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TO THE KING.

SIRE,

Courn I have obtained permission to inscribe this Volume to Your
Masgsty, my satisfaction would have been complete ; but although deprived
of my most valued privilege of Peerage, and still debarred, by the measures
which were a few years since adopted in my case, from approaching your
Royal Person to solicit a favour I should have so highly prized, yet I trust
there can be no impropriety in thus humbly addressing Your Masesry.

In these times, it is one of the first duties of your loyal and faithful
subjects to watch anxiously the progress of events, and to be always ready,
should Your Masesty require their services.

My family have never at any period forgotten the bright example of fide-
lity to his Royal Master which was left them by the Founder of their honours,
Stk Wirriam ALEXANDER, who was not less steady in his allegiance, than he
was bold, enterprising, and splendid in all his undertakings for the service of
his Sovereign and the benefit of his Country. Although descending from a
vounger Son of that eminent man, and less favoured by fortune than an im-
mediate elder branch, my predecessors were all distinguished for loyalty, and
the practice of those virtues which invariably secure respect and honour in
soclety.

Proud of the high integrity and great qualities of the heart and mind
which my forefathers possessed, I have more sensibly and acutely felt the
repeated attempts, during several years, to make me appear unworthy of re-
presenting them and succeeding to their honours.
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Not content with denying me access to Your Royal Presence, and refusing
even to consider my claims, Your Masesty's Government, on commencing
proceedings in the Supreme Court of Scotland, thought proper to impugn
some of the documents produced by me in support of my right, and thus
drove me to the extremity of having to defend myself against an accusation
deeply affecting my honour and reputation, and which nothing whatever
could possibly justity them in risking.

Since the following Narrative was written, I have received information of
the entire failure of the calumnious charge; and notwithstanding the pains
taken to give it consistence, the fact that they are genuine instruments has
been only more completely established.

Under these circumstances, I am sure Your Masesty will consider that
public justice alone, apart from higher and nobler motives, which I hope may
have their influence on such an occasion, requires that full compensation
should be made for the grievous injury sought to be inflicted on me and my
unoffending family.

With such anticipations, I humbly lay my Case, and the Narrative of my

wrongs, before Your Masesty, and pray that it may be permitted to me
to prove how much and truly I am,

SIRE,
Your MaJesTY's

Most loyal, most faithful

And devoted Subject,

STIRLING.



FREBRATE

Tae following Work was nearly ready for the press several months ago, but
in consequence of discoveries of the greatest importance, by which most
valuable additions have been very opportunely made to the mass of evidence
previously supporting my right, it became desirable, and indeed necessary to
revise what I had written. During the suspension of publication, there was
also a chance of obtaining a final hearing of my cause in the Court of Session,
and while that chance remained, I was unwilling to put my manuseript into
the printer’s hands. So much, however, had to be done for the perfect verifica-
tion of the newly found evidence, that when my counsel would have been quite
prepared to plead, we had arrived at the last week of term. Besides, my
opponents, who are never ready for any thing better than subterfuges or
disgraceful means of protracting litigation, came into Court with a specious
pretext for a little more time. The learned Judge, I presume, did not con-
sider that he ought to refuse granting the delay songht by the Crown party, and
thus the judicial hearing of my cause cannot take place before November.

It may be thought extraordinary that I should prefer laying my case
before the public in its present state, to waiting the result of proceedings
in Court next term; but to all such remarks and objections I have to reply,
that the opinion of my most experienced and influential friends so entirely
corresponds with my own, as to the propriety of the course I am pursuing,
that nothing will at present induce me to deviate from it. The circumstances
under which this determination is taken are unprecedented; and as no one
can possibly form a correct notion of them, or of the just and honourable
motives which have urged my friends to advise me as they have done, at this
important juncture, I must content myself with entreating those who may
draw hasty conclusions, to honour my work with a calm, attentive and
unbiassed perusal.

My friends anticipate, I think not without reason, that abroad readers will
be found, who, having no party feeling—no bias, or prejudice of any kind
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—mno private excitement to hostility—will attend to facts, and endeavour to
understand so remarkable a case. They attribute the contrary effect pro-
duced in England and Scotland, chiefly to the former circulation of pamphlets
on the subject, which contained much that was objectionable, and that was
only calculated to do me injury; while, on the other hand, my enemies kept
alive the party spirit and groundless prejudices they had created, and made
their baneful influences operate as strongly as possible against me. Hither-
to, indeed, those classes of my countrymen from whom I expected generous
sympathy and support, instead of using their own faculties and perceptions
to distinguish between right and wrong, so as to form a correct judgment of
my case and grievances, have given unbounded latitude to the despicable
talschoods and aspersions hazarded by my enemies. Out of the range of
national prejudices, partialities, jealousies, and animosities, I may hope that
the voice of ¢ruth raised in my vindication, will not be overpowered by the
loud vituperations of my calumniators.

On the above grounds, and agreeably to the recommendation of highly
talented foreigners, who have recently had my case fully explained to them,
and from whom I have received many suggestions of the greatest use to me,
this work will appear both in the English and French languages. The dis-
tinguished persons alluded to will make my extraordinary situation known,
by means of the French edition, in various countries of the European Conti-
nent, and with the assistance of my English friends, I am certain of an equal
publicity in British America and the United States, as in Great Britain.

If any accuse me of presumption in appealing to the honourable and high-
minded of other nations, I reply, that the Narrative I venture to lay before
them is as novel as it is interesting and extraordinary; and besides, who can
justly tax me with presumption, when the private interests of numerous
tamilies, companies, and individuals, are as seriously injured by the conduct
of my oppressors as my own? Am I not rather called upon by that single
fact, to attend to the suggestions of the able advisers who have assisted my
own judgment on such an occasion? I dare flatter myself that foreign
readers will rise from the perusal of this Work with every disposition to ac-
knowledge that a case of greater hardship, or one reflecting more disgrace

on my English persecutors, their satellites, and accessories of every grade,
never came under their consideration.

Barn, August 1836.
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NARRATIVE

OF

OPPRESSIVE PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE EARIL OF

STIRLING.

SECTION L

SHORT HISTORICAL AND GENEALOGICAL ACCOUNT OF THE STIRLING PEERAGE.

T'ue time has at length arrived when it is no longer possible to delay the publication
of my case, with such explanations and disclosures as will clear away the mist in which it
has been too long partially enveloped. In doing this, I shall cast back upon my calum-
niators all the obloquy with which they would have covered, as with a shroud, my honour
and good name. Heaven is witness how many years I have endured the most infamous
treatment, and what numberless provocations, equally trying to my temper and oppres-
sive to my feelings, I have, during that long space of time, received. Yet, while
“ considerations of expediency ” were urged by timid advisers, and my own natural
aversion to extreme measures prevailed, 1 endeavoured to forget that my enemies
themselves, in the course of their relentless persecutions, had furnished me with
legitimate means of defence and retaliation. But there are limits to such passive
endurance of evils ; and since among those who have heaped so many calamities
upon me and my unoffending family, especially during the last four or five years,
there are some so implacable as to set no bounds to their malignity, it is indeed high
time for me to shake off my trammels. I must see whether, by boldly exposing the
villany and dark intrigues of my enemies, it is possible to open the eyes of the British
public, who are not wilfully blind, to the existence of the foulest conspiracy against an
individual that ever disgraced this country.

