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Obituary 

Joan MacDonald 

Many members of the Marie Stuart Society will remember Joan who died on 27 
July, 2016, aged 88. Her funeral on 12 August at Oldham Crematorium was a 
Humanist Service; and, true to Joan’s outlook on life, the occasion was lively, 
even amusing in parts, and a real celebration of a life full of activity. 

Joan was a member of the 
English Branch of the Society 
since joining in 2001. She 
attended each Branch event 
until a few years before her 
demise, and was well known 
by members of the Scottish 
Branch as she rarely missed 
attendance at the Gatherings. 
She enjoyed her visits to 
meetings in Scotland 
especially, as her late 
husband came from 
Helensburgh, and she 
frequently adopted a Scottish 
accent on these occasions. 
Her last visit to Scotland with 

the MSS was the English 
Branch visit to Mount Stuart on the Isle of Bute. 

Joan studied textile design at the Manchester School of Art and from there joined 
the staff of the Great Yarmouth School of Art, and was appointed Vice-Principal 
when she was 27 years old. She moved to Saddleworth in 1965, and there she 
married Archie MacDonald, Head of the Art School in Oldham. Having made a 
reputation for Textile Design, she changed to become a successful Botanical 
Illustrator. She was particularly proud to be appointed ‘Artist in Residence’ for the 
MSS, and designed a set of note cards depicting buildings associated with Marie. 
In addition her work appeared in the Society’s Journal illustrating a number of 
articles. 

Joan’s extrovert and boisterous nature readily forged friendships that were both 
competitive and fiercely loyal. She will be remembered with fondness by her 
many friends in the MSS; and the simplest way of summing up her attributes, 
whatever experiences one shared with her, she was never dull. 

Meg Langton 

Joan, mid July 2016 
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Regular Features 

Editorial 

It is with sadness that we open this issue with an obituary, but I always feel that 
we should celebrate a life rather than lament a death, so I hope you take it in the 
same spirit. That said, the editor hopes that all enjoyed the fine festive season of 
Christmas and New Year. Mary, of course, was at Edinburgh Castle again for the 
little vignettes Historic Environment Scotland enjoys performing for its visitors. 

Once again I’d like to thank all contributors and ask that you help those members 
who are unable to join us at the various talks and visits by providing your own 
reports; the more varied voices we have, the better. They can be short or long 
but are most useful if accompanied with pictures that help enliven your magazine. 
However if you do provide pictures that are not ones to which you have the rights, 
please provide any necessary permissions from the copyright owners for those. 
And even if you do not write a report, we’d love to hear from you concerning what 
you would like to see included in the Journal. 

Hopefully you will recognise the cover photo of the statue 
for which our Society raised funds. Well Historic 
Environment Scotland is touring Scotland as part of their 
Scotland’s Year of History, Heritage, and Archaeology 
2017; and one of their display posters has an extract from 
the documentary about creating the statue featuring 
David Annand, the sculptor as well as our statue! 

Note that there is a very interesting article entitled 
“Reassessing the complicated legacy of the much-
maligned Mary Queen of Scots” online at 
https://goo.gl/9yDPcf. I’d be very interested in comments 
from members concerning this. 

The BBC Radio 4 programme, In Our Time, had an episode entitled Mary, Queen 
of Scots, on 19 January 2017 in which Melvyn Bragg and guests discussed the 
history of Mary. Melvyn was joined by David Forsyth (Principal Curator, Scottish 
Medieval-Early Modern Collections at National Museums Scotland), Anna 
Groundwater (Teaching Fellow in Historical Skills and Methods at the University 
of Edinburgh), and John Guy (Fellow of Clare College, University of Cambridge). 
It should be on the BBC website: http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b088fs7z. 

The deadline for submissions to be included in the next Journal is 8 May 2017 
including any information you may see about news items, events, or new 
research concerning our Mary. For the October Journal, the date is 04 September 
2017. Planned articles include items on the Rough Wooings, Mary’s French 
Chateaux, James V’s Children, and the Lennox Jewel. 

https://goo.gl/9yDPcf
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b088fs7z
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Once again I’d like to remind people of our online presence which consists of our 
own website, http://www.maryqueenofscots.co.uk, and a Facebook page, 
https://www.facebook.com/MarieStuartSociety. Any member willing to volunteer 
to create and manage a Twitter account? 

Enjoy your Journal. 
Jerry 

News 

450th Anniversary of the Coronation of James VI 

There will be an evening lecture at Holy Rude Church, Stirling, commemorating 
this event on Saturday 29th July 2017 at 7:30 PM. 

Mary Queen of Scots Festival 

On 2nd-3rd September 2017 there will be events in Kinross dedicated to Mary as 
part of the Year of History, Heritage and Archaeology Signature Event 
Programme. 

Membership Badge 

Many members contacted the President to support the idea of a membership 
badge whom she would like to thank. The most popular choice in the end proved 
to be the Society logo – because it is unique to us and suitable for both men and 
women. So we are now making arrangements to get that produced. See the back 
page for an image of the logo. 

Thoughts of the President 

I write this in a week when the profile of Mary has been exceptionally high! The 
educational BBC Radio Four Series ‘In Our Time’ was dedicated to Mary on 19th 
January; and the film ‘Mary of Scotland’, starring the wonderful Katherine 
Hepburn, was shown on BBC 2 on Saturday morning. They are both on BBC 
iPlayer for weeks to come so I would encourage you to take the opportunity to 
look them up – and it would be interesting to hear what members think of the 
discussion chaired by the ever urbane Melvyn Bragg. 

The last few days have also brought e-mails from a variety of sources. First from 
Revd Anne Hindle who is organising the memorial service at the Church of St 
Mary and All Saints in Fotheringhay; each successive e-mail has presented ideas 
from the bell ringer to the local school children and also for the laying of wreaths 
at the Mound where Mary’s execution took place. I have also received a positive 
response from Peterborough Cathedral about a service to mark the 430 years 
since Mary’s body was buried there; they have a new Visitor Centre which 
includes the letter from James VI and I about moving Mary’s body to 

http://www.maryqueenofscots.co.uk/
https://www.facebook.com/MarieStuartSociety
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Westminster, so that in itself will be interesting to see. And finally I have received 
confirmation from Westminster Abbey that we will be very welcome once again 
for a service in the Chapel in December 2017. 

Members may also have seen the recent announcement that the Mary Queen of 
Scots Festival in Kinross is one of the nine ‘Signature Events’ for the 2017 Year 
of History, Heritage and Archaeology. Her inclusion in this select group 
demonstrates the international profile of our Queen. 

Onto Society business now and you will see from our list of General Committee 
Members that we now have an English Branch Chair – I am delighted to welcome 
Jane Collier to the post. Jane is a volunteer guide for Discover Buxton and has 
been known to dress as Mary for visitors to Buxton Hall. So she is eminently 
suited to the role and I am most grateful for the many kind letters and messages 
from members supporting her appointment. 

I look forward to seeing many of you at the Annual Gathering and AGM (papers 
are circulated alongside this Journal) or at Scottish and English Branch events. 

Kindest regards 
Elisabeth 

Why I am a Member 

Joan Brodie 

At school I was fortunate enough to be in the only class which studied Scottish 
history. When I discovered that one of Mary’s husbands, James Hepburn, shared 
my father’s name (my maiden surname is Hepburn) I was hooked albeit that 
Bothwell was a “notorious border reiver and self-confessed murderer”. I found 
the story of Mary fascinating and swallowed every word of the notes we were 
given about her which I regurgitated to pass my History ‘O’ grade exam. 

Then when I went to work beside Liz Manson (now the Society’s President) who 
told me there was a Mary Queen of Scots Society I couldn’t wait to join. 

Jerry Ozaniec 

I was never particularly interested in history at school, but when I moved to 
Edinburgh I became captivated by the history of the city. As I learnt more I 
became especially fascinated with the period of the Reformation since it seemed 
to have such a revolutionary effect upon European society. It was at this 
crossroad on the path of historical enquiry that I encountered the tragic story of 
our Mary; wanting to know more, I discovered our Society. 
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Reports 

Visit to Traquair, 20 August 2016 

From the minute we arrived at Traquair it rained – how it rained! – solidly all day. 
However such is the charm of the place we did not seem to notice. The house is 
so rich in history and variety that it would not be possible to cover it all in one 
day. It is reputed to be the oldest lived-in historical house in Scotland; and 
Traquair being somewhat of a ‘backwater’ there are undisturbed historical 
records from over six hundred years. And there are several Marian connections 
with Traquair. 

 

Traquair House 

In the entrance hall there is an armorial in oak of the Royal Arms of Scotland 
presented by Mary in honour of her visit in 1566; underneath is the copy of the 
warrant for her execution in 1587. Mary stayed in the house as guest of the 4th 
laird, John Stuart, who was captain of her bodyguard. 

There is a warmth and homeliness 
about the house, and the Maxwell Stuart 
family tend it with loving care; they are 
very much part of the local community. 

The King’s room and the Dressing room 
form the first floor of the tower and date 
back to the 12th century. Mary stayed in 
this room with her baby son James – 
she was to be parted from him forever Armorial Oak 
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not long afterwards. The little cradle where the baby James slept at the foot of 
her bed creates a poignant note in the room. During the visit Darnley was 
characteristically rude to her. It is a comfortable, intimate room, like most of the 
rooms in Traquair, neither large nor intimidating. Lord Herries, Jack Maxwell, 
sent the bed from Terregles house to make Mary’s stay more comfortable. Jack 
Maxwell was a loyal supporter of Mary, and he had pleaded with her, in vain, not 
to flee to England to seek sanctuary with Elizabeth Tudor, something Mary had 
cause to reflect on in her long years of captivity. Jack Maxwell is a leading 
character in Dorothy Dunnett’s novel The Game of Kings. 

 

Dining Room at Traquair 

The Museum room contains many treasures gathered by the family throughout 
the centuries; of special interest is Mary’s rosary and crucifix. The Traquair family 
were very enthusiastic in educating their children, including the girls; and there 
is much evidence of this in the Museum room. The two libraries are of special 
interest, and contain a remarkable collection of 3,000 books including antique 
volumes and copies of the Greek philosophers. The libraries have a unique 
device for cataloguing the books, using portraits of the philosophers and writers 
around the ceilings. The Priest’s room contains a priest hole, where the priest – 
or Jacobite supporters – could hide if government troops were in the area. The 
family maintained their Catholic religion which had to be concealed, and priests’ 
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vestments were hidden in a cupboard which had a concealed back leading to the 
secret stairway. 

Of particular charm is a room full of dolls and toys collected by the children of 
Traquair throughout the years. There is also the famous brew house where the 
family brew their own beer, and the ale is now exported all over the world. In the 
chapel the twelve carved 16th century wall panels came from the chapel of Mary 
of Guise at Leith. 

I have described only a part of the many rooms in this fascinating house, and 
most of the Marie Stuart members resolved to return to Traquair to explore other 
aspects of this fascinating house. 

 

The Maze at Traquair 

As is usual with Marie Stuart outings a great part of the enjoyment was meeting 
our fellow members again. We had a delicious lunch at the atmospheric 1745 
restaurant which started our visit, and we had to be dragged away from 
stimulating conversation and good cheer to explore the house. 

The day ended in Peebles with another enjoyable meal at The Green Tree 
restaurant. Again much talk and noise ensued and everyone was reluctant to 
leave. Many thanks to our marvellous committee and organizers for another 
successful and enjoyable outing. 

