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Tiie Eiramination of Jokm Perkins, of Sloighogh, in the County of Cavans .

Eg. 36, T‘his.examinate. duly swarn, deposéth inter alia; That they said that: ﬁic
king was dead, and that the young king went to masse ; and they were the queen’s
souldiers, and we were traytors. ?d the said words were affirmed:by Cormack mac

Cloney, parish-priest of Killan.
, Jouwn J. P. Pﬂms

Deposed beforc‘us, 8th Jan. 1641. - ! his mark. * .
~ Rocer Purrock, Joun STERNE.

The. Evamination of Tho. Middiebrook, g{ Leagne Cafiry, in the County of fmmggh,

@ e "

Exr. 87. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth infer alia; That on- the 26th day of

October last, he heard Cabell Boy mac Dermot say, that within one fortnight they

should have a new king of Ireland crowned one of the 6 Neals, or words to' that ef-

fect ; which words were spoken by the said Cabell, in the presence of' Alice Tibs, this

deponents sister, and Avis Braishaw, wife of John Braishaw. And further, that he

both heard that the rebells had murthered about threescore English jprotestants (that

lived in good manner within the said parish.) And further saith, tiat there cannot

. "be so few as one hundred English protestants (that lived in good manner within the

» said parish) perished and dead since the said rebells did banish and drive them from

their habitations. .

. . Tuo. I MipLEsRoox °
Deposed before us, Jan. 4. 164]. * his mark.

Rocer Purrock, HENRY BRERETON. SO S LA i

' The Examination of Alice Tibs, of Ringuilly, in-the County of
f bt vhid

Ex. 38. 'THis examinate; duly sworn; deposeth ‘inter alia; That she heard Cabell Boy
mac Dermot, of Killrout, in the county aforesaid; yeoman, say, That Dublir, castle
was taken, and that they couldjafford the English two or three barrells of powder;

.and that the Irish within one fortnight would have a new king, or words:to  that ef-

“fect; which words he spake in the hearing of this' déponent, Avis Braishawy wife to
Johm Braishaw, and Thomas' Midlebrook; the five-and<twentietl day of ‘O¢tober. %
And did after hear. anothier ‘Irishman - (whose name she' knoweth not) say; That'it
was pity that any of the Eaglish- or their breed should" be suffered toilive, ! for-fear
they should grow strong again; or words to that effects oo e

’ ' ‘ ; Lol Auros UViBias
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The Examination of Avis Braishaw, late of Agheruskie Muore, in the County of Fer-
ol Vi d . . S mg’t. s 5 » 4.‘; 1 1:" Ak -'l‘.ée

v g y ¥ A4 " 75 i it : )
Ex. %9. This examinate, duly sworn, (i(;poseth inter alif, Thagshe heard Cabell Boy
., mae Dermott, of Kilrout, in the county aforesaid, say, Tiat D castle was taken,
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) nhd‘ th!t:' could Aﬁ?‘;e l_!nglilh-t"hnee'or forr barrels of powder, that the
Irish would have a new mt% within a fortnight after ; which words, ‘or to that effect,
he spake in the hearing of this deponent, Tho: Midlebrook, and Alice Tibs, the. 25th
day of October last. 2 .
Al T ‘ s nf 1 Avrs UU BratsHaw .
./ This deposed before us, Jan, 4, 1641. ; " her mark.
« Reerr Purrock, Hen. BREreroN.

¥ t’“ ¥ A - @
The Examination of Rich. Knowles of Newtown, alias’ Castle-cool, in the County of For-
: ' managh, ¥ eoman.

Ex. 40. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth, inter alia; That there is one hundred
of the'said parishioners (that lived in good rank and fashion) since they were driven
out of thei? habitations and banishied bysthe said rebellious Irish (being all Emglish
protestapts) perished and dead. And this deponent is the rather confident that there
1s one hundred or more dead, by reason they dayly die ifi such abundance, this de-
gonent well knowing the said parishioners, being his neighbours; and this deponent,

eing a butcher by trade, had some dealing with the most of them.
5 Ricu. R. KxowLs
Deposed ‘this 10th of Jan: 1641. - his mark.
OHN “&rsom Wirriam ALDRICH.

The Examination of Robert Bangon, of Newtowne, alias Castle-cool, in the County of Fer- *
' managh, Blacksmith.

. Ex. 41. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth_inter alia, That some Irish ‘rebells
neer unto Virginia, in the way towards Rells, did strip this'deponent, and said, That
they had‘a new king, and’commission from him for what they did. And further de-

osctlly Thathe heard that Captain Rory, or'some other of his company, had murther-
ed of the said'parishioners to the namber of fourty or thereabouts. *

. Deposed before us, Jan. 5, 1641.
il vHew: Brererow, WinLiaym Hirescock.
’ v -

The Examination of Hugh Culme; of Leitrim, in the County of Monaghan, Gentleman.: .

@  Ba. 42 This examinate, duly sworn, d‘ep'oseth inter alia, That he was told that
one Art mac Machown, . who  lived in the' parish of [ehollan, said that they which
spoke English should: pay- 10s. to the king'; the party~to whom he spoke it de-
sired to know. what Kking desired it 2 his answer was, what' other king but the Enr.l
’f " .; ! 4 .

_ {rn this deponent heard one Thomas nfae’ Aleare’s wifey of the same’ county and k4

parish, say, that Captain Bryan mac Mahon, of Tehollan, said he would hang any that
would speak &tgl'sl . And heard the prigst Mac Clerey, of Tehollan, say, that all

the English in Monaghan must be hanged ; 1 asked him why? he Said, meat was
e ,,\.‘omﬁhcy would not be at the charge to keep us. vl ;

nd heard moreiby ver?' honest men, that M» Cottingham, minister of Monaghan,

eing in a dungeon bolted, gesircd for God's sake to get a little straw to lye upon,

- being put to such Wmiti 1
W g Y , 2 - i .
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“*And that Mr Richard Blaney; ]ustlce of peace, in the X Ly of Monaghm vnu

“hanged in ®is manner.

Art Roe mac' Bryan Sanaght., of k{asloug.h in gounpy of Mona_ghn,n manhauq,o

the rcbels, came o Mr Blaney to the dungeon, and desired him to come out to speak
with hun, when he came out to him, he led him to my Lord Blaney's orchard in
Monaghan, and said to him, do you rémember how youshanged my,brotheryand made
me flye my country forthree yeers; but I will bang you before you go, bus, if you
will, you shall bave a priest ; he sai@ no, but he desired to have Master Cottipgham,
the minister of Mongghan, but they would not, but hanged hlm there, and him
in & ditch, and he was two dayes unburied.

And this deponent heard that there was (#é Luke Ward, a Sootchman, whlch had
mdicted a man the quarter sessions before this Tising, the same man came to him
where he was in the gaol, and carried him to an alehouse, and made him drunk, and
when he had done, carrufd him into the backside and hanged him; after he was cuf,
down, they flung him into a river, and 1 cogld never hear that he was buried,, "

A . Huen Cu,uu,.
o

Deposed before us, Jan. 25, 1641.
HEen. JoxEs, HEN. Brerrron.

1 heard Master Mountgomery, minister, and Master Hollis, with severall other men
of good worth, report, that the Sunday before this rising®f the rebels, that there was
seen a sword hangmg in the ayre with the point downwards, the half seeming to be
red, and the point tutned round. P>

Hucu CuLME.

& dica Aty D
The E,rammatwn of Mistresse Magtha Culme, of Latrzm, in the County qf Monaghan,

Exr.43. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth er alig That she bei gby ;thls
forged from her dwelling, and robbed of all her "“ e was enforced tp aﬁ:t
place to place for safe-guard of her life; partxcu arl at William |
n the parish of Tehollan, in the count. ,M&mghzm. ‘
Flemming, in detestation of the cruelty of the re ls, to ;elatea_that whi

Neal did lyewith his forces before the Ogher,. in the county of, * one, the Iaul
women would #6llow after the Irish rebel souldlcrs and put them forward in cru ty,
with these and such words re neither man, woman, nor chllde, God so pitty your
souls, as you pity them, mten?; ng those words to cruelty.

id

yO

" This examinate further saith, that in tbe said Filemings house, _one Artmac Pa&nck

mac Toole Boy mac-Mahon, of the barony of Balline Cargy, i in t parish, spak- :
ing to this examinate in Irish, shedesired he would deliver himself in- Enghah for she
understood not Irish; he answered in English, that such as spake English should for-
feit ten shillings to the king ; what king, saith this examinate, have we, tbat will not

allow the speaking of English? what kmg ith he, but the Eul of T, ymnc ed
¥ where the earl was ; bemmradwthvno;:h mherehﬂwmlandﬂﬂ with
A mards. whereof 10000 were then with Sir Phulnw‘: Neal. A5 leia 'w»
L3 W, MA!I'I'EA Cuqu:.
Depoad before\u, Feb. 14, 1641.% Y sisine bnomigadd
Hmr Jon ks, qu BreErETON. ?* 3 R, v ; “’ g.h R
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The Examination of Elizabeth Gotgh, late of Ballanenagh, in the County’ of Cavan,
¥ ¢ 3 Spinster. . ‘

.

Ew. 44! This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That the Irish purposed
to'have a king of their own in Ireland, and that Phelomy. & Neal should be he.
R ”D 2 y ErizaBETH U2 GovuGH,
Deposed before us, Feb. 8, 1641. # her mark,
Henry Jones, HENRY STERNE. -

The Ezamination of Anne Gill, of Newtown, in the County of Fermanagh, Widorw.
ﬂE.z'. 45" This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That when Rory Magwire
“had taken the church at Newtown aforesaid, be the said Rory (in the presencé and

hearing of this deponent, and a great many of his neighbours, the kings majesties
loving subjects) gave forth that it was to no purpose for th&m to fly to Dublin for
succour, for Dublin was taken by the Lord Magwire, who was to be king of Ireland.
Anne L Giry,
Jur.29, Jan. 1641.° her mark.
Joun Srzng, W LLiaM ALDRIC H.

«

The Examination of Elizabetg Vause, late of Creigs Toune Loughfield, in the*County of
y : Leitrim, Widdow.

~Ex. 46. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That when this deponent

‘asked why the rebels so robbed them, they asked again, who sent you over, and be-

ing answered, that God and the king did it, they the said rebels said, let your king

in,

ny Elnd sai a?:her, that the said rebels burned divers houses and two children, and
one old man in them, and that very many protestants that fled for safety and succour to
+ “the castle of Sir James Craige, Knight, being near them, were there &gfmished, starvedl,
and dyed for want of means.. o
‘ A1 F ‘ [ Errz. O Vausk,
. Jur. 9, die Feb. 1641. her mark. ”
. Jouxn Stexwe, WiLLiam Hircucock. '

& Py e

.f The Examination of Nicholas Michael, of F. arnan, .c'n. the Cm;nty of Cavan.
@ K. 47. This examinate, duely sworri, deposeth inter alia, That the parties tha

. rebbed this deponent, said they have an Irish king amongst them, and they regarded

not king Charles the king of England. .

Yy ”‘- r

: afih o Nicu. 3 MicHAELS,
¢ .. Deposed before us, Jan. 15, 16 matk,
W .Wl!ubc Hweuncock, Hen. Brereton.
‘ %‘ “-'s 2 " L SR | 4 * .. A
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The Examifation of Andrew Foster, of Mocredin, alias C'a&c&gﬁrr&, in the lCom!tyv' )
; Wicklce, Gentieoman, . :

¥

Ex. 48. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That thé rebels said that
they would within a week burn Dublin, and that neither king nor queen-should go-
vern Ireland any longer, for they would govern it themselves. v i i g

‘ ANDREW Foqzu.
Jur. 17, Febg 1641. ' =
WiLrLiam ALpricH, JOHN STERNE. &

The Examination of Richard Witton, of Kilnane, in the County of Wickioe, Miller.

Ez. 49. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That Luke Burne, éeg-
tleman, of Kilnane, said he would have their seligion flourish, no thanksto king or
subject, 3

» Ricn. Wirrow.
Deposed this 14, of Jan. 1641.

Wirr, Aupgicu, WiLL. Hiicucock.
©

The Examination of ‘Edward Taylor, late of Saint Margarets, alid‘Ravan, in the
County of Wezford, Clerk.

E2*50. This examinate, duely sworn, depaseth ._z'ntcr‘alz'a, That one Piers Synnot, of
Ballyvodegg, in the said county, and his sonne David, and other their complices, bes
fore this rebellion burst out, did disposses this deponent of his goeds and ghurch liv-
ings, into which be was long since anvested by his majesties presentation, for which
A \Tse this deponent impleaded some of them 1m this.ast parliament at Dublin; and a
lfltte before the beginning of the said rebellion, he shewed the said : : 1!5
rom the said parliament for this deponents quiet enjoying his said “livings a
w&g‘.\}&im of the prafits thereof, by ansfuﬁ? detained, to-whi “““ﬁ De-
vid Sypuet anwered, that he cared not for that, and that it was no parliament, but.meet
him at Dublin in: Michaelmas term next, and question bhim if he durst, for thep they
would have a parliament of theig own, in which parliament, he said, the deponent durst

_not complain, or words to that effect. , " @
" Ty Enwarp Tavior.
Y Jur. 28, Feb. 1641. coram nobis. , )
Joun Sterng, Hen, BRERETON.
The Eaamination of Nathanicl Higginson, of the Castle of Knockballymore, sin the
¥ ' County cf-fl- ”'agxlt, Gentleman. AN Eo i
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Ez. 51. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That the rebels then said,
that they had acommission or broad seal fgom the king for what they did, and that
when they, the said rebels, had vanquished Orover-punae this kingdom, they wbuld go
over into Fngland, where they would,have the asistapce of Spain-atid France for oyer-

runping the same, & eyl s healiges
ok . Nara, Hiceinson:
» }I.ur' 7&,,"”' 1641. wrm. " * ‘ ” e S
Roeer Purneck, Hen. BREreTON, . 7 i g
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The Examination of Anné Marshall, of Castle-Waterhouse, in the County Qf.l“ermanagh,

w.‘ i 4 e Widdow. Y @
« [Ea. 52. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That some of the rebels
most cruelly murthered William Marshall, husband unto this deponent, giving him
sixe several mortall wounds, then said, that the &;ts were at that timse sent to leave
never a drop of English bloud in England, and the Irish now had authority and
command from the king to leave never a drop of English bloud i Ireland.

And farther deposeth, that the commjen speech of the said rebels was, that they
were the queens souldiers,

ANNE MARSHALL.
Deposed before us, 8 Jan. 1641.

- RoGer Purrock, Hen. BRERETON.

. ’ *

The Egamination of Jathmell Mawe, of Ferringrin, in the County of Fermanagh,
Gentleman. ]

Ezx. 53. This examinate, ’duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That he heard some of
the rebellious Irish company say, that there should not be one Englishman, woman,
or childe, left \.v&hin this kingdom, and that they had the kings broad-seal for what
they did.

JaTuN1ELE MAWE.
Deposed before us, Jam, 3, 1641. “
Hgen, Jones, WiLLiam ALDRICH.

e

TWe' Esamination of Richatd Clegbrook, of Ballyellis, in the County of Wexford,
Deh 08k . Farmer.
L R

“Er, 54. T‘iexam-inatc‘, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That he heard Luke Toole

s that he mmtended soon after to march to Killeothery and take it, and afterwards
. :yhm 1o Dublin ‘and take the castle there, and that he would not leave an English-

man og'Englishs-woman in the kingdom,  but they all should be banished, and that he
would not leave an-English beast alive, or any of the breed of themn..

He saith also, that he heard the said Luke Toole say, that he would have his own
religion settled in this kingdom, and that he would pull the Lord Parsons hat from his
- head.

Ricuarp w CLEYRBROOK,
Coram me. : ‘- his mark.
Ja. Warke.
b TR » W -
The Examination of Margaret Farmeny and Margaret Leadl;y, Widdows, both. of
vou o Acrashaniey,*in the Parish of Clowish, and County of crmm:agh.

B 85, @hese examinates; duely sworne inter alia, depose, That on the 23d day of
October last; the rébells in that county, to the namber of an hundred, or thereabouls,
robbed the deponents of theig goods and chattells, and bound their hands belind them,
urgingsthem confessg money. And that the said rebells bound one of the depouents
husbands; and ledand dragged him up and down in a*rope, and cut his thioat in‘her
© VoL, v, . 44 .
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sight with a skean, having first knocked him down and stript him, And at the same

time murthered 14 persons miore, all English protestants ; the said rebells then aligadg-

ing, that they had the kings broad seal tostrip’ and starve all the English, and that they

were his sonldiers.  And as the deponents fled for succour towards Dyblin, they were

stripped on the way by the Irish seven times in one day, and left stark naked, being

agel women of 75 veers old ; and the rebels .that saw the deponents naked; bid them
go and look for their God, and Ie*im give them clothes. R RLY

Jur. 3. Jan. 1641. '
Joun Sterng, Wrrr. Hircucock. .
; s

‘: .

‘¥

The Ezxamination of Henry Fisher, of Powerscourt, in the County ¢f Wicklow.

Ez, 56. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth, inter alia, That Luke Toole, chief
of the rebells in those parts, said, That there was landed at Wextord nineteen thousand
of the Spanish enemy : whereupon, they leaped and danced for joy.

And this examinate further deposeth, That Bryan Lynch, of Powerscourt, revolted
and fell from the protestant religion to masse ; and the said Linch, with severall other
rebells, entered the parish church of Powerscourt, called Staggonnell, and burnt up
pues, pulpits, chests, and bibles, belonging to the said church, with extreme violence
and triumph, and expression of hatred to religion; and this convert, Linch, strongly
laboured to bave this deponent hanged. !
*Hen. Fisugr.

Jur. Jan. 25, 1641.
Jony Srerng, WiLL. Hircucock.

The Examination of Adam Glover, of Slonosy, in the County of Cavan.

L. 57. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That this deponent and
his eompany that were robbed, observed, that 30 persous, or thereabouts, werv.th&u
most barbarously murdered and slain outright, and about a hundred ‘and fifty more
persoris cruelly wounded, so that traces of blood issuing from their wounds lay upon
the highway for 12 miles together, and many very young children were left and pe-
rished by the way, to the number of sixty, or thereabouts, because the cruell pursuait
of the rebells was such, that their parents and friends could not carry them further.
And further saith, that somg of the rebells vowed, that, if any digged graves, wherein
to bury the dead children, they should be buried therein themselves; so the poor
people left the most of them unburyed, exposed to ravenous beasts and fowl; and
some few their parents carried a great way to bury them, after they were dead ; and
some were hid in-bushes, that the rebells should not find them. . And. this depouent
further saith, that he saw upon the highway a woman left by the rebels, stripped to
her smock, set upon by three women and some children, being Irish, who miserably

~ rent and tore the said poor English woman, and stripped her of ‘her smock, in a bitter

frost and snow, so that she fell in labour in their bands and presence, and both she and
her childe miserably died there. SRS A AT B T O

And this examinate further deposeth, That James 6 Rely, of or neer to the parish
of Ballybeys, yeoman, and Hugh Brady, of or neer the parish of Urnagly and divers
others of the rebels, did then often take into their hands the protestant bibles, and wet-
ting them in the dirty water, did five or six several timesdash the same on the faceof
this deponent and other protestants, saying, Come, 1 know yowlove a good - Jesson,

'R i ¥ ¢ < 4 . ! " > il ] ook, %
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here is 4 most-excellent bne for you; and eome to-morrow, and you shall have as
yd.a sermon as this ; and used other scornfull and disgracefull words unto them.
And further saith, That one Owen Brady, of the parish of Armagh, gent. being
one of the principal guard to Philip mac Hugh mac Shane 6 Rely, did take divers pro-
testants (as they went by their court of guard to the church) by the hair of the head,
and in other cruell manuer, and, dragging them into the church, there stripped,
robbed, whipped, and most cruelly used them, saying, If you come to-murrow, yeu
shalllzhear the like sermon, or to that effect, wi‘x other scornfull and opprobrious
words. A
‘ » The mark of Apam Grover.
Deposed before us, Jan. 4, 1641.
Hgn, Jones, RANDALL ApAMS.

The Ezxamination of Elizabath Tayler, Wife of John Tayler, of the Newtowne, alias
Castlecool, in the parish of Drumuly, and Half-barony of the Coolc and County of
Fermanagh, Weaver,

Exr 58. This deponent, being duly sworn, deposeth, That (inter alia) she and her
said husband, with the rest of her neighbours, fled for the more safety of their lives
into the church of the Newtown, being a fair church, new built by the inhabitants
of that parish, and there remained, untill the Monday following, being the ¢5th of
October last, \'vqxen. about ten of the clock in the forenoon, Captain Rory mac Quire,
brother to the Lord Magwire, where they so were, came, accompanied with a great
multitude of Irish, to the number of one thousand persons, and upwards ; which they
not being able to resist, upon his faithfull promises that they should quietly enjoy their
*own, and receive no harm, they let hin: and his company into the said church, where-
into he had no sooner entred, but, in contempt of God and his sacred word, he went
up into the pulpit, and took down the English Bible that was there, and rent and tore
the same in pieces, and he and his company trampled the same under their feet, and
then perfidiously fell upon the English, and rifled and stript them naked, and turned
them out of the town, and fired and burnt the same down.
" ‘ Eriz. Tavrog, ¢ her mark.
""" "Deposed before us, Jan. 8, 1641.
ngd Hzx:r. Jonks, HEnN. BRERETON.

The Examination of Edward Slack, of Gurteen, in the Cozmty of Fermanagh, Clerk.

‘Ez 59. Theé examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter aka, That, on the 24th of
October last, the rebels in the county of Fermanagh aforesaid, took his Bible, opened
it, and laying the open side of it in a puddle of water, leapt and trampled upon it,
saying, A plague on't, this Bible hath bred all the quarrel; and they hoped that, within
three weeks, all the Bibles in Ireland should be used as that was, or worse; and that
none should be left in the kingdom ; and also, that the said rebels burnt this depo-
nent’s house, and afier, some other rebels cut and wounded him twice in the head.

