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PREFACE

ANCESTRY as a basis for biography is legitimised by
custom, but it is often uninteresting! Yet the founders
of the House of Elibank belong to a period that still lives in
song and story, and so I have ventured a chapter on James
Murray’s progenitors—partly in the hope that my estimate
of his character may receive a certain confirmation
therefrom.

His connection with Canada, however, forms my chiefl
reason for writing. There has been no small controversy
regarding the campaigns of 1759-60—<the struggle for
Canada ”’—and I have endeavoured to bring out the truth,
and to indicate the leading part which fell to him. His
government of Quebec for seven years, and his efforts
to secure justice for the French inhabitants, has been
obscured by the effects of the convulsion that was even
then brewing in America, yet as a founder of the Canadian
constitution as we know it now, Murray’s work was
remarkable and enduring.

The story of Minorca and its heroic defence, which
forms the concluding episode of his active career, is perhaps
of minor interest to us in these days, shadowed by
memories of the Great War; but even in this case it is of
interest to recall the gallantry of soldiers of other times
under conditions not less trying than those we have
cxperience of.

My thanks are especially due to Viscount Elibank, who
generously placed at my disposal a large number of family
papers ; to the Hon. Dudley Murray, who gave me much
time and labour at the Public Record Office; to my aunt,
Mrs. James Murray, and my cousin, the Rev. James Arthur
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LIFE OF GENERAL THE
HON. JAMES MURRAY

CHAPTER 1
THE MURRAYS OF ELIBANK

“Every Scottish man has a pedigree. It is a national
prerogative as inalienable as his pride and his poverty.”
I commence these memoirs, as the Author of Waverley
commenced his autobiography, for I think that a sketch
of the ancestry of James Murray, which I hope may not
in itself want in interest, cannot fail to aid in forming a
true estimation of the man himself. Heredity counts for
much even in our day, and was more marked in its effect
at the time of which I am writing. In Scotland, particu-
larly, the continuance of the feudal system up to a late date
of the eighteenth century made the line dividing the scions
of the noble houses from those who were their dependents
more clearly defined than can be easily pictured to-day,
and could not fail to inducc a sense of command in those
brought up in such a school.

The ““ Scottish man’ who treasured the history of his
family was imbued with its traditions and bore himself
accordingly. A highland chief in those days was a law
unto himself, subject to the central authority of the Crown
in so loose a fashion, that government consisted more in
producing a balance of power in a series of minor states
than in authoritatively ruling them. In the lowlands, with
which I am immediately concerned, the Sovereign’s power

extended further, but here also the legacy of border warfare
1



2 THE MURRAYS OF ELIBANK

and of blood feuds between various families had served to
maintain the idea, even when the fact had vanished, that
the strong man armed keepeth his house in peace.

The family of Blackbarony, of which our family of
Elibank is a branch, claim descent from the same source
as the noble family of Atholl, and if William de Moravia
ranks in relation to a number of Scottish families in somc-
what similar degree as Brian Boroihme to as many in
Ireland, I have no intention of bringing reproof on my
head from descendants of either hero (the more so. as I
claim both myself !) by casting any doubts on the authen-
ticity of the pedigree. 1 therefore propose to skip various
generations of Moravia, Moray, and Murray, and come at
once to Sir Andrew Murray of Blackbarony, who was the
head of that ancient family in the first half of the sixteenth
century.

Sir Andrew succeeded to the family honours as an
infant in 1513, when his father fell on Flodden side; and
during his lifetime maintained his rights in the good old
simple plan, like most of his neighbours. By his second
wife, Grizel Bethune, he became the father of Gideon
Murray, his third son, who was first of Elibank, and with
whom this history properly commences; but before
parting with Sir Andrew and his wife 1 cannot forbear,
at the risk of a digression, from putting in my record some
recollections of the romantic history which this union
brought into the ancestry of my hero.

Grizel Bethune was onc of the younger daughters of
John Bethune or Beaton of Criech, in Fifeshire, and the
name brings us at once into close touch with the tragic
story of Mary of Scotland. Her two elder sisters were
Janet, and Margaret, Lady Forbes of Reres, and about
these a host of memories arise. Janet was a lady of
matrimonial proclivities, her third husband being Walter
Scott of Buccleugh, known to fame as Wicked Watt,”
for, indeed, nearly all Scotts were Walters, and it was very
necessary to bestow on them distinctive epithets. Wicked
Watt was murdered in Edinburgh in 1552, and Janet as
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his widow, whose ‘“ burning pride and high disdain forbade
the rising tear to flow,” is the heroine of the Lay of the Last
Minstrel; but her claim to historic fame rests rather on
her connection with Mary Stuart than on the poet’s licence
of Sir Walter Scott. It was she who was known as the
‘“ Auld Witch of Buccleuch,” she who was alleged to have
cast love spells round the unfortunate queen to encompass
the marriage with Bothwell, a story we may reject right
off as originating in the evil tongues of the day which were
many and sharp, for it is at least certain that she parted
in anger from her Royal mistress immediately after the
disastrous event; she to whom scandalous tongues attri-
buted love affairs with Bothwell himself, though she was
quite old enough to be the mother of that * glorious, rash,
hazardous young man,” nevertheless it is curious that
both she and Bothwell had the reputation of dabbling in
*“ black magic,” and the lady at least was credited with
powers to call *the viewless forms from air.” It was
Janet, too, from whom originated the story in the Reiver’s
Wedding, that she laid before her hungry retainers a dish
containing just a pair of silver spurs, as a dclicate hint
that it was time to be up and doing, and Cumberland beef
was to be had for the taking. No doubt she was a redoubt-
able lady, quite capable of leading her Scotts on a foray,
and of showing the truth of the maxim that *‘ nothing
came amiss to a Scott that was not too heavy or too hot.”” *

Lady Forbes of Reres was a close companion of Mary’s,
and fortunately we can dismiss as mere scandal the storics
rctailed by that princc of ungrateful liars, Master George
Buchanan. She was the “fat massy old woman > that
Buchanan alleges was let down by a ¢ string > over the
wall of the Exchequer House at Edinburgh when on a dis-
graceful errand to Bothwell—though why she should not
have taken the more reasonable method of going through
the gate by which Bothwell returned with her is not

¥ 1t is likely enough that it was the queen herself who applied
this epithet to her unruly Scotts, for Mary, no doubt, had read her
Rabelais from cover to cover, and remembered that to the followers
of Picrochole, ** Rien ne leur fut ny trop chaud ny trop pesant.”

B



4 THE MURRAYS OF ELIBANK

explained. When Buchanan embellishes his story with
the detail that the “ string ” broke and the ‘ massy old
woman > fell the rest of the way, one wonders how it
comes that some historians of repute have quoted him to
“prove ”’ the case against poor Mary.

Lady Forbes, too, figures in that famous * casket
letter,” which it is falsely alleged was addressed by the
Queen to Bothwell, wherein the supper party is described
and much made of Mary’s description of it; how Lord
Livingston ‘ thristit her in the body ” and made a remark
which has been interpreted by her enemies much to her
disadvantage. After all ‘ thristit ’’ only means nudged,
and Livingston’s remarks are capable of a perfectly inno-
cent rendering.

Then there were manyother Beatons in the story. James,
Mary’s faithful ambassador in Paris ; John his brother, who
devoted his life to her, and died in her service during her
captivity in England ; and Mary, who lives in song as one
of the four Maries—all were faithful to their sovereign.

With all these interesting personalities our Sir Andrew
became connected by his marriage with Grizel Bethune,
and at the same time with the house of Buccleuch, for
Grizel when he married her was the widow of William
Scott—the strange fact being that the sisters Janet and
Grizel were the wives respectively of father and son. Thus
it came about that when Grizel became the mother of
Gideon Murray, afterwards of Elibank, the young stranger
found himself nephew to the famous ladies referred to
above, and half-brother to the Lord of Buccleuch, another
Walter Scott. I like to picture the young Gideon at
Branxholm, when that famous stronghold was rebuilt by
his half-brother after its destruction by Sussex, and to
think that he saw the chiselling of that inscription over
the arched doorway—

In varld is nocht nature has vrought yat sal lest ay
Therefore serve God keep veil ye rod thy fame sal nocht dekay.*

* Which may be rendered :

In the world is nothing wrought by nature that shall endure,
Therefore serve God, keep watch, that thy fame shall not deeay.
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and no doubt found it a good motto to remember, and
one which we may be sure was well knownto his descendants.

Perhaps it was here that he acquired that taste for
architecture that enabled him many years later to repair
the king’s palaces at Holyrood and Falkland at small
cost, which mightily pleased his Majesty, who examined
his expenditure with all the care of a canny Scot.

Gideon Murray was intended for the Church, and even
got so far as to be * presented ’ to the parish of Auchterles
in 1582, an office which carried with it the position of
“ Chantor ” of Aberdeen. However, his spiritual carcer
was cut short by an ‘““accident,” for it is recorded that
“Mr. Gideon Murray, Chantor, quha cannot be comptit
ane of the Chapter, because for slauchtir he was fugitive
out of the North and never returned ther agane.” The
accident was the killing of a man named Aichcson, though
how our Gideon came to forget his cloth so far is not
recorded. However, the fact drove him to seck another
outlet for his energy, and we next find him in the capacity
of guardian to the son of his deceased half-brother, still
another Walter Scott, and particularly in a famous skirmish
between the Wardens of the Marches, known in border
story as the ‘ Lockerbie Lick,” in which the Scotts and
Johnstons were victorious over the Maxwells, However,
though more successful as a soldier than as a cleric, Gidcon
had still to find his real vocation, and throughout the
succeeding years he appears as the faithful and trusted
councillor of King James VI.

It is said that he owed his advance in the favour of
his Sovereign to the influence of his ‘“near relation,”
Robert Ker, afterwards Earl of Somersct, but family
tradition holds that his advancement was due to the king
observing his faithful discharge of his dutics in connection
with Buccleuch, and his being desirous of utilising his
ability and honesty, the latter being a qualification not
very readily obtainable at the time. This latter version
is more acceptable, having in view the somewhat unsavoury
character of Somerset, and indeed the ** near relationship
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referred to by Sir Walter of Abbotsford was not so very
near after all, for Somerset was the son of Janet Scott, a
half-sister of Buecclcuch’s, and no blood relation at all to
our Gideon. Be that as it may, his advance was rapid.
Knighted in 1605, he was Justiciary of the border in the
same year, and in 1607 the Privy Council passed an Order
approving of his services in preserving the peace of the
Marches.

But the old Adam was not dead, and I must refer to
the remarkable story, which has been so often repeated
that it stands a good chance of becoming true, wherefore
I repeat it again for the express purpose of running a tilt
at it. According to Sir Walter of Abbotsford, the incident,
which must have occurred in 1610, if it occurred at all,
concerned the Scotts of Harden, the head of which family
was Sir Walter, commonly known as ‘ Auld Watt.” It
appears that Auld Watt cast the eyes of desire on Sir
Gideon’s fat cattle, and evidently having little respect for
the worthy knight’s position as guardian of the peace,
sent his son William to annex as many of the said cattle
as he conveniently could. Sir Gideon, however, happened
to be at home, and no doubt with a good experience in
similar ventures was not to be caught napping, and having
captured the adventurer, was about to hang him on the
“ doom tree,”” which we are to suppose was handy at the
castle gate, when his more considerate and far-seeing
dame interposed saying, (I quote Sir Walter), ‘“ Haut na,
Sir Gideon, would you hang the winsome Laird of Harden,
when ye have three ill-favoured daughters to marry ?
The Baron * catched at’’ the idea, and replied, ““ Right,
he shall either marry our daughter mickle-mouthed Meg
or strap for it.”” Upon this alternative being proposed to
the prisoner he at the first view of the case stoutly preferred
the gibbet, but, to shorten the story, finally consented and
married the young lady.

