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you all happiness and contentment in the Land of
Cakes, where, I assure you, my heart is; and though
the pleasure of being there be debarred me, yet I
promise you it gives me much satisfaction to know
that some of my fellow-countrymen who were engaged
with us have escaped the jaws of the voracious wolves,
though I am apt to believe it was more owing to their
oversight than mercy. Be that as it will, I wish from
the bottom of my heart that more were in the same
condition, and that -1 were myself the only sufferer,
" which Would make me bear my prlvate loss without a
grudge.”

The effects, political and moral, of the action at
Prestonpans were out of all proportion to the small
numbers of the forces which had been engaged in the
struggle. Prince Charles at once became master of
the whole of Scotland except a few fortresses and
certain districts in the North, where the influence
of Lord President Forbes was still dominant; and
throughout the civilised world he was regarded as a
hero in reality, instead of being one of mere fancy or
romance. Prospects of effective aid were held out by
- France, and small supplies of men and money were
actually sent without delay. In England a general
feeling of alarm superseded the apathy which had
hitherto prevailed, The consternation in towns on
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the route from Edinburgh to London may be learnt
from Dr Wesley, who was at Newcastle at the time,
and wrote, “ The walls are mounted with ‘cannon, and
all things prepared for sustaining an assault; but our
poor neighbours are busy in removing their goods, and
- most of the best houses are left without either furniture
or inhabitants.”!  King George himself began to real-
ise the serious danger of the insurrection; yet seven
days after the battle Horace Walpole wrote, “ His
Majesty uses his Ministers as ill as possible, and
discourages everybody that would risk their lives and
fortunes for him.” . 7

It is true that the desertion of many Highlanders
from his army put it out of the power of the Prince to
carry out his original design of availing himself of the
road laid open to him for the immediate march towards
London ; but the grave and unexpected crisis, brought
about by a fraction of the Highland clansmen, whom
Lord Tweeddale called “the scum of the Camerons
and Macdonalds,” caused humiliation and anger to the
mass of the nation.? None could boast of successful
effort in resisting the insurrection. Every one felt
that somebody must be to blame for the unhappy
collapse; but no one dared to name the king as being
mainly responsible for the disaster, and for the miseries
certain to arise from a continued civil war. An im-

! Mahon's The '3, PP 60, 58. 2 Home’s ;—Iist., vol. iiL
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mediate scapegoat was needed, and it seemed to be a
relief for all parties to find in Cope a convenient victim.

To the ridicule to which his measures had already been
exposed were now added attacks on his honesty as a
man and on his personal courage as a soldier, till, to
use the apt quotation of Sir Walter Scott, he was
doomed to remain’

¢ Sacred 1o ridicule his whole life long,
And the sad burden of a merry song.”

The story of the savage reception untruly alleged to
have been given to Sir John the day after the battle
By Lord Mark Ker, commanding at Berwick, may be
noticed as an eiia.mple of the unfair treatment to which
he was subjected. Sir Walter Scott’s craving to exalt
~what he terms “the hereditary wit” of a great family
in his native Border country may, perhaps, excuse him
for repeating as a historical fact the asserted sarcastic
welcome of Ker to Cope,—* That he believed he was
the first general in Europe who had brought the first
tidings of his own defeat.”! A poet's licence may be
allowed to Skirving for his verse on the General's
arrival—

“ Now, Johnnie, troth, ye wasna blate .
To come wi’ the news o’ your ain defeat,
And leave your men in sic a strait

Sae eatly in the morning.”

1Tales of a Grandfather, vol. #ii. p. 34.
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But the repetition of the story by after-writers—such
as Chambers, Lord Maklon, and Ewald—-is scarcely
pardonable, when the evidence on Cope’s trial in-
cidentally, but certainly, proves that the two officers
immediately under Cope in the action, Brigadier
Fowke and Colonel Lascelles, and at least one other
officer, Captain Christie, reached Berwick dn the day
of the battle, while Sir John, marching #:# Coldstream,
did not enter the town till next day.