, Epw. Srack.
" "Deéposed before us, 4 Jan. 1641. .
. Hey. Jongs, WiLL ALDRICH,

!
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The Examination of Edward Dean, late of Oghram, in-the County of Wicklow,
‘ Tanner.

Exr. 60. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That the Irish rebels
made proclamation, That all English men and women, that did not depart the count
within twenty-four hours, should e hanged, drawn, and quartered, and that the Irish
houses that kept any of the English children should be burned.

And further saith, That the said rebels bumed two protestant Bibles, and then said
that it was hell-fire that burnt. :
' Epw. Deaw.
Jur. 7 Jan. 1641, coram nobis.

Rocer Purrock, Jou~n Warsow,

The Exramination of Katherine Bellew, alias Bedlew, late of Blittock, in the County
of Monaghan, Widdow.

Exr. 61. This deponent being duly sworn (inter alia), deposeth, That one Mistressc
Elcock, who, being in child-bed, was, nevertheless, carried away to prison, together
with the Lady Blaney and her seven children. ’
The = mark of the said KATHERINE.
Jurat. 5 Febr. 1641, coram nobis. '

Wirs. Arprich, HEN. BRERETON.

The Examination of John IWisdome, of Ardmagh, Parish Clerk of the Cg‘}wdrau
there.

Ez. 62. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That at Loughgall, in
the county of Ardmagh, the English bcini promised a safe conduct by the rebels,
from garrison to garrison, till they came to the next haven, and there to take shipping
for their own country, by the way some of them were murthered, viz. Master Wil-
liam Fallarton, parson of Loughgall, and two or three others, as the deponent heard,
the rest which they found at Loughgall, and about the country there, to the number
of eightscore persons, which they drowned at Port-a-down bridge, as the deponent
is informed by one William Pitchfork, that was present at their suffering, but escaped
himself, being begged by an Irish rebel to be his servant; and, aboutghe same time,
they fired many in one house near Ardmagh. .

And this deponent further saith, That Master Roger Holland related to him that he
was told by one John Babe, an owner of a boat in arlingford,' that Mistris Holland
was hanged at Carlingford, and delivered of a child while hanging. :

And further, this examinate saith, That he was credibl informc:ﬁ)y Master Franklin,
of Dublin, whe came part of the way towards Dublin in the deponent’s c Y‘h;y,
That, at the Newry, a man was carried out, and so wounded, that he was laid for
dead, but, after recovering, he was agaimset upon and murthered; and his wife also
having her belly ript up, and two chi'lﬁnnfell out. R I i R

the examinate further saith, That at the Corr, in the county of Armagh, there
¥ 7 . SNy
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~ were drowned ‘at once one hundred and twenty persons, men, women, and children,

which the deponent heard from master Holland aforesaid.
) Joun WispomE.

Jur. 8 Feb. 1641, coram nobis, -

Rocer Purrock, HEN. JowEs.

The E,tamh;ation of Philip Taylor, late of Port-gsdown, in the County of Armagl:,‘
Husbandman.

Lz. 63. This examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That, about the 24th of
October, he was taken prisoner at Port-a-down aforesaid, by Tool mac Cann, now of
Port-a-down, gentleman, a notorious rebel, and a commander of a great number of
rebels, together with those rebels, his soldiers, to the number of a hundred persons,
or thereabouts ; at which time the rebels first took the castle and victualled it, then
they assaulted and pillaged the town, and burnt all the houses on the further side of
the water; and then the said rebels drowned a great number of English protestants,
of men, women, and children, in this deponent’s sight, some with their hands tyed
on their backs. .

And this deponent further saith, That the number of them that were drowned then
amounted to an hundred ninety and six persons, as this deponent hath been credibly
informed; and the same rebels then also threatened to shoot to death one Master
Tiffin, a zealous protestant minister there, and discharged a peece a him accordingly,
but, as it pleased God, they mist him, and at length he escaped from them.

And the deponent further saith, That the said rebels kept this deponent in prison at
Port-a-down aforesaid, for the space of seven weeks, zmdp set a horse lock upon his
leg; but at length he got a passe from the said Tool mac Cann, and so got away from
them : but whilest he staid there, many poor protestants were by the rebels murthered
in severat&_places about Loughgall. And they also that time stript off the cloaths of
one Master Jones, a minister at Segoe, neer Port-a-down aforesaid, who afterwards
-escaped from them to the town of Lisnegarvey.

And the deponent further saith, That he hath credibly heard, that one Master
Fullarton; a minister, and another in his company, were also murthered by the rebels,
before the drowning of the protestants aforesaid ; and that the rebels aforesaid killed
a dyer’s wife, of Rossetrever, at Newry, and ript up her belly, she being with child
of two children, and threw her.and the children into a ditch, and this deponent drove
a sow away that was eating one of the children.

Sig. Paivip TayLor.
Jur. 8 Febr. 1641.
WiLLiam AgDRICH, Joun Warsen.

The Examination of John Mandefield, late of Miltown, in the County of Dublin, Barber-
n Chirurgeon.

Ea. 64. The deponent, being duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That some of the

rebels in that county did strike his wife, and stab her with a skean in the breast, when

she bad a young childe sucking on her, which wound this deponent, being a chirur-

geon, with much difficulty healed.

bbbl 16 : 14 " Joun MANDEFIELD.
Jur. 3 Feb. 1641, coram nobis.

Hen, Jones, WiLr, Hircucock

% "
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The Lwvamination of Margdrct Stoalks, the Wife of Hugh lStoalcs, late of bw)zkclly,:éniigc '
County of Fermanagh. )

Ex. 65. The said deponent, being duly sworn, inter alia, deposeth, That whilst she
was in the said county, she heard credibly among the Irish, and observed by their
discourses one with another, that the castle of Lissegoal, neer Eniskillin, (which be-
longed to the Lord Hastings, and wherein one Master Segrave dwelt,) was burned by
the rebels, with all the English and Scots that were therein, which were very many;
and that almost all the English and Scots that dwelt in Magberboy were likewise
killed and robbed by the rebels; and that there was a woman; who, when the said
castle was a fire, let down through a window her young childe, whom she gave suck
unto, and after leapt out of the window herself, which the rebels observing, presently
killed the said woman, and the next morning, finding the young-childe alive, suck-
ing the dead mother’s breast, they cruelly murthered the childe.

This deponent further saith, That as she was coming on the way to Dublin, at Bal-

lybayes, she heard for certain, that handicraftsmen and tradesmen, and others of the
English that were remaining at Belturbart, were killed and murthered by the rebels
about the last of January last past, and the rebels hanged the men and drowmed the
women and children.
. The deponent further saith, That when the rebels, or any of them, had killed any
Englishman in the country, many others of them would come one after another, and
every of them would in most cruell manner, stab, wound, and cut him, and almost
mangle him ; and to shew their further malice, would not suffer nor permit any to
bury them, but would have them to lye naked for the dogs, beasts, and fowles of the
aire to devoure them.

The deponent further saith, When they had so killed the English, they would
reckon up and accompt the number of them, and in rejoycing and boasting manner
would often say, that they had made the divell beholding to them in aenditf 50 many
souls to him to hell. "

The deponent likewise saith, inter alia, That as she was coming towards Dublin
about Dunshaghlin, the rebels that were in garrison there sawd unto her, that if they
thought she and her children had but one drop of English bloud in them, they would
kill both her and her children. .

MARGARET STOAKS.
Jurat. coram.
GERRARDO LOUTHER.

The Examination of Mary Woods, late of the Town and County of Ki‘are, Widdow.

Ez. This examinate, being duly sworn and examined, inter alia, saith, That since
the beginning of this present rebellion, she hath been stripped and robbed of her
goods by the rebels in those parts, since which time the bodies of severall deceased
protestants, buried in the church there, were taken up and thrown away into filthy
places, exposed to be devoured of dogs, and other beasts, which was done partly. by
the commandment or direction of James Dempsie, a priest, Peter Sarsfield, Thomas
Fitz Gerald, James- Flatisbury, and John Leighe, Esquires, and others whom sk
knoweth not. : G iy © 3, W ety

And further saith, That the said rebels and others about that town, did of late first .
strip her husband of cloaths, and after stabbed him, and after that shot him, and last
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. of allimost barbarously buried him alive, where he temained with earth upon him
above an hour before the breath went from him.
! ' Sig : pre : ANNE Woobs.
Jur. 28d Feb. 1641. Coram nobis.
Joux Warson, Joun STErne.

v The Examination of Thomas' Huetson, of the Town and County of Kildare."

Ex.67. This deponent, being duly sworn and examined, deposeth, That (inter alia)
about a moneth or thiee weeks since, one John Courtis, of Kildare aforesaid, weaver,
and Martin Courtis his sonne, Walter White of the same, labourer, Bonaventure Berry,
of the same town, the reputed son of Will. Berry, of the same town, a popish priest,
and Tho. Berry, of Kildare aforesaid, neer kinsman to the said priest, and divers other
rebels of the Irish, did in the cathedral church of Kildare aforesaid, dig the graves of
Dominick Huetson, this deponent’s brother, who had been buried about 20 months
before, and Christian Huetson, the deponent’s grandmother, who had bin buried
about a week before, and took their corps out of the same graves and church, and
laid them botb in a hole which they digged up for that purpose, within a garden, out
of the walls of the church yard, which was done by the command or procurement of
Rosse mac Geoghegan, titular bishop of Kildare, James Dempsie, the popish vicar
generall there, the foresaid William Berry, priest, Dominick Dempsie, guardian to
the fryars there, James ‘Flanagan, a fryar, Bryan 6 Gormooley, a fryar, and ether
fryars whose names he now remembreth not. .

And the deponent also saith, That the said Berry, the priest, brought this deponent
before the said titular bishop, and informed him, that the deponent was looking at the
ehurch window when the corps of his said brother and grandmother were taking up,
and that he there writ down the nanes of those parties that so took them up, and
so desiredste know what must be done with this deponent, who answered, That if he
found that report to be true, or that this deponent should do any thing against their
catholick cause, he would imprison and hang him.

And this deponent further saith, That the parties above named, with divers cthers
of the town of Kildare, said, that they could not sanctifie nor hallow the said church
of Kildare, untill the heretickes bones were removed out of it.

=X . Tuomas HugTson.
Jur. \5th Feb. 1641.
Rocer Purrock, WirLrriam Avrprich.

The Exaifinaiion of Rebecca Collis, late of the Town and County of Kildare.

Ea. 69. This deponent, being duly sworn and examined, deposeth, That since the
beginning of this rebellion, she and her busband have been robbed and despoiled of
their goods by the rebells in those parts. And further saith, That about Christmas
last, the titular bishop of Kildare, the guardian, and other Yricsts and fryars there, did
take away the chapter-chest belonging to the cathedrall church of Kildare, and did
cause the same to be cafryed to the house of Peter Sarsfeild, of Tully, Esquire; and
shortly after a consultation had amongst the said Peter Sarsfeild, James Flatisbury,
Thomas Fitz-Gerald, John r.‘ieigh, Esquires, James Dempsie, vicar generall to the said

titular bishop, by whose directions or command the dead bodies of divers deceased
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g?heﬂaﬁts were digged out of the church of Kildare, and cast into a filthy ditch, to .
devoured by beasts and dogs. ford 0 v e

Jur. 23d Feb. 1641. coram nebis.
JouN SterNE, WiLLiAM ALDRICH.

Repecca Corris.”

b g

The Ewamination of Margaret Parkin, of Newtowhe, in the County of Fermanagh,
Widdow.

Ez. 69. This deponent, being duly sworn and examined, deposeth inter alia, That,
by the information of divers credible persons, she understood that the rebells boyled a
young childe to death in a great ketle in the church at Newtown aforesaid.

MARGARET PARKIN, .
Jur. 19th Jan. 1641.
Rocer Purrock, WiLLiaM. ALDRICH.

The Examination of Elizabeth Bairsec, of Newtown, in the County of Fermanagh.

Ex. 70. The depouent, being duly sworn (inter alia,) deposeth, That she was cre-
dibly informed by a great number of people of Newtown aforesaid, that about the 23d
of October last, or since, the rebels did boyl a childe of one John Strettons, about 12
yeers old, to death. ;
ErLizaBETH BAIRSEE.

Jur. 19th Jan. 1641. :
RocEr Purrock, JOHN STERNE. .

A,
The Examination of Henry Boyne, late of Mullaghtean, in the County“ofs Tyrone;
Clerke.

Ex. 71. This deponent being duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, and further saithy
That as he was come to his own house, he found there an Irish woman that was come
(out of good will) from Donaghmore, about sixe miles distant from his said house, to
tell the deponents wife, that it were best for the deponent to be gone, least he might
be killed, for (as the said woman related) the rebels there had cut off ome Master
Madders head, a minister, and that their chief malice was against church-men.

Henry Boyng.
Jur. 16th Feb. 1641. .

Rocer Purrock, JOHN STERNE.
A

%

The Examination of Elizabeth Trafford, late Wife of Thomas Trafford, late Vicar of
Ballincormack, wn the County of Longjford, Clerk. ‘

L

- E=x. 72. This deponent being duly sworn, deposeth (inter alia,) That since the be-
inning of this rebellion, the rebels in those parts robbed and stript her and her said .
sband of all their goods and cloaths ;. and then one of the rebels, ca.uqd.loabﬂr

nolds, stabbed her husband with a sword, whereof he lay lan uishing three. hou
and then the rebels stabbed him into the throat, and wounded him in the head, 50
that he'dyed, and then turned her and her poor children naked away, exposed to
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hunger ‘and ¢pld.. And at the same time, the said rebels, &t some of them, stabbed
'a:g _killed one Francis Marshall, merchant, Matthew Baker, vintner, John Smith,
Thomas Allen, John: a butcher, and another who was a sadler, another that was
a millner, and by report divers others. S

And further deposeth, That the rebels said, tﬁmt it was the king’s pleasure that all
the. English should be banished, and loose their goods, because the queen’s priest was
hanged before her face.

s Y Eriz. TRAFFoRD.
Jur. 8th Jan. 1641. Coram.

Hewgy Jones, Joun Warson.

The Examination of Margery Sharp, late Wife to John Sha;p, of Kells, in the County
. and Diocesse of Meath, Minister of God’s Word.

Ex. 73. This deponent, being duly sworn and examined, deposeth inter alia, That
her said husband was by the regels in those parts wounded, that he was deprived of
his life ; but in such a blessed manner that God gave him strength to pray unto him,
and to expresge himself, and being ready tc die, another company of Irish rebels came
and wilfully murthered him in the same place where they found him, being coming
towards Dublin to seek for refuge ; and after breath was departed from him, this de-
ponent sought to have him buryed in Christian buryall, which the portreiffe or suf-
fraigne "of t%e Navan would not admit, but sent to cause the grave to be made in the
same place where he was murthered. - And further saith, that before her said husband
was murthered, he carryed away, for fear of the rebels, a good number of his best di-
vinity books, and divers bonds, specialties, and writings. And she further saith, that
the souldiers, under the command of the rebel Capt. o Rely, meeting with him, stripped
hit of all his cloathes, and inforced him, being naked, to trample and tread upon his
said books and papers in the water to spoil them, and then the said rebels threw them
away, an ed many of them in the winde.
, Sign. pred. MARGERY.
Jur. 29th Jan. 1641. .

Joux Sternrk, Wirriam Hircucock.
i T
o el

The E.raminat_ian of Reynald Griffith, late of Tandergee, in the County of Armagh,

Ez. 74. This deponent, being duly sworn, deposeth irfer alia, and further saith, That
neer the Newry severall rebells took from this deponent’s wife, a childe of hers of 14
yeers of age, and drowned it in a bog or pit, and held it down before her face with a
sword whilest t&said childe was a drowning. .

B Reyyorp Grivrrra and Eviz. his Wife.

Jur. Jan. 6, 1641.

Jony Srexne, Hex. Brererox.

-

Thc;Efxéﬁnation of Charles Campbell, late of Skamulloghe,ﬂfiz the Parish ¢f Clonnisse,
; »ﬁw« . inthe County of Monaghan, Gentleman.
Ez. 7,5 This deponent, bein duly sworn and exauiiued, deposeth inter alia, That
the sai | deponent ikewise, whilest he was amongst the rebells, observed these severall
assages ensuing, viz. First, the burning of the castle of Lisgowle, in the county of
vo.g ' o - 41

-

.
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Fermanagh, containing the number of seven score persons, men, women,atd childsen,
whereof none escaped death, except one man whoe was taken prisoner ; Which cr

severall of the mac Mahens and mac uires did confesse to this deponent ; one Cagsedy,
a frier, being the chief instrument t " Another priest also, one Philip mac Enany,
told this deponent, that it was no sinne to kill all the protestauts, for that they were
all damned already. And the said deponent was an ocular witnesse of the hanging and
killing of thirty persons in one day, at Clonnisse, by Patrick oge mac Rosse mac Guire,
Rory mac Mahon, Patrick mac Aperson 6 Connell§®y and severall others, the said depo-
nent being likewise upon the ladder with a wyth about his neck, ready to be cast off,
but delivered by the intercession of the said Rory mac Mahon and his wife. Afterwards
this deponent, with Robert Aldrich and Matthew Brown, beingthen prisoners with the
said deponent, were sent unto the siege of Drogheda by captain Rory mac Mahon his
wife, conducted by an hundred rebells, or thereabouts, where they remained for the
space of three weeks, untill this deponent’s escape. In which time aforesaid, one Eyer
mac Mahon, brother to captain Redmond mac Mahon, told this deponent, that there
was.not a Roman catholique in Ireland that could dispend ten pounds per an. but
was accessory to the rebellious plot. This deponent likewise heard severall of the mac
Mahons aftirm, that the Earl of Antrim was also guilty of the said plot &and this depo-
nent was credibly informed, that with Sir Phelim 6 Neal were conversafit the Lord of
Gurmanston, the Lord Nettervyle, the Lord Lowth, with many other the chief gentry of
the pale; and did see the Lord of Dunsany frequent the said rebells company, and that
the counties of Meath and Lowth did furnish the rebells there with all sorts of yictualls
and such necessaries, :

Cu. CaAMPBELL.
Jur. 2. Martii, 1641. ;
Joun StERNE, Wirriam Hircucock. -
e
The Examination of Alexander Creigchton,(late of Glasloghe, in tlzeCoMo_nago
han, Gent. :

Ez. 76. This deponent, beigg duly sworn and examined (inter alia) deposeth, and
further saith, That when he, this deponent, was so robbed by the rebells, they imprisoned
him and his brothersin-law, Andrew Lesk, Alexander Bailie, ' James Andegson; John
Mewhead his son, Alexander Ballengall, and his son William, and kept them there
in Glaslogh castle for 14 dayes, or thereabouts, in great misery, neither suffering
their wives or friends to come and bring them relief. From thence the rebells sent them to
the gaole of Monaghan for 14 dayes more, where they were in no lesser misery than be-
fore; from thence they were sent back to Glaslogh aforesaid, and there Artymac Bryan
& Samogh mac Maghan did gather all the whole British prisoners, aswel those afore-
named, as others, to the number of twenty-two, or thereabouts, an t them to Cor-
bridge ; but in there going, another_company, by the direction of the'Said Art mac Bry-
an, way-layd them, and slew sixte¢n of them, and the mext morning murthered forty-
sit more English at Corbridge aforesaid ; where this deponent escaping with his life,
was admitted to go to Sir Phelim 6 Neal, who gave him a protection for himself, :}(S
wife, and childe. And thep this deponent heard the said Sir Phelim say, that'he would
make no man account forf what he did, and that he had his majesties commission for
" what he did under the great seal of England; and being asked who did put Master
Richard Blany, senescall to the Lord Blany, and one of the knights of the shire, todeath;
because it was reported that one Art mac Bryan 6 Samagh mac Maghan w !
death, he answered, Let not that gentleman be blamed, for my hand signed the
for hig hanging, for the prosecuting of my cousen & Rely, And further saith, th
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. mﬁb’?t‘ name or sept of the 6 Hughes, twelve families of men, women, and
children of English and Scottish protestants; and that Edmond Boy 6 Hugh, foster-
brother 1o the said Sir Phelim 6 Neal, did at Kinard, at the entry of the said Sir Phelim’s

~ gate, shoot to death with a brace of bullets, beliind his back, the Lord Cawlfeild ; and
‘that night after killed seven families of English men, women, and children that lived
on the land of the said Sir Phelim. - And, as this deponent hath heard, there were above
twenty families slain betwixt Kinnard and Armagh by the rebells. And after the re-
pulse given at Lisnegarvy, Shane 6gé mac Canna, and a company of rebells under his
command, marched thorow all the barony of Trough, in the county of Monaghan, and
murthered a great number of British protestants ; amongst others, Eansigne Peirce, gen-
tleman, Ambrose Blany, gentleman, William Challengwood, gentleman, and William
his sonne, David Draynan, gentleman, Andrew Carr, weaver, John Lasley, labourer,
and his wife.

. And this deponent heard it credibly reported amongst the rebels at Glaslogh aforesaid,
that Hugh mack 6 Degan mac Guire, a priest, had done a most meritorious act in the pa-
rish of Glanally and county of Fermanagh, in drawing betwixt 40 and 50 of the English
and Scottish there to reconciliation with the church of Rome, and after giving them the
sacrament, démfanded of them whether Christs body was really in the sacrament or no,
and they said, yea. And that he demanded of them further, whether they held the
pope to be supreme head of the church, they likewise answered he was. And that
thereupon he presently told them they were in a good faith, and for fear they should fall
from it and turn hereticks, he and the rest that were with him, cut all their throats.

And this deponent further saith, that the wife of master Luke Ward told him, that
the rebells had forced her husband to be drunk in drinking of his part of 3s. in drink,
and that they, when he was so drunk, hanged him, and she shewed this deponent the
place where he was executed.