I am aware how difficult it has ever been to draw public attention to private wrongs.
Frequently, unless there be an opportunity of advancing some political object, no
exertions will succeed. At other times, it may depend on being able to gratify the

A
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ostentation and vanity of a few leading families, who at that price will interfere in favour
of the oppressed. But the surest and best support is always derived.from persons pos-
sessing, with title, wealth and influence, generous and enlightened r-nmds, ar.id determi-
ned to strengthen the otherwise feeble efforts of the sufferer, by taking up his defence.

Thanks to Providence, by whose means a present misfortune is frequently made to
be productive of the greatest ultimate good, certain proceedings in Sco.tland, which were
resorted to at the beginning of this year by my bitterest private enemies, in the hope of
effecting my destruction, have been wonderfully conducive to my advantage. I wish those
malignant beings, and the arch-traitor with whom they are leagued, to know how mucl_l,
without intending it, they have served me. One of the happiest consequences of their
schemes is, that chance has led me where I have found new friends, who have both the
will and the power to render me assistance by their influential connexions. Another
advantage is, that I have already had one most important document given up to me, and
through the kindness of a person highly gifted, and accustomed to research, have traced
the existence of another proof long withheld, and that will be of inestimable benefit to
me. So much I have pleasure in stating, because I can safely do so; but I have no
intention of gratifying the curiosity of the evil-minded. No, ¢key may wait till time shall
unravel, for their instruction, what, I trust, will make them wish to avoid hereafter an
over-indulgence in wicked and unjustifiable persecution. Meanwhile, however, they
may rest assured, that I feel both the confidence and the energy which my situation
requires, and which are always increased by undeviating rectitude of conduct, and a good
cause.

Agreeably to the suggestions of the highly distinguished friends who have offered me
their services, this work will be published in French as well as English; and I am en-
couraged to believe that it will obtain, by their kindness and zeal, an extensive circula-
tion in Europe and America. Should that be the case, I may venture to hope, that
the clouds which have so long obscured my prospects will be entirely dispersed, and
that all whose prejudices have been excited against me, by calumnies or false assertions
respecting my evidence and proceedings in Scotland, will see and acknowledge their
error. My English readers especially, having once dismissed the erroneous opinions
they have formed under such circumstances, will have no difficulty in admitting that
they had drawn their conclusions as to the merits of my case too hastily, and without
having any just reason for undervaluing it. To numerous classes of his Majesty’s sub-
jects, but, in particular, those who are connected by their commercial establishments, by
their possessions in land, and otherwise, with Canada and Nova Scotia, and to the Cana-
dians themselves, at this crisis of political fermentation, my case ought to be most interest-
ing. "Their happiness, prosperity, and secure enjoyment of property and life, now en-
dangered by the violence of parties there, might be protected, and a separation of the pro-
vinces fromthe mother country be obviated, if my hereditary rights were acknowledged,
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and an opportunity given me of using the powers granted by the royal charters. Instead
of disregarding my claims, it would be for their welfare and interest to join their strenuous
advocacy of them to my own best exertions. Let it not be supposed that I hazard
these assertions without having sufficiently reflected on a subject of such vast importance.
I do not merely wish thereby to add weight to my pretensions. Gentlemen who are
better able to give an opinion than I am, have deliberately arrived at the fullest
conviction, that a revolution in Canada, and all the sad consequences of a civil war, or,
as no doubt it would be, a war of independence, might be stayed, and ultimately pre-
vented altogether, by the Government determining to avail themselves of the entire
alteration of circumstances, which an immediate acknowledgment of my rights would
occasion.  Placed in a situation to effect, as his Majesty’s lieutenant, and the lawful pro-
prietor of the soil, some salutary changes in the institutions of that country, I could
effect them by the full authority given to me in the charters, in a manner calculated to
meet both the wishes of the Canadians and those of his Majesty’s Government.

I am quite prepared for the sort of answer that persons in the interest of Govern-
ment, or of my private enemies, are likely to return to the above remarks; but 1 boldly
tell hem, that whatever they may be pleased to think or say respecting my claims, as
those claims are supported by all necessary evidence, and ample proof is given, in sub-
sequent divisions of this work, of my just hereditary right to be put in possession of the
American territories, and of the dignities and powers which would enable me to realise
what has been hinted at above, I shall not the less confidently rely on the march of
events, and the force of public opinion, to obtain me the justice 1 demand.

But before entering further into detail, let me shortly explain to the reader on what
foundation I rest my pretensions to be received by his Majesty as being both de_facto
and de jure Earl of Stirling ;—why I loudly complain of the advice given to the King
not to admit me in that character at Court ;—and why I have no scruple in declaring
that I have been unjustly and unlawfully denied the enjoyment of my rights and privi-
leges of peerage. Such denial must have been a consequence of the general misun-
derstanding of the position in which I have been placed, and of the unconsidered
opposition to the recognition of my titles, which I have met with from noble Lords and
others, who might have been expected to see differences, and to make fair and neces-
sary distinctions.

I boldly take my stand as an established Peer of Scotland, and am certain this posi-
tion is unassailable according to law, usage, or precedent. This will appear more clearly
from the following short historical view of the case.

Rather more than 200 years ago, his Majesty, King Charles the First, was pleased
to raise my great-great-great-grandfather, Sir William Alexander, to the dignities of
Viscount and Earl of Stirling, &c. on the 14th of June 1633 ; and by a royal signature,
dated 80th July 1637, and ratified by Parliament 5th October 1639, (Acts, v. 273,) the

A2
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King incorporated the lands of Tullibodie and Tullicultrie, on the Earl’s resignation of them
for that purpose, into the Earldom of Dovan, with different limitations *, Further, on
the 7th December 1639, the Earl, having previously resigned all his titles into the hands
of the King, obtained a charter of novodamus, re-granting the same to himself, ¢ and
¢ the heirs-male of his body ; whom failing, to the eldest heirs-female, without division
¢ of the last of such heirs-male, and to the heirs-male to be procreated of the bodies of
< such heirs-female respectively, bearing the surname and arms of the family of Alex-
<« ander, which they shall be holden and bound to assume,” &c.