Ann McMillan 
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Visit to Temple Newsam, 18 September 2016 

On a beautifully warm sunny day 14 members including two well-known Scottish 
members, Margaret and Ian Lumsdaine, who were on a touring holiday and able 
to join us for the day, visited Temple Newsam House and Park, the birthplace of 
Henry Stuart, Lord Darnley, the 2nd husband of Mary, Queen of Scots. We all 
met outside the tea rooms set in a beautiful 18th Century stable block and 
courtyard. 

The magnificent Tudor-Jacobean house in some 917 
(1500 including the woodland) acres of parkland and 
gardens lies some 4 miles east of the City centre of 
Leeds, West Yorkshire. 

There has been a substantial dwelling on or near this 
site since Saxon times; Temple Newsam was first 

recorded in the Domesday Book of 1086 at the time of William the Conqueror as 
the Manor of Newsam which means New House, Newhusam in Latin. 

The estate has been owned by a countless number of people including two 
periods by the Crown. Around 1155 it was given to the Knights Templar who built 
a preceptory some distance from the current house, a place of learning. The 
Templars guarded the Christian pilgrim routes to Jerusalem, until their fall from 
grace and suppression in1307, it was during this time the place acquired the 
prefix ‘Temple’ and from that time became known as Temple Newsam. 

It was in 1377 by royal decree that the estate reverted to Sir Philip, 4th Lord 
Darcy and held by the family for the next 160 years. The first person to build a 
new mansion on the present site was Thomas Darcy, 1st Baron Darcy of Darcy 
or of Temple Hurst, between the years of 1500 and 1520. He was a major figure 
at the courts of Henrys VII and VIII, holding numerous military and civil positions 
in the North. His spectacular four-sided courtyard house was built of brick and 
stone without any suggestion of fortification. 

In 1537 Darcy was executed on tower hill London; he had sided with the rebels 
at the unsuccessful uprising known as the Pilgrimage of Grace during the 
Dissolution of the Monasteries, His estates were forfeited and seized by the 
Crown. It was in 1544 that Temple Newsam was given by Henry VIII to his niece, 
Margaret Countess of Lennox, and her husband, Mathew Stuart, 4th Earl of 
Lennox, the parents of Henry, Lord Darnley, and his Brother, Charles, 5th Earl 
Of Lennox. Both were born and brought up at Temple Newsam. Charles married 
the daughter of Elizabeth Cavendish, Countess of Shrewsbury, famously known 
as Bess of Hardwick and closely linked to Mary. Bess’s grand-daughter was the 
poor Arbella Stuart, but that is another story. 

The house was evidently furnished and equipped as a renaissance palace; it had 
been described by some as “The Hampton Court of the North”. It became the 
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centre of political intrigue which culminated in our Mary’s disastrous marriage to 
Darnley in 1565 and to his subsequent demise during the Kirk o’ Field incident in 
1567. 

Queen Elizabeth I was so incensed at Darnley’s marriage to Mary that she seized 
Temple Newsam throwing the Countess into the Tower of London, thus 
becoming the property of the Crown again and managed by a royal officer, until 
the reign of James VI and I, the son of Mary and Darnley. In 1603 he gave the 
mansion and estates to his relative Ludovic Stuart, 2nd Duke of Lennox whose 
heirs sold it in 1622 to Sir Arthur Ingram, a self made financier. He bought the 
mansion and estate which at that time consisted of over 4000 acres. During the 
next 20 years the house was remodelled and rebuilt incorporating some of Darcy 
house in the west wing, which is the only original Tudor part, as the three-sided 
open courtyard house that we see today. 

Rebuilt again by Frances Lady Irwin in the late 18th century and redecorated in 
1820, Temple Newsam remained in the Ingram family until 1870; it then passed 
to the possession of the Wood family, the last owner being Edward Wood, 3rd 
Viscount and 1st Earl of Halifax, until 1922 when it was sold to the city of Leeds 
and became a museum. 

Our Tour begins as we walk up the incline towards the house from the stables; 
to our left we look at the best remnants of the mature preserved gardens and 
park, landscaped by Capability Brown. To our right stands the three-sided open 
courtyard house, so much different to that of Darnley’s time; today a small railing 
and gate greet us, instead of a magnificent Tudor east wing. The railings 
originally placed there to stop the deer entering the courtyard when the estate 
was a vast deer park. Directly in front of us is the west wing of three stories, the 
oldest part of the house; the front is early Tudor and has rectangular projecting 
bays and the patterned brick work of Lord Darcy’s 1520 house; everywhere one 
sees the Ingram family crest, a cock and scallops shells and fleur-de-lis. Along 
the full length of the balustrade is an inscription originally cut in stone in 1628 
and replaced in metal n 1788 which reads as follows. 

ALL GLORY AND PRAISE BE GIVEN TO GOD THE FATHER THE 
SON AND HOLY GHOST ON HIGH PEACE ON EARTH GOOD 
WILL TOWARDS MEN HONOUR AND TRUE ALLEGIANCE TO 
OUR GRACIOUS KING LOVING AFFECTION AMONGST HIS 
SUBJECTS HEALTH AND PLENTY BE WITHIN THIS HOUSE 

Through the entrance porch in the south wing, we enter the Great Hall and are 
introduced to our guide for the tour. The hall has been restored to its early 19th 
century appearance in Jacobean style, carved overmantel, grained panelling, 
faux ashlar wall decoration, and ribbed ceiling. 
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Portraits adorn the walls together with small embellishments of coats of arms. 
Our attention was quickly focused onto the east wall were there is a reproduction 
painting made by Rhodia Sullivan in 1897 of Henry Stuart, Lord Darnley, and his 
brother, Lord Charles Stuart, of an original by Hans Eworth produced in 1540-
74. 

We continued our tour along narrow passageways circulating from room to room, 
chamber to chamber of this most truly celebrated impressive historic country 
mansion, enjoying the 40 beautifully restored rooms showcasing over 500 years 
of history. The collections of decorative art, silver, porcelain, ceramics, fine art, 
Leeds pottery, Chippendale furniture, textiles, and original wall paper delight our 
eyes. The trip takes us through many historical periods encompassing the Tudor, 
the exuberance of the Baroque, the informality of the Rococo, the elegance of 
the neo-Classical, and the splendour of the Regency. 

On entering the dinning room we began to appreciate a mixture of early 17th to 
late 19th century decoration; but the most spectacular sight we encountered was 
the large open fireplace with its heraldic overmantel displaying the arms of Lady 
Lennox in the centre, Lord Darnley at the bottom left and Mary Queen of Scots 
at the bottom right, which was added in the early 1890s, all while we enjoyed a 
most interesting descriptive talk concerning these. 

On leaving the dinning room we now found ourselves at the foot of the grand 
staircase which ascends the two floors which replaced an earlier one and which 
was installed in time for a royal visit in 1894. The arched balustrade is a Jacobean 
copy; the plaster work displays the arms of the families of Lennox, Ingram, 
Meynell, and Wood. The plaster work under the main flight was copied from 
Hatfield House. 

As we ascended to the 1st floor we passed portraits of family members as well 
as one of Elizabeth I; we then made our way along the oak-paneled and plaster-
worked passageway to the picture gallery admiring portraits and pictures of past 
owners, the house and gardens, and even one of Charles I. This passage was 
once used as a ceremonial route from the dinning room to the picture gallery. 

On entering the gallery we were met with a most magnificent interior of Temple 
Newsam, restored in 1996 to its original looks of 1746, the furniture put back, 
wallpaper reproduced, and all the 83 original paintings returned to their original 
locations; the pictures included past owners some of whom were viscounts and 
family members, including those who sided with the royalists in the Civil Wars; 
also included were portraits of William II and Mary II. The impressive early 
Rococo-decorated ceiling centred on the medallion portrait of King George I and 
surrounded by those of King George II and Queen Caroline. The room is a 
complete example of a grand mid 18th century English interior. (There had 
probably been a long gallery on this site in Lord Darcy’s early Tudor house.) 
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From the gallery we made our way through 
further rooms of stunning beauty and 
interest. We ascended the oak staircase to 
the 2nd floor admiring the décor and 
paintings, followed the long narrow south 
passage until we arrived at yet more 
stunningly beautiful rooms. We paused for 
a while to enjoy the magnificence of the 
state bedroom and dressing room; 
eventually we reached the highlight of our 
visit, the Darnley bedroom. The room we 
entered and what is seen today is an 
addition to the early 17th century 
remodeling of the house; the original 
bedroom was lost; its present paneled room contains a rich variety of furniture 
dating from the late 16th to 19th centuries; the ceiling and frieze were copied 
from examples elsewhere in the house and were installed in 1897 to evoke the 
atmosphere of an interior at the time of Darnley. The room also contains copies 
of 16th and 17th century royal portraits. Of particular note are paintings of Mary 
Queen of Scots after the Sheffield portrait, King James VI & I, Margaret Countess 
of Lennox, the Darnley Memorial picture, and a full length painting of a Court 
Lady said to be that of Lady Arabella Stuart, niece of Lord Darnley, 
granddaughter of Bess of Hardwick. 

Note that in the early Tudor house the Great Chamber had occupied much of the 
first floor of the south wing and it was possible that Lord Darnley was born in one 
of the small side chambers. 

The Darnley bedroom concluded our tour we all thanked our guide for a very 
enjoyable and exciting afternoon; we then spent some time wandering around at 
will. In a small room in the west wing, there was a very interesting exhibit, a 
Tudor-style portable bed owned by Henry VIII. After this we all congregated with 
other visitors at the foot of the oak stairs on the ground floor where we were 
entertained with a demonstration of a magnificent organ clock designed by 
George Pyke in 1760 which played 12 popular tunes from the early 19th century 
with a moving picture display, said to have once belonged to Queen Marie 
Antoinette. 

Finally we made our way back to the tea rooms which, in the 1970s, were built 
into an open air amphitheatre. In the beautiful sunshine we enjoyed conversation 
with tea and cake, until it was time to say good bye, and go our separate ways, 
until we meet again. 

Cindy Kilar 

  

Darnley Bedroom 
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Talk: Understanding the Needlework of Mary Queen of Scots, 4 October 
2016 

During the 18 years of her imprisonment Mary was held in various properties of 
the Earl of Shrewsbury who was married to Elisabeth Talbot, Countess of 
Shrewsbury, ‘Bess of Hardwick’, once upon a time a trusted needlework 
companion of Mary. One of the locations was Chatsworth House in Derbyshire 
close to the birthplace of Susanna Blackshaw, Fellow of St Hilda’s College of the 
University of Oxford who presented this talk. 

Susanna illustrated the talk with images of various examples of the needlework 
featured on slides. The original materials are currently kept in several locations 
to which she has had privileged access, including the V & A Museum in London 
and Oxburgh Hall in Norfolk. 

Mary lived during the great period of European needlework, practised both by 
men and women. She received excellent training at the French Court when 
growing up in embroidery and dress-making alike. During her imprisonment, she 
kept records of the delivery of needlework material, threads and other supplies. 

She used mottos and emblems which possibly mirrored her own feelings and her 
life at various points in time. 