Cope’s arrival at Berwick deprived Lord Mark Ker
of his local command. This supersession was disliked
by his lordship, who consequently in no good humour
withdrew to London! Craigie, the Lord Advocate,
who with other Scottish officials had fled to Berwick,
mentions, as an instance of Cope’s punctilio, that after
Lord Mark’s departure service-letters arrived ad-
dressed to him. They were believed to contain useful
information, yet Sir John would not avail himself of
them till their seals were broken by other officials
present. Lord Drummore, who, as has been men-

_tioned, had been with the king’s troops at Prestonpans,

appears to have been the first to make him aware of

the grave charges now being made against him. Ina

letter from Alnwick, dated 24th October, Drummore
wrote to the General : “ Before I left Berwick to attend

! Omond’s Lives of the Lord Advocates.
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my friend the Earl of Loudon aboard the Glasgow”
(a Iﬂan-of-\.var)f‘at Shields, I observed the dragoons,
several of them of Hamilton's and of poor Gardiner’s
_regiments, at first mutter something in their defence,
" and -afterwards they grew a good deal bolder; and in
. my .hearing some of them took the liberty to blame
the officers” (it may be pr“'esumed that officers’ of the
dragoons were the accusers, and that they were blam-
ing the higher officers of the army), “but I did not
hear that any of them had taken the freedom to attack
y'oilr character in so foul a manner as since I came to
this part of the country I find they have. " And it does
~extremely surprise me that, upon no better evidence
" than theirs, a good many people of sense too should be
so credulous as to give credit to some of the stories
‘they affirm as truth. My regard to it, as well as to
'you,‘led me to notice several of them in a company
where Sir Harry Liddell was, and who did me the
honour to ask me to dine with him and some of his
friends of this place, to whose satisfaction I had the
happiness to clear you of all the imputations thrown
upon you.” In a postscript he adds: “This country -
is full of the vilest scandal, which the dragoons, who
" guarded Mr Lockhart, have had the infamous boldness
" {o utter, They reproach you for want of personal
cOﬁrége, and correspondence close with the Chevalier;
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the naming of which things I take to be sufficient
refutation of them. So false and malicious are  they,
that these scandals will soon vanish. Adieu.” Lord
Drummore’s anticipations with regard to the eharge
of treachery were realised. - It died away, as there
was not a shadow of proof that Cope had not .
~been thoroughly loyal to the reigning dynasty. DBut
the other accusations have held their ground in
history. o .

" Among the loudest to proclaini that the national
calamities had been caused principally through Cope's
cowardice and incompetence was the merciless General
Hawley, who in December was gazetted as his suc-
cessor in the command of Scotland. It was not to
be expected that the luckless Cope could be retained
“in this appointment. But George 11 still gave him
some support. He was in attendance at Court when
the news arrived of Hawley's disgraceful defeat at
! Falkirk in January of the following year; and it is
recorded — perhaps with a touch of malice — that in
the whole assembly the only countenances which re-
tained a serene and pleased expression were those
of Cope and the sturdy old king. A letter, however,
from Sir John in the ensuing June to his staunch friend
Lord President Forbes, shows how keenly he felt his
false position. In it he says, “ The hardships I have
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and still do lie under are most cruel.”!. He flatters

himself that Forbes and Lord Loudon would try to
~ put his actions in a true light before the Duke of
Cumberland, who, with Hawley under him, then held
supreme military sway in Scotland, and who had left
London deeply prejudiced against him ; and he adds :
“ Being unfortunate in this country is a crime in the
mouths of the envious, and of those who are ready
to defame a man when fashion,‘is against him, I
~ have the comfort of an honest man, that I neglected
no part of my duty, and I cannot reproach myself
with anything that ought to reflect on my character.
This has enabled me to stand the reproaches of
others. . . . I ask pardon ; .I will have done with
the subject. The friendship your lordship honoured
me with in Scotland entitles me to claim a continuance
of it, since I know not an action of mine which should.
forfeit it.” The reply of Forbes was sympathetic, and °
~ regarding his communications with the Duke of Cum:
berland he wrote: “You have been truly informed
about Lord Loudon and your humble servant. We
have never varied our style, because truth is stubborn ;
it will not vary, and those who have a true respect
for it dare not attempt to violate it.” But the able
‘editor of the Culloden Papers adds, in a note ap-

1 Culloden Papers, pp. 277, 281,
S
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pended to-the letter: “The triumphs of the rebels
and the disappointment of the well-affected had equally
contributed to throw the unfortunate commander into
contempt; and ridicule was kept alive by every art
“of song and anecdote.”

