c. by John Rid.-
dell, Esq.

There is a short account of John Napier and his works by Dr Mackenzie in his Lives and Cha-
racters of Eminent Scotchmen. Mackenzie was a contemporary of Crawfurd the peerage writer,
whom he calls ¢ my good friend and learned antiquary.” He thus speaks of Napier’s travels : “ Qur
author had no sooner finished his studies in philosophy at St Andrews, but he was sent to his tra-
vels by his parent ; and, having stayed for some years in the Low Countries, France and Jtaly, he
returned to his native country, and applied himself closely to the study of the mathematics, in which

he excelled all the mathematicians of his age.”
(o]
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Andrews, set out for France in the autumn of 1564, and became a student
at Paris. “ The university then had,” says his accurate biographer, “ long
enjoyed a pre-eminent reputation among the great schools of Europe, found-
ed on its antiquity, the number of its colleges, the extent of its revenues, and
the venerated names which stood enrolled on its registers, as professors or as
students.  Attracted by these considerations, a multitude of young men from
all the surrounding countries flocked to it annually, and were admitted citizens
of one or other of the four nations into which that learned corporation was
divided. The four nations were France, Piccardy, Normandy, and Germany,
or England, which last included Scotland and Ireland.” *

There were other foreign universities in great repute at this period, but
chiefly distinguished for their chairs of law ; a study which Napier did not pur-
sue. The person whom Sir Archibald was most likely to consult on the subject
of his son’s education, was his colleague in office Craig ; and he may have also
consulted that arbiter literarum in Scotland, Buchanan. Now of these, Craig
had lately returned from finishing his own studies in Paris ; and the other had
even taught in that illustrious seminary.

If the theory of his travels be correct, Napier quitted Scotland for the Uni-
versity of Paris very nearly at the same time as Andrew Melville; and from
the diary. of Andrew’s nephew, we learn some interesting particulars as to the
state of public instruction at Paris. In the autumn of the year 1564, his uncle,
says he, “ ending his course of philosophie, left the University of St Andros
with the commendation of the best philosopher, poet, and Grecian, of anie
young maister in the land ; and with all possible diligence maid his prepara-
tion, and past to France. Be the way he was extreamlie tormented with sie
seiknes and storme of wather, sa that oft tymes, whylls be danger of shipwrak,
whylls be infirmitie and seiknes, he luiked for deathe. He arryvit first in Eng-
land, and again imbarking, came to Burdeaux, wher he taried nocht lang, bot
imbarking from that, came to Deipe ; from that to Paris, whar he remeanit in
the Universitie twa yeirs at his awin studies, heiring the lightes of the maist
scyning age in all guid lettres, the king’s publict professors, Andreas Tornebus
in Greik and Latine humanitie ; Petrus Ramus in philosophie and eloquence ;

* M¢‘Crie's Life of Melville, i. 18.
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Jo. Mercerus in the Hebrew language, whereupon he was speciallie sett.
In the last yeir of they twa he grew sa expert in the Greik, that he de-
clamit and teachit lessones, uttering never a word but Greik with sic readi-
ness and plentie as was mervolus to the heirars. From Paris he past to Poic-
teors, whar he regented in the Collage of St Marceun thrie yeirs. Ther he
haid the best lawers, and studeit sa mikle therof as might serve for his pur-
pose, quhilk was Theologie, wherto he was dedicat from his mother’s wombe.”*
It seems most likely that the shining lights enumerated by James Melville
were the very men under whose instructions Napier’s mind expanded. “ Mer-
cerus and Quinquarboreus,” says Dr M‘Crie, “ were conjunct royal professors
of Hebrew and Chaldee. By his oral instructions, the elementary treatises
which he published, and his translations from Hebrew and Chaldee, the for-
mer contributed more than any individual of that age to the advancement of
eastern learning. His commentaries on the Old Testament still deserve the
attention of the biblical student; and Father Simon, whose judgment was
sufficiently fastidious, has pronounced the highest eulogium on him, when he
says, that Mercier possessed all the qualifications of an interpreter of Scrip-
ture, and that the only thing to be regretted in him is, that he suffered him-
self to be carried away by the novel opinions of the reformers. Quinquarbo-
reus, though destitute of the critical acumen and extensive knowledge of his
colleague, has shown that he was well acquainted with the Hebrew language.” t

The doctrines of the Hugonots or Protestants had made a decided progress
in the University of Paris when Napier left St Andrews. Many of the profes-
sors and heads of colleges were well known to have embraced the heresy, and
scarcely one among them was exempt from suspicion ; a fact which affords ano-
ther strong presumption that Napier was sent there, being about the very pe-
riod when his father was presiding in the criminal tribunal of reformed Scot-
land against such delinquents as the Archbishop of St Andrews, and others,
for “ makand alteratioun and innovatioun in the state of religion ;” and when
his uncle was revising the first Book of Discipline. But, after the year
1567 a storm burst over this great seminary, and spread through the con-
tinent with a desolating fury, the remembrance of which may have often

* Diary, p. 31—Melville adds in a note, * Salinacus, Pascasius, Forcatellus, mathematiciens ;
Balduinus the lawyer ; Duretus, medicine; Carpentarius, Q<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>