Although this important charter does not appear at the present day in the Register
of the Great Seal of Scotland, the evidence respecting it is complete ; and besides, it
has recently been ascertained, that duly authenticated copies are still extant, which have
been all these years purposely withheld by the persons who have them in their keeping.
I shall not satify my enemies, at a time when such explanations are unnecessary, how
or where I made a discovery which I reserve to be hereafter rendered available. For
my friends it is quite sufficient to know, that, wndependently of such discovery, I am
secure. Independently also of the consideration that the groundwork is certainly good,
I am able to shew, as it is now my chief object to do, that I cannot be, by any fair and
lawful means, dislodged from my position. And for this purpose, I shall begin by taking
a short historical and genealogical view of the descent of the peerage dignity in my own
branch of the family.

Referring to the pedigree which accompanies this work, it will be seen that Henry,
fifth Earl of Stirling, died without issue on the 4th of December 1739, when he was
succeeded by his second cousin, John, the sixth Earl, (whose succession to the honours,
though he did not vote at elections of Representative Peers, there is evidence to shew,
was well known in Scotland) ; and from that period the peerage inheritance being vested
in his descendants, devolved, on the demise of Benjamin, the eighth Earl, and last
heir-male of the body of William, the first Earl, according to the special limitation of
the charter, on his eldest sister Mary, who, dying unmarried 28th April 1794, was
succeeded by her sister Hannah, my mother, at whose death, on the 12th of September
1814, I became ninth Earl of Stirling.

Thus, it appears that, since the year 1739, the titles have been possessed by the same
line of descendants from John, fourth son of the first grantee. From April 1768 till
September 1814, a period of forty-six years and nearly five months, they were in female
heirs ; which circumstance, added to the loss of property, and other reasons which my
famil?r had for permitting the titles to remain some time in a state of dormancy, must
sufficiently account for the non-appearance of an Earl of Stirling at the elections of

* I obtained a service to this territorial earldom on the 30th of May 1831 ; when the jury, by their verdict
found me to be ¢ nearest and lawful heir of tailzie and provision” to William, the first Earl. :
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Scotch Representative Peers, until I was advised to attend at the election of Viscount
Strathallan, on the 2d of June 1825. But my family possessed the honours, and cer-
tainly were not unmindful of their rights. After the death of my mother, last Coun-
tess of Stirling, in 1814, I employed all the time I could spare from other occupa-
tions, during ten years, in the duty of again collecting the scattered papers of my family,
and the necessary evidences of my descent ; and when success had rewarded my exer-
tions in that pursuit, I proceeded, strictly speaking, not as a claimant, (according to the
too generally received, but most erroneous notion of the public,) but as the actual pos-
sessor of the Earldom, to vote, as above mentioned, at Lord Strathallan’s election. I
announced my intention of being present on that occasion some weeks previously thereto.
I stated my case to that very learned, and well-known barrister, Mr (now Baron)
Bolland, who gave his opinion that I was entitled to the inheritance of the peerage
honours, which of course vested me with a right to exercise its privileges.

Upon that opinion, which my anxiety to do right in a matter of such moment had
induced me to solicit from him, specially as to the propriety of taking up the titles,
and going to Edinburgh to exercise my privileges of peerage at the election then ap-
proaching, and in which he recommended me to pursue that course,—and likewise
upon the representation made to me by my agent, whose arguments appeared the more
satisfactory to my mind, from the knowledge I had of his experience as a genealogist,
I acted with the greatest confidence.

When I began my investigations in 1815, on my return from a twelve years’ absence
in France, (eleven of which as an English hostage,) it was without having money re-
sources adequate to so great an undertaking . I had the misfortune to be almost im-
mediately opposed in my endeavours to recover the various documents, evidences, and
proofs of descent, which had been abstracted from my grandmother by bribing a servant ;
and, instead of obtaining, as I had flattered myself I should obtain, the generous assis-
tance, in my researches, of certain noble and powerful families who could well have ren-
dered it, much to their own advantage, I found them hostile, and only disposed to throw
every impediment in my way. Amidst such unexpected difficulties, and, indeed, trials
of all kinds, I however persevered, until, in 1825, I was advised, as I have said, both
by counsel, and by the agent I had for some time employed, to take up at once the
peerage titles of my family, and vote at the election of a Representative Peer. I tock
that decisive and important step, believing it to be the most proper and regular way of

* The wealth which my father had once possessed was in part swept away by the disasters which his
bankers and others, who had large sums belonging to him, at Paris and in the departments of France, met with
during the first great revolution. What he had remaining, in houses and estates in England, was subsequently
carried off, in a great measure, by the consequences of his own detention and unhappy demise at Verdun-sur-

Meuse, without having been able to settle his affairs.
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commencing the public assertion of my rights. But this was precisely the most serious
blunder, according to the opinion since expressed by my best friends, that I could have
committed. It was beginning where I should have ended. My inexperience at the time
did not enable me to foresee all the disastrous consequences of thus stirring up, before I
had established my legal titles, a host of foes, and giving to the jarring elements of so
many adverse interests excitement to oppose me. I dreamt not of the rage, the spite,
the envy, the jealousy, the deadly hate, the accursed villany and dark intrigues that I
was so unconsciously preparing, by my well-intentioned boldness, to have set at work
against me.

What is past, however, cannot be recalled ; and as the course I did pursue alters not
the correctness of the position I have to maintain, I hasten to resume my Narrative.

When I arrived in Edinburgh, the particulars of my descent, and the fact that I did
not appear there in the character of a claimant, or as the representative of General Wil-
liam Alexander, (the usurper of my titles in 1760,) against whose heir certain resolu-
tions of the House of Lords would have operated, having been clearly explained to
the Peers who had arrived to attend the election, I was congratulated on my resump-
tion (not assumption) of the ancient title. I was received at Holyroodhouse by the
proper officers, on the election day, as @ Peer, and was immediately ushered into the
private room, to wait there, with the other Peers, the time for proceeding to the gallery.
When the Lord Provost and Magistrates entered to announce that all was ready for
forming the procession to the gallery, the Earl of Glasgow stepped forward and gave
the strongest proof of his own feelings, as well as of those by which the other Peers
present were animated, by requesting that I would take the precedency as the premier,
by the date of creation of my Earldom, amongst those assembled. I have thought it
right to notice this incident, as proving the fact, often attempted to be denied, that I
was recognised by the Peers present on that memorable day, even before I had entered
the election gallery, or had exercised my privilege of voting. I took my place at the
table, and on being called, answered to my title, took the oaths, and voted for Viscount
Strathallan, without protest or objection of any sort.

Since that period 1 have repeatedly voted at general elections, (the last time on the
10th of February 1835,) and in spite of some opposition from his Grace the Duke of
Buccleuch, and the Earl of Lauderdale, my votes have always been received and counted.