And now for my tilt! To begin with, Sir Gideon had
only one daughter, and her name was Agnes; and to go
on with, her marriage with William Scott of Harden took
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place in 1611 under the most leisurely of legal and contrac-
tual formalities. The marriage contract, which is pre-
served by her descendant, Lord Polwarth, is, I believe,
seven feet long and minutely written ; and to end up with,
Sir Gideon provided what was a more than usually hand-
some ‘‘ tocher >’ of 7000 merks Scots, and more also, the
lady had a ¢ curious hand at pickling beef,” a very desir-
able art when ‘ consignments’’ came in in quantity at
irregular intervals! I leave the impartial reader to judge
how much truth there may be in the aspersions cast on
the personal attractions of my collateral ancestress, but
should the judgment be adverse, and in mitigation of
sentence, let me mention that her new-found mother,
“ Auld Watt’s” wife, was the beautiful Mary Scott,
renowned on the border as the ‘ Flower of Yarrow,” so
let us hope Agnes’s descendants, who were both numerous
and distinguished, found, if necessary, a corrective as to
their personal appearance on the paternal side. They
had odd nicknames in those days. Agnes’s sister, in her
new family, was known to fame as Meggie Fendie, and it
was her fate to marry * Gibby *’ Elliott of the * Gowden
Garters,” and to become the ancestress of the noble house
of Minto. '

But to return to Sir Gideon. In 1612 he was appointed
Treasurer Depute, and Controller and Collector Depute of
the Kingdom, and as Somerset, who was Lord High
Treasurer, was very much engaged elsewhere, and paid
very little attention to his business, it can be safely assumed
that Sir Gideon conducted the duties of the office entirely.
In 1613 Sir Gideon was appointed a Lord of Session, with
the title of Lord Elibank.*

In 1618 he was a member of that momentous assembly
at Perth which passed the Five Articles.f Whether he

it * Il{eg. Privy Council Scotland, vol. x, p. 164. The title was for
ife only.

1t The Five Articles were rules of ecclesiastical procedure framed
in direct opposition to the form of worship maintained by the
Presbyterian majority in Scotland, originating that open opposition
to Royal prerogative which was a principal cause of the Civil War.
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was one of those who advised the king to follow a moderate
course in respect of the Articles is not recorded. His
early connection with Aberdeen, and the habit gained by
contact with the king, makes it certain that he belonged
to the Prelatic party, and there were few among them who
foresaw the cataclysm that followed, which ultimately
destroyed the throne and affected the fortunes of his son
and his descendants disastrously. Whether or not his
action in this and other similar matters was the cause,
Sir Gideon did not arrive at his present position without
creating enemies. ‘ Neither the wealthy, the valiant, nor
even the wise, can long flourish in Scotland ; for envy
obtaineth the mastery over them all.” So it was with
Sir Gideon; in the year 1621 an information was laid
against bim for abusing his office to the king’s prejudice.
An account of the circumstance is given by Archbishop
Spottiswood in his History of the Church in Scotland, from
which it appears that the information was laid by James
Stuart of Ochiltree, who, it appeared, had been treated with
too much strictness by Sir Gideon in connection with certain
revenues for which he was responsible, and the matter was
submitted for trial. Sir Gideon,

‘“ being of great spirit, and taking impatiently that his
fidelity, whereof he had given so great proof, should be
called in question on the information of a malicious enemy,
by the way, as he returned from Court did contract such a
deep melancholy as neither counsel nor comfort could
reclaim him . .. and so after he came to Edinburgh
within a few days departed this life. It was not doubted
if he should have attended the trial, but he had been
cleared, and the accusation proved a mere calumny ; nor
was it thought that the king did trust the information,
but only desired to have the honesty of his servant appear.
. . . By his death the king did lose a good servant as ever
he had in that charge ; and did sore forethink that he should
have given ear to such dilations,”

and, finally, as Spottiswood quaintly puts it, ““ The gentle-
man alwaies died happily and had his corps interred in the
Church of Halerudhouse.”
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With that conspicuous quality of being too late, which
characterised the Stuarts, the king made ‘“ amends” by
the issue of a letter under the Great Seal,

‘“ making mention that His Majesty, calling to mind the
true and faithful service done to His Majesty by Umquhile
Sir Gideon Murray of Elibank, Knycht . . . and to make
an honourable rcmembrance that others by his example
may be moved by the like care and fidelity, and therefore
His Majesty of eertain right and proper motion, with adviee
and consent of the Lords of His Majesty’s present Council,
finds and decrees that said Umqubhile Sir Gideon Murray
. . . during the whole time and period thercof from his
first employment to his decease behaved himself therein
faithfully and diligently as became a loyal subject and
dutiful servant . . . and declares him and his heirs free
of all imputations, calumnies, or aspersions whatsoever,
whereby his person, name, fame, goods, lands or posterities
may in any sort be taxed, scandalised, or endangered. . . .”

With this eulogy of the character of Sir Gideon we will
leave him. If ancestry be a sound basis for biography, I
can haveno better foundation for my subject than this sketch
of the life of the founder of the House of Elibank, and in
much that has been said of Sir Gideon, and much more that
might be said, there are similarities to the character and
history of him whose life will be written here. Like his
ancestor, he served his king doggedly, and did what he had
to do without fear, favour, or affection, and like him it
was his fate to suffer from the effect of religious controversy,
and like him, too, his reward for distinguished service was
to be dragged before a public tribunal on the ““ information
of a malicious enemy,” in order that his ‘ honesty might
appear.” * Virtute Fideque”’—Dby courage and faithful-
ness—was the motto bestowed on the house by King James
and James Murray worthily maintained the tradition.

During the latter years of Sir Gideon’s lifetime a new
spirit had found place in the Scottish home life, the effect
of which should be briefly noticed here. The death of
Elizabeth and accession of James to the dual Crown
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brought to lowland Scotland the beginnings of two remark-
able changes: the one, which tended to peace, was the
gradual suppression of the border warfare; the other,
which had the opposite effect, was the disturbance of the
religious equilibrium of the people. In a sense the one
reacted on the other; the border and family feuds were,
it is true, replete with tragedy, but they had a kind of grim
humour which suited the temper of the combatants, and
at least left them ready to combine in the face of a common
enemy, and a sufficient devotion to the Sovereign whose
power was not exercised at too close quarters. They
acted as a kind of safety valve to a people whose aspirations
were confined in narrow channels. Forthe Scot there were
few questions of foreign politics. Colonisation projects did
not demand his thought and energy. Scottish fleets were
not to be found in every sea providing the news-sheets
with tales from the world beyond ; trade was of meagre
dimensions, and in the hands of a few; communication
between different parts of the country scarcely existed.
It is true that many of the young men found congenial
employment in the foreign armies, but until the closing
seenes of the Thirty Years’ War, not many of them returned
to bring a new spirit of militarism, and when they did, it
was to find that a new order of things had arisen demanding
their employment in a controversy not very dissimilar to
that they left behind them on the Continent of Europe.
And yet in the soul of this people lay, as yet unborn,
a genius for trade, manufaeture, invention, and agriculture ;
a fixity of purpose, an indomitable perseverance, which has
since made them known the world over. Looking back-
wards, with history erystallised before us, it is easy to see
what the Stuarts might have done. What they did was
to stifle the awakening life of the people and to sow in it,
and force into unnatural growth with an insane tenacity
of purpose, the seed of bitter religious controversy, which
divided the nation sharply into two parties and alienated
the majority from the old allegiance which was at one time
their heritage; a controversy into which the opponents
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entered with astonishing vehemence, partly because a
fanatical obstinacy was part of their nature, but chiefly
because other and more advantageous outlets for their
instincts were denied them.

Thus it came about that when Gideon’s eldest son,
Patrick Murray, reached manhood he found a stormy
horizon, and the necessity for choosing a side. It is
scarcely necessary to say that with his inherited instinct
he became a king’s man and followed the fortunes of the
unfortunate monarch who afterwards succeeded to the
throne. It is not certain in what capacity he rendered
his first services, but a document is preserved showing that
as early as 1615 King James had bestowed a ** pension
on him for * true and faithful service,” and “ to give him
better occasion to do the like in time coming,” words which
almost seem to contain a prevision of the approaching
storm. At that Session of the Estates held in 1621, which
ratified the famous ‘‘ Five Articles’ already accepted by
the General Assembly, Patrick, now Sir Patrick, voted
with the majority, and no doubt took a part in that too cager
enforcement of the ‘“ Innovations,” the effect of which I
have already rcferred to. In 1628, the year in which the
king’s action to resume the Church revenues came before
the Estates, Sir Patrick was advanced to the dignity of
baronet, doubtless for services in connection therewith.

It is a matter of history that the king’s intention was
never carried to finality. Ostensibly, at all events, it was
to provide funds for the better endowment of the clergy,
schools, and hospitals, but while the Presbyterian party
saw in it a design to increase the power of the Prelacy, it
had the further effect of estranging a number of the great
families who had ‘been granted ecclesiastical lands or
tithes, and had no intention of parting from them without
a struggle. Sir James Balfour * calls it that revocation
which ““was the ground stone of all the mischief that
followed after, both to this king’s government and
family.”

* T quote from Burton, History of Scotland.
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I must here introduce another name in my story, that
of John Stuart, Earl of Traquair, with whose fortunes Sir
Patrick of Elibank and his son and successor were closely
connected. Traquair was throughout, for good or evil,
an ardent supporter of the Royal cause. He was descended
in the female line from James II. of Scotland, and again
directly from Joan, the Queen Dowager * of James I.,
who, as granddaughter of John of Gaunt, was of the Royal
line of England, and thus Traquair could claim the Royal
blood of both kingdoms. Aristocratic, and without
sympathy for those whose views differed from his own,
he was little fitted as an instrument to carry out schemes
which met with vehement protest, except by the application
of force, which was difficult in the face of a united opposition.

*“I sal either mak the service be read heir in Edinburgh
or I sal perishe by the way. Nothing proves more pre-
judiciall to your Mates- service than to prosecute yr
commandments in a half or halting way >’—thus he wrote
to the King; and again, “ From which sect (the Presby-
terians) I have seldom found any motioun proceid but
such as did smell of sedition and mutiny.”

Holding such views it is little likely that he would succeed
in persuading a proud and obstinate people to adopt a
course they abhorred.

The connection between Traquair and Sir Patrick
Murray may have originated in the fact that he succeeded
Sir Gideon as Treasurer Depute (with, I think, one
intermediate holder); at all events, they were officially
of the same view and privately on intimate terms,
which were cemented by the marriage of Sir Patrick’s
eldest son with his daughter Elizabeth Stuart{ The

o * By her re-marriage with James Stuart, ¢ The Black Knight of
rne.”’

1 I presume that, correctly, the augmentation of the ‘ Double
Tressure ”’ in the Elibank arms was introduced by the son of this
marriage, Patrick, third Lord Elibank ; though I believe this is not
held by the Lyon King-at-arms; Porny, in his Heraldry, states that
this ¢ Ordinary was anciently given to none but such as had matched
gith_ 1c>r were descended from some of the daughters of the Royal

amily.”
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history of Scotland at this period was decided in the
Cabinet of the English Primate, and in Traquair, Laud
found a willing instrument, and Murray became involved
by the acts of his friend.

In 1643 Sir Patrick was raised to the Pcerage of Scot-
land as Lord Klibank, in consideration of his  worth,
prudence, and sufliciency, and of the many worthy services
done to His Majesty, our late dearest Father in his Council,
Session and Exchequer by the late Sir Gideon Murray.”
The patent was issued from Oxford, where the king then
maintained his government. Sir Patrick had, indeed,
devoted himself and his goods to the Royal cause, and
had raised a troop of horse which accompanied the Scots
convoy sent to Oxford in this year. In 1647 he was one
of the six Peers of Scotland who opposed the decision to
hand over the person of King Charles to the English
Parliament, and in the final step, when the next year
Scotland attempted to retrieve her lost honour, Traquair,
who had staked his all, was followed by Lord Elibank,
who became deeply involved. The family papers give
some insight into the extent that the estates were burdened,
and it appears probable that the voluntary contributions
to the Royal cause were supplemented by involuntary
levies enforced by the Covenanters, for the principal
estate of Ballencrief, being situated in the midst of country
which was the cockpit of the opposing forces, was naturally
placed under contribution by the ““ War Committee > of
the Scots Estates.

Lord Elibank did not long survive his royal master.
He died in 1650, almost within sound of the long drawn-out
conflict at Dunbar, which proclaimed the end of Scotland
as an independent power. More fortunate than Traquair,
who lived to see his estates pass into other hands, and who
died in penury—of starvation, it is said—the final crash came
after his death, and it was the lot of his eldest son, Patrick,
now second lord, to see it decreed that the family property
should pass into the hands of his creditors. This was in
1658, and little more than two years later the second
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Lord Elibank died. There is nothing on record to give
details of his life. He was but forty when he died, but it
is not difficult to imagine that the son-in-law of Traquair,
ruined by the ruin of the Royal cause, would meet with
little sympathy in the country under the iron heel of
Cromwell and dominated for the moment by the triumphant
Covenant.