« And saith also, that the rebells pulled up and took away the seats in the church of

MOW to the quire, and carried them to the gaol, and made fires with them for

the frier: that the rebells did, at Glaslogh aforesaid, burn two or three bibles or
service books, and heard them say, they would never lay down arms till their church
were put into its due place, and that all the plantatign lands were given to the right
owners; and that if they had once gotten the city of Dublin taken, they would hold
itne rgbellion to follow the kings sword, in doing any act they pleased ; and this depo-
“nent heard Brian 6 Hugh, priest to the said Phelim 6 Neal, say, that they had fif-

" teen hundred thousand of the Irish bloud to maintain their wars begun ; and the said

Alexander further deposeth, that about the beginning of Feb. last, one Ensign William
Pew, of Glaslogh, in the county of Monaghan, being stripped, robbed, and expulsed by
the rebell, was seven times in one day taken up and hanged on a tree, and taken down

ain for dead every time by Patrick Duff, mac Hugh, mac Rosse, a captain of the rebells
‘near Monagha hich cruelty was practised by the instigation of Patrick Mother mac
Wade; who had™informed that the said William Pew had monies, the confession and
knowledge whereof was intended to be extracted’py the foresaid hard usage.
el ' ALEXANDER CREICHTON,
o Jurs primo Martii, 1641.
~oJonn SrErNE; Wrrtniam Hitcucock. s
3 .‘“’%”":‘“‘3” A i ; v ‘*
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R %Efmm?tonvf}iogn Holland, of Glaslogh, in the Couuty of Monaghan.
A ] p d v
‘&W The examinate, duly sworn, deposeth inter alia, That during his imprison-

; ﬂn}ﬂmeredibly informed; that there were 38 persons, men, women, and children

B S, »

Y ¢
b N W f R
. sty ot T
W Q,q;f,: L. £ e
W IR N o .
B “"‘: ; ’t. .'",- ":’.‘* ' 2 ;
N e R T g e VR
e i.l “ L8 \z‘ ; - )
Didde #S i S b TR "



e i 1 y v > - .

a d A A g ' " n & 5 ¥ 3

B o ) g s ¢ g v Y L "b
Lo # P L. g . " " N

F i R ' : : ¢ . ’ > 4

-

620 “ “ : “Tracts during*!‘h-ww King Charles I. e Ty

Wrotwnd. being thrown over ito the river-of Core Bridge, in the cointyof Afmagh; .
“and-also saith, that Sir Phelim 6 Neal, under pretence of sending a convoy with many
of the English of Loghgall, and thereabouts, the said convoy did drown at the bridge of
Pontie Down, 68 persons, as he is ctedibly informed ; and likewise, that he did see 14
or 15 kill'd by the Irish as he passed in the country. b 0 g

And further saith, That friar Malone, when this examinate arrived at Skerries, that
his company shot one shot at the vessel, and that the said company asked whether ‘we
had a passe or not, which we told them we had  #vhereupon they replyed, that if we
had not we should all suffer ; but so soon as we shewed them our passe, they made much of
us, and told us that we should take no hurt; which they performed the next day, being
Christmas-day. o ;

The said friar took a boat to go to the boat, to see whether there were a leak in our
vessell or not, and searching for the leak, he found some bibles and other prayer-books,
which said books he cast into the fire, and wished that he had all the bibles in Christ-
endom, and he would serve them all so; and demanding of him what was the reason
he answered, that it was fitting for every man to have the bible by rote, and not to misin-
struct them which should have it by rote; and the said Roger sitting by him alone, de-
manded of him, what mightbe the reason of their going out in such manfiér, as in killing
and robbing the English, and perswading him to make peace; he replyed, unlesse all
men that had estates lost, by the kings giving them unto great men, that were little
worth in former times, unlesse they had their estates given under the kings broad-seal,
that they would never y¥eld ; and withall, if they had not the Duke of York for their

ovenour and ruler in this kingdom, and to be a papist, they would never yield as afore-
said. And further said, that they would have the whole kingdom to themselves, and
that they have been about this plot this seventeen yeers past, but never had so fit an
opportunity as now they had. : - ¥ i

And the said Roger saith further, that, being in company with Colonell Pluncket, at
Newry and,Carlingford, the said colonell told the said Roger and many others, that this
said plot was for these seventeen yeers past in plotting, and that the saiddiyarMalone
and himself, and one of the Lord of Trimbertons sonnes, which is a fryerjwith many
others of the nobility of the pake, and in the north, knew it of long time, but that.
others of the nobles knew not of it, but of late; but as for the rest they have known
of it the space and yeers aforesaid ; and that they said they would have their ngligion
or not any, or else that they would loose both theirlives and estates, for in strength
they were able enough, for hesaid all the Irish would not fail, but stick close to them,
for they fought for God and their country, for certain they knew that their cause was
just, and that God would not see them suffer, and that they were sure of Dublin, for
there was not any thing done, but that they had such friends that they hgard out of
Dublin every day ; and as for Sir Phelim 6 Neil, he made no-accompt, as he said, of all
Ireland to be his own, and others, for that was their intents. <o o

And further saith, that at Carlingford, when the aforesaid Roger was there three or
four days, Sir Con Magenis sent hi§: warrant to send away all such prisoners as came
from Newry over to Green-castle; which warrant was directed to one Jo. e,
vost-marshall, directed by Sir Con Magenis ; which provest-marshall, acoord-iqg’f%‘
direction, sent them away ; which prisoners were sent for the releasing of some priso
that were taken at Down-Mﬂ ick : but no sooner came the foresaid prisoners unto Green=
castle, but they were all cut off ; and the next day following, the said Sir.Con Magenis
sent a convoy with all such prisoners as were there left ; and what became of them this
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examinate cannot tell. i : o
‘ %funhcr saith, that an owner of a boat in Carlingford told
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.I{dlnd{wﬂm.andm she was hanging, ‘wasdelivered of two.children; and further

C'm“'uyu ) »

i w8 vt o vt Rocer HoLpaxp.
oo Jurats this 4thoof March, 1641. i :
" 'Wirriam Aroricn, Hew. Brereros. s " -
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W The Eramination of GedtBe Cottingham, Parson of Monaghan.

Ex. 78. This examinate, duely sworn, deposeth inter alia, That about the 30th day
of October, this examinate, with most of the Lnglish, was cast into the dungeon,
which‘was a place of that noysomenesse, by reason of great heaps of mens excrements,
that had ‘been there a long time, that they were almost stifled.  The dungeon was so
little and the people so many (being some fourty eight persons,) that they were fain to
lie one upon another ; so that the examinate, after he had been some seventeen dayes,
sometimes in the dungeon, sometimes in the gaol, got such a loosenesse, with cold
and hard lodging, that he was not able to go, but as he was carried betwixt men.
Duaring their gt'muauce in this miserable restraint, no meat was allowed the prison-
ers by the rebells, neither would they scarce suffer either their wives or friends to see
or speak with them ; but oftentimes, both in the night and day, severall of the rebells
came tothe prisoners with swords and skeans drawn, with pistols cocked, to the great
terrour of the prisoners: and some came often and searched them ; and if they found
any silver, either more orlesse, they took it from them, and stripped them of their
cloaths, in the very dungeon, and left many almost naked, with few or no rags to
cover them : And when these prisoners were set at liberty, soon after many were mur-
thered with skeans, some drowned, and some hanged. Master Richard Blaney, who
was prisoner in another place, being bolted with irons, was taken forth suddenly and
hanged,sand cast into a kind of boggie place, without buriall, stark naked. The same
day, one Miaster Luke Ward was taken and hanged in the same town of &lonaghan,
in ‘the beginming of the night, and was never told he should die; but being taken by
one Patrick oge 6 Connelley, was brought into a house in town, and there Patrick gave
him,worth 12d. or more of drink, as though no hurt wWere intended, presently went to
the bagk-side, and called out the said Luke Ward, and, with others of his company,

“laid hold on him, and hanged him, and after threw him into a little river, where he lay

naked and unburied. The next morning, many of* those that were let out of prison,
being almost starved and famished, were murthered with skeans, and others drowned.
Master Oliver Peirce, ensigne to the Lord Blaney, murthered with swords and skeans,
Master John Francis, Edward Lewis, Richard Bollard, and William Jones, murthered
withvskeans and swords, and many others pursued, who escaped that night. Thomas
West was never-lgard of since. A poor Englishman, unknown, came stragling to the
town, having escaped from some other place, was hanged.

. Some of those that were imprisoned were sentfout of the towne of Monaghan to
Glul,‘ngh, where they had lived formerly, and there they, with others, to the number

; _¥‘F fourty, were castinto a river at-the edge of the county, men, women, and children.
n

L1

themean time, so many escaped were in great misery and fears, dayly hearing that
not an English man, -wmi,mn, gr childe, sh%u’ld be left aliffe ¥ that there was the like
stiré in England and Scotland ; and that nevera protestant'must be suffered tolive in
“of thethree kingdoms; and that the seas were full of Spanish and French shipping ;

angd that all the Irish in other parts were coming homewards to help to subdue the
nglish in lreland, and then they were to be in England before May, for the same
e; and the like to be done in Scotland also. It was usually reported that none

* must bear rule in Ireland but only the natives; and that all the lands which were en~
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Joyédby any of the British must forthwith be taken from them ; ‘%}Mﬁ.m :
ngly done in all parts hereabouts. SRR POF T R Y T

It was frequently noysed and reported that the king's majesty was dead, or nos to
be had; and that there was a crowfi€onsecrated for some other that should deserveit -
best: and when, afterwards, it was réported his majesty was in England, it was said
Sir Phelim 6 Neal was made generall by his majesties appointment ; and that t
were others that had command by the same appointment. : o W

We dayly heard of most cruell murders of pri€dhers on all sides of us, besides what
we saw committed in our own town. Insome places neer were hanged sometimes 17,
sometimes 22, at a time, as at Clownish and Carrick mac Rosse. = And, within seven
miles, were murthered some 25 men, women, and children, in the night ; and every
hour we expected the like usage, being often threatned that not any English should be
left in Ireland. Convoys were sent with many, pretending to bring prisoners safe to
such placesas they were desired to go, and were most pitifully murthered and drowned
by the way, by such as convoyed them. Others were turned out without any convoy,
and so murthered. 8

About six weeks since, I, my wife, and four small children, with some other
English, were turned out of the town of Monaghan, about thre@ 8f the clock in
the afternoon, the drum beating, and Art Roe mac St Patrick mac Art Moyl, who is
chief governour there, went before, and declared that we must be gone forthwith,
and not suffered to return, on pain of death; when we were assured, that, not past a
quarter of a mile before us, there were men, with swords and with skeans, lying in
wait to murther and strip us, of which we were fully assured; but it pleased (,xvod we
escaped that time, by means of one Bryan mac Hugh mac Rosse mac Mahon : About a
week after we had leave to come as far as within a mile of Drogheda, called Bewley;
neer unto which place are encamped mang: rebels, which came from towards Monaghan
and other places of the north; at which place Sir Phelim 6 Neal was, where might
be perceived, by the speeches of the rebels, that they were very confidentsto take
Drogheda and Dublin; but, during this examinates remaining there, were driven off
the walls, which they assayed to assault with scaling ladders, on Sundag+last was a
sennight, in the morning before day ; and many (praised be God) run from the walls,
and left some of their muskets and pikes behinde them, as they related amongst them-
selves. From thence this examinate was sent into Drogheda, and a prisoner released
thence for him, and from thence ig gotten to Dublin by sea, with his wife and four
small children, neer famished and starved, being left quite destitute of all relief. for
the present. ‘
Grorce CormiNeHAM.

Jurat. Martij 4, 164]. : - .

Hex. Jones, WiLL. ALpricH. : ; : s

b

And whereas the sufferings ofé‘c loyall subjects of this kingdom of Ireland: do
consist as in the cruelties exercised on the persons, soin the spoiling and r wgrwen;
of their estates, fortunes; and livelyhoods, whereof the said severall comun rs do
authorize and require a s'i“inquiry to be made. - And whereas, in the |
monstrance, depredation of the goods of the subjects is one part of the char
these rebels, and humbly offered by the remonstrants to be considered of by

“nourable House of Commons in England. - e e s
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) “amounting unto above six hundred thirty five tﬁ&lﬂald three hun-
dred seventy five pounds, four shillings and ninepence ; the persons thereunte appear-
ing being in‘all hitherto examined but six bundred and thirty-sevem:. wl?.as this,

by the following considerations, may be rea onceived hardly to be:the five: hun-
“* dredth part of the full losses of . the whole kifgdom. ' P Wpe

For first, Out of the whole pravince of Munster, coﬁtaining these following large
and. rich.counties, viz. Tipperary, Limerick, Cork, Kerry, and Clare, no one hath
yet appeared, .

, IL
. Out of the whole province of Connaught, containing these counties, Roscommon,
Mayo, Galway, Sligoe, and Leitrim, there have only eleven out of Leitrim given in
their losses, being 1352/ 4s. 8d.

P AI1.
~Out of theprovince of Ulster, these alone have appeared thémselves, viz.
L By -l
Lowth, 6 examinates y r 4332 01 04
[Cavan, 1138 examinates 147418 07 00
Fermanagh, 94 examinates «( 26947 10 08
Out of § Armagh, 8 examinates L Their losses< 3802 12 08
Tyron, 2 examinates 1667 00 00
London-Derry, 1 examinate 1911 00 00
. (Monaghan, 3] examinates J 36181 00 08
. " None appearing out of the counties of Down, Antrim, or Donegall.
-
e IV.
Founh{ﬂor the province of Leinster, the number of the examinates is as followeth :
T P L. s d.
Gobg1 T rCounty of Dublin, 72 examin.y 120032 15 03
i - A— County of Kildare, 57 exam. 98967 17 04
o 0y o | County of Wicklow, 65 exam. 132457 14 02
B . {County of Wexford, 38 exam. |" 62519 12 04
County of Catherlagh, 16 ex. 10270 01 08
« In the < County of Kilkenny, 5 exam. LTheir lossesq 8312 00 00
o - County of Meath, 46 examin. 33678 14 03
. County, of Westmeath, 7 ex. _ 3512 12 00
\ JKings County, 9 examinates 11525 04 08
. Queens County, 14 examinates | 18884 15 09
L LCounty of Longford, 28 exam. L 16440 10 08
5 -Z‘..‘« “ b ¢
g v
g

Wy, Of those counties that have come in, oge;euing considered with another,
not the five hundredth part hath appeared, there being®f them,

. 4. Many imprisoned or besieged by the rebels. .~ = _ .
‘'@ Many gone into .England before the beginning of this commotion and since.
8, Multitudes murthered, and none hitherto apgearing for them. —

%4, Ma s, by reason of the danger of the wayes, not daring to appear.
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& Many being sick and weak, by reason of their sufferings, “so ot ableto ap i

V6. Many there are who (in time) purpose to give in the particulars of their 103“!,
but forf the present forbear, being in many respects not prepared for the doing
thereof. & : "

7. Lastly, of such as have given in their particulars, few can depose to the full of
their losses, wanting the help of their papers torn from them, or of théir
agents, who could imform them of their estates, they being remote in the
country, and there imprisoned or besieged, “or, by reason of the danger of the
wayes, not daring to adventure from such places of safety as they have beta-
ken themselves unto, if perhaps they have not altogether perished by the hands
of the enemy. ' :

The same consideration may also induce any to beleeve, that of the other particulars,
in the said Remonstrance, “either for words blasphemous‘against God, impious against
religion, or traiterous towards his sacred majesty; or for actions, wicked, cruell, or
barbarous ; or for discovery of the minds and intents of these conspirators and their
adherents, the least part hath been set forth in the said Remonstrance, and examina-
tions thereunto annexed ; and yet thatalone is sufficient, and more than enough, to set
forth the miserable coudition of the poor distressed church and miserable wasted
kingdom of Ireland.

Of all which, we, the commissioners aforesaid, do herein give up a true report, at-
tested under our respective hands, this seventh of March, 1641.

; Hen. Jongs,
Rocer Purrock,
Joun WaTson,
JOoHN STERNE, .
WiLrLiaM ALDRICH,
Ranparr Apawms,
WiLLiam ﬁ;cncocx,
HeN., BRERETON.

N |

Murder Will Out ; or, The King's Letter, justifying the Marquess of Jntrim, and de-
claring, That what he didin the Irish Rebellion was by Directionigrom his Royal
Father and Mother, and for the Serpice of the Crown. . - ' s

Be astonished, O ye Heavens, at this, and {c ye llom'bly afraid, be ye my.dcwla;c, saith the Lord,
Jer, ii. 12, , ~ \ SR il

For there is nothing covered that shall not be revealed, nor any thing lid, which shall not be known, vgri come. -
abroad. Mat. x. 26. p ‘ g P
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The following tract is said to have been written by the celebrated Col, Ludlow, one of the judge
of Charles 1. Tts object is m;m upon Charles L. the guilt of the !ﬁlﬂ bellion, b i

his son, Charles 11, pardoned the Marquis of Antrim, who had been an actor in :
s W
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‘ ‘ inst Charles is to be met with -in Cook’s Case, containing what Id
ﬁ g:‘e m? against in s Case, i wou

“ N ded against him at histrial. “ But I know the ingenious reader desires to hear
1 ahrg concerning Ireland, where there were no less than 152000 men, women, and chil-
“dren, miost barbarously and satanically murdered, i the first four months of the rebellion, as
ap by substantial ‘proofs, at the King’s Bench, at the trial of Magwire. If thé king had
and;«or but a little finger, in that massacre, every man will say, Let him die the genth.
aut how shall we be assured of that? How can we know the tree better than by its fruits ? For
any own particular, I have spent many serious thoughts about it, and I desire, in doubtful cases,
to give charity the upper hand; but I cannot, in my conscience, acquit him of it. Many
strong {resump‘lions, and several oaths of honest men that have seen the king’s commission,
cannot but amount to a clear proof. If [ meet a man running down stairs with a bloody sword
in his hand, and find a man stabbed in his chamber, though I did not see this man run into
the body by that which I met, yet, if I were of the jury, I durst not but find him guilty of the
murder: and I cannot but admire that any man should deny that for him which he never durst
.deny for himself. How often was that monstrous rebellion laid in his dish; and yet he durst
never absolutely deny it! Never was bear so unwillingly brought to the stake as be was to de-

" clare against the rebels; and, when be did once call them rebels, he would suffer but 40 copies
" to be printed, and those to be sent to them sealed; and he hath since above forty times called
them gis subjects, and his good subjects, and sent to Ormond to give speeial thanks to some
of (his) these rebels, as Muskerry and Plunkett (which, I am confident, by what I see of his
height of spirit and undaunted resolution at his trial, and since acting the last part answerable
to gle former part of his life, he would rather have lost his life than to have sent thanks to
two such incarnate devils, if he had not been as guilty as themselves.) Questionless, if the
king had not been guilty of that bloed, he would have made a thousand declarations against
those blood-hounds and hell-hounds, that are not to be named but with fire and brimstone, and
have sent to all princes in the world for assistance against such accursed devils in the shape of
men. But he durst not offend those fiends and firebrands ; for if he had, I verily believe they
would soon have produced his commission, under his hand and seal of Scotland, at Edinburgh,
1641 ; a copy whereof is in the parliament’s hands, attested by oath, dispersed by copies in
Ireland, which caused the gencral rebellion.”—King Charles's Case, by John Cool:, apud Lud-

.Iow’s Memoirs, Edin. 1751-8. 111, 850.

3

Hes
£ = Ireland, Aug. 22, 1663,
Ever honoured Sir,
Last Thursday we came to tryal with my Lord Marquess of Antrim, but, accord-
ing to my fears (which youw always surmised to be in vain,) he was, by the king’s ex-
traordinary and peremptory letter of favour, restored to his estate, as an innocent pa-
pist.  We proved eight qualifications in the act of settlement against him, the least
of which made him uncapable of being restored as innocent. We proved,
1, That he was to have a hand 1n surprising the castle of Dublin, in the year
164.1. g
2, That he of .the rebels party before the 15th of September, 1648, which we
made appear bms hourly and frequent intercourse with Renny O Mgore and many
others, being himself the most notorious of the sgud rebels.
_8. That he entered into the Roman-Catholick confederacy before the peace in 1643,
- 4. That he constantly adhered to the nunctio’s party, in opposition to his majesties
authority." e .
5, 1:1?” he sate from time to time in the supream council of Kilkenny.,
6., That he signed that execrable oath of association.
7. That he was.commissionated, and acted as licuienant general, frgm the said as-

sembly at Kilkenny. . : 1 : 4
‘8. That he declared, by several letters of bis own penning, himself in conjunction
POl s - 5%
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with Owen Ro Oneale, and a constant opposer to the several peaces made by the lord
leutenant with the Irish. - if i VI

We were seven hours by the clock in proving eur evidence against-him, but at last;
the king's letter being opened and readin court, Rainsford, one of the commissioners
said to us, That the king’s letter on its behalf was evidence without exception; and there:
upon declared him to be an innocent papist. HF L4 o e g

This cause, sir, hath (though many reflections have passed npon the commissioners
before) more startled the judgments of all men, thanall the tryals since the inning
of their sitting ; and it is very strange and wonderful to all of the long , that
the king should give such a letter, having divested himself of that authonty, and re-
posed the trust in the commissioners for that purpose ; and likewise it is admired, that
the eommissioners having taken solemn oaths to execute nothing but according to
and in pursuance of the act of settlement, should, barely upon his majesties letter,
declare the marquess innocent. 1

To be short ; there never was so great a rebel that had somuch favour from so good
a king: And it is very evident to me, though young, and scaree yet brought upon
the stage, that the consequence of these things will be very bad; and if God of his
extraordinary mercy do not prevent it, war, and, if possible, greater judgments can-
not be far from us; where vice is patroniz’d, and Antrim, a rebel upon record, and so
lately and clearly proved one, should have no other colour for his actions but the
kings own letter, which takes all imputations from Antrim, and lays them totally upon
his own father.