It is particularly necessary to be understood, that I have also done every act required
by the law and usages of Scotland, to establish myself in my peerage character. In
those respects, though a lineal heir, and succeeding my mother, I strictly followed the
example set, before my time, by numerous other existing Peers, or their predecessors,
on succeeding to their titles, and who never went to the House of Lords for confirmation
of dignity. The noble Lords to whom I allude were, it is believed, without a single
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exception, (and there are nearly twenty who come into the list,) collateral heirs; some
of them, indeed, very distant collaterals. But it is a mistaken idea that is at present en.
tertained by a majority of the public, both in England and Scotland, that either lineal
or collateral heirs of Scottish peerages are bound to prove their right before the House
of Lords *. Very numerous instances could be adduced, to shew that even collaterals,
except in the instance of a competition for the title, or when the descent of the heir
was extremely doubtful, never took such a step, or thought of doing so. They took
up their title, obtained services of heirship, and exercised their privilege of voting at
elections, but did no¢ apply to a committee of privileges to sanction what fell upon them
in the course of descent. I had the superior advantage of succeeding as a lineal heir
to my family honours. Four different juries of my countrymen have, by their verdicts,
established the fact, that I am the lawful and only heir entitled to the honours of my
family. I succeeded as the son of a Peeress, the grandson and nephew of Peers. My
title stands uncontaminated upon the Great Roll; and it is well to remark, that in a
“ return to an order of the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, in
“« Parliament assembled,” of the 23d of August 1831, requiring ¢ that there be laid
¢ before this House a copy of the Union Roll of the Peerage of Scotland, and a List of
¢ all those Peers who voted at all general elections since the year 1800, distinguishing
“ each election,” which was ordered to be printed 5th September 1831, my name
appears in the lists for 1830 and 1831 ; on which occasions, as well as others preceding
and subsequent thereto, I voted without protest : I say with perfect truth, without
protest ; for both protests of the Duke of Buccleuch, and one by the Earl of Lauder-
dale in 1831, were against the officiating clerks at the Peers’ elections, not direct pro-
tests against myself. On the last occasion of the Duke’s offering me so very unmean-
ing and useless a proof of his sentiments and hostility, I not only answered, but counter-
protested against the reception of his Grace’s vote; and I am advised that a similar
course would be the proper one for me to adopt at any future election, if such protest
should be repeated.

I cannot, however, suppose that the Duke of Buccleuch, or any other Scotch Peer,
would persist in this kind of opposition. It is so inapplicable to my case, that it cer-
tainly must have been recurred to heretofore from a misconception of the real circum-
stances attending it. In the lofty station of the peerage, it cannot be imagined that
any would put themselves forward in such a way from mere private considerations, or

* Not wishing to be thought presumptuous in hazarding authoritatively such an assertion as the above, I beg
leave to refer any readers who would like to satisfy themselves on the subject, to “ A Disquisition on the
“ Right of Jurisdiction in Peerage Successions, particularly the Peerage of Scotland,” published by Ridgway,

Piccadilly, 1830.
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to gratify others’ malice ; for were that the fact, what would such opposition amount to ?
Would it be any thing better than useless annoyance, offered at the instigation of a

hidden enemy, who wished to wound my feelings and to inflict an il‘ljl‘ll'y‘? I have no
desire to injure the noble Lords who have made me the object of their attacks; nor
should I have animadverted on their past conduct towards me, but in self-defence, and
because it certainly is now required to shew the public what has .been t-he true nature
of the opposition I have met with. Every man of sense—every impartial and unpre-
judiced Englishman—will at once admit that I ought to have faur play,.—fthat I ought
not to be singled out for persecution, insult, and denial of right, when it is unquestion-
able that I have done as much as any of the Scotch Peers to whom allusion has been
already made, and infinitely more than several amongst them, to sl-le-w and establish my
right to the peerage. They have long enjoyed their titles and privileges unchallenged
either by Scotch or English authorities ; and pray, why am I denied the same advan-
tages? Is it meant for me to understand that there is one measure of justice for those
Peers, and another for me ? That because they have been for a long series of years un-
disturbed, and have powerful connexions, wealth, and influence to protect them, their
situations are different from mine ? Those who shall use such arguments may depend
upon it they will not satisfy me, or drive me from the vantage ground I have obtained.
If any distinctions could with propriety be made, they would rather be expected in
favour of the succession of the son to his mother, by law a Peeress, and in whose parti-
cular branch the honours had been vested from the year 1739, than in favour of such
instances of collateral succession.

What says Wallace, an eminent writer upon the Scotch peerage ? Why, that ¢ honours
“ are not enjoyed by any person to whom they devolve, under the will or right
“ of inheritance of his ancestor; but are derived, by every possessor of them, solely
¢ from the favour of the King, as if each successive individual possible to come into
“ being, and inherit them, had been distinctly foreseen, particularly named, and origi-
““ nally called, in the royal charter which granted them. In consequence, a Peer re-
‘“ quires not a service, a conveyance, or the using of any form, to acquire a dignity that
¢ is cast on him by descent ; but, on the death of his ancestor, is fully vested in it
“ merely by existence, and may assume it at pleasure.”

Upon this principle, the collateral heirs in question conformed to the laws and usages
of Scotland only, in taking up the titles which devolved upon them, without applying
to the House of Lords for allowance of dignity. In the right of succession to their
honours, they justly deemed it unnecessary to do more than the laws of their own
country required them to do. They were not questioned or challenged by any other
partics, and therefore became entitled to them merely by descent. The House of
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Lords cannot alter the course of trial of descent, the laws and customs of Scotland being
confirmed by the articles of the Treaty of Union. A vast deal more might be added,
to shew what has been invariably the practice in Scotland in peerage cases, except in a
few instances where convenience was consulted, or where there were competitors ; but
I think I have sufficiently shewn, for my present purpose, that on the bare grounds of
ancient custom in the Scottish peerage, and of precedent, 1 am entitled to equal favour
in the enjoyment of my rights and privileges, with the existing Peers who are similarly
circumstanced. But if my position on those grounds be so strong, it certainly is ren-
dered inexpugnable by the various acts I have now to mention, of the highest authori-
ties in the realm; and although sinister attempts have been subsequently made by
some of those very authorities to cancel what they formerly did, I maintain that such
injustice has only exposed their disregard of principle, without destroying the validity
of their first recognitions.

My title has been recognised by the acts of

The King in Council,

The Lord High Chancellor,

His Majesty’s Ministers,

The Law Tribunals in Scotland,

The Law Tribunals in England.

It was on the occasion of his present Majesty’s coronation that I petitioned the King
in Council to be allowed to do homage at that ceremony, as hereditary Lieutenant of
Nova Scotia, or that his Majesty would be graciously pleased to dispense with the said
homage, under a salvo jure for any future occasion. This petition was dated 29th
August 1831, and the very next day was replied to by the Lords of the Committee of
Council, acquainting me, that as his Majesty had already approved of a ceremonial, he
was pleased to grant a dispensation, under a salvo jure for any future occasion, as
prayed for. The letter addressed to me as  Harl of Stirling” bears the seal of the
Council Office.