. When the country had become somewhat settled
after the miserable collapse of Prince Charles’s schemes,
and of the loudly proclaimed resolves of either con-
quéring or dying in the prosecution of those schemes,
and shortly before the impossible young candidate for
~ the British throne had succeeded in escaping from
Scotland;, Cope’s desire for a public inquiry into his
conduct was granted by the king. It had also been
demanded by the voice of the public, who thirsted
for vengeance on the supposed culprit. Had he been
found to have been at fault, he would certainly and
deservedly have been brought before a court-martial,
and would probably have met a fate similar to Admiral
'Bing’s. As soon as Sir John knew that his behaviour
was to be examined into, ““ he acquainted the Secretary
of War that he should be glad to have, if possible,
every person who had been an eyewitness to any
part of his conduct summoned; to which it was
answered that it might be inconvenient to his Majesty’s
service to have some of them, such as Lord Loudon

and others, called from the duties they were on. Then
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" Sir John requested that all such who could be spared. -

~might be summoned, and accordingly they were!”?!
Truth is indebted for the exact details of the catas-
' trophe at Prestonpans and other important facts to
the records of this court, which would probably never
have been known had not an anonymous gentleman
considered it to be his duty to procure and publish
them. He had attended the court'as an enemy of
Cope—not, however, influenced by personal or political

feelings, but by deliberate opinions based upon a care- -
ful study of the narratives of the wvarious events as

they were alleged to have occurred in the press of
the period. His account of the proceedings is as
follows :-— '

- This inquiry was indeed managed with a strictness
‘and ‘solemnity that excluded all S.L.lSpiCiOIl of bias or
partiality. The general officers who presided were
Field-Marshal George Wade, President, Licutenant-
Generals Charles Lord Cadogan, John Folliot, Charles
Duke of Richmond, and John Guise. None of these
gentlemen had at- any time ‘been so much as suspected
of a behaviour the least resembling that charged on Sir
John Cope; but were all of them of unblemished honour
and distinguished justice, and were competent judges
of the matters intrusted to their examination. Every

" 1Cope’s Tfial, p 62
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officer who had marched with the army from Stirling,
except a few whose services could not be dispensed
-with, and whose letters therefore were permitted to
be read, and the volunteers, too, who had been present
~ at Prestonpans, were ordered to attend, and to declare
all they'had observed. The examinations were taken
in public in the great room at the Horse Guards, where
“any gentleman was permitted to enter, and where there
were never less than one hundred ‘and fifty auditors. -
“The inquiry lasted five days, from ten in the morning
till three in the afternoon. There were above forty
witnesses examined. In the course of the proceedings
public notice was often given, that if any person either .
knew or had been informed of any fact or circumstances
contradictory to the evidence then given, it was a duty
- he owed to his king and country to acquaint the Board
therewith. The Board at the same time declared that
all such voluntary witnesses might feel assured of pro-
tection, and might at their option either give their
information in public or in a private room by them-
selves.! 1 must add, too, that the Roard ordered the
whole of the correspondence between the Secretary
of State for North Britain and Sir John Cope to be
read and annexed to their report, lest letters omitted
should contain such particulars as might explain de- -