The group was further introduced to a remarkable book called Embroideries by 
Mary Stuart & Elisabeth Talbot written in 1928 by Francis de Zulueta, an almost 
scientific paper on the Shrewsbury Hangings, the Cavendish Hangings, the 
Marian Hangings, and fragments of a fourth hanging; the last consisting of a 
square centre piece plus octagonal hangings and cruciform panels. Interesting 
also was the fact that one first needs to work on smaller panels on one’s lap and 
only later these will be added to the final work. 

The design sources came from a truly extraordinary book of its time: a natural 
history book compiled in the 1560s by Conrad Gesner, a Swiss physician. The 
animals and creatures featured in this book were noted by their Latin names as 
well as translated into different languages. One encounters eels, monsters of the 
sea, a fabulous creature of a sea-monk, a thorn-back ray, and even leopards. 

A slide of The Fourth Hanging (now in the V & A) showed the fragment of: an 
eel, a seal by ES – Elisabeth Shrewsbury, a fish (showing some wear but after 
nearly 500 years still done in beautiful yarn), a sea insect, a sea horse, a 
hammerhead shark, and a fish with a human face. All of these depictions can be 
found in Gesner’s book apart from an “untraceable” dog, possibly a pet dog of 
Mary. 

The Marian Hanging, 10 foot by 7 foot, consists of 37 panels all of them with 
initials. Its centre panel has a hand emerging from a cloud trimming a vine which 
carries the connotation “strength flourishes by wounding”. Another panel shows 
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three marigolds turning towards the radiant sun, possibly meaning “not following 
the lower things in life”. The panels are said to provide close references to Mary’s 
life. 

The author Francis de Zulueta (1878-1958) was a legal expert and lawyer at 
Oxford. He had a Basque father and an English mother. Astonishingly mid-career 
he decided to write a monograph on embroidery. 

The talk concluded with an important and truly exciting announcement: in 
February 2016 another panel, unknown up to this point, was discovered at 
Oxburgh Hall, nestling and hiding in a drawer. It features a 7-headed monster 
and seems to have stitched-on parts as well as cut-out parts which were sewn 
on later. This could be due to the fact that the motif was sketched first, then 
embroidered and finally stitched on to the panel. 

The colours of the 7-headed monster as it was pointed out to us might not have 
been the intended ones but the only colours of yarn Mary could get during her 
ongoing imprisonment. 

To conclude this highly informative insight into Mary Queen of Scots embroidery, 
we were shown some more slides of panels with possible double meanings: 

 A tortoise climbing a palm tree = phoenix arising from the ashes 

 An eagle landing on a hare = as shown on the floor of St Marc’s in Venice 

 A toucan = native in Brazil which was discovered while Mary was at the 
French Court 

 A butterfly = symbol of eternity 

All in all a fascinating talk. 

Iris Marhencke 

Christmas lunch and Scottish Branch Annual General Meeting, 26 
November 2016 

A very ‘Mary’ Christmas at the Scottish Branch Christmas lunch and AGM. 

The Apex Hotel, Haymarket was once again 
the setting for our Branch Christmas lunch and 
AGM – it being found a convenient location, an 
excellent meal and a good deal in 2015 it was 
a natural choice for 2016! And also for the 
second year running, the room and table 
decoration was extra special thanks to the 
professional hands of Sandra Edgar. 
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There was certainly lots to talk about among 
the 40 people present and the to-ing and fro-
ing between the tables evidenced the 
friendships and memories being shared 
between the members. 

Our three course lunch complete, we moved 
onto the formal business over coffee and 
tablet: 

 Branch Chair Joan Brodie gave us a 
summary of the many and varied events 
and talks relating to Mary’s life and times 
that have taken place throughout the year. 
The high attendance levels that we have 
enjoyed is testament to the good 
communication that our Chair maintains, 
and we have also been able to keep up to 
date with other organisations’ events and news about Mary thanks to Joan. 
Branch events in the planning stage were also outlined – a trip to Mount 
Stuart in April; a play at the Lyceum in Edinburgh in May; and plaques being 
unveiled at St Andrews in the summer – and we also heard that the ‘Oxburgh 
Hangings’ embroidery panels were complete and should be open to the 
public to view in the spring. 

 Branch Treasurer Ian Lumsdaine took us 
through the finances for the year. There 
are 91 members in the Branch and the 
Society gives us £4 per person so our 
income was £364. We agreed at last 
year’s meeting that the balance of monies 
being held in the account should be 
reduced and this has been achieved by subsidising the costs of trips, drinks 
at last year’s Christmas lunch, our gift to the retiring President and room hire 
for evening lectures. So we have ended the year with a balance of £415.57. 

 President of the Society Elisabeth Manson 
thanked and commended the Office 
bearers for their diligence throughout a 
busy year and outlined some of the 
forthcoming events for the whole Society 
in 2017 – the annual flower ceremony at 
Westminster; a proposed Memorial 
Service at Peterborough Cathedral to mark the 430th year since Mary’s 
burial there; and a possible event at the statue at Linlithgow Palace. 2018 
also got mentioned – it will be 450 years since Mary left Scottish soil – and 
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discussions are taking place with Dundrennan 
Community Council and Historic Environment 
Scotland about marking this important point in 
her life. 

 The two Office Bearers were unanimously re-
appointed and thanked by way of a hearty 
round of applause. 

A number of members stayed on after the 
lunch to enjoy conversations about past and 
future events and as ever, share their thoughts 
and ideas about Mary’s life and decisions. So, 
like many of the Society’s events, it was an 
enjoyable combination of learning, eating, 
drinking and talking! 

Elisabeth Manson 

Flower Ceremony at Westminster Abbey, 3 December 2016 

The Ceremony 

A small but dedicated band of ten members gathered at Westminster Abbey for 
the Annual Flower Ceremony. We processed the short distance to the Chapel, 
pausing to share in the Daily Collect led by a member of the Chapel from the 
main pulpit in the centre of the Abbey. 

The words of the service are detailed below and once the formal part had ended, 
Canon Sinclair was kind enough to take time to stay on and chat to those present. 
We heard to our delight that not only does she have Scottish roots but the very 
first doll she ever owned was in fact of Mary, Queen of Scots! 

During the ceremony and for a short time afterwards we had exclusive use of the 
Chapel. There was a wonderful, peaceful atmosphere, aided by the rays of 
sunshine streaming through the windows which bathed the tomb in shafts of light 
– as you can see from the photograph. 

All too soon however, the Chapel was once more open for visitors and people 
poured in, headsets on, listening to the narration. As we reflected later, for that 
brief moment of time in 2016, Mary had respite from being a tourist attraction 
while she was the focus of a dignified and meaningful Christian service, 
surrounded by people who care about her legacy. 

Elisabeth Manson 
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The Service 

Welcome 

Good afternoon and on behalf of the Dean and Chapel, a very warm welcome to 
Westminster Abbey and to the Chapel of Marie’s Stuart’s final resting place. We 
are gathered here to remember Marie Stuart around the time of the anniversary 
of her death in 1542. 

Collect of the Day 

Almighty God, give us grace to cast away the works of darkness and to put on 
the armour of light, now in the time of this mortal life in which your Son Jesus 
Christ came to us in great humility; that on the last day, when he shall come again 
in his glorious majesty to judge the living and the dead, we may rise to the life 
immortal through him who is above and reigns with you, in the unity of the Holy 
Spirit, one God now and for ever. Amen. 

O God our Father, we remember before you 
your servant Mary Stuart. After her days of 
insecurity and danger, may she rest in your 
peace. After the years in which she was 
without home or freedom may her dwelling 
place be with the saints and angels. After the 
times in which she was reviled by many may 
her memory be honoured and her inheritance 
to us a deepening of the unity we now enjoy 
between Catholics and Anglicans, and the 
once hostile peoples of Scotland, France and 
England. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
Amen 

Canon Jane Sinclair 

Thanks and short Address 

My thanks to Canon Jane Sinclair for such beautiful words on this special 
occasion and please convey our thanks to the Dean and Chapter of the Abbey 
for giving us this opportunity to lay flowers in the Chapel today. 

I understand that this is your first time with the Marie Stuart Society at the 
ceremony and I am sure, like many other people, you must have wondered why 
we do this, what is it about Mary Queen of Scots that brings us here today? 

Well, I think we can see many parallels with our current world and can learn some 
lessons from them, so today I would like to share some of these thoughts with 
you. 

Mary's Tomb in Westminster Abbey 
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The first aspect is about religious turmoil, where differences erupt into warfare. It 
may be ISIS today but, as we know, in Mary’s time the strife between Catholics 
and Protestants was just as toxic – and that was even within the same faith! What 
we could do well to learn from Mary is tolerance; her early proclamation on 
returning to Scotland stating that she would not interfere with, or try to change, 
the chosen religion of her country but asking only that she be able to take her 
Mass in private. 

The second issue is about women in power. I find it impossible to look at Theresa 
May and Nicola Sturgeon, and not see Elizabeth I and our Queen Mary! And on 
the wider stage perhaps we look at Angela Merkel and we think of Catherine de’ 
Medici? (Actually that’s maybe a bit unfair to Angela Merkel!). So despite John 
Knox with his First Blast of the Trumpet – the full title translated by Rosalind 
Marshall as “the Unnatural Rule of Women” – maybe these women in the 
sixteenth century helped pave the way for today’s women to be taken seriously 
as rulers. 

My third parallel is about our relationship with Europe – and in particular the 
difference in attitudes between Scotland for and England against. In the chapter 
called the Auld Alliance Rampant, Jenny Wormald tells us that “a French accent 
in Scotland would have been more acceptable than a Scottish accent in 
England!” 

The economic and security arguments raged just as passionately then, I’m sure, 
as they did during our Referendum campaign. And it must surely be something 
to do with Mary and François and the Auld Alliance that Scotland has that positive 
view about Europe. And something to do with Elizabeth, Phillip of Spain and the 
Duc d’Anjou that England doesn’t! 

We can see then that our international relationships are therefore as much about 
culture and history as they are about sovereignty and fiscal policy – and despite 
Brexit meaning Brexit, I suspect they will continue to be complex and volatile. So 
perhaps we just need to learn to live with that. 

‘Troubled families’ is a current initiative by the UK Government to support families 
with chaotic lifestyles. We can only begin to imagine the Social Work Case File 
of Mary – her father had many illegitimate children; her mother was an immigrant; 
she had three husbands; the father of her child was a syphilitic waster and she 
was complicit (perhaps?) in his murder; her cousin Elizabeth had four 
stepmothers and her mother had been beheaded! But despite all that, they did 
manage to rise above their circumstances; and so what we can see is that a good 
education, reliable advisors and a sense of duty can have very positive impact 
on turbulent lives. 

My final point is about the Oxford English Dictionary word of the year – ‘post-
truth’ – which is defined as ‘relating to or denoting circumstances in which 
objective facts are less influential in shaping public opinion than appeals to 
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emotion and personal belief’. 

Was there ever a case of rumour-mongering more overt than the Protestant 
establishment and the Elizabethan court against our Queen? Donald Trump had 
nothing on John Knox and Cecil! James Emerson Phillips states “most of the 
facts about Mary’s life are so clouded by contemporary propaganda and the 
passions that they fired that it is almost impossible to speak with confidence 
about the woman behind them.” So my final lesson learned from Mary’s life is 
don’t believe everything you read or hear; use your own judgement. 

So these are I think five perfectly rational and legitimate reasons for investigating 
the life and times of Mary. 

But there’s something extra, something about her that fascinates us and that’s 
what makes us travel many miles, visit many places, and buy many books! Jayne 
Lewis in her book Romance and the Nation sums it up “yet if in the flesh the 
Queen of Scots was a compulsory sacrifice, her ghost has since captured many 
a private imagination.” 