The third lord, also Patrick, was a lad of twelve years
of age when he succeeded to the family honours. It
appears from the records that the breaking up of the
estates had been avoided by a family arrangement. A
statement exists whieh shows that they continued in
possession, but with a mortgage of 85,400 merks, the advent
(interest) on which, together with the necessary outgoings,
absorbed two-thirds of the revenue and left but a slender
income to the noble owner. His education was finished
at Edinburgh in 1666, not, we may be certain, on a
luxurious seale, for a receipt exists for * the sum of 35
pounds Scots for a high Chamber in the College possessed
by my Lord Elibank and his servants from Michaelmas,
1664, to Michaelmas, 1666.”> That is an annual rent of
about thirty shillings sterling !

Lord Elibank married in 1674 the daughter of Arch-
bishop Burnet,* and left one son, Alexander, who succeeded,
aged nine, to the title, and was the father of General James
Murray, the subjeet of this memoir.

An inventory of the ** goods, geir, and plenishings ”’ of
the house at Ballencrief exists, taken by the * tutors ’’ of
the minor, which give a good idea of the home in which
my hero was born some thirty-four years later. In the
great hall and dining-room, besides many hangings of
arras, some deseribed as ‘ pictured,” used no doubt to
cover the bareness of unplastered walls, were three carpets,
twenty two * Rushie leather chairs and one resting chair,”
a clock in a “fir case.” The “Lady’s Chamber and a
little dark room off the same ” contained a good equip-
ment; the * Chamber above the dining-room” had,

* Rlizabeth Burnet, widow of Lord Elphinstone.
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among other things, a “fashionable bedstead” and a *“‘look-
ing-glass.” There were also the ‘Dames Chamber,”
“ Maiden-head Chamber,” and the ‘ Picture Chamber,”
the last containing, infer alia, *a chest full of old accompts
and papers belonging to the deceased Sir Gideon, most
thereof anent the Treasury *’; here were also four pictures.
My lord’s closet contained four guns, and my lady’s a
‘ posseline cup set in gilded silver,” also two looking-
glasses. The linen closet was no doubt the pride of its
owner, it contained what must have been an unusually
good equipment, 19 pairs of sheets, 13 tablecloths, 6 dozen
and 4 napkins, etc., ete., and ‘‘ ane English blanket » !
Judged by the standard of the time, such a mansion must
be classed as well found, the possession of three carpets in
the Great Hall was an uncommon luxury, for Graham, in
his interesting work on Soctal Life in Scotland, tells that
more than fifty years later not more than two carpets
existed in the whole town of Jedburgh. There was evidence
of refinement, too. What would not a collector give
to-day for the ‘‘ posseline cup set in gilded silver > ; genuine
of at least the Kang He period and probably much older !
Young Alexander completed his education at the
college at Edinburgh, and an important result of his
college career was that the young lord fell in love, and
married, aged twenty, Miss Elizabeth Stirling, the daughter
of an eminent surgeon of Edinburgh, and afterwards a
member of the Scots Parliament. The young lady at an
carly age displayed the possession of independent character,
which sometimes led her into eccentricities, and she trans-
mitted to her family more than a usual share of those traits
which impel men to keep clear of the well-worn grooves of
life, and to strike out lines of their own. John Ramsay,
in his Scotland and Scolsmen, relates an anecdote which
shows that Miss Betty possessed a masterful character.
An incautious minister, when undertaking ‘‘ public exami-
nations,” addressed her as ‘ Betty Stirling,” and drew
down on himself a scathing rebuke from the young lady,
who stated, not without adjectives, that ** Mistress Betty,”
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or ‘“Miss Betty ”’ was the style of address she was ac-
customed to, but certainly not “ bare Betty ”—and as
Bare Betty she was generally known afterwards! But
this side of her was not the best ; she was a tender-hearted
mother and adored by her somewhat unruly family. In
1789, then a widow, she wrote to her eldest son, under
orders to join Lord Cathcart’s expedition to the West
Indies, *“ If ye have any comfort to give me for God’s sak
writ soon, for I’'m in the utmost distress : oh, thes wars will
brack my heart *’; and, again, her son George, writing to
his brother shortly after the battle of Quebee, *“ I wish our
good mother had lived to a been witness of the praises so
deservedly bestowed on you.”

Reading between the lines of the letters it is not hard
to see that the difficult task of keeping the family above
water in times of great financial stress was in her capable
hands. And when in 1720, a year when all England went
crazy with the speculative mania, of which the most
remarkable episode was the great financial catastrophe
known as the South Sea Bubble, Lord Elibank lost heavily,
we may be sure that hislady had an addition to her anxieties
which must have tried her to the utmost. The sequel is
best told in a letter to Lady Elibank a few weeks later.

“ I am infinitely more vexed that you should torment
yourself so much, which I assure you is more galling
to me than any misfortune that has yet befallen me .
as I shall answer God I have never bought a farthing’s
worth of stock but that third subscription, nor you may
depend on it will I venture a groat more that way, for now
the South Sea has fallen to its primitive 110 this day, so *
that it seems now past all recovery ; what parliament will
be able to do with it I cannot tell.”

Lord Elibank was a heavy loser; he returned to
Scotland to face the situation. In 1723 he was one of the
founders of the *“ Society of Improvers in the knowledge of
Agriculture in Scotland,” of which it is stated in the Life
and Writings of Lord Kames, * Before it commenced we

* It stood at 1000 a {cw days before.
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scemed to be several centuries behind our neighbours in
England, now I hope we are within less than one of what
they are either with regard to husbhandry or manufacture.”
To-day the Scots farmer is accounted the best in Great
Britain !

To Alexander Lord Elibank and his wife was born a
numerous family of fifteen sons and daughters, of which
five sons and six daughters survived them. And as these
brothers of my hero reappear in this story, it is convenient
that I should here briefly indicate their history, the more so
that, as will be seen, their action had a very marked
influence on James Murray’s fortunes.

The eldest son, Patrick, afterwards {ifth baron, was at
first in the military service, and it is a curious illustration
of the strange regulations of the day, to find his ‘ com-
mission ”’ as captain of a company in Colonel Alexander
Grant’s regiment, signed by Queen Anne in 1706. The
gallant captain being then just three years old! Not less
strange is it to find in 1711 two records relating to the
same officer, the one a bill for his board while at school in
Edinburgh, and the other a statement of his regimental
pay, including ‘‘ Flanders Arrears > for himself and three
servants. The recipient being then aged eight !

Soldiering, though he subsequently saw a good deal of
service, was not the line to which his inclinations bent
him, and a few years after his marriage with the widow of
Lord North and Grey in 1735, he left the army and followed
that literary carcer which was more to his taste.

‘*“ Nothing was wanting to make him an admired writer
but application and ambition ‘to excel,””” writes John
Ramsay. ““For a number of years Lord Elibank, Lord
Kames, and Mr. David Hume were considered as a literary
triumvirate, from whose judgment in matters of taste and
composition there was no appeal. At his house the youth-
ful aspirant to fame saw the best company in the kingdom,
and drank deep of liberality and sentiment. . . . During
the reign of King George II. Lord Elibank kept aloof,
being a professed Tory if not a Jacobite in his talk.”
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Lord Elibank was a founder of the ‘ Select Society *’
of Edinburgh, which included among its members the most
brilliant wits in Scotland. He was said to have the ¢ talent
of supporting his tenets by an inexhaustible fund of humour
and argument,” and Dr. Johnson, who paid a visit to Ballen-
crief in 1773, put on record his opinion that Lord Elibank
was ‘‘ one of the few Scotchmen whom he met with pleasurc
and parted from with regret,”” and the learned doctor was
not as a rule complimentary, certainly not to Scots As a
member of the famous Cocoa Tree Club, at which it was
said the coach of a Jacobite invariably stopped of its own
accord, Lord Elibank gave some ground for Horace
Walpole’s opinion that he was a ‘ very prating and
impertinent Jacobite ! *

George Murray, the second son, entered the Navy in
1721, and, after seeing service during the war of 1740 in
the West Indies, accompanied Lord Anson (then Commo-
dore) in his famous voyage round the world, but a full
share of the perils and successes of that expedition was
denied to him, as his was one of the two vessels disabled
during the great storms which were met with when
rounding Cape Horn. In 1744, in command of the Revenge,
he was present at the naval action off Toulon, and in 1756
he retired as a rear-admiral. His impatient character
unfitted him for a successful career in the service. He
succeeded to the Barony of Elibank on the death of his
brother, and died in 1785, lcaving no male heirs.*

Gideon, the third son, entered Holy Orders from Oxford
in 1738, and even in this profession he had some of the war-
like experiences of his brothers, having served as chaplain
to the Earl of Stair during the operations in Germany in
1743. After filling several posts of importance in the
Church, he was finally appointed to the rich canonry of
Durham. It is said that his chance of a bishopric was lost
on account of the part taken in politics by his brothers.

Alexander, the fourth son, was the enfant terrible of the

* He married Lady Isabella Mackenzie; Ann, afterwards Duchess
of Sutherland, descended from this union. The forfeited liarldom
of Cromartie was revived in her person.
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family, and whatever judgment may be passed on his
actions, it must be at least admitted that he displayed
strong independence of character, the results of which
unfortunately reacted adversely on the more law-abiding
members of his family at a period when the House of
Brunswick, with every desire to deal moderately with the
adherents of the Stuarts, could not afford to pass over
such open antagonism as was displayed by him. Horace
Walpole, in 1737 (Journal of Geo. I1.), wrote of him and his
brother (Patrick, Lord Elibank) that they were ° both
such active Jacobitcs that if the Pretender had succeeded
they would have produced many witnesses to testify their
zeal for him.”

Walpole was, perhaps, not an impartial witness,
but unquestionably Alexander Murray made himself an
object for the resentment and persecution of the Whig
ministers, and by a strange irony of fate the popular
cry of ‘“Murray and Liberty,” which was raised by
the mob on more than one scene of tumult, was
separated by but a short interval of time from that of
“ Wilkes and Liberty,”” which the same mob used to greet
the man who set himself to be the bitter enemy of all the
Murrays, and whose trenchant and powerful pen did much
to hinder their success. After a period of imprisonment
in Newgate, by order of the House of Commons, it was
resolved to bring Murray to the bar of the House, there
to receive admonition on his knees; but on the Spcaker
requesting him to kneel, he replied, ‘“Sir, I beg to be excused;
I never kneel but to God.” It was thereupon resolved that
he was guilty of a high and most dangerous contempt of the
authority of the Commons and was recommitted to New-
gate. After the prorogation of Parliament he was released
by the sheriffs of London, and went in triumphal progress to
Lord Elibank’s house in Henrietta Street. Murray became
a popular hero, and the political pamphleteers and verse
makers were busy in exciting the passions of the people.

Before Parliament met again in November, 1751,
Murray had gone to France, and while there was much in

c
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evidence at the Court of Prince James Stuart, from whom
it is said he received a patent as Farl of Westminster—at
all events, he was known later as Count Murray, and finally
received letters of recall under the Privy Seal, dated 1771.

The fifth and youngest son was James Murray, the
subject of this memoir. He was born at Ballencrief on
January 21, 1721, old style. The time of his advent was
not a convenient one, coming as it did immediately after
the South Sea smash, and though I have only negative
evidence to go on, the almost complete absence of mention
in the letters of the family tends to indicate that young
James was not very warmly welcomed, and it is pretty
certain that he shared in few of the advantages which
Lord Elibank did his utmost to bestow on his other sons.
It is probable that his early youth was not a very happy
one, and at least the impoverished condition of the estate
at this time permitted few luxuries for the fourteenth
child! As to luxury, however, it is difficult for us of the
twentieth century to form a conception of the conditions
of life in Scotland in the early years of the eighteenth
century. Since to the Scot born and bred in these
surroundings the conditions presented nothing abnormal,
and gave to one ignorant of anything better no cause for
complaint, there would be no point in referring to them
here, were it not that in the preceding pages I have en-
deavoured, by sketching the ancestry and immediate
relatives of my hero, to give some insight into the cha-
racteristics with which he was likely to start the battle
of life. So by a brief sketch of the surroundings of his
youth I would emphasise the reason why so many young
Scots, when carving for themselves names which adorn
the history of the Empire, commenced their career with
that contempt of hardship, or, if you prefer it, that ignor-
ance of luxury, which formed the best possible equipment
for the pioneer and for the soldier.