Sir, I shall by the next, if possible, send you over one of our briefs against my
lord, by some friend. It's too large for a pacquet, it being no less in bulk than a Book
of Martyrs. 1 have no more at present, but refer you to the kings letter, heretoan-
nexed. ' .

Cuarves R. .

Right trusty and well-beloved cousins and counsellors, &c. We greet-you well.
How far we have been from interposing on the behalf of any of our Irish subjects,
who, by their miscarriages in the late rebellion in that kingdom of Ireland, had made
themselves unworthy of our grace and protection, is notorious to all men; and we
were so jealous in that particular, that shortly after our return into this our kingdom,
when the Marquess of Antrim came hithei to ‘present his duty to us; upon the in-
formation we received from those persons who then attended us, by a deputation from
our kingdom of Ireland, or from those who at that time owned our authority there,
that the Marquess of Antrim had so mishehaved himself towards us, and .our late
royal father of blessed memory, that he was in no degree worthy of the least counte-
nance from us, and that they had manifest and unquestionable evidence of such his
guilt : Whereupon we refused to admit the said marquess so much as into our presence,
but, on the contrary, committed him prisoner to our tower of Londgwm; where, after
he had continued several months under a strict restraint, upon the continned informa-
tionof the said persons, we sent him#into Ireland, without interposing in the least on
his behalf, but left him to undergo such a tryal and punishment as by the justice of
that our kingdom should be found due to his crime, expecting still that some heinous
matter would be objected and proved against him, to make him uncapable, and tode+
prive him of that favour and protetction from us, which we knew his former actions
and services had merited.  After many months attendance there, and'(we presunie)
after such examinations as were requisite, he was at last dismissed without any cen-
sure, and without any transmission of charge against him to us, and with a licenge to
transport himself into this kingdom ; we concluded that it was then time to give him
some instance of our favour, and to remember the many services he had done, and the
sufferings he had undergone, for his affections and fidelity to our royal father and our
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self, and that it was time to redeem him from those calamities, which yet doe lie as
heavy upon him since as before our happy return : And thereupon we recommend him
to/you Our lieutenant, that you should move our council there, for p.reparing-a bill to
be transmitted tous, forthe re-investing him the said marquess into the possession of
his estate in that our kingdom, as had been done in some other cases. To which let-
ter you our said lieutenant returned us answer, that you had informed our council of
that'our letter, and that you were, upon consideration thereof, unanimously of opinion
that such-a bill ought not to be transmitted unto us, the reason whereof would forth-
with be presented to us from our council. After which time we received the inclosed
petition from the said marquess, which we referred to the considerations and examina-
tions of the lords of our privy council, whose names are mentioned in that our reference
which is annexed to the said petition, who thereupon met together, and after having
heard the Marquess of Antrim, did not think fit te make any report to us, till they
might see and understand the reasons which induced you not to transmit the bill we
had proposed, which letter was not then come to our hands; after which time we have
received your letter of the 18th of March, together with severall petitions which had
been presented to you, as weli from the old souldiers and adventurers, as from the Lady:
Marchioness of Antrim, all which we likewise transmitted to the lords referees. Upon
a second petition presented to us by the Lord Marquess, which is here likewise enclosed,
commanding our said referees to take the same into their serious consideration, and to
hear what the petitioner had to offer in his own vindication, and to report the whole
matter to us, which, upona third petition, herein likewise encloscd, we required them
to expedite with what speed they could. By which deliberate proceedings of ours,
‘Zou cannot but observe that no importunity, how just soever, could prevail with usto
ring our self to a judgment in this affair, without very ample information.  Our said
referees, after severall meetings, and perusal of what hath been offered to them by the
said marquess, have reported unto us,
That they have scen several letters, all of them the hand writing of our royal
- father, to the said marquess, and several instructions concerning his treating
and joining with the Irish, in order to the king's service, by reducing to their
obedience, and by drawing some forces from them for the service of Scotland. That,
besides the letters and orders under his majestics hand, they have received sufficient
ewidence and testimony of several private messages and directions, sent from our roval
fatherand from ourwroyal mother, with the privity and with the directions of the king
our father; by which they are persuaded, that whatever intelligence, correspondence,
or actings, the said marquess bad with the confederate Irish catholicks, was directed
erallowed by the said letters, instructions, and directions; and that it manifestly ap-
r8'to them, that the king our father was well pleased with what the marquess &3
did; ‘after he had done it, and approved ihe same.

This being true state of the marquess his case, and there being nothing proved
upon the first information against him, nor any thing contained against him in your let-
ter of March 18, but that you were informed, heshad put in his claim beforg the com-
missioners appointed for executing the act of settlement; and that if his innocency be
such as is-alledged, there s no need of trunsmitting such a bill to us as 1s desired ; and
that if he'be nocent, it consists not with the duty which you owe tous, to transmit such
a bill; as if it should pass into alaw, must needs diaw a great prejudice upon so'many
adventurers and soldiers, which are, as is alledged, to be therein concerned. We have
considered of the petition of the adventurers and souldiers, which was transmitted to
us by you, the equity of which consists in nothing, but that they have been peaceably
iiv possession for the space of seven or eight years, of those lands which were formerly
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the estate of the Marquess of Antrim and others, who'were all engaged in the late Trish
rebellion ; and that they shall suffer very much and be ruined, if those‘lands should be
taken from them, And we have likewise considered another petitionfrom several ¢itic
zens of Lowdon, near sixty in number, directed to our self, wherein they desire; that
the Marquess his estate may be made hable to the payment of his just debts, that so
they may not be ruined inthe favour of the present possessors, who (they say) are but
a few citizens and souldiers, who have disbursed very small sums thereon. Upon the
whele matter, no man can think we are less engaged by our declaration, and by theact
" of settlement, to protect those who are innocent, and who have faithfully endeavoured
to serve the crown, how unfortunate soever, than to expose to justice those who have
been really and maliciously guilty. And therefore we cannot in justice, but, upon the
petition of the Marquess of Antrim, and after the serious and strict inquisition into his
actions, declare unto you, that we do find him innocent from any malice or rebellious
purpose against the crown ; and that what he did by way of correspondence or compli-
ance with the Irishrebels, was in order to the service of our royal father, and warranted
by his instructions, and the trust reposed in him, and that the benefit thereof accrued to
the service of the crown, and not to the particular advantage and benefit of the Marquess.
And as we cannot in justice deny him this testimony, so we require you to transmit
our letter to our commissioners, that they may know our judgements in this case of
the Lord of Antrims, and proceed accordingly. ~And so we bid you heartily farewel.
Given at our court at White-Hall, July 10, 1n the 15th year of our reign, 1683.

To our right trusty and right entirely well- By his majesties command,
beloved Cousin and Counsellor, James i Y 1
Duke of Ormond, our Lieutenant Gene- Hexry Benver,
ral and General Governour ‘of our King- ? L
dom of Ireland, and to the Lords of our Entred at the Signet-office, -
Council of that our Kingdom. July 18, 1668,

Sewem——— ity A0 8 -
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A true and full Relation of the Horrible and Hellish Plot of the Jesuites, Popish Priests,
and other Papists in Ireland, for the Massacring of the two Chiefe Justices, and all the
Privie Councell and Protestants in that Kingdome, as it was related bymy Lord Keeper

_in the House of Commons, November the Firsty 1641. »

| ﬁ? X I ~ .:4_4, ’,’
This is a brief account of the communication made by the Earl of L.iamét to the house of com~
. mons, respecting the first discovery of the Irish rebellion, 15t Novémber, 1641. The full detail
is given in Rushworth’s Colleetions, part IIL. p, 398, et sequent. The names in the following

tracl are very incorrect, PR, it
T lord keeper declared unto the house of commons, that the lord deputy of Ireland
had received a letter from the two lord chief justices and privie councell in Irelan of
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_ the disepvery-of an horrible plot by the jesuites, popish priests, and other papists in tle
kingdome of Treland, for the murthering of the two chiefe justices and all' the privic
counsell and protestants.of Ireland, as also to seaze on-all the kings fgrts, castles, and
magasens whetsbever;md moreover, that they would murther all persons that shoul
oppose them in-any of their intentions and desires, which were these :

1. +First, to have their crowne not to bee dependant upon*England, nor to be a con-
queréd nation.

&2. Secendly, to have their Irish laws established, and such as should bee made here-
after. -

3. Thirdly, to have free liberty of the exercise of their religion.

The Earle of Leicester declared the same also, adding that hee had the originall of a
proclamation which was made there, and had caused the same to be coppied out. Thalet-
ter bearesdate the twenty third of October, 1641, declaring that Hugh Ocorett" went to
Dublin unto the lodging of Hugh Maymubawne?* his very good friend, and he and his
friend going to the lodging of the Lord Marques,sunderstood great store of noblemen and
strangers had beene there, but they were all gone abroad, and they could not finde them ;
wherefore they returned backe againe to his friends lodging, where his friend revealed
unto him the whole plot ; but swore unto him he should~sot stirre till it was put into
execution, and therefore his friend commanded his servants to look narrowly to him:
but after a while he fained some excuse of necessity for his going downe, which his
friend gave way too, but sent his servants with him; when he was come downe, the
servants not being so carefull to watch him as they might have beene, he leaped over a
wall in the yard and made an escape, and went to Sir John Burlacy, and discovered to
him the whole plot, which was this:

That at nine of,the clocke the next morning, the Irish rebels (amongst whom the
Lord Marques was one of the chiefest) intended at one hower and moment of time, to
massacre and murder all the English and protestants in the kingdome of Ireland, like-
wise to murder the two lord chiefe justices and all the privy councell at Dublin, and at
the same time, to seaze upon all the kings castles, forts, and magazens throughout the
whole kingdom of Irelané), as also the castle of Dublin, and that if they should finde
any of the citie that would not submit to them, then they would shoote downe from the
castle, the tops of the chimneys to affright them, and if that did not prevaile, they would
thgn batter downe their houses about their eares. Hereupon the lord chiefe justice and
the rest of the privy councell of Ireland sat all night in consultation, and tooke the
best course they could imagine of for the safe-guard and security of themselves, together
with the castle and city of Dublin. " The next morning they apprehended great store of
these traytors and rebells, together with the Lord Marquise, who was gone from his
lodging before day, and hid in a cockloft, and at his lodging they found great store of
chaines, hammers, and hatchets without halves. The same day they had notice of seve-
ral places and farts seased upon in Conno and Monno and other places, together with
severall villages plundered by the rebells ; but they wrote word that they did not beleeve
that distemper was so generall as was geported to be, and then they made no question but
they should with care and paines bring all to a good issue; to that end they' had sent
fox five hundred of the horse to come and guard them at"Dublin, and had likewise raised
five hundred English for the sucuring of themselves and the city, and that out of those
five hundred they had chosen an hundred to be put into the castle under the command
of Sir Francis Welloughby, who they hoped would give a good accompt to his majesty

'O Conally. * Col. Hugh Oge Mac Mahon. 3 Lord Mac Guire. There seems some rea-
10 suspect that ﬂblun‘er is here intentional, and that the word Marquis is put instead of Mac Guire, tolead
readers to infer that the person here meant was the Marquis of Antrim, afierwards pardoned by Charles IL
‘the preceding and subsequent tracts, - e 4
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.of the place fees two monthes; and in the meane time, lfor feare least there shouldbe
some further and worser plots then they know of, they-did desire that the parliament
in England would send them downe their lord lieftenant with men, money, and ammus
nition. They fufther gave us to ynderstand, that they had taken order fot their a
of old souldiers, to bee in a readiness, and to march in oppesition to any of the «tem
that should draw to a head. ) I

il 2 ‘ S

i

A Vindication of the Royal Martyr King Charles I. from the Irish Massacre in the
Year 1641, cast upon him in the Life of Richard Baxter, wrote by himself ; and since
in the Abridgment by E. Calamy. Being a Case of present Concern, in a Letter to a
Member of the Hause of Commons. The Second Edition, 1704.

The passage, which called forth the resentment of the vehement l(ojyaljst who wrote the following
tract, occurs in the life of the celebrated Richard Baxter, the Coryphwus of the Calvinist di-
vines during the civil wars. “ T had forgotten one passage in the former war of great remark,
which put me into amazement : The Duke of Ormond and eouncell had the cause of the Mar-
quess of Antrim before them, who had been one of the Irish rebels in the beginning of that war,
when in the horrid massacre two hundred thousand protestants were murthered. His estate

. being sequestred, he sought his restitution of it,when king Charles II, was restored. Or-
mond anj the council judged against him as one of the rebels : He brought his cause over to the
king, and affirmed that what he did was by his.father’s consent and authority, IThe king referred
it to some very worthy members of his privy Eouncil to examine what he had to shew : upon ex®
amination they reported that they found that he had the king’s consent or letter of instructions
for what he-did, which amazed many : Hereupon his majesty Charles 11. wrote to the Duke of

- Ormond and council to restore his estate, because it appeared to those appointed to examine
it, that what he did was by his father’s order or consent. Upon this the parliaments old ddhe-
rents grew mote confident than ever of the righteousness of their wars ; and, the very destroyers

" of the king (whom the first parliamentarians cglled rebels) did presume also to justifie their (‘:au‘,

" and said that the law of nature did warrant them. — ° ; oy i A

« But it stopt not here: For the Lord Muazarine and others of Trcland did so far proseente the
cause; as that the Marquess of Antrim was forced to produce in the purliament of England, in the
house of commons, a Jetter of the king’s (Cha. 1.) by whith he gave him’orders for his taking u
arms: which being read in the house, did put them into a silence, But yet so egregious was their
loyalty and veneration to majesty, thatit putthem not at all one step out of the way which they
hiad gone in. - But the people without doors did talke strangely: Some said, Did you not per-
swade us that theking was against the Trish rebellion? And that the rebels beﬁed‘him when t ey

“gald that they had his wafrant or commission ? Do we not now see with whiit mind he would
have gone himself with an ariny into Ireland to fight against them# ‘A great deal more not here
10 be yoned was vended seditiously.among the le, the sum of whieh was intimated in-
a pmmhit:h was printed, called ‘ Murder Will Out;’ in which they printed the king’s lete
ter and animadversions on it. Somfie, that were still loyal to the king, did wish that the king that

_mnow is had rather declared that his father did oul give the Marquess of Antrim eommis ion to.
raise an army as to have'helped bim agai'n‘st the Scots, and that his turning against th'e) iy
ﬁfotmtams‘in Ireland, and murdering of so'many hundred thousands there, was agninst his

« will § ‘but ‘quod seriptum erat, scriptum erat. ' Aund though the old parliamentarians expounded the

adtions and declarations bath of the then king and parliament by the commentary of this letter,.
yet s0 did not the Joyal royali»ts ; orat lwt,,&boﬁt it no reason to make any. chaﬁa* 5W’M!‘

g Is, or siop in their proceedings against the English preshyterians and other non-cons.
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Awone the many lewd and poisonous pamphilets of late sprédd abroad to-debauch
the nation, the one more particularly deserves your animadversiog, and of your ho-
nofrable house ; at this time especially, when your yearly celebration of the memory of
the royal martyt King Charles I. is near at hand. W

T8 confront you in which, there is publisi’d this same y#ar, 1702, An Abridoement
of Mr Baxter'sHistory of his Life and Times, by Edmund Calamy, with the printer’s and
no less than three booksellers names affix’d to it; wherein that blessed martyr is rejire-
sented as the most unnatural and bloody monster, and most harden’d hypocrite, that
ever the earth bore. '

For all he must be, and worse, if we could find names for it, if he was the author of,
and gave commissions for the barbarous massacre of the protestauts in Ireland, an. 1641,
and yet shou'd stand it out and deny it, not only in his publick declarations to the world,

mbut m his soliloquies betwixt God and his own conscience, in his Eixdr Basai, and even
to his last breath. .

Yet all this is charg’d upon him, first by Richard Baxter, that arch-rebel, who had
himself borne arms against him : And now by this Calamy, in his Abridgment of Bax-
ter’s Life, ch. 4, p. 44, where blasphemously he charges the discovery of this upon Pro-
vidence ! For, speaking of those who thought this an horridly unjust and scandalous
aspersion upon his majesty, he adds, but, as Providence ordered it, a certain memorable
particularity help’d to set this matter in a true light. Then he goes on to tell what this
{)articularity was, for which 1 refer you to the place, being loth to transcribe it here;
but it ends and is summ’d up all in this, That the Marquess of Antrim was forced to
produce ip the house of commons a letter of King Charles I., by which he gave him or-
der for the taking wp arms. And for this we have nothing but Baxter’s word—no journal
of the hpuse of commons, or any othet authority whatsoever. And had it not been in
so publick a manner expos’d, sure some other besides Baxter would have taken notice
of it. ' Something of it would have been inserted in the journals of that house, if not the
letteritself.

Byt suppose all this was granted, what wou’d it amount to? We must see the date
of this letter, what time it was when the king gave orders tomy Lord of Antrim'to take
up arms, and to what end it was, whether to massacre the protestants, or to assist his

esty against his bloody rebels then in arms*against him in England and Scotland. We
know this Marquess sent forces to the glorious Montross in Scotland, where they did emi-
nent service in reducing the unnatyral rebels there. And we doubt not but he had the
king’s order for it. And moreover, afier the cessation made by the Duke of Ormond
with the Irish, many of*them returned to their duty, and fought under the said Duke,
his majesty’s lord lieutenant there, against the rebels. And why might not my Lord
of Antrim have a commission as'well as others? So that, till we see the date of these
. pretended orders to the Marquess of Antrim, and the contents of them, no judgment
can be made. They must be sent before the massacre of 1641, to answer to the diaboli-
cal malice of these tongues set in fige of hell : Therefore let them producgﬁheir evi-
dénce™ - ¥ i >
"Will itnot become the justice of your house to require it? To vindicate not only the
memory of him whom you celebrate as a martyr, but the honour of a former house of com-
mons of England, who age brought in here as witnesses to so horrid a scandal thrown upon
the best of kings, and grandfather to her majesty, who is reproached in him, who is
her greatest glory, and of the nation; but the eternal famy and mill-stone of that
hypoeritical and bloody faction, 'and will one day sink them, who, after having so
many yedrs abused the unparalleled goodness and condescentions of so pious and meek,
a king towards such incorrigible rebels, (which was his greatgst fault) at last, not con-
tent to-murther him, sat formally in judgment upon him by their own authority, that
. . ’ R L
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652 Tracts during the Reignof King Chamet I' |+
’thcy might murther the laws with him, and all that reverence whic 'ghe_ whole. world
has ever paid to crowned heads or established constitutions, by su .an %xpu; le. qu a
mock-court of justice as never before was seen since the earth w mgi‘; ¥ And, whi
exceeds all this, they still glory in it, repeat it every year in_their ca bﬁ'ea s
where they sacrifice to the legion that possesses them. And not satisfied with the
royal blood they bave druak, still thirst for more ; in order to which, and to Justify
what they have done, they are never weary in raking into the ashes. of this martyr for
out church and our laws; they curse his memory, and blacken it with all the, lies and

« malice of hell can invent; of which this is the greatest, to fasten the horrid massacre
y

in Ireland upon him, against whom it was chiefly designed, and who of all mankind
was most concerned for it, and was hindered from preventing or revenging it by
those who accuse him for it ; and seized the money and magazines he had provided
for that expedition, and made use of them to carry on their own rebellion against him
in England. And then their bell-weathers first invent, and then belch out their
cursed lies among the people. 4 5 ~ :
This particular, as to the Irish massacre, was first broached by that black saint
Baxter, in his life, published since the revolution, (a proper time!) and prosecuted by
Roger Cook, Oats, and the whole, &c. of the faction ; but is since more impudently
revived in this reign by Calamy ; because that Life of Baxter, wrote by himself,
(whereby his sins are kept in remembrance) has been answered ; and as to this point
particularly of laying the massacre in Ireland upon the king, and as to this story of
the Marquess of Antrim by the Rev. Mr Long of Exeter, in his Review of Mr Baxter’s
Life, printed anno 1697.” To which no answer has been given by the faction, for
they cannot yet repeat the same slanders over again, as this. Calamy now five years
after, without taking the least notice that they have been all disproved alrfady ; for
it is one maxim of these saints to lie still on,—ne matter for being disproved! Some
will believe them,—leave those that will not ; and repeat it again in the next company,
Print it over and over; it will come into more hands then the defences! Their au-
thority is sufficient with their own party, and their grave impudence with others, who
cannot think mankind capable of so much devil! 3 i
~ Mr Long has vouched letters wrote by the king himselfe, and others, by his order,
to the then lords justices of Ireland, sometime before that inhumane massacre. there,
iving them potice of several informations he bad received of some evil designs of the
f'rish soon to be perpetrated, and therefore commands them to be watchful over them;
and brings the testimony of the Lord Primate Usher, undeniably attested for this.
And though the dissenters shew greater regard to*this most learned bishop than. to
any other of ours, yet cannot this stop their foul mouths; they answer it not, but,
as [ said, lye still on. iy
Mr Long, ne:;lt shews,[that the rcbe;‘ls,i‘nd Ireland gidbcqmlltexfeifmfcqmmissipm from
e king, but that the forgery was found out, and that they confessed it at their
ﬁcqthsngas Sir Phelim O N eal.lexo had his life promised himy,at the ,galow;."i,t! he
wp_u‘lcfbpvt y that he had such a commission fro‘;_; the king ; ’pf@ l}iqh 1 know" some
witness sﬁivin , and of unquestionable credit.  And therefore ‘i,)c argues most -
tionally, that if tgey had a realcommission from the king, what need had they. to
counterfeit such an one; and why would they not save their liyes and estates by, own-