It certainly captured the writer of the inscription around this splendid tomb – she 
was a woman “abundantly endowed with the most excellent gifts and adornments 
both of soul and body”; she suffered “pallor-inducing fulminating thunderbolts of 
fortune; she accomplished the journey which the heavenly powers allotted; and 
lies here buried the daughter, bride and mother of all Kings.” 

She is indeed worthy of being remembered here today. And so could I please 
now ask Margaret Lumsdaine, Honorary Lifetime Member of the Marie Stuart 
Society and our immediate past President to lay the flowers in the tomb as we 
mark the birthday of Mary, Queen of Scots. 

Ms Elisabeth Manson 

The Flower Ceremony 

The flowers are laid by Mrs Margaret 
Lumsdaine. 

We remember some words of Mary Queen of 
Scots, written on the eve of her execution 

I beseech the God of mercy and justice to 
enlighten you with His Holy Spirit and to give 
me the grace to die in perfect charity, as I 
endeavour to do, pardoning my death to all 
those who have either caused or co-operated 
in it and this will be my prayer to the end. 

I will not accuse any person but sincerely pardon every one, as I desire others, 
and above all God, to pardon me. 

Flowers laid 3 December 2016 
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Final prayers, Lord’s Prayer and Blessing 

O God, the protector of all that trust in Thee, without whom nothing is strong, 
nothing is holy, increase and multiply upon us Thy mercy, that, thou being our 
ruler and guide, we may so pass through things temporal, that, we may finally 
lose not, the things eternal: Grant this, O heavenly Father, for the sake of Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

We say together the Lord’s prayer. 

Our Father, who art in heaven, hallowed be thy name, thy kingdom come; thy will 
be done, on earth as it is in heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. And forgive 
us our trespasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not 
into temptation, but deliver us from evil. For thine is the kingdom, the power and 
the glory, for ever and ever. Amen. 

Celtic Blessing 

May the road rise up to meet you. 
May the wind be always at your back. 
May the sun shine warm upon your face, 
the rains fall soft upon your fields and until we meet again, 
may God hold you in the palm of his hand. 
God grant to the living, grace; 
to the departed, rest; 
to the Church, the Queen, the Commonwealth and all people, peace and 
concord; 
and to us sinners, life everlasting. 
And the blessing of God almighty, the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit be 
among you and remain with you always. 
Amen. 

Canon Jane Sinclair 

The Lunch 
This year we enjoyed a Christmas lunch in the upstairs room of the Cellarium 
Restaurant which is contained within the Abbey. Wonderful fresh festive fayre 
was enjoyed by all in the bright, airy surroundings along with suitable 
refreshments from the President and excellent service from all the staff. 

The Gallery 
If you haven’t been before, then the Wallace Collection in Manchester Square is 
a real delight. Of particular interest of course is the portrait of Mary, after Clouet 
which is hung in the Sixteenth Century Gallery. ‘The Laughing Cavalier’ by Frans 
Hals is probably the most famous item but there were many other wonderful 
exhibits including Canalettos, miniatures and Sevres porcelain in the 26 rooms 
of this former home of five Marquesses of Hereford. 

Ms Elisabeth Manson 
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Reviews 

Book: Mary, Queen of Scots. The captive Queen in England 1568-87 by 
David Templeman 

Available from Friends of Sheffield Manor Lodge, Price: £9.99 plus £2.01 p & p. 
https://goo.gl/ZeBIEv. 

This book will, I am certain, more than fulfil the author David Templeman’s hope 
that, in his words, this “book will become to be recognised as the definitive 
version of the full 19 years of Mary, queen of Scots captivity in England”: a true 
‘Vade Mecum.’ 

It is a magnificently wonderful and delightful fact-filled book that cannot fail to 
please even the most jaded reader’s palate. 

This review is mainly to inform you, the reader, of the structure and layout of this 
work that took 12 years (2004-2016) of study and hard work to arrive in this form; 
let the book commend itself to you. 

Let me begin: 

1. The pages are cleverly and clearly marked. Turn to any page and at the top 
in bold clear letters the number e.g. “Page 73”. So what, you may say. Well 
this reader and, I am sure many others, find such a numbering system both 
useful and helpful. 

2. Mr. Templeman has very cleverly shown quotations in italics, an interesting 
stylistic approach to citing quotations. It was only as I read through the book 
that I ‘suddenly and pleasurably’ realised how helpful this approach was 
since the highlighting in the future makes finding a quotation among plain 
text so much easier. 

3. Nineteen years of Captivity – Mr. Templeman has very intelligently given a 
separate chapter to each year of captivity, an amazingly simple but very 
effective device. So, you always know ‘When you are’. 

4. A beautifully comprehensive “The Chronology of Mary’s Captivity in 
England” shown towards the end of the book. 

Mr. Templeman states his book addresses the why, when and where. Very true. 
And his book tells us who – that magic personal ingredient we all relish; the good, 
the bad, the ugly. In each of his chapters we learn of the amazing interchange 
between people and events, intrigues; plots, and much more. 

Among many ‘new things’ I learnt was that Mary’s basic language, apart from 
French, was, not unexpectedly, Scots. This caused problems. Two quotes from 
page 7 of the book (i.e.1568): 

https://goo.gl/ZeBIEv
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1. “… she was fluent in French but the little Scots she knew was spoken slowly 
with a marked accent … Please bear in mind that Scots and English were 
two separate languages.” 

2. “Her grasp of spoken English did not come until she was at Bolton Castle 
(From 15 July 1568 – 25 Jan 1569).” 

Let me finally say that each chapter has its own mini story of intrigue, plot, and 
counter-plot. Enlivened with Mr. Templeman providing splendid details of people 
facts with excellent quotes. 

I heartily recommend this book as a major contribution to what I would refer to 
as ‘Marieography’: a neologism? 

Robert Dunn 

The work done to assemble this book is to be admired. Mary’s period of captivity 
in England was one which I had hitherto neglected, so I learnt a multitude of new 
facts as I read about it. I came away from it amazed at how put upon George 
Talbot, Lord Shrewsbury, was by Elizabeth. I was also staggered by the duplicity 
with which Mary treated her correspondents, always playing one side off another. 
Whilst I was saddened by the story of her decline into infirmity and exasperation, 
I was impressed at how caring Mary was towards her servants. 

However I found the reading somewhat frustrating for the simple reason that the 
book has no footnotes nor endnotes. Whilst Mr. Templeman provides a “Sources 
of Reference” he does not indicate where key points of contention or interest 
arise. 

Let me cite a few examples. 

1. On page 5 he says “Lowther injudiciously permitted the Duke of Norfolk to 
hold an interview with the Queen [Mary].” Later in the same paragraph 
“Lowther was heavily fined for allowing [them] to meet” but also he states 
that “several historians of the modern era doubted that Mary and Norfolk 
ever met in person.” Where is his evidence for the former 2 statements and 
who are the historians that have questioned this meeting? 

2. On page 27 he states that she may have suffered from variegate porphyria. 
Where is the medical opinion for this? 

3. On page 29 he states that Edmund Lodge described Mary as a “proud, 
furious, selfish and unfeeling” woman. No book by such an author is 
mentioned in his “Sources of Reference”. Similarly on page 61 he quotes Sir 
Cuthbert Sharp but no tome by him is cited anywhere. One more on page 
68, “A contemporary writer, quoted by Cox …” Who is Cox? 

4. On page 210 he mentions that Walsingham prepared a questionnaire, the 
answers to which were “answered many minute details of Mary’s everyday 
life.” Where do I find this fascinating document? 
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A minor irritation was his, at times, convoluted English. E.G., When referencing 
her motto embroidered on her cloth of state, ‘En ma fin est mon commencement’ 
he says that it was “from her adopted Mother’s” when he should say that it was 
‘adopted from her Mother’s”. You may think that this is trivial but it is highly 
misleading to someone not already familiar with the basics of her biography. 
Another is his puzzling use of the question mark. One example will suffice though 
it does occur many times: “Little did Mary know what had been going on at 
Elizabeth’s court?” on page 25; I’m sure this is meant to be a declarative, not an 
interrogative. Similarly on page 232 the ambiguity of “the trial began in the 
presence chamber one floor above the great hall which had been prepared for 
that purpose” is very confusing and I needed to read that several times before I 
understood what was meant. 

There are also inconsistencies and clangers such as on page 208 where he adds 
some but not all explanations: “… some with sword and dagger, some with pistols 
and long shot and everyman his halberd (two handed pole weapon) or 
partwysants.” What is a partwysant? And on page 217 “CHARTLEY MANOR 24th 
December to 21st September 1585”, an impossible date range. 

A significant omission is the lack of a list of illustrations, which is a pity since 
there are some very interesting pictures included which the student may wish to 
reference whilst reading. For my own edification I have compiled such a list and 
can e-mail it to anyone interested in having a copy. A very revealing picture is 
one facing page 145 of James Hepburn, Earl of Bothwell – I had always believed 
that the only confirmed portrait of Mary’s third husband was the miniature held 
by the Scottish National Portrait Gallery. 

You may think I am being very harsh, but this book has great value; however it 
would have been so much better with proper references to follow up a variety of 
intriguing lines of enquiry. 

Jerry Ozaniec 

Play: Marie Stuart by Friedrich Schiller 

After the flower-laying ceremony, a very social lunch, and a visit to the Wallace 
Collection, three of us continued our completely Mary-themed day by attending 
a new production of Marie Stuart, at the Almeida Theatre. This is a play which 
premièred in Weimar, Germany, on 14 June 1800, but resonates with today’s 
politics. The drama contains the fiction that Mary and Elizabeth actually met. 

The two leading parts were played by Juliet Stevenson and Lia Williams, both 
accomplished performers; they were rehearsed in both leading roles and who 
was to play Mary and who Elizabeth was determined by a coin spin at the 
beginning of the action. The set was minimal and the dress modern but this only 
enhanced the emotions evoked by the actors. The play is quite lengthy but the 
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time passed as if all happened in a trice. The supporting cast was strong and the 
direction generally taught. The only criticism I have is that not enough deference 
was shown by the courtiers to Elizabeth thus weakening the tension that must 
have existed whenever she was present. 

The points of view of both monarchs were well-expressed and sympathy for each 
was aroused by the realisation that both were in impossible situations; one felt 
Mary’s incomprehension as to why her cousin would not release her and 
Elizabeth’s inability to act with normal human compassion due to her position. 
The issues raised in the play are still relevant today; internment without trial, 
religious fundamentalism, a divided Europe and a Government’s search for 
legitimacy to act against a terrorist threat. An overall excellent experience. 

Jerry Ozaniec 

For our visit Juliet Stevenson played Mary and Lia Williams played Elizabeth. It 
was a very simple set and modern day costume, with the two principal characters 
in white silk shirts and black velvet trousers throughout, other than the last Scene 
where we watched an on-stage transformation of Elizabeth into court dress, 
complete with white painted face and the strings of pearls, and Mary being 
undressed down to her shift. 

Amazingly powerful performances were given by both actresses particularly a 
very haunting scene where Mary is watching over Elizabeth as she signs the 
death warrant; and the supporting cast were all well-known, accomplished actors 
from British stage and screen. 