The recognition of Lord Chancellor Lyndhurst was on the occasion of an approach-
ing election of Representative Peers m Scotland, when his Lordship certified (20th
August 1880) that the  Farl of Stirling” had appeared before him in the Court of
Chancery, and had taken the oaths to qualify him to vote, by signed list, at the general
election. I have a right to lay, and do lay, particular stress upon this act of the Chan-
cellor, who took ten days to consider, and summoned my counsel to attend him, before
he would sign the certificate ; and after his Lordship had signed it, he wrote me the
following mnote, in which all who have the honour of knowing that great luminary of
the English law, will admire the polite attention and gentlemanly feeling which dic-

tated it.
B
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¢ The Lord Chancellor presents his compliments to Lord Stirling, and has directed
«« the Great Seal to be affixed to the writ certifying his Lordship’s having taken the

¢ usual oaths. The Lord Chancellor will regret very much if the delay has put Lord

¢« Stirling to any inconvenience.
«“ George Street, 20th August 1830.”

The recognitions of his Majesty’s ministers are contained in numerous official letters,
during a correspondence with them in the months of September and October 1831, and
in March, July, September and November 1833, when I was addressed as Earl of
Stirling by the First Lord and the other Lords of the Treasury, by the Secretary of
State for the Colonies, and by other heads of Government departments.

The law tribunals in Scotland specially, by a judgment of the Lords of the Second
Division of the Court of Session, (after consulting the Lords of the First Division, )
dated 9th February 1831, acknowledged my status as Karl of Stirling. Their Lordships
pronounced judgment, after hearing the arguments of counsel on both sides, in an action
then pending at my instance, and ¢ sustained instance in the name of Alexander, Earl
of Stirling *.”

In the English law courts, on two occasions, when opposing parties attempted to
proceed against me as a commoner, Lord Tenterden, in the Court of King’s Bench, and
Chief-Justice Tindal, in the Court of Common Pleas, ordered the bail-bonds to be re-
called, and common, instead of special, bail to be filed, on the ground of peerage T.

The following excellent opinion of a learned Scotch advocate, who is now Chief
Judge and President of the Court of Appeal at the Mauritius, though given nearly
seven years ago, and then only upon consideration of the first steps I had taken, accord-
ing to the ancient custom of Scotland, will, I think, be particularly valuable to enforce
and conclude my arguments on that branch of the subject.

* As it is probable that certain evil-minded persons will at present be disposed to cavil about this decision of
the Supreme Court, in consequence of the result obtained last January by the parties who made a trial of my
privileges in the same Court, I wish to observe, that although the Judges then declined pronouncing upon
such a point of peerage law, their doing so does not cancel the former judgment as to my right of suing as Earl
of Stirling ; and, moreover, that if I had then been as well prepared as I shall hereafter be, to meet my enemies
on the ground of peerage privileges in the Court of Session, they would not have succeeded in their nefarious
purposes.

1 The extraordinary failare of a plea in abatement, which, at the suggestion of my legal advisers, was resorted
to some months after the first decision of the Court of Common Pleas in my favour, was caused by a misiake or
omission of the gentleman who drew the plea, of @ very serious nature, and altogether unaccountable on the
part of a professional man, who ought to have known better, and been aware that t;}mt he left out was the pith

Of.lhedplea- By that act, and the negligence of other parties, I lost the benefit of the first great advantages 1 had
gained.
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Copy of Mr Wilson’s Opinion, on a case submitted to him as to the titles of the
Farl of Stirling.
“ LincoLN's INN, 15. SERLE STREET,
“ 12th November 1829.
I am of opinion, that, by the service and retour in the preceding page, the claimant
*“ has established his character as nearest heir, &c. and acquired and vested in his per-
‘“ son the dignities possessed by his ancestors. Having so clothed himself, in the form
““ required by law, with that character, the peerage rank and dignity of his ancestors
““ drop on him by descent. He does not require any further or ulterior proceedings
¢ for the purpose of completing the investiture of these honours. I see no authority
““in the law of Scotland for requiring that a claimant to a Scotch peerage must, in order
‘¢ to complete or perfect his rights, apply to the House of Lords for allowance of dignity.
¢ No person disputes or challenges the right and title of the claimant. On the con-
‘¢ trary, he is known and recognised as the Earl of Stirling, has publicly exercised the
<« privilege of a Peer by voting in the election of a Representative Peer of Scotland, and
“ his vote has been received without dissent by the assembled Peers. In my humble
‘¢ opinion, were he to go to the House of Lords by petition for allowance of dignity,
‘“ he would be confessing a doubt of his own character, surrendering the rights of the
¢ Scotch nobility, and recognising a jurisdiction in this particular not made imperative
“ by the Treaty of Union. Still, a party claiming the dignity of a Scotch peerage may,
¢ if he choose, try the experiment, whether the House will entertain his claim and de-
‘¢ cide upon 1t ; and there are instances in which the party has so applied and the
¢ House so acted. But, as far as Scotch authorities enable me, on principle, to judge,
¢ I consider such applications, except in cases utterly distinct and different from the
¢ present, to have been merely optional in the party, and probably resorted to from
““ motives of convenience.
¢« If the present Earl of Stirling has formally, legally, and on sufficient evidence,
¢ proved his character, as ex facie appears from the service and retour, &c. he, until
¢ successfully challenged by a competitor nearer in blood, is, and must remain, the Earl
«¢ of Stirling, whether he seeks for and obtains from the House of Lords the allowance
« of dignity, or not.
¢ The opinion of
(Signed) ¢« James WiLson.”

From all that has now been stated on the subject of my peerage, I cannot doubt that
every candid reader will be of opinion that 1 have been shamefully and unjustifiably

treated. I shall now proceed to expose the inconsistency of those who deny my right,
B 2
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while they acknowledge that of other Peers similarly situated, and none of whom have
passed through the ordeals to which the envy, fear, jealousy, hatred and persecution I
have encountered year after year obliged me to submit. The party of whose oppressive
and arbitrary conduct I shall first take notice are his Majesty’s Government.
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SECTION II.

UNJUST AND INCONSISTENT CONDUCT OF THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT.