" ‘ 2 A > P analhe 3 Yog S b 4% Dl Lh § Pk i A i Pt

* The work here mentio ed is thus characterised ,Kﬁﬁe'i‘"qh’bis Life :— Mr Hi e Mo mo-

derate, and wrote me a recriﬂing letter 5 but Lmig%ﬁx&ﬁ? (if fame misreport not * %Mgon %&)

wrte so fierce a book to prove me, out of mine own writings, to be one of the worst men living on ‘earth, full

of falshoods, end old retracted lines, and half Wﬂm I never saw any Jike it; and being overwhelmed
with u fhm.aﬂwm ins, and baving least zeal to defend a person so bad as 1 k 10

ye ;\m answeres !uR it being none of the matter in controversie, ;? ) W? G A

o me a sipner.”— W,%,nn. 188, 1TSS D] O
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“ He.tells; . ‘2057 Thiat the Marquess of Antrim was not named inethe histories of
' .ﬁze éither'as commander, counsellor, or confederate, till the cessation® was
eated of, July' 19, 1643 ; and gives his authority, If so, he could not be concerned
in ‘the miassacre of 1641, at least, not so as to be taken notice of; but so great and
powerful a man as he was in that kingdom could not have been forgotten, where men
of much less name were remembered as actors in that bloody tragedy. The chief"of
whom, the Lord Muskerry, the Lord Macguire, and Sir Phelim O Neal, did testify at
their deaths, that they had no commission from the king, nor knew of any to counte-
nance their insurrection. So that, if the Marquess of Antrim had any, he kept it to
h'imself}ﬁd very private ; for there was not a word of it till after the king *was
murdered.
“‘There is not any ‘mention made of his majesty’s having the least hand in that. mas-
sacre in the horrid indictment exhibited against him at his tryal. If those blood-
hounds could have found the smallest semblance to have charged him with this, it
would have been more to their cursed purpose than all they raked together to lay
upon him. But they have since exceeded themselves in wickedness, being given up
to a reprobate sense ! Such hardened villains never before bore the name ‘of Christians !
“'Sir, you must excuse me; I follow Dr Tillotson’s advice, who truly says, in his Ser-
mons of Education, that to reprove some sort of sins mildley is to encourage them ;
and that the censure ought to bear proportion to the crime. This is, as near as 1 can
remember, his words, the book not being now with me; but I am sure I mistake not
his meaning. However, it is a great truth, and a man may spare his indignation in
some cases faultily. He that is not moved at the treatment these men have given to
that blessed king, (and still continue to do) to this church and nation, these sixty
years past, can have no natural affection, nor would have any concern, if he saw his
country sink, and all the churches in the world in a flame! And such an one is not
fit to live upon the face of the earth. He is no citizen of the world who has no re-
gard to its welfare ; and he can be no Christian who lays not to heart the breaches of
Sion. '
< If these sinners shewed any signs of remorse, or repentange, reason were that we
should ‘beare with them, and though their sins be as scarlet, and not so much as
named among the heathen, yet charity would plead for their forgiveness.
.+ “'But'when they still persist, and yepeat their wickedness, and stand it out against all
conviction, then the apostle directs, that such evil beasts, who are always lyars, should
be rebuked 'sharpley. * There is no other way to reclaim them, or save others from
their infection.
"“Calamy begins his preface with the ill treatment that Mr Baxter's Narrative of his
Life has met with, yet answers not a word to Mr Long’s review of it, particular
as'to this diabolical calumny cast upon the king in relation to the massacre in Ireland.
No; but lye still on! He repeats it again, that it might not dye at this time, especi-
ally when the faction begin to be upon their mettle, agd may have use foF their old
again, .
“““Pherefore, sir, 100k to it in justice to the memory of the martyr, for the sifety and
honour of the queen, far the preservation of the peace of the nation, and for the vin-
ication of the house of commons hereby aspersed, 1o have such a letter from that
king daid before them as gave orders for the massacre in Ireland, and that they took
no notice of it, thce\:!gh they were put to silence by it, as Baxter says, (in-his Life,

ar. 8. p. 83., quoted in the Review, p. 192, 193,) and lays it upon what he calls their
M loyalty, that they would, notwithstanding, suppert the monarchy in his,
VOL. V., - 4L < )
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son K. Char. II. (as they who now re-publish the same mean it as egnegioi;ly 1o the
rest of his posterity, for the reason is the same.) . But ‘hark to Baxter ! which (letter
of K. Char. I says he) being read in the house (of commouns-of: England): put them
into a silence ; but yet so egregious was their loyalty and veneration of mujesty.'*ﬂut-\ o i
it put them not at all one step out of the way which they had goné in. Bat. tw
people without doofs talked strangely ; some said, did you not perswade us' that the
king was against the Irish rebellion, and that the rebels belied him when they said
they had his warrant or commission? Do we not now see with what mind he would
have gone himselfe into Ireland to fight against them? Whereupon the parliament’s
old adherents grew more confident than ever of the righteousness of their wars ; and
the very destroyers of the king, whom the first parliamentarians called rebels, did
presume also to justifie their cduse, and said, that the law of nature did warrant
them. L : ‘

Here is a vindication (in the third person) not only of the rebellion of this faction
in 1641, but of the murther of the king in 1648. [From which some of the first
saints of the presbyterians, (after they were outwitted, and wormed out by their
younger brethren the independants) did endeavour, in spite, to free themselves, be-
cause not done by themselves.|] And all upon account of this letter of King Charles
I. to my Lord of Antrim. Therefore, sir, 1 hope it will appear incumbent upon your
honourable house to examine into this material point, before the nation be too far in-
fected, and more be found to feast at the Calves-head-clubbs, on the 30th of January,
than to fast with vou. It would set your teeth on edge to hear how this story of the
Marquess of Antrum, since this last reviving of it, is carried about the party, and
lapped like sweet-milk | And man who have not enquired into it know not what to
say to it, and are deluded by it. assure you it does great mischief, and tends ta
alienate the affections of the people from her present majesty, the whole race of that
royal martyr, and monarchy 1n general ; which are the uses the faction do make of it»

Now, sir, paper-defences come but to a few hands, and are well considered by
fewer. Besides that thisindustrious p#tty do print upon a publicke stocke, and have
methods of dispersing their books which others have not ; for, besides what they ‘can
allow to give away, and are direcled to whom, they leave books at private houses,
with sufficient time to se them, and then to return either the book or the money.

Therefore 1 know no Way to stop the #¥pfeading of this most malicious and false
story, but your honourable house taking it into consideration, and examining the
bottom of it; then let the faction produce their evidence before you, and let the na-
tion have their decision from thence. ' .

Baxter quotes ne other authority for it than a false and malicious pamphlet; ealled
Murder will Out, supposed to be writ by Ludlow, one of the regicides, who not only
sat in that execrable high eourt of justice, but was one of those who aclually signed
the sentence against the king for the cutting off of his head ; the same who was
(whileom) sent forover hither to be made aajor-general, but that age of reviling
anl tram'&ing upon martyrs for church or laws is. over, blessed be God. When Dr
Oats coul® be admitted to present volumes of his Billingsgate, 'in the Calves-head

¢ . cant, against him, whom he stiled of notorious memory, (like Baxter's ¢

doyalty) and was graciously received with, I thank you, good doctor ! b ‘some body
that loved none of the.martyr’s family but one who -:(fid.!‘,!ot deserve it. . {v el
Nowgsir, since the'whole of this story must centre in Baxter’s authority,” I.desize to
be heard a few words as to his credit, for I am of council for the defendant, the poore
martyred king. - s ® Y i 424 g e R
First, Baxter is 1o equal witness, be pleads for himself,” He was an mﬁ;ebg:}

agumttha,good kmgdmag that whole rebellion ; md emaﬁwhwwp;ﬁlc— f
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ba‘fmﬁ?y murther'd, this same Baxter did: canonize those as saints who brought him to
the block. * ‘ ~ ‘ "

This be did, in'his Saints Everlasting Rest, in the edition of it printed amno 1649,
a y and in ‘the edition, ‘1652, part 1. page 101, where, describing théjoys of
“heaven,” from the blessed company that is there, he says, *“ Ithink, Christians, this
will be @ more honourable assembly than ever you here beheld, and a more happy so-
ciety than you were everof before. Surely Brook, and Pim, and Hamden, and White,
&c. are now members of a more knowing, unerring, well-ordered, right-aiming, seif-
denying, unanimous, honourable, triumphant senate, than this¥from whence they are
taken is, or ever parliament will be. It is better to be a door-keeper to that assembly,
whether T'wiss, &c. are translated, than to have continued here the moderator of this.
That is the true parliamentum beatum, the blessed parliament, and that is the only
church th@t cannot err.” And, page 82 of the first edition, and page 99 of the other,
he names a number of other names, among the rest, Bradshaw.

Here some of the very regicides are named, as Col. White, who was one of the high
court of justice, and sat uponm the king, with an, &c. for all the rest of them. And
Bradshaw, the president of the court, if they will not say that it was some other
Bradshaw he meant, because he is set there among scholars, though some no more than
himself. : y '

But the whole rump of a parliament (having by force secluded the only true mem-
bers of the house of commons, and turned out the whole house of lords, to whom,
by a voluntary oath of their own making, they had sworn to render them secure, and
then murther'd their king) are all together here sainted, and madeya type of heaven,
whose constitution they suppose, or the likest thing to it in this world, to be a par-
diament without a king, or an assembly of short-gray-cloak-lay-elders, all in parity,
without any head or bishop over them.

»' This is their heaven ! *

The kingdom of heaven they leave to the cavaliers. But they have chosen a hea-
ven in a parliamentary way ! That's better fof"them. It suits better with their com-
plexion. What should they do with a place full of kings and priests, as heaven is
described in the Revelations? Why they would be all kings and bishops themselves!
That is all they strove for upon earth, andwould do the saﬁ in heaven, if they have
‘not changed their principles ; for there the§ will be higher'than even there, or else it
will go hard, and they are for no superior, except the Holy One! which is just the
same good old cause that Lucifer fought in heaven. He would have none of God’s
deputies or vicegerents over him, though it were the Son of God himself.

g %m Baxter, in hisscheme, did not consider that there is an hierarchy in heaven, of
‘superior and inferior orders, degrees and dignities, even as here ; and we must be sub-
ject there, as well as here, to those whom God has set over us.
“+“And who are not good subjects here will not be admitted there. - St Jude says that
the angels who kept not (or were not content with) their first estate (or principality,
8 our margin reads it,) but aspir'd to an higher order, were thrown out of heaven,
‘whither no more rebels have any entrance. And they who cannot be contént with the
station God has plac’'d them in bere, but usurp upon their superiours, as Korah and
his “Levites against Aaron, and Dathan and Abiram, with their company, against
/ the tf:sccnd"toa place of disorder and confusion, such as they would bring

- ""Heaven is mo‘:qﬁch iadopéﬁdent place as Mr Baxter has fancied, made up all of sin-

gle pe
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rsons, without any govcrhmeht among them, or any superior but God. His
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hi qhaua great injustice is done to Mr Baxter, He joined, indeed, with the parliament at the begin-

ning of the civil war, but, like most of the presbyterian party, heartily disapproved of the king’s death. %
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principles of rcbellion upon: earth have corr gpted his very notions of heaven ; ‘where
they submit to those set over them, as the ordinance pf God. = They submit freely:
therefore they are free subjects. The devils rebel for their freednm therctore the}pre
slaves.

And God has given upon earth the resemblance of hlS government in heaven, mf
subordigation of several offices under the King as stprean.

And they who are rebels here against thisinstitution of God, would be so therc too
if they cou’d ; and therefore they come not thither.

They will fiud no precedent there for Baxter's parliamentum beatwm,. his. blessed
parliament of 1648, without their king. Unless it be what-Milton has left them up-
on record, in his Paradice Lost, where Lucifer called a convention, and was himself
their speaker. v

But, to leave these fooleries, I think such a man as Baxter is not to be itted as
a competent witness.in the case of a martyr, whose murtherers he has sainted (which
is more consenting to it than keeping the raiment of those that slew him.) No, nor
Ludlow, who had embrued his own hands in the royal blgod ; so that they could not
do justice to him, without condemning of themselves, and had the strongest tempta-
tion to lying, ‘which is, to justify themselves.

2. For secondl), This Baxter was a notorious lyar in other cases, evenin this same
religious life of his ; as page 119, of the third part, where he says ** Many French
ministers, sentenced to death and banishment, came hither for refdge, and the church-
men relieve not, because they are not for Enéhsh diocesans and conformity.” Mr Long
has taken him to task for this, in his Review, page €11, &c. where he shews, .1st.
how very liberal q“d compassionate the bishops and cler, fy were to them; and, 2dly,
that they did conform, received episcopal ordination, and many of them were preferr'd
to goed livings, and even dignities in the church, of which be names several, and
the places where they were beneficed. But we need not single witnesses for this ; thg
whole nation knows it. It is as notorious as Baxter’s shameless impudence in assert-
ing the contrary. You will find sevefdl other such like instances in the Review, to
which, forsbrevity, I refer you.

Now is his single testimony, and that but from hear-say, to be taken of a ‘matter
of fact out of memory, and in a cause n he and his saints were so nearly con-
cerned, who had the brgto lye soegre ly in the face of the whole nation, in the
instance above namd and at the time when the matter of fact was fresh, and before
every bodies eyes | but it was for the good old cause, which sanctifies every thing! .

8. This brings me to my last topick I shall use upon this head (because [ would not *
detain you,) which i is, that lying 1sa fourth property of these Baxterian sain
parable from their essence. {he history of this would fill volumes. Itis the fiff
that they suck. It was this which gave birth to their blessed league and covenant,
nourish'd and fatned it up—————to the gallowes. ¢

Insomuch, that whatever story they tell (and they have abundancel especuﬂly
pretty dittle private ones,) which concerns their cause, either of saintship to their own
armigers, sor to blacken a king, a bishop, ‘a clergyman, or any who are well affected
tothem ; and where they produce not (for they never spare for vouching) some o

. mtxmony than their own, you may conclude that-it is an errant lye and slander; espe-
* cially when you see a secretjoy and satisfaction arise inthe telling of 1t,.~whlch m
can hapdly conceal ; for slander is their honey, they must lick oo luu “ fi

T €, Were them nothing to. omfnm_tbu story of Baxter’s, no proofs a;
it, no arcwstanccs to make doubt of it, butonly hxs telling ofit,, and m

* sweetly it is echo’dvand rm party, it is sufficient to make. mmg
not one wo

knows tbexnbelwve tha rd of truth nut. Hgll : l T l
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~himsélf to lying is justly to be suspected, even when he tells a truth; and truth suf-
fers by mmf from such mouths. .
Now, sir, 1 will sum ug my evidence, when I have desired one thing more, which
is, That the roa'al martyr himself may be heard in his own defence, not as to this par-
‘alamy calls it) of his letter to my Lord of Antrim, for that was not
theq invented ; it was never heard of in all his life; for then it could have easily been
dis-proved; but as to that imputation, which, inthe generall, had been laid“upon his
majcs:iy, of his having countenanced orabbetted that bloody rebellion and massacre in
Ireland.  Upon which he bestows the twelfth chapter of his im-comparable and un-
imitable book of Eixwr Bazini.

- But, before I go on with that, let me observe with what malice and industry the
faction, of late years especially, (when they had not-only liberty but encouragement,)
have beds their whole force, and wrote severall treatises, to rob the wartyr of the

lory, and save themselves from the shame and conviction that is contained.in that

ook ; and that by such honest and sincere artifices, as they have used in this, of
charging the rebellion and massacre in Ireland upon the king. This from an invisible
letter to my Lord of Antrim; that from an un-attested, suppos'd memorandum of my
Lord Anglesey’s, found or wrote after his death, in a vacant page of one of these
printed books. Which is fully answered in a vindication of King Charles the martyr,
proving that his majesty was the author of Eixwy Basmmi, against a Memorandum said
to be written by tie Earl of Anglesey, and against the Exceptionsof Dr Walker, and
others. Printed anno 1697.

There it is likewise shewed and undeniably proved, at the close of the second edition,
that Milton and Bradshaw did foist in among the devotions in Eixd} Bacaui, a prayer,
taken out of Sir Philip Sidney’s Arcadia. And then Milton, in his scurrilous answer to
the king’s book, plays the buffoon upon his sacred majesty for borrowing asprayer

.out of a romance; and Henry Hills, who was printer to Oliver, has heard Bradshaw
and Milton langhing at the jest of their inserting this prayer, and then exposing the
king forit; which in the said Vindicationfis fully attested; insomuch, that the
hissing of this seed of the serpent is at present stopp’d, and the king is suffered to enjoy
his own book. '

But, perhaps, five years hence we mg ave the same clajour renewed again, with-

ravcd that of Baxter in the

.Having thus far cleared this book to be the king’s own words, let us now hear what
‘he himself says concerning the rebellion and massacre in Ireland. And when you
ad .over his xiith. chapter upon this subject (if you can with dry eyes) then
‘whether he or Baxter is to"be believ’d ! He says, ¢ That sea of blood which hath

‘ there been cruelly and barbarously shed, is enough to drown any man in eternal both

infamy and misery, whom God shall find the malicious author or instigator of its
effusion.——————There was nothing could be more abhorred to me, being so full of
‘sin agaiust God, disloyalty to myself, and destructive to my subjects.” And be prays
to God, “ O rescue and assist those poor protestants in Ireland, whom thou hast hitherto
preserved.— And deal with me, not according to man’s unjust réproaches, but
‘according to the innocency of my bands in thy sight.  If I have desird or delighted
‘in.the woeful day of my kingdoms calamities, it I have not earnestly studied, and

faithfully endeavoui’d the preventing and composing of these bloody distractions,

“thy hand be against me and my father's house. O Lord, thou seest 1 have
enemies enough of men; as 1 needemot, so L should not dare thus to imprecate thy

‘curse upon me and mine, if my conscience did not witness my integrity, which thou, :
: sﬁwknowm‘right well.” bdan Wiy,
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Now consider ow tender his conscience was, by the'deep remorse he express’d'in .
his second chap. upon the Earl of Strafford’s death.” Thq’ he passed that bill with the
‘consent of parliament, and ‘approbation of the generality of the nation, indeed was
press'd to it wholly by their clamours and importunity. The history tells that he fu-y» wd

* tended to have done publick penance for it; but his troubles came on so fast, as not
to afford him a fitting opportunity. But he did it upon the scaffold, where he pub-
lickly and solemmly did cenfessit; and owned the unjust sentence against himself to be
a just punishment from God, for that unjust sentence which he bad suffered to pass
upon another. Can any man then believe, that he could have call’d for those dread-
ful imprecations upon himself and family, as to the case of Ireland, and stood out in
it even to his death, if he had been,. in any wise, accessary to it? He knew not, when
he wrote these meditations, that mortal eye should ever see them. They were the
pouring out of his soul, betwixt God and him alone, when he was in prison}‘@nd none
suffered to come near him, but whom his bloody butcherers pleas'd; so that he had'no
temptation toact such monstrous hypocracy with God, if he had been otherwise capa-
ble of it, which I daresay no man upon the earth does believe, and the very sons and
masters of lyes dare not alledge, and have therefore endeavourd, first to discredit (as

Milton by the prayer out of the Arcadia,) and since more impudently (grown older in
mischief) to overthrow the authority of the whole book, in both of @icﬁ wicked at-
tempts they being detecled, and the genuineness of the book fully vindicated, does,
1 think, puta full end to all this calumny as to Ireland, particularly as to that white-
bear of theletter to my Lord of Antrim. \ "

But this bookef Calamy’s does not only do mischief at home, but goes abroad
wherever there are phanaticks ; and our martyr will appear a monster to other coun-
‘tries, unless vindicated by some publick authority of which the world may take no-
tice ; "considering that the reproach is so fresh, just now done, and made as publick as
the interest of the whole faction can make it, and that in the reign of his grand-child;
who it may be thought, and they will give it out hereafter, was willing to let it pass.
Wiy may not this be thought, whenfn that pretended memorandum of the Earl of
Anglesey’s, they have presumed to bring in both his sons, K. Charles and K. James,
as witnesses against their father? ‘

If an action of scandglum magnatum wiay be brought in behalf of a private peer,
even after his death, to ¥indicate his memiOry, and the honour of his family : Here are
three kings vilely aspers'd after their deaths; what. proportionable satisfaction ought
1o be made to them, the wisdom of your house best knows, and can give it; at least,

T hope, ‘that less than this cannot be done, to efpress their displeasure againstithis
scandal (lest their silence may hereafter be constru’d as their approbation ;
such a stop to it as that it proceed no farther. e

#8ir, T wish your house may have the honour of punishing and suppressing the inso-

ence of this faction (which' ia‘s reign’d long enough) and you to make thé motion,
That the mouths of thosc who speak lyes, may be stopp’d. = Jan. 10. 1702 < o '™

The anniversary of Arch-Bishop Laud’s martyrdom, by the same hands. ““;w*"}“‘f
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And’it is to be presunied, that the noble lord, whose name is disgrac'd- by the de-

dication of  this libel to him, knows nothing of it, and that when he does, he will do
himself justice. e - .
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The Irish Massacre set in a®lear Light. Wherein Mr Baxter's Account of it in the

History of his own Life, and the Abridgement thereof by Dr Calamy, are fully con--

_ sider'd?™ Together with two Letters from Mr Chaundler, (the Dissenting Teacher of

< Bath, reviving the aforesaid Account) to the Reverend Mr Thomas Cart at Bath, with
his two Replies to Mr Chaundler.

.
P

The Rev. M T s Carte, a laborious and indefatigable historian, was born in 1686, and settled as

~ readerat the Abbey Church in Bath after 1707. ?n this cure be preached a sermon on the 30th of
January, vindicating the memory of Charles L. from any share in the Irish rebellion, which in-
volved him in the following controversy with Henry Chandler, a dissenting minister of worth and

_ abilities, but more famous as the father of the celebrated Samuel Chandler, than for his own.
literary productions. The tract exhibits much of the violent party spirit, which distinguished
Carte’s works, but something also of his minute labour. The reader, who shall consider the
controversy, may be perhaps disposed to halve the dispute between the combatants, and allow
Charles to have been mnocent of the design of the Irish massacre ; although, while he felt him-

+ self overpowered by the parliament in England, he seems to have employed both Antrim and.