There were two points which we wrote to the Company about after the 
performance – an apparent lack of deference by the courtiers to Elizabeth and 
the fact that Mary wore a cream dress for her execution. The reply received from 
Daniel Raggett the Associate Director demonstrates the thought and care taken 
with every aspect of the production which also explains why it is such a powerful 
adaptation: 

“We consulted an advisor on Elizabethan etiquette but found that too much 
deference felt archaic, it placed our production too firmly in the past and 
prevented parallels with the more pragmatic deference now seen in a modern 
political context (brief bows, curtseys and handshakes). Also, anything too 
protracted also slowed down the, otherwise pacey, action. However, you may 
have noticed that the final bow offered to Elizabeth by Kent is much more 
traditionally deferential – longer and more lyrical, he also never meets her eye. 
For this final bow, history comes alive in the room. 

“The question of the colour of Mary’s smock was also raised in rehearsals but it 
was decided by the designer that red was visually too strong a colour and would 
also preclude a mirroring in the final costumes of Elizabeth and Mary which would 
have been a shame in a production so steeped in the idea of the ‘double.’” 

Elisabeth Manson 
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You can read professional newspaper reviews by Michael Billington of the 
Guardian at https://goo.gl/cDjQhX and that by Susannah Clapp of the Observer 
at https://goo.gl/r9X9vA. 

Featured Articles 

Bolton Castle 

Situated in beautiful Wensleydale in Yorkshire, Bolton Castle is one of the best 
preserved examples of a medieval building still in private ownership today. Sir 
Richard Scrope, a distinguished knight, was granted his licence to crenellate in 
1379 and began building the same year eventually taking 20 years to complete. 
It played a role in the Pilgrimage of Grace and the British Civil Wars; crucially 
Mary, Queen of Scots, stayed there. 

Although built for defence originally, the castle was a very comfortable home for 
the Scrope family which demonstrated their status and royal approval. It had one 
of the first central heating systems. 

Today the castle has many ruinous parts and if you are visiting, beware that 
some of the flights of stairs have no handrails. Outside is a re-creation of a 
medieval garden and the views from the castle are picturesque. It now hosts 
weddings and other social events. Falconry displays are a regular feature. 

After Mary’s arrival in England, she was housed in Carlisle Castle but Elizabeth 
and her Court thought it was too near the Scottish border; so it was decided to 
move her further inland and was moved to Bolton Castle on 13 July 1568 with a 
strong escort. Lord Scrope was a senior English official based in Carlisle and 

Bolton Castle today 

https://goo.gl/cDjQhX
https://goo.gl/r9X9vA
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was often absent from home; but Lady Scrope, who was the Duke of Norfolk’s 
sister, entertained Mary. Lady Scrope had Catholic leanings and so was 
sympathetic to Mary and her situation. Cecil was concerned about this and within 
a few months it was decided that Mary should be moved to another location 
which was much further away from the border and the sea. While Mary was at 
Bolton she completed her 26th year and in January 1569 she was moved to 
Tutbury. 

Sir Francis Knollys, one of Elizabeth’s trusted counsellors, was sent north to treat 
with Mary. Mary apparently made a good impression on him (much no doubt to 
Elizabeth’s dissatisfaction) and he actually taught Mary English. Mary wrote to 
him in English and the letter ends by saying “excuse my evil writing this first time.” 
However he had to tell Mary after long discussions that she could not be received 
at the English Court until she was cleared of being involved in Darnley’s murder. 
It was a big blow as Mary had assumed that Elizabeth would help her if only they 
could talk together. 

A court was set up in York to discuss the matter as well as the Casket Letters. 
There were commissioners from the Scottish and English sides. Mary herself 
was told she could not attend personally. There was no definite result and 
eventually Elizabeth closed it down. 

Mary wrote to Elizabeth from Bolton on 22 January 1569. The following is an 
extract from that letter. 

“I know not what occasion I can have given to any of this company or at least of 
your kingdom that they should endeavour to persuade you of a thing so distant 
from my thoughts whereof my conduct has borne witness. Madam I came to you 
in my trouble for succour and support on the faith of the assurance that I might 
reckon upon you for every assistance in my necessity and for this reason I 
refrained from applying for any other aid to friends, relatives and ancient allies 
relying solely upon your promised favour. I have never attempted, either by word 
or deed, ought to the contrary and nobody can lay to my charge anything against 
you. Still to my unspeakable regret I see my actions falsely represented and 
construed and I hope that God, with time, the father of truth, will declare 
otherwise and prove to you the sincerity of my intentions towards you. In the 
meantime I am treated so rigorously that I cannot comprehend whence proceeds 
the extreme indignation which demonstrates that you have conceived against me 
in return for the confidence which I have placed in you.” 

Mary goes on to plead that if she could only speak with Elizabeth and show her 
friendship then matters would be solved. She also complains in a further letter 
that the number of her servants had been reduced. 

When one looks over the peaceful and picturesque land surrounding the castle 
it is hard to imagine that events which took place so many years ago were so 
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dramatic. Mary was allowed some freedom to ride and she must have hoped as 
she looked over the land that somehow rescuers would come to her aid. 
Unfortunately it was not to be. 

Anne Hall 

The Rich Dynastic Inheritance of Mary, Queen of Scots, from her Stewart 
Queen Ancestors 

This is the very first time I have had to go through the ordeal of presenting a talk, 
publicised as a lecture, and in the presence of such an illustrious audience, so I 
think you should all be aware that I am definitely not an Academic. The next 30 
minutes will be an interlude for you from the learned lectures! My few words will 
be based on my experience as a Founder member of The Marie Stuart Society 
which was founded in 1992 to study the life and times of Mary, Queen of Scots, 
and which Society in 2015 also raised £60,000 to erect the first officially 
recognised statue of this important Queen in Scotland at her birthplace of 
Linlithgow. I retired earlier this year as the Society President after 19 years in the 
role. 

I went to see the James Plays which were performed in Edinburgh earlier this 
year. I have to admit that I only saw the first two, but what struck me was the 
strong way in which Rona Munro portrayed the wives of these earlier Stewart 
Kings, and in some cases, how much influence they had on their young 
husbands. 

Now as a Scottish wife of 53 years standing, my husband should be well aware 
that his wife is his strongest asset – and if he didn’t know before, I am telling him 
now! So let’s look at these Stewart Consort wives and how they inadvertently 
played their part in influencing the Queen of whom I have been encouraging the 
study during the last 24 years – Mary Stuart (although she did prefer to be called 
Marie Stuart) commonly known as Mary, Queen of Scots, Scotland’s only 
reigning female sovereign before the Union with England. I will refer to all of 
these wives in descending chronological order. 

Starting life as an innocent babe in 1542, whose father had apoplexy at the idea 
that a girl would have to be the sovereign of Scotland after his imminent death, I 
don’t imagine he gave any thought to how his poor wife would cope with the mess 
and treachery that was left behind after the battle of Solway Moss. But cope she 
did! MARY DE GUISE-LORRAINE, the mother of the infant Mary, is often 
described as “The best Queen Scotland never had”! Curiously, her enemies 
ACCUSED her as having “the heart of a man of war”, yet when Elizabeth Tudor 
presented herself as having “the heart of a man in the body of a weak and feeble 
woman”, she was applauded for this! 

Apart from protecting her daughter’s throne from power-grabbing subjects in this 
kingdom, Mary of Guise also protected her child from the might of England, which 
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nation, one might argue, was REALLY PEEVED that the Treaty of Greenwich 
promising the little Queen to be the wife of Henry VIII’s son Edward, was not 
upheld. Hence the very damaging invasions of Scotland in 1544 and 1545 and 
even later, known as the Rough Wooing. 

Mary of Guise was a strong woman and she came from a very powerful French 
family. Born in 1515, her father was Claude de Lorraine, Duc de Guise, her 
mother was Antoinette de Bourbon, descended from King Louis IX of France. 
She spent three years at the Court of France where she would absorb the 
influence that her family had at the French Court, and knowing the influence that 
a strong monarchy in France had in keeping that Kingdom secure at that time. 
She also had an unwavering Catholic faith having been educated at a nunnery 
in her early years. She would have loved this Abbey here in Paisley! In my book, 
an unwavering Christian faith – from whatever denomination – recognises the 
qualities of love, honesty, justice, and kindness. 

It is my belief that Mary de Guise passed these qualities on to her daughter, the 
young Mary – though many would argue with hindsight that this was not obvious. 

We have all to agree, SURELY, that the young Mary inherited a throne at a pretty 
rough time in the history of our country. I quote Alex Salmond from a 
documentary about our present Queen Elizabeth, “The Monarchy is a very 
important strand of Scottish History” – and in particular, I would add that Mary 
Stuart was perhaps THE most important monarchical strand in the History of 
Scotland and the United Kingdom. 

Dare I suggest that in the Providence of God could the unfortunate Mary Stuart 
have been born at exactly the right time in history? Our modern monarchy may 
call themselves Windsor, Saxe-Coburg Gotha, Hanover, BUT they are all 
descended from a Stuart Princess, Sophia of Hanover, the great-granddaughter 
of Mary, Queen of Scots, whose only son RIGHTLY inherited the throne of 
England, finally uniting our two Kingdoms. What a legacy this Scottish queen 
passed on to our country – the long reigning Stewart Dynasty, the Scottish part 
of which we have been hearing about today. 

Although the little Queen was separated physically from her mother when she 
was sent to France in 1548 at nearly 6 years old, she was strongly influenced by 
her mother’s instructions in the regular letters which passed between them, and 
also the influence of her mother’s family who were close to her in France. Her 
mother was particularly anxious that her daughter continued in the faith and it is 
well-documented that the young Mary was well-versed in the instructions and 
words from the Bible. Even the Protestant John Knox had to admit to this. He 
could not fault her theology, and even marvelled at the knowledge which she 
could expound in their discussions together. 

Throughout her life Mary would seem to hesitate in dealing harshly with her 
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domineering subjects – and final two husbands – but was she being harsh, or 
was she trying hard to walk the Christian way as she saw it, to avoid conflict? 
She was even tolerant in her attitude to the Protestant Reformation which had 
just taken place before her return to Scotland in 1561. Within days of her return 
she decided not to impose her Catholic views on her Protestant subjects 
provided she was allowed to worship with her household in her own private 
Catholic chapel. At this early stage in her personal reign she knew that it would 
be better to tolerate Protestantism rather than enter into a Civil War. Her mother 
had had to deal with this problem too, since the Reformation had rumbled in 
Scotland from as early as 1546 or even a few years before that, but she, Marie 
de Guise, signed an agreement with the Lords of the Congregation in 1559 at 
Leith Links outside Edinburgh, granting the people of Scotland the freedom of 
worship. 

Mary had the opportunity to start her personal reign in Scotland as a well-
educated young adult. Many of her predecessors had the misfortune to be thrown 
into government as younger teenagers or even infants. Mary had the advantage 
of an excellent courtly education in France set well apart from the turmoil which 
surrounded her mother during her Regency in Scotland, or previous monarchs 
who had grown up in their own unruly nation. She was gentle by nature, 
intelligent, highly strung, but unfortunately she did NOT inherit the strong, even 
tough-mindedness of her mother. Elizabeth Tudor’s ambassador Nicholas 
Throckmorton in 1560 described her as having “great wisdom and judgement 
and that she was modest and charming.” George Buchanan, in her youth, 
described her as “graced with surpassing loveliness of form, vigour of maturing 
youth, fine qualities of mind which a court education had increased – but her 
natural goodness would be weakened by an earnest desire to please.” (This last 
would NOT prove to be desirable in a future female monarch.) Buchanan also 
wrote the most beautiful Epithalamion on her marriage to Francis the Dauphin of 
France in 1558. 