1 Cope’s Trial, Preface, p. viil.
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tached passages in a different sense from what they
" bore when considered apart. Nay, further, when the
inquiry was in all appearance finished, and ‘the Board
had adjourned to a distant day in order to give their
_opinion of the report, which' was then in a gbod
measure drawn up, one of them having accidentally
heard that there was a person who asserted he had
been present at the battle of Prestonpans, and who
was said to relate many things differently from the
witnesses examined by the Board, a summons was
immediately sent him, and his examination taken and
-annexed to the report. . . . It was no small sur-
prise to me to find on the inquiry that the various
matters with which Sir John had been charged ap-
peared so very different from my prepossessions about
them. I could not impute this either to the partiality
of the judges, the management of the accused, or -
the collusion of evidence. . . . However, as opinions
once strongly imbibed are not easily departed from,
I could not immediately persuade myself that a person
whom I had long considered as extremely blamable
was really so free from reproach. as these examinations
seemed to conclude; and therefore, still suspecting
some fallacy, I did not rest satisfied till I had procured
an authentic copy of all the evidence, such as it was,
delivered by the Board to his Majesty.”

'
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The same gentleman who wrote the foregoing words
elsewhere rematks regarding the majority of the
witnesses :  “ They were all officers of the army that
were in the action, the greatest part of them never
accused or suspected of having any misconduct of their
" own to answer for, and yet great sufferers by the
events of that day. It will, I suppose, be allowed that
their losses, wounds, and imprisonments, and other‘
disadvantages to which they were exposed by belong-
ing to- ruined regiments, were such inducements to
have laid open the faults of their General as it was
not in his power to have diverted or mitigated,
especially as he was far removed from all influence
over their fortunes or preferments.” The writer might
have added that the espriz de corps of the officers
would have forced them to blame, if possible, the
General, in order to save the credit of their regiments.

The Board, after hearing the statements of many
civilians and officers—the Lord President Forbes being
among the witnesses—declared that they were satisfied,
and that the further evidence which was tendered by
Sir John was unnecessary. Specifying in detail the
charges which had been made against him, they fourrl
that he was not only guiltless on each point, but that
his conduct was worthy of praise. One of the final
sentences of their finding is, “ That he did his duty as -
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an officer, both before, at, and after the action: and

‘that his personal conduct was without reproach.” !

The same Board examined, separately and at length,
into the cases of Fowke and Lascelles, the two sur-
viving officers next in rank to the General, Gardiner
having been slain. Their finding was that each of
them had also discharged his duties with personal

credit. On the three inquiries, as a whole, they
concluded by reporting: “ We are unanimously of

opinion that Sir John Cope’s behaviour has been un-
blamable ; and that there is no.ground for accusation
against the said Sir John Cbpe, Colonel Peregrine
Lascelles, or Brigadier - General Thomas Fowke.”
This verdict, which was commonly termed “the ac--
quittal of Cope,” was published at length in the
‘London Gazette” The writer of the description of
the trial, from whom quotations have been made, did

* not, however, find that the publication of the mere '

finding of the Board effectually influenced the general
belief in Cope's guilt; and—again to use his own
expressions—as he had not -spared 'to treat the char-
acter of Sir John Cope with great freedom whilst he
believed him culpable, he thought it his duty, as an
honest man, to make him the best reparation in his
power, by'publishiﬁg to the world the very same

1 Cope’s Trial, p. 102.
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materials which had convinced himself of his- error.
He accordingly printed the evidence in full with a
luminous preface, and appealed for its perusal to all -
who believed the wanton despoiling an innocent man -

of his character-to be a crime. . The king, too, showed
that he still considered the General a trustworthy
officer by appointing . him to a high command in Ire-
land. But these efforts on the side of truth were of
little avail in clearing his reputation. The Muses, as
Burns remarked, were nearly all Jacobite. National
prejudice was condensed into the following lines,'—

¢ Say what reward shall be decreed
For deeds like those of Sir John Cope.
Reason and thyme are all agreed—
His ribband should be made a rope.”