Glamorgan in endeavouring to bring over to his succour the forces of the rebellious catholics.
-

*

1 caxnorallbw myself to publish these letters to the world, without giving some ac-
count of writing them, which was this:—Preaching on last January 80, in the Abbey
'€h of this place, I gave in my germon a detail of the methods and practices, where-
by the rebels of 1641 carried on their designs, and effected the ruin of the chuich and
* monarchy of England. 'Tis scarcépossible for an' honest man to think of those times,
and of the measures then taken, without horror, and very difficult to speak of them
with tenderness ; but the part that I chose was merely to represent them: They car
* ried indeed their own, and that a very heavy censure with them, and are so flagrantly
impi that nothing can, at least nothing need be added to set forth their wickedness,
~ orwraiséin good men an abhorrence of them.
. But what in such has this effect, raises a different kind of resentment in others :
They thal entertain the principles of the rebels of those days, and would be glad to
* see the same steps pursued, the same practices repeated, rage at a represeutation that
mes m odious, and may thereby prevent their success. The preacher that expo-
ses.these practises, not the person who committed them, is the object of these mens in-
dign: wl{ and whilst some pitying expressions are offered up to their memory, some
fated givcumstafices urged to lessen the horrorsof Lheir crimes and greatness of
- their guilt, he is sure to feel the effects of their passions, and weight of their censure”
for setting in a just light, actibns, which, execrable as they are, were yet acted many

; ym? : Tho’ he daes this on a day set apart by authority to implore God's pardon, *
W » iy 3
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for those very action* and to deprecate his judgments, which'still lie heavy upoti‘this .
nation on account théreof; ‘and though these very persons thus displeased with ‘the ‘re-
membrance of the hypocrisyfi#reachery, rebellion, and asher impiéties of a faction, and
one set of men dissenting from our church, who once trinmphed in the actual ruin mw

*it, and still threaten it with their atténpts, can dwell for ever on all the shocking or u
justifiable practises of another body of ‘men, - enemies indeed to our church, but so dis-
proportioned in number , and of principles so contrary to the spirit and genius of this
nation, and Whose very name is so odious to the generality of even the common sort
of pegple, who have a sense of nothing else, that a reasonable man can hardly appre-
l)ﬂ#{my real danger from them. :

But men's actions and censures are not always very corfsistent, and ’tis'no unusual
thing for them to condemn in others that which they allow in themselves, and to ex-
claim against that method which disserves their cause, which they applaud when it
promotes it. And if I have met with any reproaches, orraised any resentments by a
Just representation of the crimes and calamities of forty one, it has been from none but
such persons as these, whose indignation will make none uneasy, and itbas only ser-
ved to convince me more clearly of the reasonableness and usefulness of such a repre-
sentation, which cannot surely by any loyal or good man be thought improper, whilst
there are such numbers who espouse the same principles with the relmuf those days,
and who, as they justify their actions, may without breach of charity bé'supposed ready
to re-act them. ‘

But it is paying too much regard to this objection to take notice of it, for general
charges seldom meed an answer, and deserve only to be slighted. ' And vet nothing
more particular has been objected against that discourse, no misrepresentationthas been

" charged on it, as to any one fact asserted in it, unless as to that which Mr Chaundler,
the dissenting teacher in this place, was offended at, and challenged me to prove, which,
as it gave occasion for, makes also the subject of the following letters. .

It cannot therefore be improper to lay before the world that passage which he ex-
cepted against, in the words wherein I"preach’d it ; of which take this account.

After shewing the reasonableness of the religious observance of the day from several
topicks, as particularly, from its being a proper means to obtain God’s pardon for the
horrid umurder committed on it, the fatal%eflects of which, and calamities’ naturally
flowing from it, this natién bas long grodtied under; and yet cannot see an end of ;
from the encouragement which the seditious doctrimes that supported the great rebel-

" Jion have met'with of late years, from the profanation of the day by a crew of wretches
at their Calves-head-feasts, from the little or no afferation in the principles and con-
duet of the sects and parties, the great actors in the rapines and crimes'of those rebel-
lious times, that has appeared since, where-they have the power of acting, from the barbar-
ows treatment of the episcopal clergy in a sister nation since the revolution, a thing
too little known and considered in this, and from the dissenters looking on the galemn
league and covenant, that grand instrument of the rebellion as sgill obligatorykon the -
nation. I after this observed, how carefully they are taught to abhor the 0 ory of
the royal martyr, as Mr Wesley, who was bred up amongst them, tells u§ in¥iis ac-
.countof the manner of education’in the disscnﬁng;acadmiei,"hnd laid it n for a

+ rule, that their actions are the truest test of their sentiments in this point, ani
rest wai we car*take to form a judgment of them : and then immediately fo

And do not these (their actioms) sheéw, that they hate the m‘e‘ﬁo’flyo* , 7]
‘o the utmost degree, and that they rejoyce in their*ancestors treatment of Min, angd

_ transcribe their ccg?' as far as they cnP’ Those, we know, not satisfy’d with spoyling

_ the royal martyr of his kingdom and li ur, w was

»
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fe, ?denvo'ﬁred to-stab his honour, whi
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dearef to him than botlt. Among other slanders which their malice threw upon him
and his memory, this was one, that he had an hand in, and gavé®orders for the bloody
massacre agnd rebellion in Ifeland in 1641. g
‘... The malice and falshood of this charge have been sufficiently proved, and 'tis well

i and attested, that when Sir Phelim Onedll, head of that rebellion, was taken, »
they endeavoured to perswade him to accuse the king, and at his tryal, nay, at his ex-
ect too, they offered him his life, his estate, and other advantages, would he but
charge the king with it. This was a erime so Horrid, that tho’ themsel¥es were vil-
lains enough to engage in it, yet Sir Phelim would not, but died, declaring the king’s
innocency. And yet this cursed, as well as false and malicious calumny, theigsons
have revived again within these eight years in the Abridgement of Baxter's Life* pub-
lished by Calamy.

1 insisted likewise, by way of proof of this their hatred of King Charles’s memory, on the
malicious, tho’ impotent endeavours, used to make the Eixay Basiui, that book of his, which

Mtains the true picture of his soul, and this so exceeding lovely and beautiful an one,
that it must charm alt that have any taste of virtue and goodness, be suspected as spu-
rious ; and on the late republishing of all the lies and $landers that had been raised of
him, and spreading them throughout the nation in Ludlow’s Memoirs ; and whether
Mr Chaun lc:ias by.his conduct contributed any thing to the clearing, of them from
such an hatred®f King Charles’s memory, let the world judge.

What I am further to say, with regard to this passage is, that as it is the only one,
the truth of which has been called in question, and which Mr Chaundler has chose for
the subje€t of his attack, so I have quoted it fairly to a syllable as I preach’d it.

I must ?nfess' I did not imagine a clergyman of the church of England, preaching
on such a day, setting forth the horror of those crimes, which occasioned the obser- -
vance of it, and vindicating one of the best but most abused monarchs that ever lived,
should be called to an account by a dissenting teacher for what he said from the puls

. pit in the execution of his office, in.so just, at least so charitable, a cause, and in.an-
swering the ends for which the supreme autherity of the nation enjoyned the obser-
vance of the day ; such a cqnduct as this seeming fo be no very suitable return for that
toleration which our laws have graciously indulg'd the dissenters, was what indeed I
did not expeck; much less could T expect an attack on a point of so odious a nature,

loa,(fi’ng King Charles’s memory with.so black a crimegas being concern’d in the

dris re ; and the world perhaps will be surprized to find any so malignant now

as to su(;pect,,it‘possible for him to be guilty of so detestable an action, from which he

has been so clearly vindicated,, and-which never had any the least proof to support it.

- That a calumny of so gross a size should be charg’d upon King Charles,-and a par-

ticular disproof of it required, one of his race sitting upon the throne, in a place of as

publick a resort as any in this kingdom ; a calumny which the rebels-of 41 could never
X 0
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r prove upon him, tho’ they used all artsto do it, tho’ people were put<to the rack

%
the

them to accuse him as ' privy to and concern’d in the Irish rebellion, as was

¥
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Sir John Reads and tho’ at the time of its first being charg’d.apon him,,
it wagabdepiably refuted by Mr Howel.and others : None of the Irish rebels that. fell
+ into. the ds,o the parliament offering to.accuse him of it ; and the Lord Macguire,

Mv@g nene was deeper engaged in the rebellion, or knew more of the persons
concern’d, and of the measures to be taken in it; he, (as the king says in his declara-
tion in amswer to the ar’:ament’s resolution of no farther addresses, fol. 289,) the
thus privy teall transactions, denyed to the Jast, that the rebels had any com--
nissi ofh the king, with moxg sense of conscience than they who examined hime
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- call themselves grote’stants, and pretend toa greater purity and more relgi L ghat

. One might at least expect that this should be done with ‘mgkisty, “argwith

‘more) deserve it, yet there might bc,pibmethmg in the manuer, in the circumstances of
5 b b i 4 " ¥ oy A
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ted ; tho' he was so far from giving them any commission, that he had no fore-
knowledge of their @esign, as, (says Mr Howel in his Glance on the Isle of Wight, p.
381,) besides a world of congincing circumstances, which'may. clear him in, this parti-
cular; appears from the confession of the same Lord M?x’chirc before his execution on_
Feb. 20, 1644, whoe upon the laddes, and another upon the scaffold, when they w '
ready to breath their last, and to appear before the tribunal of Heaven, did absolute!
acquit the king in this point; and this spontaneously of their own accord, being un-
sought unte, but only out of a love to truth and discharge of a_good censcience ;
nay, so far was he from having any intimation of the insurrection in Ireland, that, as
Mr Howel attests, ' the Spanish ambassador here and his confessor, a very reverend
Irishman, told him the king knew no more of it than the great mogul did; and so con-
fident was Mr Howel * of his innocence in this respect, that he dared to pawn his soul
on the truth.of it. That such a 'calumny as this, so clearly refuted on its first appear-
ance in the world, should now be published afresh, and a particular disproof of it requi-
red at this distance of time, when the revivers of the charge might hope that all_ evi-
dence to confront it was wanting, is indeed surprizing, but it is withal very unfair treat-
ment of that excellent prince on whom the charge is laid, and is such a method of ar-
guing against fact, that if it be allowed, there is no point in history so well attested but

¢

Jt may be disputed. And yet such a disproof is what Mr Chaundler has thought fit

to insist on and demand from me as necessary for the clearing of thedfing.  The words
of his first letter are,

For Mr Carte. -~ . 4o " ol
Bath, Feb. 2, 1713-14.

Sig, ! ey »
Whereas Iam inform’'d by some that leard you last Saturday, that you should say,
that the charging King Charles I. with being accessary to the Irish massacre, was a thing
that had been sufficiently disproved; 1 takethe liberty to desire you would be pleased to
let me know in what aut{;or 1.may find that, for I protest I should be heartily glad to find
it. In justice to the memory of the royal martyr, in justice to your.selfa.ngoharity to
me, you stand bound to do so much for one that from his heart abhors the doctrines

of king-killing and country-enslaving, and is, Sir, . ., o
& A Your humble servant, . o
: ik g Hen, CHAUNDEER.
. -

I received it at 4 in the afternoon on Tucsdnjy, Feb. 2d, and read the contents not
without wounder, that whilst the Roman Catholicks, who seem to have the strongest
temptations in point of interest, and for the credit of their religion, to charge the king
with giving them a commission, do (as Lord Castlebaven, Procurator Walsh,. E, DOy-
leans, and other of their writers) notwithstanding this, clear him of it, uc
own the insurrection to be a rebellion, which it could not have been,‘icad they thie king's
commission to warrant them. * Whilst truth forces this confession from,thent; s

who are called by that general name, should allow thems lves ina practise, w ‘v h
abhor, should .dare to repeat the horrid slander on the king and demand a:pasticy
isproof of it. ‘ : ; &1 oy \:'-a'ww;’&." ,.{l."‘;""

y&t&ncé of it, and that, whilst the action jt self might raise a clamour

* Ttalian Perspective, p. 289. ¥ ¥ Land of Irelund,p, 2»17_'.”\'."' * i
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- the action to récommend it, and procure it a fairer reception in the world. But it is the
fate of error to be confident, and a bad cause seldom suffers for want of zeal, a thing
vcry"ﬁacgs‘u!'{’to support it, where truth and justice are absent. Such was the gase and
duct of Mr'Chaundler. Not satisfyed with writing .to me a létter he fancyed I

d not answer, he spread it about with an induStry that pradence would not have
sufféred him to use, had it ot been sure of victory ; nor charity have allowed him in,
wha *his persuasions were, without much better evidence for them thau he has yet
I

o
¥y

rmqmd in the dispute. He shew'd it to*an alderman of this city, who spake of it pub-
ckly at a place where the members of the corporation met at dinner, on Thursday, Feb.
4th." ' He sent copies of it to shops to be given away gratis, that the king’s reproach
and the eredit his performance was to gain himself, might be spread the wider, and made
as publicke as possible. Three of them were the sameday, at Mr Harford’s shop in the
church yard, put into the hands of a person who, after evening service, assured me of
this particular fact, and, in general, of the multitude of copies dispersed abroad.

ch confidence and zeal in so bad a cause did not more surprize than seem to up-
braid me for the want thereof'in a good one, and obliged me, without the least delay,
to finish my first letter to Mr Chaundler, which I had begun the day before, and sent
t6 hif that evening, and is as follows:

b For Mr Chaundler.

, Bath, Feb. 3, 1713-14.
Si,

Yesterday I received from you'a letter, wherein you tell me that you are inform’d
by somé who heard me last Saturday, that I should say that the charging King Charles
| X wing being accessary to the Irish massacre, was a thing that had been sufficiently
¢ %Du’havc not in this point been misinformed : I did say, that the malice as well as
falshood of that charge have been sufficiently proved, and I had reason for saying so ;
reason indeed so clear, that T thought none could have been really ignorant, either of
that ‘blessed prince’s innocenee, or of the evidences whereby it is proved.

"But since 1t seems you are, and therefore require me to tell you in what author you
may find it, I do now, in answer to your demand, and to give you the satisfaction yow
Wa \', ‘this‘matter, refer you to Dr Nalson's Collections (a"book to be met with at
M Hammond’y) vol. 2, pag. 528,529, 530 ; where you may, in the deposition of Dr
- Ker, Dean of Ardagh, ‘see Sir Phelim O Neal clearing the king from this unjust calum-
»my, and declaring that he could not in conscience charge the king with it, tho’ he had

been frequently solicited thereto by fair promiises and great rewards while he was in

ison. You may see Sir Phelim every day of his tryal asseitig the king’s innocency,
gﬁ:ﬁng the judges offers of restoring him to his estate and liberty, in case that he could

Wi
we

i f that he had any commission from the king for the levying of war, and
£, ing, indthe most satisfactory manner, that the commission, which he had formerly
’ L to have received from him, was drawn by his (Sir Phelim’s) own orders, and-
. oad sgalfixed to it was taken from a patent of the Lord Caulfield’s, found in'the_
’ ﬁa of Gharlémount ; which Mr Harrison (the man who took the seal from the pa-""
and fixed it to the commission) likewise attests. You may see offers of mercy made
it ‘Phelin at his ‘extcution, upon the barbarous condition of falslyaccusing King
in that point; and may likewise see him under all the terrors of death, and the
ngest temptationd man could lie under, bravely attesting that prince's innocency,
“truth of his testimony with his blood. : ' ‘

; m‘:téwhdlc; ‘and then consider whether your demand is not effectually answered,

and whether any thing can more cleafly disprove that (as far as I have heard) only pre-
tence of the charge against the King, or shew at once more evidently the consummate

vd



‘calumny brought upon him; and that it had for its support the!
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wickedness of that party, which accused him of so horrid a crime, and their inability

* %o make good their charge. :

Both these are still farther cleared by what Sir Roger Manley says in his History of
the Rebellions of England, Scotland, and Ireland, printed at London, 1691 ;,where, afs*
ter giving an account .of king Charlé’s causing the Marquess of Ormond to deliver '
lin, then (A. D. 1646,) besieged by the Irish army by land, and block'd up by t -
liament ships on the sea side, into the hands of the parliamentarian rebels rather
the Irish; and after briefly reciting Sir Phelin®Oneale’s attestation of that king’s inno-
cency, he expresses himself inthese words, p. 92: * Nor was it only with him (Sir Phe-
lim)but with several other prisoners, that they most impiously endeavoured by promises
of life, hiberty, and estate, and no less abominable artifices, to sooth them to confessions
that might eixtitlc the king to that nefarious rebellion.”

Can the most prejudiced ‘person read this without being convinced, as well of that
good prince’s perfect innocence, as of the exquisite malice of his encmies, .

You needed not then to have press'd mein so solemn a manner, to produce my vouch-
ers for what I had said, or have challenged me to do it, as I was bound by the very strict
obligations of justice to the royal martyr and myself, as well as of charity to you. I
should have gratified you in your desire on less inducements, and given you that proof
which probably you did not expect, and which I hope may be to your conviction ; and
tho’ you have hitherto laboured under a so very rare and almost singular misfortune, as
not to have met with any author that has cleared the king from being accessary to the
Irish massacre, (tho’ there is scarce an historian that writes of those times but clears
him,) and have never found that it has been sufficiently disproved; yet that now you
will own the falsehood of the charge, or let me know what you will be pleased to allow
as a sufficient disproof of it. :

I have shewn you where it is (as any rational unprejudiced person must think) suf-
ficiently disproved ; tho' I might with better reason have demanded of you, where it
was ever proved. This should have been done before a vindication could be necessary, and
it was reasonable to expect it; since matters of fact, as they are too stubborn to allow
of tedious cavils, are withal plain enough to admit of an easy proof. And yet what
proof can be brought for the charge? . None that deserves the name, or would, be al-
lowed the authority of a testimony in the most trifling instance; and therefore. i
ought not to be allowed in the case before us, against a person in the hl‘ghcﬂ.
and for a charge of the blackest nature, in proportion wgereto the prog ought
the clearer. i . -

Lord Clarendon (History of the Rebellion, vol. 1, book 4, p. 238,) says, it is a calum-
ny without the least shadow or celeur of truth. And when we consider its inconsistency
with the general character of that blessed prince, and mere particulatly with that ex-
traordinary tenderness and compassion of nature, which was remarkable in him, and
which (says Lord Clarendon’s History, vol. 8, book 11, p, 197,) restrained him from.ever
doing an hearted thing ; with his sentiments in point of religion and zeal, for the :
constitution of the church of England, for which he died a martyr; with the
conduct and ina manner every action-of his life; with his most solemn professions and
appeals to God, who knew his heart ; (see his Eixor Basaums, €. 12.) nay, and with hnﬁry ’
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interests too ; for be never recovered the disadvantages which the very charging

ithe pretence only of rebels, who would be glad at any rate to make the
of their cause, and might get a broad seal in a way easy to be accounted for, and w
every charitable man’s thoughts would soom. suggest to him: Can we think that,
man, who was very willing to believe it true, could easily receive a charge of suchg na-
ture, or demand a particular disproof of what was uever. proved, and is so improbable
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- 'The’; therefore, wdn'giisproof be not in itself necessary, I have, nevertheless, in
compliance with your desire, and in obedience to those obligations you tell me I lie
_ under to doso much for you, laid it before you.

" 4 ‘And now let me add, that the same considerations of justice and charity require you
to use your endeavours to vindicate the royal martyr from. this calumny. gon
nnot but know how it has been revived within these few years; and with how dege-
nerous and base a spirit, with how bitter a rancour, a rancour reaching even beyond
the grave, which puts a period to comn¥en hatreds, some have trampled on the ashes

of that blessed prince, and the calumny, probably, has found belief with many.

And since it is the duty of every one (as he has ability and opportunity) to do right
to the injured, T hope’it will be your business to undeceive all that you know labour
under so unjust and uncharitable a mistake. Such a measure of justice niay surely be
expected from one who professes to abhor from his heart the doctrine of king-killing.
I would fain persuade myself that in this you know your own heart, athing which, as
it is'deceitful above all things, often deceives a man’s self; and that you would not
take up arms and fight in the field against your prince, and use your sword to slay him
there'whom you would not murder solemnly atd deliberately out of it; and that by
the doctrines of country-enslaving, you do not design, in the use of that term, to throw
a'reflection on any doctrine of Christianity, or to represent the duties of: passive obe-
dience and non-fesistance (duties which primitive Christianity practised under the
greatest trials, and which the church of England has gloried in) in an odious as well
as false light: For, if you do, be assured that your pretences to abhor from your
heart the doctrine of king-killingare vain, whilst you only boggle ata particular man-

ner of doing the act; and you would do well to consider whether a duty whichis en- % £

joined by the laws of the land can enjoin this character of country-enslaving, and
what he deserves that gives it.
98 I am, Sir,

- Your humble servant,
i Tro. Carre.