On the subject that has been just announced I shall unavoidably be somewhat diffuse ;
and I must premise by observing, that, from the time of my first appearing at the elec-
tion of a Representative Peer of Scotland, in June 1825, until all my legal titles were
completed by a fourth and special service of heirship, followed by seisin and infeftment
of my American property, at the castle of Edinburgh, in July 1831, I had never been
noticed, nor had any attempt ever been made, by the agents of the Crown in Scotland,
to interfere with my proceedings, which, from the first, were as public and open to at-
tention as it was possible to make them. When I approached Government, therefore,
in the autumn of the last-mentioned year, it was with confidence, nay, even with strong
prepossessions in favour of ministers, from whom I expected an attentive hearing, and,
in the end, justice. I was unsupported, it is true, by wealth or influence, but I hoped
to be sufficiently recommended by an unsullied character and a good cause. My legal
titles, as above mentioned, had just been completed, and I was, as far as the law could
effect, in full legal possession of my property, and the official dignities and offices at-
tached thereto. Thus, although I had, anteriorly to that period, met with some oppo-
sition at Peers’ elections in Scotland, and on the same subject of peerage had been,
to my great surprise, also opposed in my wish to be presented to my Sovereign, I had
no misgivings about an application for leave to submit my property rights and titles
(which were distinct from, and, in fact, had nothing whatsoever to do with the question
that had been raised as to my peerage) to Earl Grey’s Government.

Whatever may have been the intentions and resolves of the whole Cabinet, as to my
Just demands, previously to any direct application on my part, 1 imagine that few per-
sons will think the Colonial Secretary was justified in refusing to hear what I (or my
agents and counsel in my name) had to say ; or even to look at the papers, documents,
and evidences 1 was prepared to lay before him. My overtures had been made in the
following words. I quote from the letter of my solicitors, in December 1831, to the
Earl of Ripon, then Lord Goderich.

¢« We are instructed, on the part of Lord Stirling, to open a negociation with the
¢« Government, having for its object a full and satisfactory adjustment of claims and
« titles on principles of reciprocal advantage. The Government and his Lordship
“ united have clearly the undisputed power over the territories contained in the char-
“ ter, to deal with them as may be deemed expedient : the interests of each appears
“ to be best consulted and secured on a basis of mutual accommodation ; so also the
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“ object for which the charters were originally designed. If your Lordship shall be of
“ opinion that an amicable adjustment is desirable, we shall then most readily and re-
« spectfully attend to any suggestion your Lordship may make, with a view to the ac-
« complishment of the proposed end. Our most anxious wish is to combine the public
« service with the great duty we owe to our noble client’s interest, and we think they
« are intimately blended together.”

The answer to such an overture was a letter, dated the 31st of January 1832, in which
Lord Howick, by directions of Lord Goderich, expressed himself thus :

« Lord Goderich directs me to say, for your information, that his Majesty’s Govern-
«« ment decline to enter into any negociation with yourself or your client on the sub-
“ ject of his claims. Lord Goderich is of opinion that no advantage, public or private,
« is to be anticipated from prolonging the correspondence which your client has opened
« with this department respecting his claims ; but that he should be distinctly apprised
“ that they are, and will be, altogether denied and resisted.”

So, without having ever heard a single word uttered by myself or my agents on the
subject of my claims, without having seen what statements and proofs in support of
them I possessed, and was quite ready to produce, the Government of England, (that
self-styled FREE country,) composed of men whose high rank, education, gentlemanly
feelings, and official power, ought to have made them the natural protectors of my here-
ditary rights, considered it sufficient to meet the respectful application made by me to
be heard, as if, instead of being the heir of the noble founder of Nova Scotia, I had been
some noisy ruffian, clamorously demanding what I had no right to ; and who, as such,
and disturbing the important labours of these official personages, was ordered to be
driven away by their underlings. This comparison may not be very agreeable to the
noble Lords of whose discourteous treatment I complain, but it is most true ; and I will
add, that no beggar at the door of a stately mansion ever had it slapped in his face
with less ceremony than, without deigning to listen or inquire, my honest, just, and
well-supported claims were summarily rejected by England’s Colonial Minister.

This was the beginning ; but my solicitors not being able to persuade themselves that
my Lords Goderich and Howick could act in so unjustifiable a way towards me without
there being some extraordinary misapprehension as to my situation, and the grounds of
claim which they had been asked to examine, determined to make another attempt.
Accordingly, on the 8d of February 1832, a most excellent and sensible letter was
written by Mr Burn, (the head partner,) in which he endeavoured to remove all objec-
tion to negociate with me, by clearly shewing, that if, as it appeared, the Colonial Se-
cretary considered the peerage question a bar thereto, he was prepared to clear up every
doubt previowsly on that subject. He stated, indeed, a few leading arguments to satisfy
Lord Goderich that he could do so. He lamented that any mistake as to the title of
his client should be the cause of such claims to property being cast aside ; deprecated
the necessity of resorting to other means of redress, if the objection were maintained ;
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but most properly hinted, that if I were driven to that extremity, the very circum-
stance of so vast a power being centred in my opponent, was that which more loudly
called for the strictest adherence to equity and justice. Mr Burn further observed, that,
“ beyond all doubt, the theory of British legislation and government is laid on the sure
¢ foundation of perfect and impartial justice to every one.” Alas! how rarely is it so
i practice. He stated, that, had an opening been left for negociation, he was instructed
and prepared, on my part, fo make the most ample concessions, &c.

On the 4th of February, with singular dispatch, Lord Howick wrote again; but it
was only to inform Mr Burn, by Lord Goderich’s directions, that it never had been,
and was not then, his intention to intimate any opinion respecting the validity of my
claim to the Earldom of Stirling ; that he conceived, until my right to that title was
established to the satisfaction of his Majesty or the House of Peers, it could not with
propriety be recognised in any official communication written by the King’s Secretary
of State, or by his direction. The letter concluded, by again declining any further dis-
cussion of the other topics in Mr Burn’s letter.

My advisers still thinking that misapprehensions existed on this important subject at
the Colonial Office, wrote, on the 6th of February, to the following effect, viz. That al-
though they had no disposition to prolong a correspondence little likely to lead to fa-
vourable results, yet they considered, that the evident misapprehension of circumstances
on the part of the Office ought to be set right. They then most distinctly stated, that
my title as a Peer, and my title as the heir of the first Earl of Stirling to the territories
claimed, were totally and entirely distinct rights, but seemed to be considered by Lord
Goderich as identical ; that they should not comment on, or reply to, the distinction
taken for not recognising my peerage title * ; that, for the present, might therefore
be left out of consideration : the most important interest of the territorial property,
was the only one they would venture to press on his Lordship’s attention : they did
so respectfully, at this period of the correspondence, lest the decision given against my
claim, being mixed up with that against my title, might have induced the refusal to
negociate. A few more appropriate remarks concluded their final attempt to make the
Colonial Minister sensible of the injustice he was doing me : I say final, for as no reply
was ever received, the correspondence ended there.