In the cbntemporary attacks on Sir John, however,
there was often mixed with false history a vein of
genuine humour, not always ill-natured. But modern
writers of high standing have dealt with Cope’s char-
acter in terms of unalloyed and unjust ferocity. For
instance, Burton, in his ‘ History of Scotland,” after
giving the current description of the battle of Preston-
pans, makes the following remarks: “In the ordinary .
soldier, panic flight represents his own weakness, or

1 Found in a contemporary manuscript, now in the British Museum
(MS. of R. W. Ketton, Esq. of Fallbrig Hall).
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the mismanagement of others. . . . Men will pot
cease to visit the general who flies, instead of abiding
. to keep order among his beaten troops or die if that be
impossible, with infamy. . . . There arose deep alarm
about the soundness of the DBritish ‘military system
when it was learned that on this occasion several
field-officers had fled from the Highland charge with-
out looking behind them. Cope himself was excelled
by others in the poltroonery with which his name is
ever associated. He made some little efforts among

the stragglers whom he found far away from the field -

to regulate a retreat, but others” (hé selects the names
of Brigadier- General Fowke and Colonel Lascelles)
“seem to have fled right on”! And even more
recently Professor Veitch, in glowing words, tells of
Cope having been awakened from his sleep at Cock-
~enzie by the news that the foe was attacking his army ;
of his riding in hot haste to the field ; of Lochiel
plercing impetuously the royalist\ line through a fire
of cannon and musketry ; of the advance of the famous
‘Colonel Gardiner; of each Highlander receiving the
thrust of his enemy’s bayonet in the target where it
stuck and cutting down his frontiﬁg foe; and finally, of
Cope’s boggling on horseback amid the lanes of Preston,
and then, evidently pérmeatgd with the panic of the day,

1 Vol, ii. p. 464.
T
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' ﬂying and never halting until he put more than twenty
‘miles behind him.] These fables are written by men
in the full belief of their truth. = .

Sir John died in 1760, and was buried at the Church
of St James’s, Westminster, London. No monument
marks his grave. The register simply records the
burial on the sth of August 1760 of " Sir John
Cope, Knight of the Bath. M.” —the last letter
signifying “man.” In the Chapel of Henry VIL
at Westminster Abbey there is, nailed on the wood- -
work over a part of the wall, the small brass plate
recording his installation as a Knight of that order.
On it is emblazoned his coat of arms with the sup-
porters then added to the armorial bearings of
the family, which had been granted his ancestor, Sir
William Cope, by the royal builder of the chapel, to
whom he had been cofferer. From what is known
historically of Sir John Cope’s conduct, it may be
confidently hoped that the brave, but much maligned,
- soldier was true to the motto appended to these arms
— Bquo adeste animo.”.

1 Blackwood’s Magazine, July 1894, p. 99.
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ERRATA.

note 1. For Dumfriesshilfe read Lanarkshire,
line 18. JFor son read kinsman. '
n 2. For William Grant of Prestongrange 7ead Robert Dundas,
younger of Arniston.
w8, For 1745 read 1744.
n 1I. For Sicillan r¢ad Sardinian.
it 4. For Glengarry sead Lochgarry.
st line of note. For St Johnstoun 7ead St John.
line 7. ZFor Sir Andrew read Sir Alexander.
last line of note. Fo» Buchap of Drumakill zzad Buchanan of
Drumnakill,
For last sentence of nole substitute He spent the night at Leckie House,
and the following day marched to Falkirk,
note. For &c., p. 12, read p. 14, &c. B
line 11, For George read James.
n  17. For L{ord] Rlegent, Prince Charles] sead Llord] Nairn].

‘

Note.—In the references to Murray of Broughton’s Narrative, the paging
quoted is that of the proof-slips which were kindly lent to Sir Robert
Cadell, and the following shows the pages as renumbered in the recently
publiéhed volume i '

PAGE NOTE

108 1. Forp. 16 read p. 192

170 1. For pp. 17, I8 read p. 195,
187 1. Forp. 21 #ead p. 207.

198 1. For p. 19 read p. zo0.

zo04 1. For p. 2o vead p. 203

226 1. Forp. 20 read p. 201

245 1. Forp. 2o read p. 203,

257 1. Forp, 21 read p. 205.