“To whatT say of Sir Phelim Oneal in this letter, I can’t think it necessary to add
any thing, unless it be one remark out of an account of his trial, which I have now
efore me, and have often heard from a very ‘worthy clergyman, who was born in Ire-

an e thg time of the trial, and whose uncle, from whom he had the relation,
~ was present at 1t in the chancery court of Dublin, where the high court of justice
" sate, the commissioners whereof were directed by a committee, that sate in an adjoin-
~ g room, call'd the chancery chamiber, what questions they should propose to Oneal,

a communication being kept up by means of'a messenger who went constantly between

thém, and represented to the committee all proceedings in the court, and brought in-

striictions to'the commissioners on every occasion, speaking to them through a square
! hole in the wall ; and the remark is this, That Sir Phelim seems to appear in the court
witha remorse for the sins of ‘his life and the blood he had shed in the rebellion, and
with an unfeigned desire of washing away the guilt of his former crimes by a sincere
ntance of them. - And therefore, when the commissioners, whose barbarous en-
dmouﬂ‘pestou m him an accusation of the king, during the course of his trial,
whiich ‘was drawn 9iit to the length of several days, that he might be work’d upon in
that time, he had resisted with a constancy that could bardly be expected in his cir-
cumstances, owning that he had shew'd a commission, but it was of his own drawing,
he having Ween bred in the inns of courd in England, and the broad seal fixed to it
gve related.  'When they pressed him to plead this commission as given him by
ing,

as a
the he answered, That he would not increase his crimes by accusing an innocent.
man who was dead, herein shewing a remorse that justly upbraids the impenitence of

™
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tbose:.ﬁnatick regicides who suffered here in England, and such-a regard to truth and
justice, and concern for the honour of an injured prince, that we have reason to wish
a sort of protestants among us would imitate.

. g o iy Do
b 3 s
5

On Feb. 5th, in the morning, I received from Mr Chaundler the following letté

o " For Mr Thomas Carte. i y s iy
. . Bath, ‘Feb. 4, 1718-14.
I, : ;

Yours I just now received. I thank you for the favour of a reply to mine of the
2d instant. You may assure your self, 1f it had contributed in the least to my satis-
faction, 1 should not have dissembled it ; but it does not touch upon the matter that
occasioned my giving you the trouble of my first writing to you, which was your re«
flecting upon Mr Baxter and Dr Calamy his abridger, with respect unto the business
of the Marquess of Antrim; a story printed in Mr Baxter's Life near eighteen years
ago, and which, if it has been provedsto be false, 1 protest I have been so unhappy
as not to have met with that proof, which proof (if such there be) 1 declare in t
presence of God 1 will heartily thank you for directing me t; and this, whalever you
think, 1 think a sufficient reply to yours. ‘ " L F

I am, Sir, 4
" Your humble servant, -
ol Hgen, CHAUNDLER.

o He calls this a reply to my letter, tho it takes not the least:notice of any one thing

said in it, and refers me to a story which I never heard, and which; being founded on
the conduct of a private man, might, ai the distance of 70 years from the time of his
actings, be hard to be confuted; or, if it was to be set in a true light, yet the doing
this would require more time than I had to spare, and greater pains than my constitution
was able to bear. o A

On these accounts, many who have the justest regard to the royal ma: s honour,
thought it not prorer for me to engage further in the dispute, or, at least, that it was
not necessary to clear a story whose falsehood might sufficiently appear to. all "un

judiced persons, by its attacking a-character so well establish’d as. his. But, being

entered upon the controversy, and challenged, in particular, to clear thisstory, being
made sensible of the Erejudices.wlwrcby many were drawn aside to believe the-hom'ﬁ Wy
their confidence in the truth of this story, the only pretence left

charge against him,
to uphold thecharge, and the triumphs that would ensue a neglect of refuting ityand
being likewise verily persuaded thatevery member of that church for whose cause
he died a martyr, owes more to the memory, the remains,of King Charlés, than a bare
hazard of his health, I resolved, notwithstanding the precariousness of that and the
business of the place, to set about refuting it; and, after reading over all the histories,
pamphlets, and accounts that I-could procure, relating to the irish rebellion, and the
conduct -of persons during the continuance of it, 1 drew up the following letter at
those hours which I could borrow from the night ; and, as it has been tho to con-
tain a clear vindication of King Charles. from the aspersions thrm"

story:which gaveoccasion to-it, -'IMV"P"W‘“ to the world wi any alteration.
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v . Bath, Feb. 19, 1718-14.
ﬁ‘"r“ ! A SIE,< ‘

received yours on the 4th instant, in which you tell'me that my letter of the 3d
contributed in the least to your satisfaction, so that (it shouid seem) the black
arge against King Charles 1. of his being accessary to the Irish massacre, is still in

ession of you, and is not, in your.epinion, sufficiently disproved, Tt would have

some satisfactign to me had you told me what you will be pleased to allow as a
sufficient disproof of it, and what will give you any degree of satisfaction in this point.
But, imtmo doing this; as I pressed you to do, you, without taking any notice of
what I urged, think it a sufficient justification of that very hard opinion you have enter-
tained of %Ei Charles, to refer me to (what you call) the business of the Marquess
of Antrim: This you do without telling me that you’ll be satisfied if I clear that
matter, so that I am still at a loss to know what farther kind of disproof you expect,
or when your sceruples will end. 2

However, to remove (if possible) your prejudices, and to lay before you those evi-
dences and reasons which every rational and impartial man must allow to be sufficient
for conviction, I shall adgd some considerations to what I urged in my former, and then
answer that story which you lay so much stress upon in your last.

I have already represented unto you that the charge has never been proved, that it
is wanting both in external and intrinsick evidence, that it is inconsistent with the
king's character and conduct on many accounts, and that the rebels pretences to a
commission from him have been in the most unexceptionable manner refuted by Sir g .
Phelim Oneal. - Let me now, to make those appear in a juster as well as clearer light, * "
desirc;you'to'._consider whether Fleetwood, Ludlow, and the rest of that factious crew,
who had ashare in the government of Ireland at the time of Sir Phelim’s' tryal (Feb.1652,)

would ever have taken so base and execrable a method to stain the king’s honour, and

fasten that horrid charge upon him, had they had any real grounds forit, and whether their
* acting thus, and their disappointment in the impious attempt, must not be looked upon
by al wﬁ and ,good men as an irrefragable proof of the king’s innocency, which,

‘ hstanding all the arts and endeavours, the promises and threats, the severities

P ‘ For Mr Chaundier,

and réwards, the bribes and temptations, which the power-and wealth of the nation
. ieould enable them to use, with the persons they sollicited to accuse him, could stand
_ the test of them all, and bear up with so glorious a success against the utmost efforts
 and assaults, .that the most powerful wickedness, malice, and cunning could make
. sagainst it. ; Had the king been indeed gmity, less industry, honester methods, fewer
" _temptations, weaker inducements, would have proved his guilt; whereas nothing but
.the purest innocence and best establish’d truth could stand firm in such tryals as this,
inst-all attempts that such enemies could make. It wasthe force of this truth
whichextorted not.only from Sir Phelim in particular, but from the rebels in general,
from the commanders as well as fryars, a confession that they had no commission at all
flpm;thevking. but (as Dr» Robert Maxwell, afterwards Bishop of Kilmore, deposed
upon oath, h?ﬂgs, 1642;) that they thonght it lawful to pretend what they could in
0

) " their cause, and.that in all wars, rumours and lies served many times to
urpose asiarms, and that they would not disclaim any advantage.

: &W%hcbut the force of truth that extorted this confession from re-
‘bels, who (asappears from the testimonies of Dr Maxwell, and another gentleman who

was prisoner amongst them, both examined upon oath)? were desirous to raise up against

0 ee, p 308, 304 v 3 Boclace Appiadin, p..126. 5 See letter from the lords justices
and eouncil to King Charles, dated4Mnrchl\26,’ 1642, .
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.the king as many enemies, and throw on him all the odium that they could; and who .
hated bhim to sucha degree, that some of them, and they of note among them have said,
that ' if they had his majesty in their power, they would flea him alive: Others, that they
would givea great sum of money to have his head, that however they would have the. - ”“‘1
kingdom and their will of him; that they would have an Irish king, and regarded mot
King Charles, the King of England; that they had a new king, and hadcommission fro
him for what they did; and that they would not be contented with the conquest of
Ireland alone, but would drive King Charles with his whole posterity out of England,?
so that he and his posterity should be afterwards profugio in tewra aliena in @ternum,
wanderers in a foreign land for ever,—a work-which they, thro’ impotence, left to that
factious race (whose inconsistent malice would pretend that the king should .give this
commission to those who hated him thus outragiously, the better thereby to enable them
to execute their designs against himself, and to deprive him of his kingdom and life) by
a more successful rebellion to prosecute, and in too great a measure accomplish. :

To mention a publick act of the whole body of rebels, which evidently shews their

want of any commission or countenance from his majesty. The® preamble of their re-
monstrance delivered (by the Lord Viscount Gormanston, Sir Lucas Dillon, and Sir
Robert Talbot, to the king’s commissioners, who were authorised to hear their propo-
sals,) at Trim, in the county of Meath, March 17, 1642, quotes those words of his ma-
jesty out of his commission to hear what they had to say, in* which he expresses his
utter detestation of that odious rebellion, which the recusants of Ireland had without

ground or colour raised against him, his crown and dignity,—words not spoke in a
corner, but under the great seal of England, and even in that commission which those

. false accusers were to see and hear read, words that stung them to the heart, which the

king would not have used, had he not been perfectly innocent, nor they have born, had

they been less guilty, and which sufficiently provoked them to plead that authority
which they had so falsely pretended, had they had the least shadow for so black a ca.
lumny, and yet they quote them, without pretending in the least to the king’s approba-
tion of their rebellion, and with an acknowledgment of his real abhorrence thereof,
which-abhorrence therefore they use their utmost endeavours to remove. '

These things, one would think ,might be sufficient to prove the king’s innogency, and
to shew the fgaf;hood of all pretences to a commission from him: But thh-m&}xer
appear, if we consider that the granting a commission or authority in the case before us

10 any person whatsoever, is contrary, ‘ ‘. "

1. To the publick * and authentick acts of the king himself and lords justices, to the
proclamations of October 30, of Jan. 1, and Feb. 8, 1641 ; acts of such a nature asto
vacate, or at least to render useless all commissions inconsistent with them, and granted
in a clandestine way, if any could be souncharitable as to suppose that the king would
grant any for the crimes of rapine, murder, and rebellion, ,or 5o senseless as. to imagine
that he would grant it for no end, or for one that it could serve but a day, or (strictly
speaking) but a week. " i Pt !

.

2. To the king’s surprize at the breaking out of this rebellion, express'd in his letter 4
to the * Marquess of Ormand, wrote from Edenburgh, October 381, 1641, and tohis care
in improving every hint and intelligence he received of ill and seditious designs, for
preventing them, see his letter wrote by his erder to the justices of Ireland, March 16,
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.+ 8. "To his professions of baving had since the begi ning of that moustrous rebellion
no greater sorrow than for the bleeding condition of the kingdom of Ireland, and of his
being grieved from the very soul at the calamities of his good subjects there.

?'Qg‘*, To his repeated solemn appeals to God, and calliné him to witness for the truth
and sincerity of-his professions.
byt o o ' .

5. To his whole conduct and actions, to his zealous endeavours and use of all means
in his power, that timely relief might be sent over to the succour of the distress’d pro-
testants; to his leaving the management of the war there to the parliament, and part-
ing with. his prerogative, already sufficiently paved, that if possible to move them by
such a sacrificey it might be carried on the better ; to his consenting to all propositions
(how disadvantagious soever to himself) that were offered to him for that purpose; to
‘his sending over immediately, on the first news of the insurrection of the rebels, 1500
men to oppose them, and sending afterwards arms and ammunition in sach proportion
and quantities, and at such times as he could very ill spare them; to his inflexible re-
solution (even after the fatal battle of Naseby) when his affairs seem'd desperate, that
if the condition of them were still more desperate, he would never redeem them by any
concessions to the Irish rebels that must wound his honour and conscience, and that,
let his circumstances be what they would," he would run any extremity, rather than
do.the least act that might hazard the religion of the church of England, in which,
and for which he wasresolved to live and dye; and to his orders sent from time to time
to the Marquess of Ormond, in regard to which, that marquess expresses himself (in
his answer to the address of thanks from the two houses of parliament in Ireland, tor
the preservation of themselves and the rest of the protestant party there, thro’ his care
and providence, March 17, 1646-7) so fully as to prevent all cavils that may be raised

«on account of any particulars thereof, and gives so remarkable an attestation of the jus-
tice, goodness, and piety of them, that I shall here set down his words, which are these,
wiz. And now, my lords and gentlemen, since this perhaps may be the last time that I
shall have the honour to speak to J'ou from this place, and since that, next to the words
of a dying man, those of one ready to banish himself from his country, for the good of
it, challenge credit, give me leave, before God and you, here to protest, that in all the

_time I had the honour to serve the king my master, I never received any command from

m but such as spoke him a wise pious protestant prince, zealous of the religion he
. professeth, the w:ﬁ'are of his subjects, and industrious to promote and settle peace and
© tranquillity in all his kingdoms, and I shall beseech you to look no otherwise upon me

‘than upon a ready instrument set on work by the king’s wisdom and good for your
preservation,

. To not only what be did, but what he would farther bave done; to his unfeigned
offers of venturing in his own person all the dangers of war, of hazarding his very life
for the defence of his protestant subjects in Ireland, and for the chastisement of those
perfidious and barbarous rebels (as he stiles them) and of pawning or even selling his
own parks, lands, and houses for this service.
"o mot only his'constant expressions of abhorrence of that rebellion, but also to his
denying all knowledge of it, with the strongest asseverations and declarations of his detes-
ﬁtwafg‘l; to sucha degree, as to vow that, if his own son had a hand in it, he would
cut off histhead. . v
_To this cedsideration likewise, which alone (says Sir R. Cox) must convince all man-
kind of the king’s innocence in this affair, and that is, that an Irish rebellion was the
most unlucky and fatal thing that could-happen to his majesty at that juncture; it broke
ol * Sir Robert Cox, part 2, chap, 1, p. 152,
VOL, v, 4N
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all his'measures, and was so evidently against his interest, that nobody could suspect
him to contrive it, that does not at the same time think he was mad. &P i

You need but look inte the king's first and other messages to the parliament about
the affairs of Ireland, particularly that of April 8, 1642. His answer to a petition pres.
sented to him at York, April 8, 1642, by the Earl of Stamford and others in the nag
of both houses ; his answer to the petition of the protestant committee for Lreland, De
cember 1, 1642, and into" Sir Robert Cox’s Apparatus to the 2d part of his Hibernia
Anglicana, to see every particular of these evidently proved to you. i

And yet these are such contradictions as I hope thereare very few of so keen and unrea-
sonable a malice towards King Charles as to swallow them for the gratifying it; and-if
consider'd as they ought, together with the universal confession of the rebels, in not
only single persons, but in a body, that they had no commission from him, and with the
other points I have insisted on, must be look’d upon by all impartial and good men as
a sufficient disproof of the charge against that prince, as such a vindication of his in--
nocence that nothing but the directest testimony should make him ever suspected, as
a defence of him too strong to be beat down by such weak attacks as are made against
it in the story of the Marquess of Antrim, which I am now to consider, and whichyou
tell me was the occaston of your writing to me your first letter. -

Had you told me this before, it might have been answered in my former, but I can-
not divine, and that letter has nol a word of the story ; a stg}y which (as far as I can
remember) I never heard of before. It is indeed printed in Mr Baxter's Life, but that
is a book that I never saw till last week. It was not touched upon in'my sermon on Ja-
nuary 30, wherein I only insisted on Sir Phelim Oneal’s clearing the king at his tryal
and execution, the truth of which I therefore thought you questioned in yoiir first
letter.

And as for Dr Calamy’s Abridgment of Mr Baxter's Life, that is a book I never read,
nor indeed did ever meet with except once, betwixt 2 or 3 years ago, at the house of *
a worthy friend with whom I had then some discourse about the revival, which some
people have of late years made, (with what design they know, and honest men fear) of
all the calumnies that have been ever thrown upon the royal family ; and therefore, I
only just mentioned it, as a book in which this very calumny has been revived.

Though therefore I am under no particular obligations to refute your story, yet since
some people have their reason and faith under:so absolute a command, andin'so entire
a subjection 1o their own inclinations and passions, or the interests of their cause or
party, as to reject even the clearest evidences, if they have but some piece of secret his-
tory, and undated, unattested, studiously-concealed memorandum, or an uncertait
stery to oppose to them ; and with all the confidence to call things of this nature a suf-
ficient reply to those evidences; I shall therefore at large consider this story you  refer
me to, as related by Mr Baxter, and after him by Dr Calamy, and shew how little it
can serve your purpose. , by’ o i

Mr Baxter (in his Life, part 3, p. 178, p. 83,) tells us that the Marquess of Antrim was
one of the Irish rebels in the beginning of that war, (and that at the time)when in the
horrid massacre 200000 protestants were murder'd. His estate being sequestred, he
sought his restitution of it when King Charles the 1Id, was restored. The Duke of Or-
mond and the council judged against him as one of the rebels. He brongh his cau
over te the king, and affirmed ﬁ:t what he did was by his father's consent and autho-
rity. The king referred it to some very worthy members of his privy-coungil'to examine
what 'he had to shew : Upon examination they reported that they found that he had
the king's consent or letter of instruction for what he did. Hereupon King Charles the.
11d. wrote to the Duke of Ormond and council to restore his estate, because it appeared
to those appointed to examine it, that what he did was by his father’s order'or consent.

*Sir Robert Cox, Hist. Ireland, Apparat. 10, part 2,
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*.'This account of the story we have theré; and in it we must distinguish betwixt My
Baxter’s assertions and the words of what he calls the king’s lettér to the Duke of
Ormond.  The letter says, That what the Marquess of Antrim did (by way of cor-

“respondence, compliance, &c., as I shall quote prescntly,) was by the king’s orders,
and it says nomore than this: That the Marquess of Antrim was one of the rebels in the
beginning of the war, when 200000 protestants were murder'd, is purely Mr Baxter’s
own affirmation, without any the least ground from the letter, or any just foundation
in history, to support it. '

- The letter tells us not the time of the marquess's correspondence and actings. Tt
fhxes no datefor the king’s instructions. It gives no hint to guess at these but from
the end and design of them, which (it says) was the king's service, by reducing the
Irish to their obedience, and by drawing some forces from them for the service of
Scotland. - ‘And this seems to determine the time of both to the year 1643 ; whereas

“the beginning of the war was 1641. -

- But had we not this reason from the letter it self to fix the date of these so late, yet
a -man of a charitable temper, of a Christian spirit, would have judged in the most
favourable manner, and not have fixed the date or time thereof sooner than he had
clear evidence for so doing.

But Mr Baxter’s turn would not be served by so just as well as candid a way ot
dealing. He is resoived, at any rate, to make the marquess one of the first that en-
gaged in that rebellion which begun with the massacre, and to interpret what is said
of the king’s instructions to him, so as to entitle King Charles to both.

Is this the practice of a good man? oris it any part of that piety and integrity which
Dr Calamy tells us were so conspicuous in Mr Baxter?

But if the letter does not justify Mr Baxter, what does history? what account does
that give of the Marquess of Autrim’s conduct * This I am now to shew you.

* . But first, before I give you the detail of this, it may not be amiss to observe, as a
good presumption in favour of the marquess, that the Court of Claims in Ireland, afier
the Restoration, on hearing his cause, adjudged him innoceut; andSir Winston Churchill,
one of the commissioners of it, does, in his Divi Brittanici, p. 347, clear the king
from giving any orders for, or being any ways concerned in that rebellion, And yet
he could not but know what the Marquess of Antrim’s actings and what the king's
instructions were : For as the marquess’s actions were represented, so the king's lettex

- hkewise was laid before them.