She may not have been aware of this, but she had inherited the genes of some 
very interesting women in her family. 

Many historians write that Mary was obsessed with the idea that she was the 
rightful queen of England and that was her driving ambition. Was it? Had she not 
been influenced by her father-in-law Henri II of France who had quartered the 
English coat of arms with Mary’s Scottish and French arms after the death of 
Mary Tudor in England? Had she not been brain-washed into the idea that as a 
Catholic she must recognise that Elizabeth Tudor was illegitimate and had no 
rightful claim to her sister’s throne? As an obedient Princess of France she may 
have gone along with this, but as Queen Consort of France she immediately 
removed the English coat of arms from her own heraldry. Personally, I think that 
Elizabeth l of England indeed recognised this gesture which Mary had initiated. 

But why were the Catholics of Europe so certain that Mary, Queen of Scots, was 
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the rightful heir to the throne of England? 

I certainly don’t need to remind all of you here that Mary’s grandmother, 
MARGARET TUDOR, was the daughter of Henry VII of England; therefore after 
the death of his three grandchildren, the children of his son Henry, then our Mary, 
his great-granddaughter, was the next in line to the English throne. Mary, 
certainly could not dispute this fact. Margaret Tudor, the wife of James IV, had 
passed on to our queen perhaps the greatest misfortune which would feature 
in the young woman’s life – her legitimate claim to the English throne, either 
before or after the death of Elizabeth Tudor! If Mary was not prepared to 
capitalise on this fact, then there were plenty of ruthless people at Mary’s court 
and at the English court who were prepared to do so, in their own interests, if not 
in hers. 

I once had an amicable discussion with Lady Victoria Letham, a direct 
descendant of William Cecil, Elizabeth Tudor’s chief advisor. She had given a 
very biased lecture on the relationship between William Cecil and Mary Queen 
of Scots, not knowing that a group of Marie Stuart Society members were part of 
her audience at Fotheringhay! I agreed that Cecil was a good statesman, a good 
Englishman and a very loyal subject of his Queen, Elizabeth; but from Mary’s 
early childhood, Cecil was determined that Mary Stuart would never claim her 
right to the throne of England. Mary was a Catholic; but at that point in British 
history, Catholics were NOT excluded from the throne of a United Kingdom. 

Mary’s legacy from her grandmother, Queen Margaret of Scots, put her in conflict 
with Cecil and therefore England, before she could even put forward her own 
tolerant views on the subject of her rightful inheritance. Her Catholicism was all 
that mattered to Cecil. 

Margaret Tudor had other personality traits which she may have passed on to 
her granddaughter. Margaret was an early renaissance lady and had brought to 
the court of Scotland a sophistication and elegance and a love of music and 
dancing as a result of her upbringing in the more fashionable court in England. 
James V and Marie de Guise added hugely to this new renaissance period in 
Scotland; so, in Mary’s private life, her inheritance was not without luxury and 
certainly benefitted from the influence of the style of both the English and French 
courts. Here in Scotland we too can experience the magnificence of a 
renaissance court in the wonderful restoration of the palace at Stirling castle. 

It would seem that Margaret Tudor was a feisty self-confident and determined 
lady, being rather spoiled as a young princess in England. However, she took her 
role as Queen Consort very seriously; possibly because she would have been 
educated to expect a very important marriage, hopefully that of a Queen, and 
who knows, maybe she had a thought that Queen of Scots might be appropriate 
since she was coincidentally baptised on St. Andrews day in 1489. She seemed 
to take her queenly duties in her stride and with great confidence even although 
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she became Queen Consort at the young age of 13. Her much older husband, 
James IV, was kind and indulgent to her respecting her youth. 

After the death of her husband at the Battle of Flodden (which battle ended the 
Treaty of Perpetual Peace between England and Scotland, and which was 
signed by Henry VII as part of the marriage agreement between Henry and 
James) she worked hard to protect the crown of Scotland for her only surviving 
son, who had become King of Scotland at the age of seventeen months, from 
the ever-grasping Scottish nobles. She married again twice after becoming a 
widow, firstly to Archibald Douglas, 6th Earl of Angus and secondly to Henry 
Stewart who became Lord Methven. She may also have had a short affair with 
another Stewart; BUT because she was a widowed QUEEN she was accused of 
being promiscuous! It seems to me quite reasonable that Margaret should look 
for a strong man who could help her in the protection of her son. These strong 
men turned out to be ambitious for themselves and cost Margaret her reputation. 
She was also very disappointed at the lack of support she had hoped to receive 
from her brother Henry VIII against her son’s enemies. Her daughter-in-law, 
Marie de Guise, could be described as a warrior Queen who tried very hard to 
hold at bay her neighbours across the Scottish border, neighbours who were also 
the enemy of France her own native land, but Margaret fought her battles in her 
adopted Scotland against the relatives of her husbands and against her own 
countrymen and family in England. Marie Stuart would have known the histories 
of her grandmother and her mother and would have hoped to continue their 
example of showing strength to protect her own throne. 

Margaret’s granddaughter whilst outwardly displaying a gentle nature also 
wished to show her inward and inherited strength by showing her subjects that 
she would not entertain sedition in her nation; and early in her personal reign she 
embarked upon the subduing of her northern subjects led by the Earl of Huntly, 
albeit under the influence of her half-brother James Stewart. However, her 
eventual SURRENDER at Carberry in 1567 would perhaps dispute this, but of 
course we have to lay this Confrontation down to the so called Lords of the 
Congregation who needed to confront Mary in battle before her 25th birthday; 
because after that age she could revoke any charters or grants made in her 
minority. Her enemies had too much to lose if this should happen. 

Mary’s great-grandmother brought Mary a handsome inheritance. She was the 
PRINCESS MARGARET OF DENMARK, daughter of Christian II. Princess 
Margaret aged eleven, married James III aged 18 in 1469. Her father was not at 
that time endowed with great riches; and Scotland, being in debt to Denmark for 
the ceding of the Hebrides to Alexander III in 1263 , part of the dowry 
arrangements for the marriage of his daughter, was to include the Hebrides as 
part of the writing-off of Scotland’s debts, and to be deducted from her dowry. It 
also included the pledging of his property in Orkney and Shetland. The remaining 
agreed portion of the dowry of 50,000 livres was never paid by Christian or his 
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descendants, hence these northern isles remain as part of the Kingdom of 
Scotland. 

Curiously, Margaret must have inherited wealth from another source because 
she brought to Scotland beautiful jewels and fashionable gowns made from very 
rich materials. 

Sadly, her marriage to James was not a very happy one. There was no love and 
little affection between the couple and it seems that she was chaste, except for 
her duty of providing heirs to the Kingdom! She even received permission from 
her husband to live separately from him. It is my uneducated and personal view 
that this frigidness, to use a more modern term, was possibly inherited by Queen 
Mary. I truly believe that she was not the harlot whom Knox described and I do 
believe that she was taken against her will by James Hepburn – there are more 
learned scholars who may well disagree with me on this. She spent years in 
captivity in England, but apart from a rumour that the Earl of Shrewsbury was 
having an affair with her, which I believe to be untrue and he denied, there is no 
scandal attached to her as being promiscuous during these long tiresome years. 
There is no certainty that her first marriage to Francis was consummated and her 
second husband, Henry Stuart, Lord Darnley, complained about his lack of 
adventures in her bedroom. She was not married long enough to Hepburn for us 
to hear of any complaints from him. He probably found his adventures elsewhere! 

Mary may also have inherited the gentleness, and the understanding and 
sensible nature of her ancestor Margaret of Denmark who, it appears, was very 
popular with the Scottish people. Perhaps these were traits which were desirable 
in a Queen Consort, but were not necessarily appropriate in a regnant Queen of 
a male dominated Kingdom in the 16th century. 

At least one thing is sure about Queen Mary’s view of her ancestor. She would 
be able to view a likeness of Margaret of Denmark on the altarpiece of the 
Collegiate church of the Holy Trinity, the church which was founded by Mary of 
Guelders and which was situated roughly on the site where the Waverley station 
in Edinburgh now stands. On one wing of the triptych altarpiece, painted by the 
Flemish artist, Hugo van der Goes, Margaret of Denmark can be seen kneeling 
at a prie-dieu with possibly a representation of St. George in armour standing 
behind her. The altarpiece can now be seen in the National Gallery of Scotland 
in Edinburgh. Queen Mary MIGHT have liked what she saw and would be proud 
that she had inherited her great-grandmother’s ‘natural goodness’, which had 
been described by George Buchanan during the early years of her life. 

MARY OF GUELDERS who was the consort of James II and daughter of the 
Duke of Guelders in the Netherlands also had a reputation of being poised, self–
assured and charitable. It was Mary of Guelders who founded the Collegiate 
Church of the Holy Trinity as a memorial to her husband and also a hospital near 
the same site. Like Margaret Tudor she had a strong sense of duty as Queen of 



- 36 - 

Scots. Her husband died accidentally at Roxburgh 11 years after their marriage. 
As official custodian of her 9 year old son, she managed to bring stability to the 
nation using her great administrative skills by appointing responsible men into 
important public roles. The council of regency had indicated that they would not 
tolerate the keeping of the Kingdom to a woman – but they were proven to be 
wrong. She had powerful enemies within the kingdom but she proved to be a 
strong and effective ruler – in many ways like one of her successors, Mary of 
Guise. Like Margaret Tudor, Mary of Guelders loved music and art. The musical 
gene which was also inherited by our Queen Mary. 

Mary of Guelders possibly died in Perthshire and her plan was to be buried at 
the Church of the Holy Trinity in Edinburgh, which unfortunately was not 
completed by the time of her death. There are two parallels here with Mary, 
Queen of Scots. Mary of Guelders was eventually buried at the Holy Trinity in 
1463 but during the demolition of the church in 1848, her remains were reinterred 
at Holyrood Abbey and a cast of her head, which was taken before the 
reinternment, is still preserved in the Museum of Antiquities. As we all know Marie 
Stuart’s remains were transmitted from Peterborough Cathedral to Westminster 
Abbey and at least two casts of her face can be found in our nation. 

The first of the James Queen Consorts was JOAN BEAUFORT and what a 
splendid lineage she brings to the monarchs of Scotland. She was born about 
1404, daughter of the Earl of Somerset, step brother of Henry IV of England and 
therefore half niece of this Lancastrian King. Her grandparents were John of 
Gaunt and Katherine Swynford. Her marriage to James l on 12th February 1424 
when she was about 20 years old, he about 30, was indeed a love match. During 
his 18 year long imprisonment in England he fell in love with a beautiful lady of 
the court, whom legend tells us he espied from his window at Windsor Castle. 
Joan was charmed by this sophisticated romantic young man, who having spent 
his early years at the court of England, was well-educated in the ways of the 
English court with which Joan was familiar. He wrote a poem for his love, The 
King’s Quair. Let me quote a few lines from this wonderful poem: 

And there I spied, beneath my prison tower, 
The fairest and the fresh’st yonge floure 
That ever I beheld before that houre, 
Entranced I gazed, and with the sudden start, 
Hushed instant, all my blood into my heart. 

(I wonder if Rabbie Burns was a descendant of James I – on the wrong side of 
the blanket, of course?) 