It is true that in England the amenities of life were
very far behind our standard, but Scotland was very far
behind England in everything that connotes comfort.
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The country was miserably poor. Measured by English
standards, a ‘“ rich > man in Scotland lived from hand to
mouth, in the most literal sense. Dependent almost
entirely on the fruits of agriculture, carried on by the
most obsolete methods, the landlord and his dependents
were always at the mercy of the season. What would be
thought of a noble lord in England who, so late as 1728,
wrote, ‘ Nothing but want of wind in the barn doors these
two or three days by gone hath hindered the barley coming
to you” ? and though Henry Fletcher of Saltoun, the friend
and neighbour of Lord Elibank, had brought over the
invention of barley mills and fans from Holland, this method
had evidently not been taken up at Ballencrief !

Even had the methods of agriculture enabled crops in
proper proportion to the land cultivated to be garnered, they
would have been of little use, for the means to carry them
were wanting. ‘‘ There was no such convenience as a
waggon in the country,” says Tobias Smollett, when he
started under the pseudonym of Roderick Random to seek
his fortune in England, nor, had they existed, were there
any roads on which they could travel. Produce, baggage,
even coals were carried in small quantities at a time on
horse-back, and travellers of all degrees were obliged to
ride or be carried in chairs. A fifteen-year-old lad of to-day
would think himself asked to undertake a big thing if
obliged to write, as young Gideon Murray did in 1726, to
his father, . . . “If you please you may send horses for
me on Saturday, one for myself and another for my trunk
and cloathes.” To be whirled home for the holidays by
express train and motor is a different affair altogether
to facing a twenty-mile ride on execrable roads none too
well secured from attack by thieves.

The difference of nearly two hundred years has, however,
altered the schoolboy very little in one respect, and I cannot
forbear quoting again from the same letter.

“My lord, you cannot expect but that I may be in
some little debt now in this time of year, when the bowls
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and other such diversions are in hand. Half-a-crown or
three shillings or anything will serve my turn. ... I
pray you don’t forget ye money with ye first occasion ! ”’

However, as I have said, the comparison as to luxury
of travel or other things is not fair. The young Scot was
used to it, and ““ use is everything,” as was said on another
occasion ; but the training had its advantages, and started
the youth of that period with a self-reliance and power of
command which the young gentleman of to-day has not
got, and perhaps requires in less degree. The astonishing
age at which men succeeded to high places in those days
may have been due to this early training. Can any one
suppose that the younger Pitt would have been a prime
minister at twenty-five if he had lived a century and a half
later, or Napoleon an emperor at thirty-five if he had been
born in the nineteenth century ? Wolfe was but thirty-two
at Quebec, and our James Murray was governor of a
province and commander of an army at thirty-nine.
Wellington was but thirty-four at the close of the Mahratta
War. It was the century of young men !

If the circumstances of the landowner in Scotland were
bad, those of the peasantry were infinitely worse. Even
Andrew Fletcher, the apostle of liberty, was forced to
advocate serfdom as the best means of ensuring that a
large number of the population should not want for the
necessaries of life. Within a few miles of Ballencrief the
labourers in the salt and coal mines were in fact slaves,
and in his boyhood James Murray must have been well
used to witness scenes of horrible misery, which cannot
but have left an indelible picture in his mind. To this
we may, with some certainty, trace the firmness with which
he subsequently, to his own personal detriment, protected
the French Canadians from oppression.

Thus the daily life and the daily scenes tended to form
the character and produce that stern gravity which in
boyhood, as in manhood, left its stamp on the Scot. Hard-
ship, even danger, was the common experience of all;
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pride, poverty, and self-reliance were the hall marks by
which the pupils of the school might be recognised.

I have described the ancestry of James Murray, and I
have said something about the conditions which formed
his experience; am I wrong if to both these factors I
attribute the successes and the failures which were his lot ?
That he was generous and high-minded we shall have
ample evidence. Gifted with a wide and statesmanlike
insight of his opportunities and his responsibilities, where
he built he laid solid foundations, and did not desire to
run up a gaudy structure that might have won for him
greater reward from short-sighted governments incapable
of appreciating work by its durability. He followed his
ideal consistently, looking neither to the right hand nor
the left, and perhaps too indifferent to the obstacles which
stood in his way to pay enough heed to the manner in which
he removed them. The * national prerogative > of pride
he possessed is well illustrated by his writing to the Duc de
Crillon,* that he had attempted to assassinate the cha-
racter * of a man whose birth is as illustrious as your own.”

Possibly he carried this * prerogative ”’ to excess, and was
somewhat autocratic, and it may be intolerant, with his
subordinates, yet to the rank and file and to the people
whose government was in his hands he was lenient,
approachable, and beloved. No general could have got
out of his troops more than he did. “ Old Minorca,” as
they christened him afterwards, was a soldier’s general.
If on suspicion of incapacity or neglect he acted strongly,
perhaps harshly, yet my history will show that the occasion
demanded promptness and vigour, and Murray was no
respecter of persons. To those who showed devotion to
duty, no man was more ready to award praise and recom-
mendation, nor did failure meet with his condemnation
if honest endeavour accompanied it. ‘“A man of the
most ardent and intrepid courage, passionately desirous of
glory,” T he was ever ready to admire bravery in others,

* This incident is referred to at p. 399.
T Annual Register, 1760.
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and there was no hardship and no adventure which he was
not ready to share when his duty permitted him. His
equally generous and intrepid leader, Wolfe, wrote of him
after the capture of Louisburg, ‘ Murray has acted with
infinite spirit. The public is indebted to him for great
service.”” * He was modest withal, and displayed no desire
to figure in public, which was perhaps uncommon at the
time. When the painter West approached him to allow
his portrait to be included in his picture, *“ The Death of
Wolfe,” he refused, saying, ““I was not there, 1 was com-
manding the troops in my charge.”

It is characteristics such as these that it is my duty to
portray, and the measure of my readers’ approval will be
the degree of my success.

Of the boyhood of James Murray there is, as I have
already said, but little record. His education apparently
commenced at Haddington,{ but in January, 1734, he
was a pupil at the school of Mr. William Dyce in Selkirk,
where he remained until August, 1736. His holidays, it
appears, were spent partly at Ballencrief and partly at
Westerhall, with his sister Barbara (Lady Johnston), and,
indeed, it appears that both she and her husband took a
warm interest in the lad, for there is an entry in the school
account showing that his ** pension > (pocket money) was
increased from 8d. to 6d. a week *‘ by Sir Jas. Johnston’s
orders.”

It was during his residence at Selkirk that his father
died in 1735, when the young scholar was but fourteen yecars
old, and we may be sure that this event added to the
difficulties which he had to face in making his start in life.
It is a family tradition, for which I can find no definite
confirmation, that the lad was destined for the Law—
possibly this was his father’s intention, for he had already
given two sons to the Army, one to the Navy, and one to

* Wolfe to Lord Geo. Sackville, Hist. Doc. Commn., vol. ix.

+ His brother George, writing in after years, says, ‘‘ You cannot

think how much the folks in Haddington value themselves for your
being, as they pretend (claim), educated there.”
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the Church, but his early death, combined with the inclina-
tions of the lad himself, caused a change in this plan.

Among the visitors to Ballencrief was Colonel William
Murray, who had made for himself a distinguished career
in the Dutch Service, in that famous fighting force known
as the Scots Brigade. Like Uncle ‘“Toby* Shandy,
William Murray had been a hero at the Siege of Namur,
where he was promoted for his service, and like him, too,
there is little room to doubt that he was full of stories of
the ‘ Barrier Towns ”—of sieges, assaults, and forlorn
hopes—which young James drank in with avidity. It is
probably due to the tales of this veteran of the wars in the
Low Country, who ended his career with the resounding
title of * Sergeant-Major-General of Infantry,” that James
imbibed that strong taste for arms which decided his choice
of a profession. He was not without influence to attain
his desire, for his brother Patrick had married in 1735 the
widow of Lord North and Grey, a lady of Dutch extraction,
daughter of Cornclius de Yonge, Receiver-General of the
States of the United Provinces. Whether the tradition,
that James took the law into his own hands and * enlisted ”’
in the Scots-Dutch, is true, or whether, and I think this is
more probable, his family influence procured for him a
more legitimate method of beginning his career as a soldier,
cannot now be said with certainty; but at all events he
became a ‘“cadet” in the 8rd Scots Regiment, then
stationed at Ypres in West Flanders, on December 6,
1736. It was in this regiment that his cousin, William
Murray, had served, and in it was also serving a Major
Boyd, who had been known to his father and whose name
appears more than once in the letters.

This event took place during what was known as the
“ Period of Peace,” when after years of continuous war
the brigade had nothing more exciting on hand than
garrisoning the frontier towns and a constant readiness
to repel French aggression. But although the times were
peaceful, no better training ground for a young soldier
could be found. The corps which had fought throughout
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Marlborough’s wars, on whose colours the laurels of
Ramillies and Malplaquet were still fresh, and which
maintained a pride of discipline and place which not in-
{requently led to disputes as to precedence with other troops
in the allied armies, was, we may be sure, a good school.
The three years which James Murray passed in these
circumstances must necessarily have been ycars of soldierly
education, in which the cadet, while still retaining a species
of commissioned rank, yet performed all the duties of a
soldier in the ranks, a circumstance which our hero used to
allude to in later years, laughingly saying ““ he had served
in all ranks except that of drummer.” * Nevertheless,
the prospect at the moment in the Dutch Service was not
one to commend itself to an ambitious aspirant to military
fame. Promotion was slow, and no doubt to those soldicrs
of fortune serving in a foreign legion the principal causes
which ensured their sympathy, namely, plenty of fighting,
quick promotion, and if fortune favoured, a share in the
spoil of war, were for the time being wanting. Thus it
came about, when England plunged hot headed and all
unprepared into war with Spain, that not a few of the
younger officers serving in foreign corps sought commissions
in the regiments about to be raised in England, and among
them was James Murray, who, apparently from his
brother’s influence, was offered a second-licutenancy in the
English army.

Thus it was in the ycar 1740 that Murray, then nineteen
years old, received his first commission from George IT.,
and commenced his military carcer under the Union Flag
at the beginning of a period which offered opportunities
which surely were unequalled by any other in English
history.

* In the parlance of the day a ‘“ drummer ”’ was one who extolled
his own wares.



CHAPTER 1II
THE WAR WITH SPAIN OF 1739

For three-quarters of a century a state of war constantly
existed, and the ‘“ face of Europe changed like that of a
fine lady,” as was said at the time. ‘°No former period
was of a more transitional character than the first eighty
years of the eighteenth century. The unhappy wars had
almost continuously changed the territorial frontiers
without being able to settle them permanently,” * and to
this might be added, that in the great colonial empires of
Franee and Spain, the wars resulted, after a succession of
failures and successes, in the birth of the British Empire
as we know it now.

Throughout the year 1739 the opposition in Parliament,
led by Pulteney, and aided by the rising genius of Pitt,
had done their utmost to precipitate war with Spain.
Walpole, with clearer insight and greater knowledge of
the resources of the kingdom, was content to acknowledge
_that the injuries complained of were by no means confined
to one side, and steadfastly refused to rupture negotiations
by which he hoped to preserve an honourable peace. In
this case, as happened not infrequently, he failed to accom-
plish his object, for the reason that British Trade was
affected : British merchants saw sources of profit in the
hands of the Spaniards for which they claimed a monopoly,
and in every action of Spain, a determination to maintain
treaty rights which limited the trading facilities of England

* Napoleon, by H. P. Geerke.
27
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with South America and gave the Spaniards right of search
on British vessels suspeeted of infringing them. The City
was inflamed, and pressure brought by powerful interests
proved irresistible. In the words of Horace Walpole,
‘“ Ambition, avarice, distress, disappointment, and all the
complicated vices that tend to render the minds of men
uneasy are got out of Pandora’s box and fill all places and
all hearts in the nation.”

In August the national clamour forced the government
to extremities; naval reinforcements were sent to the
West Indies under Admiral Vernon, and an ultimatum was
sent to the Court of Madrid, claiming immediate renunciation
of the right of search, a claim that was refused at once,
as was expected. In December the City bells pealed
joyously to proclaim the declaration of war, and
‘““ universal and rapturous joy and exultation spread from
man to man.” ¥ Walpole, whose hands had been forced,
could not be expected to take the same view. * They may
ring the bells to-day,” he exclaimed, “ before long they will
wring their hands ”; and so it came about.

It was one of the strange results of the political situation
that the very party which cried aloud for war placed every
obstacle in the way of providing means to carry it on.
The most vehement  little Englander  or the most pro-
nounced ‘‘ anti-militarist ”” of to-day could not have been
more strenuous than the party, which, while desiring all
the benefits which come from strength, were yet disposed
to tie the hands of the minister in that consistent pre-
paration which can alone procure success in war. The
navy was ill-manned and ill-found. The standing army
quite insufficient for home defence, with schemes for
colonial aggrandisement superadded. The king, denied
the means of raising fresh battalions for the land forces,
was driven to the expedient of raising new corps of marines,
which by some occult quibble apparently did not come
within the parliamentary veto. Thus on the outbreak of
war hasty orders were issued to get together a force for the

* Hist. England, Lord Mahon.