Now, let me ask, Are British subjects freemen or slaves? Have we a constitution to
afford us protection from the rod of tyrants, and the oppressor’s contumely and violence ;
or is it all mere folly to believe that such fine theories are any thing with us but the veriest
farce in existence? Poor John Bull is always very fond of ranting about his love of
liberty, his independence of mind, his unbounded liberality, and so forth; yet if a

* How little ground there was for Lord Goderich’s frivolous objection to the recognition of my peerage
status has been fully shewn in another part of this Narrative.
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«« pretty considerable” portion of John’s numerous progeny were not, in spite of such
boasting, the most unfeeling, selfish mortals to be found on the earth’s surface, the most
devoted idolaters of Mammon, and men more subservient to power than the Persians
or Chinese, surely, when the treatment I met with from Government, not only on .the
first occasion just described, but on others which I shall have to notice, was the. su.b.]ect
of general conversation at an after period, I should have heard something like 1ndlgna-
tion expressed by those, who, possessing influence as well as colossal fortunes, might
have done great things in my favour. Such men there are, who bawl and bluster fear-
fully at public meetings ; and, when it suits their purpose, their political views, or their
vanity, can make speeches in Parliament which gain them credit for the most generous,
humane, and kindly feelings ; yet who, having no such objects in view, cover their wilful
blindness to an abuse of authority, in such a case as mine, with a few unmeaning ejacu-
lations, or an affectation of not knowing who in the world I am ; and ¢ sorry not to
¢ have it in my power to interfere ; but, you know, 1 have so much on my hands!” &c.
I do not wish by this sarcasm, which I unhesitatingly apply to men of the class referred
to, to be understood as denying that there is a large portion also of most worthy, ami-
able, and influential members of the Bull family, who are always ready to do any good
actions in their power, only it has hitherto strangely happened that I have not had the
good fortune to meet with the latter. I have found many, without either great wealth
or sufficient influence, whose excellent hearts and well-ordered minds would have
prompted them to do any thing and every thing I desired ; but, alas! what could they
do against the overwhelming influence and power of my oppressors? In England, (it
cannot be denied,) nothing in such a case can be effectually done but by those whose
riches, family connexions, and political influence, enable them to wield arms which even
the ministry cannot long resist. Assured, at present, of generous co-operation from
some of these individuals, and from others who, though not English, have power to
serve me, I proceed with my Narrative.

After making my overtures, in the manner stated, to Lord Goderich, and being
so rudely, so imperiously denied a hearing, a question arises as to the legality of refusal,
on the part of a minister of the Crown, to allow a British subject to state his case to
him. Is not a ministry formed for the administration of the affairs of the nation ? Was
not the exposition of the most extensive and valuable chartered rights (uneapired and
unextinguishable, as is clearly shewn in the course of this work, while a lawful heir of
Sir William Alexander is in existence,) truly a national affair, and a subject for mature
consideration, instead of one to be hastily and petulantly got rid of by a minister’s sic volo,
sic jubeo, on the instant, as was done by my Lord Goderich? Was he justified in thus
endeavouring to trample upon rights established by the law, according to all the custo-
mary forms, after many years’ perseverance, and at an immense expense to me, without
deigning to investigate, and merely because he was prompted to do so by his prejudices
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or caprice ? Such conduct, I think, must be open to impeachment. At all events, if
there be in these times a tithe of the honour, generosity and good feeling, which, in
times gone by, distinguished my countrymen, I need not fear that my oppressors, in
the plenitude of their power, will be able to shelter themselves from the animadversions
which a faithful exposition of their tyranny, and of the paltry means more than once re-
sorted to, by them or their agents, to accomplish the destruction of an honourable family,
will call forth. Even those who form their parties, support their general measures, and
ply them with adulation, if they be honest and sincere in their desire to reform abuses,
cannot approve of the manner in which I have been treated.

The first wicked and truly disgraceful act of official hostility towards me requiring notice,
is that of a ministerial underling. It is one that would appear incredible to my readers,
and, indeed, is of such a nature, that if there were not ample means of proving all that
will be stated respecting it, I should not be so mad as to allude to it in any way, It
was nothing less than an attempt made, by the private secretary of the Earl of Ripon,
(when his Lordship was Viscount Goderich, and Secretary of State for the Colonies,) #o
entrap me, by means of a forged letter, into the hands of a merciless enemy, whose
unprovoked, deadly hate, and espousal of another person’s quarrel, had, for twelve months
preceding, been the cause of infinite distress and annoyance to me and my family.
The real object of the private secretary must have been, not only to assist that person,
but to make himself acceptable to his patron, by doing what he expected would have
operated as a quietus upon me and my claims. It will be seen in the able exposition of
this dark affair, written subsequently by my solicitor, and which I have the satisfaction
of republishing in the Appendix to this work, how the vile attempt was defeated, but
how narrowly I escaped falling into the snare. By comparing the lithographic copies
of the forged letter, which was dated 22d August 1832, and of the secretary’s letter to
Mr Burn, dated 24th of the same month, any one accustomed to such a mode of veri-
fying handwriting will be satisfied, as more than a dozen of gentlemen in public offices
in London were, that the same individual wrote both letters. = In consequence of the
observation more than once made to me, that Mr Burn’s account did not go far enough,
to enable an impartial reader to form a correct opinion of the part which Lord Ripon’s
secretary is accused of having taken in it, I have yielded to the advice of my friends,
in publishing further #he whole correspondence on the subject. The Earl of Ripon
himself was no doubt ignorant of the act done in his name, and, I dare say, it was
because his Lordship could not bring himself to believe his protegé capable of such a
criminal and dishonourable scheme for another’s destruction, that he unguardedly be-
came the champion and defender of the accused. But will not the public think, that
instead of thus entering the lists with me, it would have been more dignified and con-
sistent for his Lordship, as the proper authority on the occasion, to express disgust at the
prostitution of his name for so vile a purpose, and readiness to allow of the strictest in-

C
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vestigation ? Would not that have been the preferable course for the Secretary of State
to take, from whose office the forged letter was dated ?

Little as my Lord Ripon may be inclined to give me credit for generos1ty and for-
bearance, I solemnly declare, that I was urged at the time by many gentlemen to pur-
sue the affair farther than I did ; but I refused to do so, in the hope—alas ! ground-
less—that if I refrained, I should afterwards find the Government disposed to listen to
any renewed overtures I might be advised to make. How was my forbearance reward-
ed? Why, by multiplied outrages and provocations ; the most atrocious of which was
a deliberate attempt to rob. me of what is dearer to me than my life—my good name !
~—and to revenge the discovery of the real forgery at the Colonial Office, by instructing
the agents of the Crown in Scotland to accuse me of putting in forged papers to sup-
port my claims. [ shall animadvert on this last-named atrocity just now ; but I have
not yet done with Lord Ripon and his private secretary.