However, it is not my remit to describe to you all of this young man’s attributes, 
but marriage to him must have been loving, exciting and romantic, though 
sometimes fearful because of the claim being made to his throne by his step 
uncle, Walter Stewart, Earl of Atholl. However, perhaps the most important thing 
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to know is that he really loved his wife. They were crowned together at Scone on 
21st May 1424. Although the marriage was politically advantageous to both the 
English and the Scots, in fact it secured James his freedom from England; 
James’s love for his wife must have made it easier for Joan to move with him 
from the warmth of the English court to the more aggressive court and intrigues 
in Scotland. In fact James trusted her so much that he made his nobles swear 
oaths of fealty to her in case anything happened to him when he was away from 
the court. They produced six daughters and twin sons. (They must have been in 
love!) Their eldest and favourite daughter eventually married the Dauphin Louis 
Xl of France though this marriage was brief and unhappy. As with her successors 
Joan was left a widow when she was about 40 years of age. Her husband was 
ignominiously trapped and murdered in a blocked sewer beneath the Blackfriars 
Friary at Perth. Joan herself was injured in the incident. She too had the task of 
protecting her 6-year-old young son from the ruthless nobles of Scotland. She 
showed great strength and courage by smuggling her children out of Edinburgh 
Castle to the safekeeping of Stirling. She married for a second time to James 
Stewart, known as the Black Knight of Lorne. Perhaps Joan was a romantic lady 
and felt the need for the love and protection of a strong man – who in this case 
just happened to be handsome too! However, her second marriage, like that of 
Margaret Tudor’s, earned her the reputation of being a promiscuous lady! 

Like our Mary, Joan was gently brought up, well-educated and beautiful but led 
a turbulent life. She died during a siege of Dunbar Castle in 1445 and her body 
was taken to Perth where she was buried beside James l in the Charterhouse. 

The first two Stewart Queen Consorts are not well-documented – at least not in 
the books I read! The wife of Robert III was ANABELLE DRUMMOND the 
daughter of a Perthshire nobleman, Sir John Drummond of Stobhall. It was 
eleven years after her marriage before she produced her first son, David. She 
and her husband were both crowned at Scone. Four years after the coronation 
when she was nearly 40, she gave birth to James who would later become James 
I. All that I can discern is that she was a much stronger personality than her 
husband. After her death in 1401, at her burial at Dunfermline, the Bishop of St. 
Andrews described Annabelle and her husband thus “Whilst these two lived they 
raised high the honour of the kingdom, by making peace between princes and 
noblemen, by entertaining foreigners and strangers brilliantly with feasting, and 
by delighting them with generous gifts when they left.” Another description of 
Annabelle herself comes from the chronicler Andrew of Wynton. She was “fair, 
honourable and pleasant. Intelligent, courteous in her affairs, loving and 
generous to strangers. They she treated honourably and them rewarded largely.” 
However, it would seem that Annabelle set the scene as being a strong Scottish 
Consort, and we have seen that all of these Queen Consorts had a tough time in 
protecting the crown for their young sons. 

However, did Annabelle also set the reputation of the Scots being honourable 
and capable of great hospitality? 
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EUPHEMIA ROSS was the wife of Robert ll. This was her second marriage. 
However her children with Robert II did not succeed to the throne as Robert had 
previously married Elizabeth Mure whose son became Robert III. When 
Euphemia and Robert were crowned at Scone – she a few months after her 
husband – she was in her late 40s and he was 55. Although queen, her children 
did not inherit; but she did look after and care for her husband’s first young family 
– just as Mary de Guise did for James V’s illegitimate children – although Mary 
de Guise DID resent all of her husband’s mistresses! One of Robert II’s children 
by Elizabeth Mure grew up to be the notorious Wolf of Badenoch so life would 
not have been easy for her as the step mother. She was buried beside her 
husband at Scone. 

So, finally, to quote Joanna Laynesmith in her book on 15th century Queenship 
who points out that women at that time were perceived to be “unstable, chaotic 
creatures, driven by flesh and emotion. They had no reasoning and liable to lead 
men astray – particularly if they were beautiful.” 

After all that I have just told you about these Stewart Consorts, I have to agree 
with her that this is a totally incorrect assessment of the strength of these consort 
queens who were so mistrusted by men who thought THEY THEMSELVES were 
superior. She quotes Thomas Wolsey referring to Margaret Tudor as saying “it is 
possible to USE the Queen of Scots … but not so as all shall depend on her. I 
mistrust threads wrought by woman’s fingers.” I think he deserved to be arrested 
for treason – and the irony is that although he died in Leicester he fell fatally ill at 
Sheffield Manor Lodge where our Queen Mary Stuart was held in captivity for 14 
years! 

Queens in particular were expected to be chaste – except with their husbands. 
Taking a queen was usually for political advantage. All five James were killed or 
murdered violently whilst still young, but it would appear to me that their Queens 
were the HEROINES of our Scottish nation – and miraculously in an uncertain 
period of medical history and midwifery, they all survived childbirth. 

At this point I would like to tell you about an amusing incident I had concerning 
Scottish Queens. In 2014 I accosted Alex Salmond, who was then the First 
Minister of Scotland, when I bumped into him in Normandy during the D-day 
landings commemoration; for a second time I begged him for a contribution 
towards our statue of Mary Queen of Scots. One of the lines in his conversation 
was “But I preferred Mary of Guise” – “Oh,” says I, “The best queen we never 
had” and quickly came his reply, “Well, that’s unless you don’t count Nicola 
Sturgeon!” 

What a pity that our own Queen Mary inherited the desire of ambitious men of 
influence in her own nation to murder their Monarch, though, in her case England 
obligingly did it for them in 1587 at Fotheringhay! However, through her progeny 
she ultimately triumphed, and we rejoice in her descendants inheriting the crown 
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of England and indeed sitting on the throne of Great Britain today. I would fondly 
give her the title of The Mother of our United Kingdom. 

Margaret Lumsdaine 
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Branch Programmes 

Scottish Branch Programme 

Tuesday 21st March 2017, 7:00 PM – Talk: ‘16th Century Food Standards 
Agency’ by member and author Margaret Skea at the Quaker Meeting House, 7 
Victoria Terrace, Edinburgh EH1 2JL. 

Sunday 23rd April 2017 – Trip to Mount Stuart. Details in the enclosed letter. 

Tuesday 30th May 2017, 2:00 PM – Walk re-tracing Mary’s formal entry into 
Edinburgh on her return to Scotland in 1561. A reprise of the walk originally 
conducted last September. We will meet at the entry to the Castle Esplanade. 
Jerry Ozaniec will lead this and stop at the various places where there were 
pageants, gifts given, etc. as part of the ritual of a returning monarch. 

Tuesday 30th May 2017, 7:30 PM – Play: ‘Glory on Earth’ by Linda McLean. This 
is at the Royal Lyceum Theatre, Grindlay Street, Edinburgh EH3 9AX. The 
scenario: “Through the fog a ship arrives in Leith docks; Mary Stuart, Queen of 
Scots, steps ashore. She is 19 and on her young shoulders rest the hopes of the 
Catholic establishment of Europe.” Tickets are £22 and available on a first-come-
first served basis from Jerry Ozaniec. This includes a post-show talk. 

Saturday 25th November 2017 – Christmas lunch and Scottish Branch Annual 
General Meeting at the Apex Haymarket Hotel, 90 Clifton Terrace, Edinburgh 
EH12 5LQ at 1 PM. 

English Branch Programme 

Saturday 6th May 2017 – English Branch Annual General Meeting in St Martins 
House, 7 Peacock Lane, Leicester LE1 5PX. This will be followed by a 
presentation and talk by Syd Whitehead on ‘Building a Chronology of Mary 
Queen of Scots’. 

Society Programme 

Wednesday 8th February 2017 – Memorial service for Mary commemorating her 
execution at St. Mary and All Saints’ Church, Fotheringay, Peterborough PE8 
5HZ at 11 AM. 

Saturday 22nd April 2017 – Society Annual Gathering 2017 at the St Mungo 
Museum of Religious Life and Art, 2 Castle St, Glasgow G4 0RH. 

Saturday 5th August 2017 – Memorial service to commemorate the burial of 
Mary in Peterborough Cathedral. 

Saturday 21st April 2018 – Society Annual Gathering 2018. Carlisle will be the 
venue. Further details will be published in a future Journal. 
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Members are encouraged to make suggestions and (especially) organise talks 
and visits. The Society will only remain vibrant through the active participation of 
members. 

Important Note Regarding Visits 

The two Branches of the Society have their own programmes each year and 
members can attend any of them. A summary of each programme is published 
in the Journal and details of timings, cost, numbers, etc. are sent directly to 
Branch members only. Thus if someone from the Scottish branch wishes to 
attend a meeting on the programme of the English Branch, detailed information 
should be obtained from the English Chair Person or Secretary and vice versa. 

Members wishing to attend any of the visits MUST advise the relevant organizer 
within the time allowed and obtain assurance that they are booked in. Payment, 
where relevant, should be made in advance and confirmed by the organizer. 
Numbers are limited on many of the visits and anyone turning up on the day 
without prior payment or confirmation may be very disappointed to be refused 
admission. 

Notices 

Maquette 

A bronze statue of Queen Mary – height 10’, commissioned by the Society can 
be purchased at a cost of £185 including Postage and Packing. Cheques should 
be made payable to James Davidson and be sent to Margaret Lumsdaine, 1 
Armit Place, St Andrews, Fife KY16 8RE. 

Chronology 

The initial print run of 50 copies of Syd Whitehead’s Chronology are now all sold! 

At this point a slightly revised chronology could be ready for a further print run. 
Since the audience for the work is limited and that the first run may have satisfied 
the majority of any demand, Syd requests any member who is interested in 
obtaining a copy please let him know so that he can record the interest and hence 
gauge the justification for a further printing. Syd’s Contact details are given 
above. 

Online Resources 

Quite a good summary of the main events and places of Mary’s life exists at: 
https://goo.gl/SbdltP which, in turn, has many further useful links. 

For those of you who are unable to visit Holyrood or for those who would like a 
reminder, the following virtual tour may be of interest: https://goo.gl/9dGXxD. 

https://goo.gl/SbdltP
https://goo.gl/9dGXxD


- 42 - 

Here is an interesting, short video concerning Mary’s entrapment by Walsingham 
and her use of ciphers: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_htopuN4pCk. 

When reading old documents or their transcriptions, the Dictionary of the Scots 
Language website is useful: http://www.dsl.ac.uk/; similarly is the Dictionary of 
Medieval Terms and Phrases: http://medieval_terms.enacademic.com/. 

When we see an historical date, it is sometimes useful to know what day of the 
week it happened to be; use the following website to discover what it was: 
http://people.albion.edu/imacinnes/calendar/Day_of_the_Week.html. 

When reading accounts of pageants, dinners, celebrations, etc., we often have 
a curiosity as to how much in today’s money the quoted amounts would be; this 
can be a rather problematic issue but this this website will give you an insight 
into that difficulty: https://www.measuringworth.com/ppoweruk. 