THE PRODUCT OF A HARD WINTER 29

conquest of Spanish America, and six fresh battalions of
marines were ordered to be formed to reap that triumph
which in an evil hour the nation considered within its grasp.
It was in the fourth of these battalions, commanded by
Colonel John Wynyard,* that our hero received his com-
mission as second-lieutenant on February 2, 1740. His
brother, Lord Elibank, was appointed lieut.-colonel of
the regiment, a post which gave little satisfaction to his
mother, who regarded it as a job to get a person, whose
political views had been too freely expressed, out of the
way. “Ye are not much oblidged to thos that has put
you in such a situation,” she wrote; * but I hope you are
not such a fool as to risk your life in so desperat a way.”
The force assembled in the Isle of Wight in the spring of
1740, composed to a considerable extent of drafts from old
regiments, probably not of the best quality, and also largely
of raw recruits, ‘‘ the product of the hard winter,”” and the
result was “ remarkable neither for drill nor discipline.”
Lord Cathcart was appointed to the command, and his
opinion of the efficiency of the force is summed up by the
remark, ““ They may be useful a year hence, but at present
they have not strength to handle their arms.” At Lord
Catheart’s urgent request, which in fact he made a condition
of continuing his command, two old regiments, the 15th
Foot (Harrison’s) and the 24th Foot (Wentworth’s), were
added to the command, and the colonel of the latter,
Brigadier-General Wentworth, was appointed second in
command in the expedition. Later on, a further addition
of 3000 men, recruited from the British colonies of Virginia,
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and
New York, was agreed to, to join the force, under Colonel
Blakeney (of the 27th Foot), at Jamaica. Strenuous work

* The remaining battalions were commanded by Colonels Wolfe
(father of the victor at Quebec), Robinson, Lowther, Douglas, and
Moreton. The six battalions were later re-numbered as the 44th
to 49th of the line, but were disbanded in 1748. The battalions
now bearing those numbers, except the 49th, were raised in 1741,
and originally numbered 55th to 59th. The present 49th Regiment

eing raised in 1743 from companies formed in Jamaica and num-
bered 49th in 1748.
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fell to the commanders of this raw forcc before any sem-
blance of training could be imparted to it, but by August
Cathcart reported it fit to embark, and indeed this was
the latest date which all information indicated as that on
which the expedition should have sailed to enable its opera-
tions to be carried on during the healthy season in the West
Indies.

Unfortunately further delays occurred, partly, it is said,
due to unfavourable winds; but other evidence seems to
indicate that this cause was less the deciding factor than
the unprepared state of the fleet to undertake operations
of the magnitude which it was soon apparent must be faced.
The extensive preparations going forward in England were
well known at the Spanish Court. Much blame was at-
tached to the government for its want of secrecy, and by
some accident even the proclamation intended to be
published by Lord Cathcart in Spanish America became
public; probably secrecy would, in any case, have been
impossible, and only swift and energetic action would have
found the enemy unprepared, and this, as has been said,
was impossible. The breathing time given to Spain was
fully utilised, and reinforcements were sent, and, what is
of more importance, assistance from France, then nominally
at peace with England, was invoked and granted. A
French fleet sailed from Brest and necessitated a corre-
sponding augmentation of the English preparations.

“I need not tell you,” writes Sir Charles Wager to
Admiral Vernon, “how much time it takes to prepare
and victual so large a squadron for a voyage to the West
Indies, nor how difficult it very often is to get them out
of the Channel when they are ready to sail, as this year we
have experienced, and I thought it would not be amiss
for both French and Spaniards to be a month or two in
the West Indies before us . . . that they might be half-
dead and half-roasted before our fleet arrived.”” *

Sir Charles Wager’s anticipations were, indeed, fulfilled,
for the French fleet returned without effecting anything,

* Lord Mahon, Hist. England, vol. iii.
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decimated by disease. But it appears strange that no
foreboding of a similar disaster to our own forces occurred
to him, and his own experience in the West Indies in earlier
years * should have been sufficient to warn him of the great
danger of delay.

To return, however, to Lord Catheart, it was not until
September 2 that he could report ““the wind is at last
favourable,” but on the 14th he was still at Spithead, and
writes—

*“ The troops having now been six weeks on board, and
upon salt provisions, and the prospect we have of being so
much longer here, obliges me to represent to your Gracet
of what consequence it would be to the men’s health if
during our stay here they were ordered to be furnished
with fresh provisions.”

Comment on such a disclosure is scarcely necessary ;
as a preparation for young soldiers to face an unhealthy
climate nothing worse could be imagined, and already
sickness began to make its appearance before ever the
expedition left harbour.

Throughout October the luckless troops were still kept
on shipboard, always on the point of starting, and it was
not until November 1 that the Armada sailed, consisting of
27 ships of the line and 143 transports and attached ships
for the army, the whole land force being some 7000 men.
There can be little doubt that the enthusiasm of the army
had ebbed during the long period of waiting and the
practical demonstration of the inefficiency of those re-
sponsible for preparing the expedition; moreover, the
constant bickerings in Parliament, in which neither side
spared the vilest accusations, led to a widespread feeling
that the expedition, prepared under the pressure of popular
clamour, was not receiving the whole-hearted support of
the Government. An open letter, published in the style
of the day by a member of the force, voices this general

* Sir Charles Wager commanded at the first capture of Cartha-

gena in 1708,
T The Duke of Newcastle.
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feeling, and purports to be addressed to some one who
had the good fortune to be left behind.

* Give me leave to congratulate you on your deliverance
from amongst us. I sincerely rejoice as well on your
account as that it is no small satisfaction to find that there
is one person likely to escape who is qualified to tell our
unfortunate story. . . . Never forget that you owe it as
a duty to your friends, to yourself, and to your country, to
represent the execrable villainy of those at home, who,
from avarice, and perhaps envy, have sacrificed us and the
honour of their country, remember that you were destined
for a victim, and that it is incumbent on you to show
yourself worthy of a milder sentence than was pronounced
against you . . .”

and much more to the same effect, which if, no doubt,
exaggerated, exhibits the current of opinion that the shock-
ing mismanagement had aroused.

Delayed and scattered by tempestuous weather, the
ships began to assemble in St. Rupert’s Bay, Dominica,
on December 19, 1740. Scurvy and dysentery had
already made terrible inroads on the strength of the force,
and the day after arrival the commander-in-chief himself
fell a vietim to the epidemic.* The condition of the
transports described in the Adventures of Roderick Random
enables us to imagine the state of affairs. In the ship in
which Smollett served as a surgeon’s mate the hospital
is thus described :—

“ Fifty miserable distempered wretches, suspended in
rows, so huddled upon one another that not more than
fourteen inches of space was allotted for each with his
bed and bedding, and deprived of the light of day, as
well as of fresh air; breathing nothing but the noisome
atmosphere of the morbid steams exhaling from their own
diseased bodies, devoured by vermin hatched in the filth
that surrounded them, and destitute of every convenience
necessary for people in that helpless condition.”

* Lord Cathcart was buried at St. Dominica, and a tomb on the
beach of St. Rupert’s Bay was erected to mark the place. The body
was, however, afterwards removed to England.
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And this, be it noted, was the case while the fleet lay at
anchor at Spithead! Add to this description, tropical
heat and the horrors of an epidemic of dysentery, and a
condition of affairs can be imagined which must have
constituted a veritable hell.

Major-General Wentworth, second in command of the
expedition, succecded Lord Cathcart, and this change was
in itself another serious blow to success. The new com-
mander had shown energy in organising the force with the
means at his disposal, but in the field he proved irresolute
and incapable of taking responsibility or of adapting
himself to circumstances. Although every day was of
importance, it was not until January 9 that the fleet
finally assembled at the rendezvous at Jamaica, and
here they were met by the levies from the British-American
colonies raised by General Blakeney—38500 men, “ill-
equipped, ill-disciplined, and already very sickly.” ¢ We
have buried nine officers and about 100 men,” writes
Blakeney, even before Wentworth’s arrival, and before the
end of the year out of the whole force, 17 officers and 600
men were dead and 1500 were on the sick list. With
extraordinary fatuity, although the unhealthy rainy season
was rapidly approaching, the fleet lay at anchor at Port
Royal for more than a month. It was decided, chiefly
at the dictation of Vernon, that Carthagena should be the
first objective. Vernon had failed against this place in
the previous year, and was burning to retrieve his laurels.
Wentworth had not force of character to resist him, and
thus this heterogeneous levy, principally of raw recruits,
was brought against ““ the strongest and best fortified place
of any that belonged to Spain in America,” * to gain its
first experiences of war.

Delays, in part due to apprehension of the French
fleet, which was, however, found to have returned to
Europe, prevented the arrival of the expedition off Cartha-
gena until March 4, 1741. The town, which lies at the
head of an inland lake, although itself strongly fortified,

* Tindal, History, vol, xx.
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had the additional protection of the narrow and difficult
approach from the sca to the lake, known as the Bocachica,
defended on each side by forts, one being of considerable
strength known as St. Louis.

It is unncecessary to detail the preliminary operations
following the first landing, they are sufficiently described by
Roderick Random and in Lord Elibank’s Journal, preserved
in the Public Record Office. They were so far successful
that by April 5 the march on the main objective—Cartha-
gena, and its key, Fort. St. Lazarus—began. A small body
of Spaniards was met with who fled ; but Wentworth, who
went in constant dread of ambuscades and surprises,
decided to halt and form a camp a ‘“small mile” from
Fort St. Lazarus, though it remained the fixed belief of
the Admirals Vernon and Ogle, who had watched the slow
and clumsy movements of the land forces with unconcealed
disgust, that a more energetic and capable commander
should have advanced at once to Fort St. Lazarus, the key
to the city, on the heels of the retreating enemy.

During this halt the troops, exposed as they were
without shelter to the unhealthy miasmas arising from the
surrounding swamps, and moreover already unfitted by
their long imprisonment on shipboard to resist disease,
fell ready victims to the terrible scourge of yellow fever,
which had already made its appearance, but now assumed
a violent epidemic form. Wentworth completely lost his
head, and urged by the taunts of the admirals, as well as
by the patent fact that his army was rapidly melting away,
decided on the desperate plan of assaulting Fort St. Lazarus
without waiting for artillery to be brought up. The fort
itself was a square structure mounting six guns on each
face, and situated at the top of a considerable eminence
overlooking the eity, and, though a comparatively small
place, was the key of the position, and almost impregnable
against infantry attack.

According to the diary left by Captain Watson,* the
army was drawn out for the attack in the early hours of

* State Papers,
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April 9, 1741, in two columns, the design being to attack
simultaneously the north and south sides of the fort. The
first column, with nine companies of Grenadiers and the
15th Foot, under Colonel Wynyard, being told off to
attack the southern face, while Colonel Grant, with the
24th and a mixed company of the 84th and 36th, attacked
the northern. Colonel Daniel eommanded a reserve of
Wolfe’s Marines completed to 400 men.* The Americans
were in eharge of the scaling ladders and woolpacks for
filling the ditches. With each column a Spanish deserter
acted as guide.

In his comprechensive work on the British army,
Fortescue has given a vivid and eloquent description of
the affair.

*“ At four o’clock the march began, the fireflies still
flickering overhead against the darkness. The air close
and still, alive with the chirping, whistling, and croaking
of the noisy tropie night. Within the camp men lying in
scores under the scourge of yellow fever, some tossing and
raving in delirium, some gasping in the agonies of the last
fatal symptoms, some prostrate in helpless ghastly collapse,
waiting only for the dead hour before dawn when they
should die. . . . Before long Wynyard’s men reached the
foot of the hill and began the ascent, the ground being so
steep that they were forced to climb on their hands and
knees. The officers began to doubt that the guides had
played them false. Still the Grenadiers scrambled on
almost to the top of the hill, and then suddenly, at a range
of thirty yards, the Spaniards opened a deadly fire.”