I am compelled, by having found no mercy, no moderation, no desire whatever
manifested by his Majesty’s ministers to pursue a more praiseworthy course of proceed-
ings respecting me, as a necessary part of this narrative of my wrongs, to complete my
exposition of the forged letter business by the following remarks :

The public will learn with astonishment, that the private secretary, who could thus
wantonly lend himself to be made the criminal instrument of private revenge, after
doing what would have been quite sufficient to send any individual, less powerfully pro-
tected, to expiate his crime at Sydney or Van Diemen’s land, was, through his patron’s
influence, actually REWARDED WITH KNIGHTHOOD, and a HIGH APPOINTMENT in the
donian Islands,—a convenient removal from the scene of danger. What then are the
natural inferences ? A careful perusal of Mr Burn’s memoir, and of the correspondence,
will lead to them. To countenance the commission of an act so wicked and dishonour-
able, by heaping honours upon the offender, and sending him in great haste out of the
country, is not the best way of disclaiming all knowledge of the league of that party
with my private enemy. That league was only part of a widely extended conspiracy to
effect my ruin, the existence of which I have already shewn ; and the acts of other
Government agents, to which I shall have occasion to allude, unfortunately warrant sus-
picion, that an understanding with my private enemies has been, to a certain extent,
kept up ever since.

The next act traced, like the former, to the Colonial Office, was one of obstruction
to a sale of lands in New Brunswick, which, as Sir William Alexander’s proved heir,
and BY LAW in possession, I was fully authorised to effect, on the plan that had been
recommended to me. ‘This sale was to have taken place on the 7th of November 1832,
but was stopped by the insertion of a demi.official advertisement in the Times news-
paper of that date, and by preventing the insertion of another which I had sent re-
-specting the sale. Now, without entering here into arguments, as convincing as they
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were powerful, used by my solicitor, in a letter on the subject which appeared in the
newspapers of that period, I shall merely observe, that ministers had no more right to
stop the sale as they did, than they would have at present to interfere with the Duke of
Sutherland, the Marquis of Westminster, or any other Peer or Commoner in the realm,
to prevent the sale of any of their estates. I denounce the interference as altogether
unwarrantable ; and equally so the directions sent to the local authorities in the Ame-
rican provinces, to oppose any entry that might be made upon the unoccupied lands
there by my grantees. I indeed maintain, that the latter abuse of their power was a
direct violation of the special clauses in the royal charters of grant to my ancestor.

But these are solitary instances, among many, of the manner in which Government
mfluence was misused to bias public opinion at the same period, with the evident inten-
tion of bearing me down, and inflicting such injury as might annihilate me and my
claims. It would be waste of time to notice particularly these minor acts of oppression.
I shall only mention, that Government, and numerous individuals who have, from inte-
rested motives, seconded their views as much as possible, seem always to have been aware,
that if I obtained the command of large pecuniary resources, I should also obtain, in ex-
act proportion, power to resist their tyrannical proceedings. Hence, one of their chief
objects all along has been to prevent my obtaining money ; and the stabs given to my
credit, by the swindling transactions of agents employed by me in the years 1829-30-31,
rendered the execution of their plans comparatively easy. ~ Circumstances having obliged
me to attempt the negociation of loans, the parties applied to for that purpose, though
cautioned as to the inevitable consequence of going to the Government offices for infor-
mation, invariably did so, and by that means afforded the opportunities desired, in
those quarters, of expressing opinions which when reported to me, would have roused
my utmost indignation, if I had not felt that such conduct was worthy rather of silent
contempt.

Passing from allusions to petty acts of malevolence, I now return to the consideration
of that most malicious and vindictive course of proceeding in Scotland, which I have
already noticed, as shewing, by the instructions that were sent to the Crown agents
there, that even the limited publicity given by my friends to the forged letter business
had suggested, as a means of vengeance, an attempt to. sap the very foundation of my
hereditary rights, by accusing me of using forged documents to support them. My
readers will see in this proceeding, undoubted evidence of the wish of the Government
party not only to despoil me of my inheritance, but to ruin my character. Ought it to
be tolerated in the nineteenth century,—in this age of Reform,—that without the shadow
of a just pretext, a British subject, who had proved his descent, and established his legal
character of heir before four impartial juries of his countrymen, should be attacked, on
a sudden, in this way, by the worthless satellites of an arbitrary ministry ? That in the
Supreme Court of Scotland, where he had previously defeated them in every instance,

c2
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his expectations of an early and favourable decision should be blighted, and his efforts
to proceed in the exercise of his powers be paralysed, by having an infamous, false, and
abominable accusation of forgery alleged against him. Virtuous and honourable men
will, I am sure, answer with indignation, ¢ Assuredly not.”

The most serious consequences of this charge have been, first, protracted litigation, at
an expense which, under the circumstances, it was almost impossible to compass by any ar-
rangements I could make. To increase those expenses, and, as was unscrupulously avowed,
“ to make a run wupon my resources,” in the hope of triumphing in that dishonourable
way, every scheme that their ingenuity and the practices of chicane could devise was
had recourse to, for the purposes of delay. From term to term, during three years and
a half, the final pleadings of the cause have been put off, and of course no judgment
obtained. Enormous additional expenses have been incurred, by the necessity of col-
lecting a complete body of new evidence to support the points of pedigree, rendered
doubtful by the documents originally used to prove them being impugned. In this ob-
ject I have, however, succeeded, though the undertaking appeared at first to be one of
insuperable difficulty. The second serious consequence has been injury to my charac-
ter, by the aspersions of those private enemies, who, ever on the watch for new oppor-
tunities of doing mischief, gladly seized upon the one afforded them by the atrocious
charge to misrepresent all that occurred in Court, magnify the evil, and thus increase
my sufferings. These demons, who, for the gratification of private animosity, arising
out of bitter disappointment at being checked in the execution of their own worst de-
signs against me, have done their utmost to second those of the Crown party, were
enabled, by such an occurrence in Scotland, to circulate their calumnies with more sue-
cess than was possible before that time. Their sinister object was promoted by the
practice in Scotland of printing papers for the Court, by which means the charges
brought against a defendant, and the knowledge of which, before trial, is confined, in
England, to the parties chiefly interested in the suit, can, with the printer’s assistance,
be made known all over the kingdom, by multiplying the copies of such papers. The
men who oppose me had recourse to that expedient ; and by sending many of the papers
to the wretches leagued with them in London, their calumnies were handed about to
effect the ruin of my character.

From all that has been stated respecting the acts of Earl Grey’s administration, the
reader will perceive that an unparalleled system of injustice and persecution was organ-
ised, for the tyrannical purpose of overpowering me. The members of that Government
were unscrupulous as to the means of accomplishing their object. Though I had never
disgraced my character, sullied my name, or done any thing of which I ought to be
ashamed, they hesitated not to accuse, vilify, persecute and oppress me. The meekest
spirit would revolt under such treatment as I have met with ; and as I cannot boast of
any superiority on the score of meekness or patience, it is no wonder, I think, that in-
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dignation, and a deep sense of my wrongs, have at last demanded free utterance. They
could no longer be smothered by those  considerations of expediency” which, for
years, have been impressed on my mind by well-meaning, timid persons, and have kept
me silent and suffering, till I have been driven, by the atrocious system of my enemies,
from house and home in my father-land.

So strong has been the tide of injustice set in aga