Among the many books available online are A diurnal of remarkable occurrents 
that have passed within the country of Scotland, since the death of King James 
the Fourth till the year M.DLXXV . From a manuscript of the sixteenth century in 
the possession of Sir John Maxwell of Pollock. at: 
http://archive.org/details/diurnalofremarka00thom, The historie and life of King 
James the Sext at: http://archive.org/details/historieandlif1300thomuoft, the 
History of Mary Queen of Scots by Adam Blackwood at: 
http://archive.org/details/historymaryquee00macdgoog, and Mary Queen of 
Scots, 1542-1587. Extracts from … state papers by Robert Sangster Rait at: 
http://www.gutenberg.org/files/38048/38048-h/38048-h.htm. Also available is an 
article by John Hungerford Pollen entitled Mary Queen of Scots and the 
Babington plot at: http://archive.org/details/maryqueenofscots00polluoft. And I 
have recently discovered that the History of Mary Queen of Scots by Jacob 
Abbott (1848) is available as a PDF: https://goo.gl/xrF4XZ. 

  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_htopuN4pCk
http://www.dsl.ac.uk/
http://medieval_terms.enacademic.com/
http://people.albion.edu/imacinnes/calendar/Day_of_the_Week.html
https://www.measuringworth.com/ppoweruk
http://archive.org/details/diurnalofremarka00thom
http://archive.org/details/historieandlif1300thomuoft
http://archive.org/details/historymaryquee00macdgoog
http://www.gutenberg.org/files/38048/38048-h/38048-h.htm
http://archive.org/details/maryqueenofscots00polluoft
https://goo.gl/xrF4XZ
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Upcoming Notable Dates 

Date Event 

5 March 1565 Elizabeth declared that she had decided not to name a 
successor until she herself had either married or decided 
not to marry. 

8 March 1567 Mary received the English ambassador in a darkened 
room: she was clearly ill, possibly so ill as to have one of 
her ladies impersonate her. 

9 March 1566 David Rizzio was savagely stabbed to death at Holyrood, 
in front of the heavily pregnant Mary by Patrick Ruthven, 
accompanied by Darnley and the Earl of Morton’s men; 
Mary was detained at Holyrood while the Lords issued a 
proclamation in Darnley’s name that the Chaseabout Raid 
rebels were pardoned. 

10 March 1566 Moray conveniently returned from exile and expressed 
surprise at the murder of Rizzio. 
 

11 March 1566 With the help of Bothwell and her equerry Arthur Erskine, 
Mary and Darnley escaped unnoticed out of Holyrood and 
fled to Dunbar Castle; She was joined there by Huntly, 
Fleming, Seton, Atholl, Balfour, and Bothwell. 

12 March 1566 Mary offered to pardon the perpetrators of the 
Chaseabout Raid but not those of the murder of Rizzio; 
Morton, Lindsay and Ruthven retreated to England, 
Maitland fled north and Knox west. 

13 March 1567 Moray advised Cecil not to expect speedy results from the 
murder enquiries that the council claimed to be making. 

14 March 1585 
(approx.) 

The Act for the Preservation of the Queen’s Majesty was 
passed in England. 

15 March 1576 
(approx.) 

Mary was moved from Sheffield Castle to Sheffield Lodge. 

18 March 1566 Mary returned to Edinburgh and accepted Moray, 
Glencairn and Argyll back into her Council; for safety’s 
sake she then awaited the birth of her child at Edinburgh 
Castle. 

4 April 1558 Mary signed secret documents making the French crown 
her heir if she had no issue, and assigned her kingdom to 
France in pledge until the French were reimbursed for 
their military costs in Scotland and her own upbringing. 
 

12 April 1554 Arran was finally ‘persuaded’ to resign his post with the 
bribe of the Dukedom of Châtelherault along with an 
annual pension; Mary of Lorraine was made regent by the 
Scottish parliament 
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Date Event 

12 April 1567 Bothwell attended his trial at the Tolbooth in Edinburgh but 
Lennox feared to show himself; for want of witnesses the 
prosecution had no case and Bothwell was acquitted. 

14 April 1583 
(approx.) 

The second mission of Robert Beale, diplomat and clerk 
of the Privy Council, to negotiate a tripartite Anglo-Scottish 
treaty with Mary took place 

14 April 1578 James Hepburn, Earl of Bothwell and third husband of 
Mary, Queen of Scots died in Denmark. 

15 April 1558 Mary and François were officially betrothed in the Great 
Hall of the Louvres Palace in Paris. 

16 April 1585 
(approx.) 

Sir Amyas Paulet arrived at Tutbury. 

19 April 1558 Mary, Queen of Scots, and Francis, the Dauphin of 
France, were formally betrothed at the Louvre 

19 April 1585 Sir Ralph Sadler handed over his charge to Sir Amyas 
Paulet. 

20 April 1567 Mary tried to regain support among her Lords while 
Bothwell managed to get 29 of them to sign the Ainslie 
Tavern Bond in which they agreed to support his claims to 
marry Mary. 
 

20 April 1569 Mary was taken to Wingfield Manor, Derbyshire. 

21 April 1567 Mary went to Stirling to visit her son. 

24 April 1558 Mary and François were married in Notre Dame 
Cathedral; the marriage contract secretly gave away 
Scotland to France should Mary die 

24 April 1567 On her way back to Edinburgh Mary was abducted at the 
Bridge of Almond by Bothwell and his men and taken to 
Dunbar Castle where she was probably raped by him. 
 

25 April 1573 Mary was taken to Sheffield Lodge in Sheffield Park for 
the first time. 

1 May 1565 The English council debated the Darnley ‘problem’. 

2 May 1568 Mary escaped from Lochleven with the help of two of the 
young Douglases; she was met by Lord Seton on the 
other bank and travelled to Niddry Castle and then to 
Cadzow Castle; she gathered 6,000 men to her cause. 

6 May 1567 Mary and Bothwell returned to Edinburgh after staying at 
Hailes Castle. 

7 May 1567 Bothwell obtained a divorce from his wife, Lady Jean 
Gordon. 

12 May 1569 Mary’s health seriously deteriorated whilst at Chatsworth 
Castle 



- 45 - 

Date Event 

12 May 1584 
(approx.) 

The third mission of Robert Beale, diplomat and clerk of 
the Privy Council, to negotiate a tripartite Anglo-Scottish 
treaty with Mary took place. 

13 May 1568 Mary’s troops met those of Moray at Langside but were 
defeated; she fled to Terregles Castle and then to 
Dundrennan Abbey; against the advice of Lords Herries, 
Fleming, Livingston, Boyd, and George Douglas, she 
decided to seek help from England 

13 May 1583 
(approx.) 

Sir Walter Mildmay visited Mary. 

14 May 1567 The marriage contract between Mary and James Hepburn 
(Bothwell) was signed 

14 May 1580 
(approx.) 

Mary was transferred to Sheffield Lodge 

15 May 1565 Mary made Darnley Earl of Ross; Lord Robert Stewart 
was made Earl of Orkney and Shetland and Lord Erskine, 
Earl of Mar 

15 May 1567 Mary and Bothwell were married according to Protestant 
rites at 10 AM; the couple then retired to Borthwick Castle; 
meanwhile, the Lords having once again turned against 
Bothwell organized an army to meet them on the way; 
Mary and Bothwell escaped from Borthwick and moved on 
to Dunbar. 

16 May 1568 Disguised as an ordinary woman, Mary crossed the River 
Solway and landed at Workington; she spent her first night 
at Workington Hall owned by a friend of Lord Herries 

16 May 1577 
(approx.) 

Mary was moved to Chatsworth. 

17 May 1568 Mary moved from Workington to Cockermouth 

17 May 1581 
(approx.) 

Mary was transferred to Sheffield Lodge 

18 May 1563 Mary returned to Edinburgh 

18 May 1568 Mary proceeded from Cockermouth to Carlisle Castle; 
there, as Elizabeth’s representative, Sir Francis Knollys 
treated with her. 

19 May 1568 Queen Elizabeth I of England ordered the arrest of Mary, 
Queen of Scots. 

24 May 1570 Mary was again taken to Chatsworth. 

25 May 1569 Mary was taken to Chatsworth. 

29 May 1573 Edinburgh Castle which was being held by Marian 
supporters, finally fell to her enemies and her party was 
expelled from Scotland. 

1 June 1569 Mary was returned to Wingfield Manor. 
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Date Event 

2 June 1572 The Duke of Norfolk was executed on Tower Hill 

2 June 1581 The Earl of Morton, James Douglas, was executed. 

3 June 1566 In preparation for the birth of her son, Mary sent for the 
midwife, Margaret Aestane, and for the relics of St 
Margaret of Scotland. 

5 June 1574 
(approx.) 

Mary made her second visit to Buxton. 

8 June 1568 Elizabeth finally sent her emissary Middlemore to 
announce that she would not receive Mary in London until 
she has been cleared of all accusations against her at an 
enquiry to be set up by Elizabeth; Mary was moved to 
Bolton Castle shortly thereafter, stopping at Lowther 
Castle and Wharton for two nights. 

9 June 1573 Sir William Maitland, secretary of state during the reign of 
Mary Queen of Scots, died. 

10 June 1584 Francis Throckmorton was executed for his part in the 
conspiracy to overthrow Elizabeth and place Mary on the 
throne of England. 

11 June 1560 Mary’s mother, Marie de Guise, died of dropsy (an 
accumulation of fluid in the body) in Edinburgh castle. 

13 June 1582 Mary once again went to Buxton 

13 June 1566 The Earl of Ruthven, who was one of the chief assassins 
of David Riccio, died. 

15 June 1567 Mary and Bothwell, with the support of Huntly and 
Crawford, confronted the Lords of the Congregation at 
Carberry Hill; there was no battle but Mary agreed to 
follow the Lords on condition that they let Bothwell go; but 
the Lords broke their promise and took her to the Lord 
Provost’s House in Edinburgh and then to Lochleven 
Castle as their prisoner 
 

15 June 1579 
(approx.) 

Mary was escorted to Chatsworth. 

16 June 1576 
(approx.) 

Mary made another visit to Buxton. 

17 June 1567 Mary Queen of Scots, was imprisoned at Loch Leven 
Castle. 

19 June 1566 After a long and painful labour which started the day 
before, James VI was born. 

21 June 1565 Margaret Douglas, Countess of Lennox, was sent to the 
Tower of London by Queen Elizabeth I after the 
announcement of the betrothal of Mary, Queen of Scots, 
and Henry, Lord Darnley, Margaret’s son. 
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Date Event 

25 June 1586 Mary was introduced via letter to Anthony Babington, a 
young and zealous catholic whose plan to liberate Mary 
became entangled with Walsingham’s trap at this point. 

30 June 1575 
(approx.) 

Mary visited Buxton for the third time. 
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The Marie Stuart Society 

The Society was formed in 1992 to mark the anniversary of the birth of Mary, 
Queen of Scots. The aim is to promote the further study of her life and times. 

We are not an academic society but a group of people who all share an interest 
in this period of history, and in particular, Mary. 

There are branches where members can attend regular meetings and outings 
and it is hoped that we will establish branches in other parts of the world where 

we already have members. 

A Journal is circulated to all members three times a year, containing interesting 
and sometimes little known information about Mary, her courtiers and her 

people. 

An Annual Gathering is held when members are invited to attend a special 
luncheon, usually at a venue with a unique historical ambience where they will 

have the opportunity to meet and talk with members from the UK and overseas. 

New members are always welcome not only within the UK but from any part of 
the world. If YOU have an interest in MARY, then the Society has an interest in 

YOU. 

© Marie Stuart Society 2017 

Scottish Charity No. SC 044300 
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