The shortness of the range made every shot effective,
and the ranks were torn by grape and round shot, and
though the soldiers advanced steadily firing at the flashes
of cannon and musketry that blazed from the ramparts,
direction of their efforts was wanting, the confusion result-
ing from the darkness and the climbing, combined with
want of experience, prevented a lead being given which
might possibly have succeeded. The defection of the

* Lord Elibank’s Journal.
D
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Americans, who threw down the ladders and woolpacks
and fled in all directions, brought the men to a standstill,
though they still maintained their position undauntedly.
On the northern attack a like tragedy occurred. Grant
was shot down carly, and after his fall confusion reigned,
but officers and men held on grimly with infinite heroism.
At dawn the guns of Carthagena added to the carnage ;
such light artillery as was available had been left by
Wentworth in rear of the columns and was useless for reply.
The complete incapacity of Wentworth prevented any
movement of the reserves to the aid of their unfortunate
companions, and it was not until a column of Spanish
infantry was seen issuing from the city with intention to
cut off the retreat that orders to retire were given at eight
o’cloek, and the remnant drew off in good order, covered
by a party of 400 men under Lord Elibank.

Perhaps, taking into consideration the conditions in
which the troops had passed the months preceding the
attack on Fort St. Lazarus, the long period of inaction on
the ships, with bad accommodation and worse food, the
hourly fight with disease that had faced them during most
of the time, and the nerve-shattering effect of the epidemic
raging at the moment, combined with the incessant labour
and hardship in a tropical climate since the first landing
at Bocachica, it is not too much to say that no greater
exhibition of undaunted eourage has ever been displayed
by the British army than that of these young soldiers
on the fatal April 9 before Fort St. Lazarus. The Spanish
commander pronounced their eulogy, “ C’etait dommage
d’envoyer des hommes contre des murrailles, ils etaient de
braves gens et ils ont merités un meilleur sort.” Went-
worth was not so generous; in his despatch of April 26,
1741, he discusses the disastrous night attack in a few
lines which do not even accurately describe the event,
and nowhere does he yield any tribute to the gallantry
of his soldiers. Out of 1500 men engaged, 43 officers and
600 men were killed or wounded, and the remnant of the
army in terrible straits from the fatal results of the
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epidemic, and disheartened by defeat were in no way fit
to renew the conflict. The foree was literally rotting with
disease, and of the 8000 men landed at Bocachica a month
previously not 1500 remained fit for duty.

A council of war, held on April 23, determined to
abandon the enterprise and return to Jamaica, and thus
ended in utter failure this phase of the great expedition,
which had caused consternation in Europe, and of which
the English had felt so assured of success that medals
commemorating the fall of Carthagena had been struck ! *

Details of the part taken by James Murray are wanting.
He was present during the siege and attack of Fort St.
Louis, of Bocachica, and also during the assault on Fort
St. Lazarus, and escaped unscathed on both occasions.
At St. Lazarus he was probably attached, or perhaps
definitely appointed, to the 15th Foot, which, it will be
remembered, formed part of the southern attack under
Colonel Wynyard. That he bore himself well through all
this long period of trial is certain, for we find that on
November 20, 1741, his commission as a captain in the
15th Foot is confirmed, and it is probable that he had
held that position by local appointment for some months
previously ;—it must be remembered that at this time
appointments to the subaltern ranks of officers were almost
invariably made on the recommendation of the commanding
officers.

It was on May 19, 1741, that the fleet convoying the
shattered remnant of the army arrived at Port Royal,
and from there Vernon sent home seven ships and several
frigates with a number of sick officers, among whom was
Lord Elibank. James Murray, however, stayed with his
new battalion, and saw the campaign through to the end,
returning to England in December, 1742.

Crowded in the small transports, with improper treat-
ment, the dead, the dying, and the sick literally heaped
together in horrible surroundings, it is only possible to
suppose that human nature must have vastly changed

* Mahon, Hist. Eng.
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if the young soldier of the day was other than terribly
tried to preserve his equanimity. Murray faeed these
conditions for threc years, and it is not too mueh to draw
from the fact that he was of an exceptionally hardy and
enduring constitution ; and although his subsequent career
afforded plenty of the excitement of the soldier’s life, there
can be no doubt that no later experience could have equalled
this one in demanding the highest qualitics which a man
can be called upon to exhibit. While his contemporaries
were earning laurels in the leisurely continental wars, the
force in this forgotten corner of the globe was showing
greater claims to enduring fame by patient courage under
unparalleled misfortunes.

The 15th Regiment of Foot, in which Murray passed
the remainder of his regimental service, suffered severely
in this campaign. It is of interest to note the losses
amongst the officers by an examination of the Army Lists
preserved in the Royal Artillery Institution and in the
Reeord Office, for the years 1740 and onwards to 1743.
Nothing can more clearly demonstrate the ordeal through
which the survivors must have passed.

CASUALTIES AMONGST THE OrriceErs ofF THE 15TH Foor,
1739-41.

Lieut.-Col. Samuel Daniel .. .. Died June, 1741
Major Simon Loftus . ,, June, 1740
Captain Robert Thompson , June, 1740
»»  Henry Delaune (aftelwards
distinguished at Quebec) .. —
»»  Chas. Campbell .. —
,, Geo. Dawson .. b o .. April, 1741
,» John Dennett ..
,»  Arthur Mainwaring v
,»  Wm. Selbie .. -, ,» March, 1741
Lieut. George Sharples. . oc de » May, 1740
,»  Wm. Strachy ,» dJune, 1740
,, John Bell * . .. .. —_
,, Gabriel Sedieres. . .. .. April, 1741
,» John Grant

-

2 E3



A ROLL OF HONOUR 39
Licut. John Maitland *

»» Andrew Pringle . . .. .. Died May, 1741
,» Thomas Gregson .. .. ., April, 1741
,» John Morris .. .. .. ,» (no date)
Theophilus Johnston .. A ,, April, 1741
Enslgn Robert Bell * .. .. 5 =
»» Musgrave Briscow * .. . ==
,» John Allenson .. .. .. —

»»  Daniel Richardson —
»» Job Walker .. cl- .. , April, 1741
,» Allan Horde * .. .. .. =
»»  Robert Holley * . .. =
»»  Justly Watson * : .. —
»» Thos. Davenport DaVIGS .. -

Note.—In December, 1742, the only names of the
original list remaining are those marked with an asterisk,

some of the others may have been transferred to other
battalions.

The dates given are those of the filling up of the death
vacancy, and may not be the actual date of death.

The majority of the death vacancies occurred in April,
1741, and doubtless most of them should read ¢ Killed
in action ” during the attack on Fort St. Lazarus; but
the record does not dlstlngulsh between death from
wounds or disease.

The name of James Murray does not appear, as he was
not officially appointed to the regiment until November,
1741. It is shown in lists later than that date.

It is remarkable that among the younger officers there
were many fewer casualties. It is possible that in some
cases these officers had not joined during the operations
in the West Indies, or at all events during the worst period.



CHAPTER I11

PEACE AND WAR, 1744-57

IN 1744, shortly after his return from the West Indies, we
find Murray’s first recorded connection with the town of
Hastings, a connection which continued with intervals of
absence during the rest of his life. Hastings, like most
other towns on the English coast, was a centre of ‘ pre-
ventive ”’ service. Smuggling then, and for many‘years
afterwards, was carried on on a scale and with an audacity
which we of the free-trade persuasion can scarcely imagine.
Gangs of armed men frequently assisted at the unloading
of contraband goods and conveyed them openly by road
to London. The country people were in the know and
assisted them, and the gentry were not always free from
suspicion. Here is a description of a band, extracted
from a letter * of the period: “A gang of smugglers
of twenty-one horses laden, and about fourteen or fifteen
men openly armed with pistolls and blunderbusses (par-
ticularly one of them had a great brass blunderbuss slung
over his shoulder) passed on the road to London.” To
deal with these bands, detachments of infantry and
dragoons were stationed at various centres along the coast,
and very frequently had active service of a dangerous
and difficult nature to perform. It was to this service
that James Murray was attached for his first soldiering in
England.

The service was apparently one in which the officers
were attached to the corporation, for I find from the town

* (Collier Letters.
40
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records that in July, 1744, James Murray, together with
other gentlemen, and also one John Hide, master and
commander of LM sloop Swift, were severally sworn in
and handed their certificates of—

‘“ having received the sacrament of the Lord’s Supper
according to the usage of the Church of England, and they
scverally took the oath of allegiance and supremacy and
also the abjuration oath and subscribed the same and also
made the Declaration concerning transubstantiation and
subscribed it according to law.”

All of which must have been somewhat of a mouthful to
Captain Murray, even though his prelatic upbringing helped
him, to say nothing of a certain broadmindedness in
matters of religion which he had acquired as a visitor to
foreign countries.

In this year, too, he first made acquaintance with Mr.
John Collier * and his family. Mr. Collier was at the time
one of the jurats, that is, a justice, of Hastings, whose
duties seem to have combined that of alderman with some
more particular functions as magistrate. At all events, he
was a power in the land, and his assistance was of immense
benefit to my hero, as will be seen. Politically, Collier’s
influence was considerable. The Duke of Newecastle, who
manipulated the parliamentary candidates from a number
of boroughs, was firmly seated at Hastings, and had secured
one of his relatives, Thomas Pelham, as one of the sitting
members.f Henry Pelham, afterwards Prime Minister,
had written to the Duke some years previously—

‘“ As to Collyer, you can’t do too much, for I judge that
town (Hastings) absolutely depends on him, and perhaps
if he were cool, would leave you. I desire therefore you
will, from me, tell Sir Robert Walpole, if he has a mind
to have two Whigs chosen at Hastings, he must provide
handsomely for Collyer.”

* Mr. Collier had been mayor of Hastings before this date, and
was so many times subsequently.
t The other was Andrew Stone, the Duke’s secretary.

.
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Thus in attacking, or perhaps I should say attaching,
a Whig stronghold, James Murray, with his Jacobite
ancestry and personal leanings, performed no small feat,
and, as I have said, laid the foundation of a friendship with
the Colliers which soon ripened into something more. Of
the Collier family I need only refer to two, James Collier,
who was just Murray’s age, and Cordelia, who was a year
younger, The former evidently was warmly attracted to
the young soldier, and the latter—well, it seems quite clear
that the young soldier was very warmly attracted to her
from the first, the first symptom of which may be divined
from a letter of James Collier to his father in November,
1744, wherein he refers to some earrings being purchased
for his sister, which ‘* Captain Murray says should be blue ! *’
And, again, a month or two later a certain Dr. Thorp gave
vent to some malicious sneers and envious insinuations
(evidently regarding Miss Cordelia) which were checked
*“ by the just chastisement from Captain Murray,” which
indicates that our young Scot was developing not only a
taste in ladies’ trinkets, but was also prepared to whip
any one who disagreed with him as to the merits of his
lady !

The events of the year 1745 brought Murray face to
face with a conflict between his duty to the King, whose
uniform he wore, and that other king ‘‘ over the water,”
to whom, in ecommon with his house and his traditions, he
felt his natural allegiance was due. His brothers were
certainly Jacobites, and Horace Walpole has left on record
that ‘“if the Pretender had succeeded they would have
produced many witnesses to testify their zeal for him.”
James himself at twenty-four years of age was probably
neither more nor less romantic in the cause of Prince Charlie
than were so many other young Scotsmen of quality, but
whatever his feelings were he kept them to himself.
Family tradition says that he was inclined at this period
to place his sword at the Prince’s disposal. I confess I am
unable to find any confirmation of the story, nor any ground
why the author of the article in the Sussex Archaological
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Journal should deseribe him as ¢ Captain Hon. James
Murray, a suspected Jacobite.”” I think that he was at
the moment more concerned with the welfare of the ladies
of the Collier family, or at least of one of them, than with
any question of Stuart or Hanover.

It was on July 28 that the French brig Doutelle con-
veying Prince Charles Edward arrived at the island of
Eriskay, and the adventurous expedition began which
ended in the following April on the bloody field of Drum-
mossy Muir (Culloden). Whether James would have found
the unfurling of the Prince’s banner too great a demand
on his allegiance was fortunately not put to the test. The
victorious Marshal Saxe was carrying everything before
him, and now threatened Ghent and Ostend. The Quad-
ruple Alliance with the States-General of Holland, the King
of Poland, and Maria Theresa, had been formed, and
England agreed to send reinforcements to Ostend—four
battalions were agreed upon, though I can only find that
two were sent, and of these one was Harrison’s (15th Foot),*
and Murray, of course, went with it, thus removing him,
for the time at all events, from temptation. The battalion
sailed for Ostend in July, 1745, and can only just have
arrived when the town was invested—and surrendered
after a short resistance on August 23.

In this operation, which shed little lustre on the British
arms, Murray was severely wounded, from which circum-
stance we may at least infer that he was as usual in the
front line.

War was, at least by comparison with our days, a
gentlemanly occupation, and the French gave the usual
terms to the garrison, viz. to march out with military
honours, and in this case with the additional privilege of
being conducted to Mons, which was still held by the Allies.
Murray, whose wounds did not permit of active serviee,
was left at Ghent.

The progress of the Scoteh campaign began to alarm
the Ministry at home, and in October eight battalions were

* The other was Handasydes’ (16th’ Foot).
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recalled from Flanders, among them the 15th Foot, which
arrived in the Thames on the 25th of that month.

In the following year (1746) Murray had an opportunity
of forgetting his ambitions, if Lic had any, in the matter of
Prince Charles Edward, though it must be confessed that
the expedition on which he proceeded had no more of
military glory than that of the preceding year, and did not
add to the reputation of any of the senior officers concerned.

The plan was to capture and destroy the town of
L’Orient, which formed the depdt of the French last
India Company, and contained merchandise believed to be
of immense value. This episode, happily almost forgotten,
ended without success. Six battalions, including the 15th
Foot,* commanded by General St. Clair, and convoyed by
a squadron under Admiral Lestock, who, it is stated by
Tindal (History, vol. ix.), “was by this time grown old
and infirm for enterprise,” landed unopposed at Quimperle
Bay in Brittany.

It is interesting to note, as being a foreshadowing of
coming events, that both Murray and Wolfe were members
of the expedition, and that the original idea of assembling
the troops was (according to Tindal) T in accordance with
a plan of reducing Canada, which the capture of Louisburg
in the previous year by Sir Wm. Pepperel had brought
within the views of the British Ministry. Chiefly because
peace was believed to be in prospect the expedition
to Canada was postponed, and the troops which had
assembled at Portsmouth in May, and been kept in idleness
there, were diverted in September for the purpose above
referred to.

The force landed on September 20, ten miles from the
objective of Port L’Orient, and on the march thither there
were ugly stories of pillage of the villages and want of

* The other battalions were 1st, 28th, 36th, 39th, 42nd (Fortescue).
Tindal adds two battalions of footguards (in all 5800 men).

+ This is confirmed in a letter from James Collier to his father,
dated April 10, 1746. “ Mr. Randoll told me that the Highland
regiment and Harrison’s with four others was under orders to go to
Cape Breton to conquer Canada, to be on board by May 1.”
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discipline of the troops. On the 21st they arrived before
L’Orient and summoned the place to surrender, which
apparently the French commander was quite prepared to
do, provided guarantee against plunder and for the safety
of the East India Company’s magazines and storchouses
was given. Such a guarantee was obviously out of the
power of the British commander to give, and the general
demanded two million livres and a four-hours’ pillage.
Probably he calculated within that time his unruly crew
would have been able to effect the object of the expedition !

However, in grasping at too much he lost all, for the
French, who had gained considerable time during the
parley, succeeded in obtaining a reinforcement and now
refused to surrender at all. The English force had only
been provided with ten pieces of light artillery, and finding
it impossible to batter the walls, and being, moreover, in
danger of being surrounded by the rapidly increasing
French army, the general began to think discretion the
better part of valour, in which decision he was much aided
by the admiral, who threatened to sail for England if he
did not re-embark at once, which he accordingly did, thus
ending one of several very inglorious episodes of which I
say, happily, very little is known.

Inglorious though it was, Murray found an opportunity
to distinguish himself, and the following record appears
in the regimental history of the 15th Foot—the incident
occurred on the march to L’Orient :—

** The French militia fired on the troops from the woods
and put the men of one or two corps into some confusion,
when Captain Hon. James Murray led the Grenadiers of
the 15th forward with great gallantry and dispersed the
enemy.”’

It is said, too, with what truth I cannot say, that
Murray was the last man to embark. One can imagine
that he was not well pleased with the feeble display of which
he had been a witness.

The year 1747, though it contained plenty of military
movement, did not bring Murray any chance of active
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service, as his regiment remained in garrison in England.
The nations were becoming exhausted, but were unable to
agree on terms of peace, and in England the Commons
voted the *“ enormous *’ grant of 9% millions for the service
of the country, which by the way included subsidies to
the Queen of Hungary, the King of Sardinia, for the
Hanoverian and Hessian auxiliaries and the electors of
Cologne, Mainz, and Bavaria. The battle of Lauffeldt was
fought on June 20, and the Maréchal * was successful as
usual. Bergen-op-Zoom fell in July, notwithstanding the
heroism of the *“ Scots-Dutch,”” and the fate of the United
Provinces of Holland seemed to be about to follow that of
the Austrian Netherlands already in French hands. But
then, as now, the British sea power held the winning card.

Anson and Warren had destroyed a powerful French
fleet off Finisterre. Hawke had done the same off Belleisle,
The British cruisers in every sea harried the enemy merchant
shipping so severely that ruin faced the trading section of
the community, and the French monarch had the  mortifi-
cation to see the commerce of Britain flourish in the midst
of war > (Smollett, Hist. England). France was forced to
treat for peace, not because they lacked victory on land,
but because want of victory at sea strangled the life of the
nation. In England it is interesting to note that the
heavy charges brought forth by the war were met in part
by the imposition of ‘‘ poundage exacted from all mer-
chandise imported into Great Britain,”” and manufactures
on which hitherto we had been dependent on enemy
nations were encouraged within the British dominions.
So does history repeat itself.

To return to my subject. If 1747 was not a year of
war with James Murray, he managed to make it a year of
importance to himself. His lady spent a good part of the
year in London, staying with her Uncle William Cranston,
and James was apparently in close attendance. Society
does not seem to have been much affected by the war, and
in her letters Miss Delia Collier describes what seems to be

* Saxe.
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a fairly continuous succession of entertainments. The
theatre absorbs a good deal of time, and we hear of Mrs.
Cibber as Polly Peachum in the Begdar’s Opera, and Garrick
in the Provoked Wife. The hour for opening was five
o’clock, with dinner at three! The young lady and her
sister were somewhat eoncerned about their ‘ cloaths,”
which at first were apparently not quite up to the mode
in London. “ We will get our things as soon as possible,
but do a sure you our stays was tried on but yesterday,
and have not got a hoop yet whieh frets us very mueh, and
am forced to go in our old eloaths to morrow.”

Uncle William Cranston had apparently a soft corner
in his heart for the young people, but not so the father of
Miss Delia, for by the end of the year affairs had reached a
climax, and John Collier requested his brother-in-law to
signify to our gallant captain, in regard to a certain “‘ tender
affair,” that *‘ our correspondence must now cease ’ ; and
later he wrote : “I told him I could never think of marry-
ing my daughter to the uncertain situation he was in.”
James was, however, too good a soldier to be diseouraged
by any single failure to carry the fortress, and in May
following (1748) he visited Hastings again to make a
personal application, which appears, either then or soon
after, to have had some result. In August Cranston writes,
“I read him (Murray) your three querys—he proposes to
take a house and furnish it ; he says he has £2000 . . .”

This modest fortune, which I suppose was inherited,
was not considered enough ‘ for the expenses of a married
life in a manner suitable to a man of quality and his high
notions of it *> ; but, as I have said, William Cranston was
rather inclined to help. ‘I could heartily wish,” he writes,
‘“ that matters had a more promising aspect, because I
am persuaded within myself that there is such an attach-
ment between ’em, that I doubt cannot be got the better
of (at least by one of the parties).” John Collier apparently
found himself in a dilemma. Miss Delia had been delicate
from her youth and was obviously rather spoilt by her
family, and I think the fear of the effect that would be
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caused by separation from the man of her choice must
have been the deciding factor ; at all events, James won
his point, and writes on December 17, 1748 :

I have the pleasure to inform you ” (Mr. Collier was in
Bath) ¢ that this day I had the happiness of being made
yourson at St. Bride’s Church. Mr. Cranston is a great deal
better, but was not able to go to church, so Mr. Cole acted
for him as father. We dined with him afterwards and
went to the play, so I have only time to beg you’ll accept
Mrs. Murray’s and my duty, and be assured that nothing
can add more to our happiness than the news of your
recovery.”

The regiment was under orders for Ireland, and the
young couple tried to get an exchange, as Cordelia was
very “averst ’ to going; but when this fell through she
made up her mind to be contented. * Certain it will be my
own fault if I am not happy, for Mr. Murray has shown ye
greatest regard and tenderness for me about this affair
that was possable,” and in another letter to her mother .

“ You seem to think in your letter that I was low-spirited,
but I am not, for I have myself a better opinion of Mr.
Murray now than ever I had before, and am sure he would
do anything in ye world to make me happy, and T am really
so. 1 assure you he is not that fickel man you thought
him.”

Evidently Mrs. Collier was the leading member in the
opposition !

In January, 1749, James informed his father-in-law that
he was taking his majority in his own regiment for £1100,
besides the price of his own company. And this, no doubt,
was a serious haul out of his fortune. His wife had re-
ceived £3000 on marriage, but this was to be settled on
her in real estate. John Collier was evidently not disposed
to trust too much in his son-in-law’s economy.

It seems clear from the letters that Lord Elibank did
not approve of his brother’s marriage, and a considerable
estrangement resulted. His lordship evidently was at no



PEACE 49

pains to conccal his disapproval; probably at the bottom
of his feelings lay the fact that the Collicr family were
whole-hcarted Whigs. But apart from the question of
fortune, which by the way was far from being a small one,
there is no doubt that by his marriage James Murray
counteracted, in a great degree, the pernicious influence
on his career of his brother’s overt acts against the govern-
ment. In many of her letters Mrs. Murray complains of
the treatment of the Elibanks, but James was in no way
influenced by it, though it is quite clear that he felt it
more than a little. Mrs. Collier, too, having decided in
her own mind that her son-in-law was extravagant and
“ fickel,” was foolishly inclined to persuade her daughter
to the same view, but Cordelia, to her credit, would have
none of it.

“1 am sorry you should still think Mr. Murray has no
regard for me, when I have all ye reason in ye world to
believe he loves me as well as 1 do him. You are sensible
he is warm in his temper, and says a thing then that he is
sorry for directly.” And again, *“ As to Mr. Murray being
thought an extravagant man, I know he was in ye country ;
but if I may be a judge of his temper, I think him quite
the reverse ”’

In April (1749) Mrs. Murray fell ill of the small-pox, a
disease which was then almost a constant spectre in the
home life and very much feared. As a trait of Murray’s
character, without suggesting that he did more than he
should, I quote Mrs. Murray’s letter to her mother after
her recovery. ‘ Mr. Murray hardly ever stirred out of
ye room from me ye whole time, so that I had no use for
a nurse.” For her better recovery our young couple went
into the country! “ On Tuesday we go to Nightsbridge
(stc) for air, asses milk (recommended for the invalid), and
a vew of the fireworks.”

The “ fireworks ” were the outward and visible sign of
the national rejoicings at the peace of Aix-la-Chapelle.
All London went mad with rejoicings, as they had done
before when the war commenced ! But the ** peace ” was
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merely a truce of exhaustion, and except the King of
Prussia, who retained Silesia, none of the belligerent powers
gained anything. So far as England was concerned, the
question of * right of search,” which commenced her
participation, was not mentioned, and, what is of more
importance to this story, Cape Breton Island and Louis-
burg, then in the hands of the New Englanders, were
restored to France. The * fireworks” were, indeed, a
failure, and were fairly symbolic of the peace itself. Our
Murrays admired the rockets, but the grand set piece was
spoilt, ““ one of ye wings taking fire preatty soon, which
made great confusion.”

In June (1749) they left for Ireland. Mrs. Murray
mentions that she is told that the voyage, which she greatly
drcaded, was *‘ seldom more than forty-eight hours with ye
wind tolerably fair,” which gives one a little insight into
travelling 170 years ago! In July they arc settled at
Waterford, where the regiment was first stationed. Living
here was cheap, and it will interest housekeepers in this
yvear of grace 1921 to know that beef was 2d. a pound,
mutton 1d., and chickens 2d. apiece; moreover, three
bedrooms, a dining-room, and a kitchen were rented at
£18 per year. Murray was constantly busy with his
regimental duties, and found in Colonel John Jordan, who
now commanded the 15th, a chief very much to his liking.
The Colonel is thus described :

¢ A true soldier indeed, for the officers have not an hour
to themselves. He ferets them out every morning at five,
and so to continue till they are quite masters of ye Duke’s
exercise, for he is quite determined to make a good
regiment at last.”

Irish manner of life and Murray’s, too, are described
in a little word picture :

“ Mr. Murray is grown quite the married man, and as
drunkenness is ye chief delight of ye gentlemen in this
country, he spends no time from home but in the field,
and indeed has made all ye inconveniences of this country
sit very light upon me by his kind behaviour.”
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Mistress Murray was evidently something of a social
success, which no doubt made up in part for the ‘“ incon-
veniences.”” We are told that her ‘“ hoops and caps ”’ were
much in request as patterns by the Waterford ladies.
There was plenty of society apparently, and a certain
degree of decorum was insisted on, for at the balls no
dancing was allowed ‘“ after tea, which is to be made at
twelve o’clock, and nobody to dance in a night gown,* as
they have done all this summer at ye card rooms;”’ but
with regard to this latter relaxation, it is fortunate that
the letters tell us that Murray abstained from card playing,
and we may therefore hope that dancing in night attire
did not form part of the amusement of my hero and his
wife! However, autre pays autre meeurs, possibly it was
not so bad as it sounds.

The political notoriety which Alexander Murray at-
tained by his action at the Westminster elections in the
winter of 1749 has already been referred to, and though
it cannot fail to have harmed James’s prospects in the
army, it is satisfactory to find that he had adopted, without
reserve, the service of King George and his government,
and I do not think any incident in his later life gives
reason to suppose that the old leanings had, any longer,
weight with him. He was, in truth, as he frequently
expressed himself, thoroughly loyal to the government he
served. Thus in December, 1749, writing to his father-in-
law, he says :

“I am glad the Independents T have been worsted at
Westminster, for tho’ Sir George Vandeput is my particular
acquaintance, the obligations I ly under to the Duke of
Newecastle’s family must always make me wish for success
to them in everything they attempt.”

It was, no doubt, fortunate too that in the Primate of
Ireland, who was brother to Andrew Stone, member for

* Presumably a dressing-gown is meant !
t The Independent electors of Westminster who, headed by

Alexander Murray, opposed the election of the government candidate,
Lord Trentham.

E
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Hastings and friend of Mr. Collicr, Murray had a friend at
Court, and this interest, combined with that of Lord George
Sackville *# and the strong recommendation of Colonel
John Jordan, led to his obtaining the lieut.-coloneley of
the 15th Foot in January, 1751. I think I am justified
in saying that with the disabilities under which he suffered
at a time when politics had a finger in every detail of life,
it is a strong argument of Murray’s worth as a soldier that
he succeeded in getting on so quickly. Mr. Collier’s influence
and generosity were certainly greatly instrumental in this
success, and Murray was thoroughly sensible of it and
proportionately grateful. Writing in December, 1752, he
says :

“1 can’t express how sensibly I am obliged by yr
application to Mr. Pelham, and how I am vexed to the soul
that you should be put to the blush on my account, for his
objection to my family is plausible. I am sure time and
opportunity, if fortune favours me with any, will convince
all the world that I have no share in their guilt, tho’ I am
likely to have the whole punishment of it unless protected
by your influence. Hitherto I am very sensible it has been
that alone that has procured my rank and good fortune,
and if it pleases God to spare my life I am farr from dispair-
ing of success in my profession, as I shall ever study to
behave as your son ought to do; and should the blind
goddess deprive me of her smiles, it will always be a
consolation to have done my utmost to deserve them.”

The routine of Irish service continued without much
incident.t In 1758 the regiment is at Limerick, ““ a large
populace (sic) place and governed quite by ye military,”
says Mrs. Murray. Here James is in the position of com-
manding officer, being ‘“ye oldest (senior) colonel of
ye three regiments.” 1In 1755 the regiment is rumoured
to be for foreign service, and this has brought about a
crisis in Murray’s affairs, for it appears that life in Ireland,

* Son of the Duke of Dorset, and Secretary for Ireland.

1 A contemporary opinion describes Ireland thus: ‘A country
where law has lost its energy, magistracy all authority, and nothing

but military force could restrain the subject within due obedience *’
(Bedford to Pitt, December, 1759.)
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cheap though it was, has not been accomplished without
debts, and the probability of foreign service has brought
out a number of creditors. Murray is faced with the
possibility of having to sell his commission and enter the
Queen of Hungary’s serviee. His own family, says Mr.
Cranston, “ so far from giving him any help, t’would be a
matter of triumph to them to see him undone.” However,
Mr. Collier stepped into the breach and advanced the
money.

In April (1755) the regiment landed at Bideford, and
the Irish exile was over. A little later Murray is in great
hopes of being made Lieut.-Governor of Stirling Castle,
but is informed that his brother’s conduct is too recent to
admit of this. If this was a disappointment at the time
it was no doubt ultimately a benefit, as he would probably
have missed the active service which was now coming.

On May 17, 1756, the inconclusive peace of Aix-la-
Chapelle was formally broken, and England declared war.
There is perhaps nothing more extraordinary than the
state of belligerency which existed for several years
previously, and whieh constituted a kind of recognised
piracy on both sides. In America war of the most overt
kind had been in progress for at least two years. Armies
were on the move, posts had been captured ; at sea Bos-
cawen had scattered the French supply squadron which
sailed from Brest in May, 1755, and captured two of their
ships. Hawke was at sea with orders to take what he eould
find, and by the end of the year 300 vessels had been taken
to England. A French squadron with 15,000 troops had
left Toulon, and in May, 1756, had captured Minorea. It
was not until this culminating act was in progress that war
was declared, and the Seven Years’ War, which was indeed
two years old already, was textually announced—a war
which left England mistress of the seas and of an empire.

The first acts in the drama with which we are im-
mediately concerned was the so-called “ secret *” expedition
to Rochefort ; but, unfortunately, as in so many other cases,
long before the expedition left to execute its purpose, all
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question of secrecy was at an end. Pitt had planned the
expedition, and had set a high importance on its success ;
but even Pitt was unable to control the deliberate move-
ments of the navy.

The orders were issued in July, 1757, for the assembly of
ten battalions * and a train of artillery in the Isle of Wight.
Murray was in command of his battalion, the 15th Foot,
and he wrote on August 16, 1757 :

“For my own part I am in great health and vigour,
and never knew myself fitter to undergo the fatigues and
hardships my profession is liable to in time of service. 1
have the honour to command a glorious regiment of my own
training, and am confident of acquiring a little reputation,
at least, which in due time may procure preferment.”

James Wolfe was quartermaster-general of the troops.
The general in command was Sir John Mordaunt, ap-
pointed on August 3, and the instructions issued to him
were brief—to make a descent on the French coast near
Rochefort ; to destroy the docks, arsenals, and shipping,
and after this to consider the possibility of attacking Port
L’Orient and Bordeaux. There were two brigadiers—
Major-Generals Conway and Cornwallis.

The fleet did not, however, get under way until
September 8, the troops having embarked on the 6th, and
appeared off the French coast on the 20th. It was obvious
to Mordaunt that surprise would be no longer possible, for
undoubtedly the French would have received amplewarning,
and he wrote to Pitt asking for instructions as to what
course he should take if he should find it impossible to effect
an early landing. The minister, who was evidently not
pleased with the general conduct of the affair, replied by
snubbing the general, telling him it was no part of his
business to tell him how to carry out his orders.

* 3rd Foot, Howard’s. 24th Foot, Cornwallis’,
5th ,, Bentinck’s. 25th ,, Hume’s.
8th ,, Wolfe’s. 30th ,, Loudon’s.

15th ,, Amherst’s. 50th ,, Hodgeson’s.

20th ,, Kingsley’s. 51st ,, Brudenal’s.
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The wind being unfavourable, the fleet was unable to
make the passage between the islands of Rhé and Oleron,
and it was not until September 28 that the island of Aix
was attacked and easily captured ; but here the success of
the venture ended. The ships could not approach within
two miles ‘of the shore—observations of the enemy’s dis-
positions were difficult. The general was diffident about
venturing an attack, estimating that possibly 40,000
regular troops besides militia could have been assembled
to dispute the landing. The coast was obviously alarmed,
and smoke from signals observed. A council of war was
held on board the Neptune on September 25. On the 26th
the admiral, as so often happened, announced his intention
of leaving if action was not taken. On the 29th it was
decided to return to England. Nothing more feeble than
the whole affair can well be imagined, and Pitt was furious.
Grub Street excelled itself, and pamphlets purporting to
detail the true causes of the failures with ¢ replies ”” and
“answers ’ abounded, written by armchair critics, who
knew nothing of the difficulties encountered.

So far as this work is concerned we should probably
have known little of Murray’s part in the affair but for the
fact that Pitt resolved on bringing Sir John Mordaunt before
a court martial, and two of the principal witnesses called
were James Wolfe and James Murray, the former for the
prosecution, the latter for the defence. Perhaps Wolfe
was an unwilling witness, for he had received much kindness
from Mordaunt, and had been a frequent visitor at his
house; but reading the evidence, one derives the opinion
that a full statement of his observations was not brought
out in his replies. Murray’s evidence, on the other hand,
though his information was gained under the same con-
ditions as was Wolfe’s, brought out many details in Mor-
daunt’s favour, and in the end the general was acquitted.

But greater matters were now afoot, and we will pass
from what may be called Murray’s minor experiences to
a consideration of the greater parts that he played on the
world’s stage. Yet it will be proper to note here the






CHAPTER 1V
THE CAPTURE OF LOUISBURG, 1758

WHEN in June, 1757, Pitt returned to the Ministry as
Secretary of State, with full control of the foreign policy
of the country, a new life was infused into the nation
which was felt to its farthest limits. He assumed control
not only of the army, but of the navy. He was supreme,
and proceeded to utilise his power with characteristic
genius and energy. It is with his plans for the conquest
of Canada that we are for the moment concerned, and for
this the plan of campaign included, as a principal objective,
the capture of Louisburg.

In those days, no less than at present, a naval base,
from which to control operations at sea within a given
area, was essential, and in the North Atlantic the English
possessed only Halifax from which action to cover the Gulf
of the St. Lawrence could be taken. Louisburg, then in
French hands, was some 180 miles nearer, and was the true
key to the position. Time and again the difficulty of keep-
ing great fleets at sea at a distance from a harbour had
frustrated the attempts to prevent the French carrying
reinforcements and supplies into Canada. Thus the
capture of Louisburg, dominating a securc haven and
commanding thc approach by sea to the French North
American possessions, became the first object of what may
be termed the eastern section of Pitt’s * plan for the

* It cannot be said that this was a new conception. As far back
as 1745, when Louisburg was captured by Sir William Pepperel, a
similar idea was put forward. For an interesting chapter on the
importanee of Louisburg to the French, sce Colonel Woods’ Logs of
the Conquest of Canada.
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reduction of Canada, which involved the termination of
French control over the hinterland of New England, and
the security and expansion of the English colonies.

Since the peace of 1748 vast sums and the best engineer-
ing talent had been expended on the fortress, which was
styled the Dunkirk of America, and no effort had been
spared to make it an impregnable position commensurate
with its strategical importance. It is said that in some
respects the fortifications were defective and not completed
to the original design, but it is not probable that this had
any important effect on the result. The fortress was
isolated, the garrison was insufficient, consisting of 6000
men, including the 3000 seamen manning the squadron
lying in the harbour, a part of which, escaping the vigilance
of Admiral Hardy, had recently arrived, carrying consider-
able supplies for the garrison.

No effective succour could be expected either from
Canada, then preparing to resist the English advance on
Montreal via Lake Champlain, or by sea, where the English
fleets held the undoubted superiority. Thus the best
defence of Louisburg, other than its own ramparts, was
the open and dangerous coast, rock-bound and continually
swept by storms, which rendered it a difficult task to
assemble and maintain in position a great fleet of transports
and war vessels, and a still more hazardous undertaking
to land an army in the face of opposition from the French.
Had Drucour * commanded a sufficient garrison to enable
him to hold all the defences of the harbour as well as to
maintain a considerable movable force in the open, it is
doubtful how the affair would have ended, and even as
it was, the astonishment expressed by Montcalm, when
later he heard of the English landing, seems to have had
good ground.

“ Why,” wrote Montcalm, ““ did not the troops, whose
duty it was to defend the entrenchments at this point,
march after the first discharge of artillery and musketry,
with bayonets fixed, upon the English, whom they ought

* Chevalier de Drucour, governor and commander of Louisburg.
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to have destroyed ? Why did not those of other en-
trenchments advance also ? ” *

To encompass this formidable undertaking orders were
issued for the assembly of a large force at Halifax.

Including the four battalions of the Royal Americans
(60th Foot), there were twenty-one battalions of the
regular army in North America, and of these the assembly
of twelve battalions ¥ at Halifax was ordered two addi-
tional battalions, the 15th Foot, commanded by