- It looks well, likewise, in the marquess’s behalf, that he is not mentioned in any
of the lists or accounts that we have of the rebels, nor in the account that we have of
those who first appeared in the province of Ulster (in which province the county of
Antrim lies) for the execution of the conspiracy (see Nalson’s Collections, vol. IL.
p. 632,) nor in the list of the principal rebels, found among the papers, in the clerk
of the commons house of parliaments office (¢6. p. 883;) nor in the account we have
of them in Dowdall’s deposition (Borlace's History, p. 39;) nor in the proclamation
against the rebels, published by the lords justices and council, Feb. 8, 1641, where
those then in rebellion are particularly named (Borlace’s History, p. 65, and appendix,
from p. 27 to p. 85.) And to be named nno catalogue of them is surely a good sign
of his innocence, and that he had no hand in the rebellion. '

-And. how little he was concerned either in that, or in the massacre, may appear from
Dr Maxwell’s depositions before quoted, in reading which yeu may see some of the
rebels, (who fee desirous, at any rate, to have him amongst them for a credit and
support to their cause,) complaining of his (the marquess’s) not taking up arms.  You
may see others exclaiming against ian, s0 long as the March followir;g, at the end of
the year 1641, for that theircause suffered by his non-concurrence.  You may see him
oongcmning the bloodshed and robbery which tléey had been guilty of, and which had.
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even then spoiled their business, and would be theirruin." You may see others 'so -
bittered against him, as to be for detaining him prisoner, and crying out again'sf the
Jetting him go, after he had been taken by them.  Nay, you may see them carryin,
their resentment so far against him, as to say he deserved to lose hishead, for saying
(as he went through Armagh, at the latter end of April, or beginning of May, 164
that he saw nothing among them (the rebels) but’desolation and execrable cml’?"
for which God’s wrath and the king’s just revenge hung over their heads; and wou
speedily overtake them. What then did the marquess act in that rebellion, which the
rebels exclaimed against him for not joining in? What hand could the marquess have
in that massacre which he so abhor'd, and was so free in expressing his abhorrence of:
Or with what face, on what pretence, can the King be charged with being accessary t
it, through a commission given to the Marquess of Antrim, when that very marquess
declares that his majesty would speedily revenge it, and his justice ‘would fall on the
heads of those that were guilty of it? ey .
Nor are the other accounts that we have ‘of the marquess in history inconsistent
with these. For when the Irish, after they had, in March, 1641, routéd Archibald
Steward, animated with the success, invested Colerain, we find him using' all the good
offices which either his rank and condition, consanguinity or religion, ‘®could enable him
to use with success, to engage them to raise the siege, and not only doinug so, but also
sending provisions and other relief into the town.  And when the protestant army, on
or about April the 4th, 1642, came near Kilcullen, the Marquess of Antrim, with the
Duchess of Buckingham, his lady, and the Earl of Castlehaven, came in a coach to
visit the Marquess of Ormond, and were kindly received by him, and the whole army
passing by, saluted them. el ) #
This is a passage seemingly of so small a moment, that it would seem strange to
have it expressly recorded in history, did not Sir Robert Cox (Hibernia Anglicana,
art 11. chap. i. p. 105, and in his Apparatus) tell 'us his design in mentioning it, viz. *
o shew the reader that the Earl of Castlehaven was not under any necessity of join-
ing in the Irish rebellion, but might have lived quietly at home, if he had pleased.
Does not this give us reason to conclude that the latter was the marquess’s practice?
Fot, would not he that so carefully marks the defection of Castlehaven, have observed
the same of Antrim, had he ever joined the rebels afterwards, as it is certain he had
not done before ? b PR S I SN T
His sentiments in the beginning of May, with regard to the conduct of the rebels,
I have already shewn; and in June, 1642, he delivered his strong castle of Dunluce
into the hands of Monroe, general of the Scotch forces, who, confining his person, he
broke loose from his restraint, and fled, not to the Irish rebels, but (say the parliament
in their declaration of July the 25th, 16438) into the northern parts of England; and
the queen having landed at Burlington, in February, 1642, and come from thenée to
York, he waited on her majesty there. - s b A
About this time, in the beginning of the year 1643, the army in Ireland, under the
Duke of Ormond, being reduced to unspeakable extremities o{g want of all things ne-
cessary to the support of their persons, or maintenance of the war, and no visible
means of preserving the remnant of the kin%‘s-good subjects in that kingdom from utter
destruction, a cessation of arms with the Irish rebels became absolutely necéssary, as
you may see expressly asserted in the lords justices letter to the king about the state of
freland, May 11, 1643, and in Lord Clarendon’s History, vol. II. book ji. from p. 819
to p. 357, and in the opinion of all the members of the council of Ireland, given u
their hands the day that the cessation was concluded. MR AT AN SRR,
This being the condition of affairs in that kingdom, the king, by his letter of April
the 23d, 1643, impowers the Duke of Ormond to treat with the reb and agree ona

X y RXTa
& i e



Ter  Miscellaneous Tracts,. - . 653

cuu;tlonwith them, giving further instructions likewise about it, in his letter of May
the

. To promote this work of the cessation, the Marquess of Antrim is sent into Ireland
sy the,,queen from York, with letters and instructions for this purpose. ~And his pass
to go to Dublin and other parts of the kingdom is signed by the Earl of Newecastle,
May the 4th, 1643, whiclt pass, with the letters aforesaid, were found in the marquess’s
poc{!t. when he was taken by Monroe (as the parliament say in the declaration afore-
mentioned,) in the county of Down, or as Monroe’s letter from Carrickfergus (in the
castle whereof the marquess was kept prisoner,) dated May 23, 1643, tells us more par-
ticularly, in a.bark coming from the Isle of Man, which bark he had the good fortune
0 hawl, as he lay before the castle of Newcastle. _

- And that this was the marquess’s design, and the purpose of those instructions which
he had from the queen (the parliament tells us) appears not only from the confession
of the marquess himself, but from that likewise of his servant, Master Stewart (who
was taken with him) when they were both under examination before General Monroe
and the council of war, June 12, 1643.

Some time after this be got his liberty, and coming into England, settled at Oxford.
The cessation wag perfected and signed September the 15th, 1643 ; and at the latter
end of this year, the Marquess of Montross coming to Oxford, and engaging to raise
such a party in Scotland for the king, as should oblige the Scotch army to return out
of England, if he had but some troops to begin with, and to serve for a protection to
the royalists that should join him. The Marquess of Antrim is sent to Ireland with
Danief'()neal (a wise and faithful servant of the king’s, and a protestant,) with in-
structibns to draw a body of men out of that kingdom, to serve as a foundation for
Montross’s raising forces in Scotland. This body was to be sent in April, 1644; but
(as, in the execution of designs, unforeseen difficulties often arise to retard it) did not
«Jand in the Highlands of Scotland till about the end of July following. These forces
were in number about 1500 (say Clarendon and other historians,) and were command-
ed by Alexander mac Donnel, brother to the marquess, and behaved themselves with
the utmost bravery in all the daring actions and amazing victories that Montross won
against the rebels in that kingdom. -

« Whitlock (in his Memoirs, p. 93,) says these forces were 2500, and makes the
parquess to be with them in person (p. 99;) and all along, wherever he mentions the
‘;mueu, he still supposes him to be m Scotland (see p. 225. 231, 232,) even till the
 end of the year 1640. But this account of his seems not to be exact, since those who

have given us the most distinct relations of Montross's actions in Scotland take not

the least notice of the Marquess of Antrim’s being there. And yet all the historians
that we have to give us an account of the affairs of Ireland are as entirely silent as to
his being. in that kingdom ; nor have we any mention of him, till after the conclusion
of the peace, March the 28th, 1646; and therefore it would be very hard treatment
to charge him with any act of rebellion in that time, since there is not the'lcast ground
for it, norindeed can be, when we consider that the cessation lasted all this while, and
was continued from time to time, from September 15, 1643, till it ended in that peace

which was concluded on March the 28th, .and finally perfected July the 30th, 1646.

And now (as Sir Robest Cox in his Apparatus observes) affairs took a new turn; and
what after this concerns not the argument, and there is no pretence of the mar-
qﬂwa‘::hg by any orders from the king. ; . .

However, Qiy beﬁotxou what history records of him, I find .hlm,sent into France
by the general assembly of Kilkenny, to the queen and prince, in January, 1647, to
desire a lord lieutenant might be sent over to them. They that went with the mar-
quess § drand obtained of the queen that the Duke of Ormond might be the man
sent over, tho' in this point the marquess dissented from and opposed them, there
having been long an open and declared hatred between him and the duke.
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The marquess returns from France in September, and on the 29th of the same
month, 1648, the Duke of Ormond lands at Cork, and in November goes to Kilken-
ny to treat with the supream council about a peace, which is concluded: and sighed
January 17, 1643 : the nuncio declares against it, but is forced ‘toflyithe kingdoms
February 23d. However, Owen Oneal and the Marquess of Antrim adhere to him,
and stand it out against the peace, which was concluded ‘but 13 days before King
Charles was murder’d in England, whose orders therefore surely cannot be pretended
for this great conduct of the marquess. e
His whole conduct from this time is justly blameable, but it is as cleare that it can-
not be imputed to King Charles, and that it was impossible for that prince to give his
consent and instructions for it. For whether his picque against the Duke of Ormond,
or a desire to save his estate by compliance with the regicides, and meriting their fa-
vour, who had then all the power of England in their hands, and would soon, in all
human appearance, reduce Ireland ; whether either of these were the motives of his
actions, 'tis certain he not only stood out against the peace with Owen Oneal (who
was at last by Daniel Oneal'’s interest and negociation %rought over to join the Duke
of Ormond, October 2, 1649,) but by means of his priest Kelly, carry’d on an intrigue
with Cromwell from the time of his landing, which was August 15, 1649, and from
the time of the taking of Ress, which was in the beginning of October, the correspon-
dence became the morc intimate and effectual, so that, as Sir Robert Cox (Hibernia
Anglicana, part 2. chap 2. p. 55,) says, on May the 9th, 1650, his officious desires to
serve that party prevailed with him to importune a conference with Commissary Gene-
ral Reynolds and the Bishop of Clogher, and afterwards with that bishop and Colo-
nel Owen.  In which, tho’ the design was to asperse the memory of King Charies the
1st, and to justifie and encourage his enemies; and so Ireton understood it, as is ma-
nifest from the favour and kindness he thereupon shewed to that lord, yet when dis-
coursing about a commission being granted by the late king to the Irish, for their ri-
sing and acting as they had done o Ireland, on October 23, 1641, and after; the Mar-~
quess of Antrim said that he knew nothing of any such commission.: -~ (e v w vl
Not long after this conference, Antrim bad a pass for going into England, -and an
order from Ireton to go among his tenants, and levy what money he could for his jour-
ney. By virtue whereof he raised 1000l and came to Chester, Decemhct:%l&b(),
carryin§ with bim likewise a letter from Ireton to the councell of state, importing that
he the Marquess of Antrim bad done the pariament army singular service since the
first day they camme before Ross, and so recommended him to their favour to compound
for his estate (for which he had nine months time given him,) for two of which he was
to be protected from all suits, and the rather, for that it did not appear that he had an
hand in the beginning of the rebellion. ‘ ) .
Having thus traced the conduct of the Marquess of Antrim thro’ the whole course
of those rebellious times, it will help us to explain the severall particulars contained in
that letter which Mr Baxter makes the great ground of the charge against King
Charles the Ist, and which he says King Charles the Ild. wrote to the Duke of Or-
mond and councel. , :
This letter was wrote by King Charles the 11d’s order, July the 10th, is signed
Henry Bennet, and passed the signet office July 18, 1668, and is to be found at length
in Ludlow’s Memoirs, vol 3. from p. 853 to p. 867. ' : g I
In it we may observe King Charles the 11d s averseness to inte in behalf of any,
thatol;y their miscarriages in the late rebellion in Ireland hag made themselves unwor-
thy of his grace and protection; an averseness that was notorious unto all men, and,
particularly shewn in the case of the Marquess of Antrim. We may observe his jea-
lousy in this point so. great, asonly on a general information of the misbehaviour of
o o4 " A WETa" Wi e
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the inarquess towards himself and bis father of blessed memory, (the proof of which
was-deferr’d) to deny him admission into his presence, and to imprison him in the
Tower of London; to continue him there under a strict restraint for several months,

«t0 send him afterwards to Ireland without interposing the least in his behalf, and to
leave him there to undergo such-a trial and punishment as should by the justice of the
kingdom be found due to his crime.

.« We may likewise, (whilst the king was expecting that, pursuant to the information
he had received, some heinous matter would be objected and proved against him,) see
the marquess, after many months attendance there, and, ’tis to be presumed, after such
examinationsias were requisite, dismiss’d without any censure, without any transmis-
sion of cha; ainst him, and with a licence to transport himself into England.
These are al d signs of the marquess’s innocence, and make for him.

Nor does what follows in the letter give any just grounds for Mr Baxter's uncharit-
.able inferences from it. It takes notice of the marquess's meriting by his former ac-
tions the favour and protection of the king, and of the many services he had done,
and the sufferings he had undergone for his affection and fidelity to the kings royal
father and himself ; which services were (as appears from history, from the very let-
ter before us, and from the act which restored the marquess to his estate) his reducing
the Irish to obedience, drawing forces from them to send to Montross in Scotland, and-
not only assisting King Charles the IId. with arms and ammunition whilst he was in
the ,west, but also furnishing him with ships to make his escape into forreign parts,
when his armies were defeated in the west.

In a sense of these services, the king recommended to the lord lieutenant to move
the council of Ireland for preparing a bill to be transmitted over, for the re-investing
the marquess into the possession of his estate in that kingdom.

The lord lieutenant and council indeed (as appears from the letter) were of opinion

. that such a bill ought not to be transmitted. The reasons of which opinion they give
in their letter of March 18, which they sent over to the king, with a petition from the
old soldiers and adventurers.

. The equityof the petition consisted only in this, that they had been peaceably possessed
of the ﬁmucss of Antrim’s estate for 7 or 8 years, were very desirous to keep it long-

er, and;should suffer if it was taken from them. And the reasons of the council were

5 that they were informed, that he (the marquess) had put in his claim before the

Jeommissioners appointed for executing the Act of Settlement, and that if he was by

 themadjudged innocent, there was no need of the bill, but if nocent, it was not con-
' sistent with their duty to transmit such a bill, as, if pass’d into a law; would be a pre-
¢ judice to so many soldiers and adventurers.

These reasons (you see) charge nothing against the marquess, and the council only
desire, that his cause may be determined by the commissioners for executing the act
of settlement. :

The king however causes all the letters and petitions sent to him to be examined by
several lords of the privy council, who, after a full hearing of what could be alledged
on both sides, make this report, that they have seen several letters, all pf the hand-
writing of King Charles the 1st to the said marquess, and several instructions concern-
ing his treating and joining with the Irish in order to the king’s service, by reducing
them to their obedience, and by drawing forces from them for the service of Scotland.
That (besides the letters and orders under his majesty’s hand) they have received sufficient
evidence and ‘testimony of several private messages and directions sent from King
Charles, the ist.and from his queen, with the privity and direction of the king her hus-
‘band, by which they are E::waded, that whatever intelligence, correspondence, or
mﬁm‘m«uid marquess-had with the confederate Irish catholicks, was directed or
allowed by the said letters, instructions, and directions, and that it manifestly appears
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to them, that King Charles the 1st was well pleased with what the marquess did; after
he had done it and approved the same. S gl e ol

This is the passage of the letter and the report of the members of the cotncil' which
Mr Baxter founds his charge against King ‘Charles the 1st upon, and with regard to~
which report the king declares at the end of the letter, that he cannot but in justice,
and after a strict disquisition into the actions of the marquess, declare that® finds
him innocent from any malice or rebellious purpose against the crown ; and that what
he did by way of correspondence or compliance with the Irish rebels was in order to
the service of his royal father, and warranted by his instructions and the trust reposed
in him ; and that the benefit thereof accrewed to the service of the crofn, and not to
the particular benefit and advantage of the marquess. And the Wh(@ixﬂy relates
to the correspondence and actings which the marquess had with the rebels, in order'to
get forces for Montross’s assistance, or to make a peace, or at least ‘a cessation, with
them, which was then absolutely pecessary for the preservation of the kini’: army in-
Ireland, and the security of his god subjects there, - as I have observed before, and
may be seen likewise in the king's motives to a cessation, published October 19, 1643.

And the letter so expressly tells us this to be the end of all the kings instructions
and the marquess’s correspondence, that Mr Baxter, did he not read this letter with
‘the blindest prejudice, or were he not resolved to prevent its true meaning, must
see it. . Y

But so fair, so just a construction would not serve his purpose. No body could
blame the king for making a cessation so necessary for him in the circumstances his
affairs were then in ; or for endeavouring to rid his hands of one énemy in Ireland, so
that he might draw his forces thence to assist him against other more powerful and
dangerous, and not less implacable enemies in England, (as he did, sce Borlace History
p. 139,) and to procure otEcrs to be sent to Scotland. e

And if he gave any body orders or instructions for treating with them for this end,
every one must see that this could be no more called Egivin a commission to the Irish
rebels than his empowering others to treat with the English rebels at Uxbridge could
be called a giving them a commission to fight against him, or an authorising re-
bellion. Nor could the marquess in justice be stiled ‘a rebel for treating”
sponding with the Irish in order to a peace, any more than those whom the en
powered in England for the like purpose were : And therefore Mr Baxter, to blacke
the king, and render him as odiBus as possiblé, makes the marquess to be concerned i
the beginning of the rebellion at the time of the massacre, and insinuates, that the "
kings instructions related to his actings then, contrary to the words and sense of the
Jetter, contrary also to the accounts which the histories of those times give us of the
marquess’s conduct, which (as I have traced it) appears to be such as shews, that the
instructions from the queen (mentioned in the letter of July 10, 1663) were given to
the marquess at the beginning of the year 1643, as those from the king were at the
end of the same year. ;

And that these were those very instructions, and mo other, appears undeniably (to
the full satisfaction of all that reverence the royal martyr's memory, and the confusion
of those who impiously load it with such heavy calumnies) from King Charlmﬁ ’s
own words, deliver'd on this very subject of the letter, in the most authentick manner,
in.an act of parliament (anno 17 aoj 18 Car. 29 in the 2d about the Irish forfeited
estates, and which, I think, is the same with that called the Act of I xplum"&on. passed
Dec. 15, 1665, in which he declares, that the testimony of the Marquess of Antrim’
innocence, which he had given in thatJetter of July 16, 1663, and which, at the en;
of that letter, the Duke of Ormond and councel are required to transmit to. th
missioners for executing the act of settlement, for them to. nq: te thei 'ﬁ o

was employed in Irel

by, was only to declare, that the Marquess of Antrim



-

* what forces he could fromn thence, to be transported into Seotland for his
wmﬁﬁﬁf s%%?de under the late #ac;rqucss of Montross, te f.bmﬁnd. that the
cmygﬁq  of the said Marquess of Antrim in the rebels quarters, which was veces-

wsary fo ﬂ%.scrvi;ce,‘ might not, according to the letter of the former act, remder him
eriminal. These are the words of that act of parliament, and is it possible for any. thing

e clearly to shew what the kings instructions, and what the Marquess of Antrim's

sspondence and aclings, pursuant thereto, were ? Do they not appear to be pers

y imnpcent ? And what then has Mr Baxter to answer for for representing them

that join'd wi
their estates. .

bserve one thing farther, (viz.) that by the first act of settlement, those
the nuncio, and opposed the peace of 1646, or that of 1648, forfeited
nd as the Marquess, by his conduct in that point (which I have repre-
sented before) had, according to the letter of that act, forfeited his, the council of Ire-
land (who on alloccasions seem to favour the cause of the adventurers) ia their letter
“of July 81, lGBk desirous to keep the marquess from his estate, and having nothing
else to charge him with, insist on that clause in the aci, and the marquess’s conduct in
that particular, and represent to the king, that if the marquess was restored to his es-
tate, and adjudged innocent, it would infringe the act of the settlement, which was the
very foundation of the kingdom’s peace and quiet. The king, therefore,.sensible of the
inconveniencies of breaking through that act, and of a precedent of that kind in the
court of claims (that court having adjudged the marquess innocent, though condemn'd
by the letter of the act) thought fit by the act of explanation to provide for the security
of the adventurers in general, and as the marquess’s particular case was entitled to his
compassion and favemr, to provide likewise for his relief, by repealing at once the judg-
ment of the Court of Claims in his favour, and restoring him to his estate by that act.
And as for that other story in Mr Baxter about the Lord Mazarine’s and others pro-
secuting the cause so far, as that the Marquess of Antrim was forced to produce in the

3 arﬁament of England, in the house of commons, a letter of King Charles I, by which
Ec rave him order for his taking up arms ; if this letter of the king’s was one of those
produced before the lord referees of the council, it has been already considered and

cleared 1"as it relates only to the marquess’s drawing forces out of Ireland for the
fScotland, the king can be no more blameable for giving the Marquess of An-
order, than for giving one to the Marquess of Montross for the like purpose
or the same service ; but then this does not servethe purpose of those who quote
~this letter, and does not in the least support the charge they lay against the king.
y And yet, if it is pretended that it is none of those which were laid before the lords
* of the council, it will be hard to account how the marquess came not to produce it be-
fore them for his fuller vindication: A man, all whose fortune depends on his being able
to clear or justify his conduct, is very rarely shy of producing what is necessary for that
end; and this and other circumstances about the letter give us just grounds to sus-
pect the story, and (till we see better reason to credit it) to look upon it as one of those
lies which that faction (whose rebellion subverted our constitution, and to whose ma-
lice the king himself fell a sacrifice) have never scrupled to raise and to assert with.

confidence whenever they thereby could serve the interests ot their cause,—a cause m-

deed that needed them, and could not be supported otherwise.

_ That the Lord Mazaripe should petition against the marquess is no wonder; he had
part of his estate, and was desirous td'keep it; and though he and Sir John Clotworthy
{"‘ ¢ daughter and heiress he had married) had been engaged with the faction in those

imes, and he then actually enjoyed the plunder of one of the king's palaces, yet, con-
sidering the usnal modesty of the party, which was so egregious as hardly ever to suf-
; ﬁm pardon of the king for their rebellion, or shew a sense of shame for

! '. _%? "
t the acted ‘against him, we have no reason to be surprized at that lord's
. 40

-
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petitioning that he might be allowed to retaine what of the Marquess of Antrim’s es

tate he was possessed of. oy o T
But that he should petition the parliament of England, and bring the cause before

the house of commons here, is a point that may well be question’d. - I canuet find it jite=

any account but what Mr Baxter refers us to ;,so that (for ought appears) it stands
upon the single authority of the writer of the pamphlet, called Murmiﬂ Qm
”

authority too wretched and inconsiderable to give weight and credit to the verigst tr
1a this dispute. MR

The act of explanation, which restored the marquess to his estate, and whi
Dec. 15, 1665, mentions a solemn hearing before his majesty at the ¢
England, and upon a petition exhibited by several adventurers and s
m all probability the Lord Mazarine was one) against the marquess, an
and decree of the Court of Claims in his favour, but gives not the leasthint of any peti-
tion presented in the parliament of England, which surely it would have done, had any .
been then presented, and it would be too late to presentany afterwards, when the king
had by act of parliament restored the marquess to his estate, and thereby put an end
to all disputes about it. v %

And indeed the council was the proper court for the petitioners to apply to, whereas
the English parliament meddled not in the settlement of Ireland ; yet the story makes
them apply to a court before whom the cognizance of their canse did not properly lie,
and says, thattheir petition was presented, but without telling us when. "Tis danger-
ous to fix a time for some facts, it might discover their falshood, and therefore it is
waved in this case ; and those who are willing to believe the chargeagainst King Charles
are left to imagine this petition, presented some time or other, they know not-when,
to be a matter of fact, without any just proof or credible testimoﬁgof it.

And as to the letter said to be produced on occasion of this petition, we are told that the
original of it waseonce (as Dr Calamy was informed) in the Paper Office, but now it is we,
know not where. The time of its being wrote we are not made acquainted with, and must
be therefore at a loss about the date of it, as well as about that part ofithe marquess’s
conduct, which he produced it to justify. This looks very suspicious indged ; but what
more directly proves the falshood of the letter, or the representation made ‘of it, is, that
it is quoted for justifying a man for doing what he never did, (as you see by
quess’s conduct before related,) and for giving the marquess a commission to :
arms in the lrish rebellion, whieh the marquess himself knew nothing of, and which he
was so far from prelending to or counterfeiting, that (when he was most desirous to
curry favour with the English rebels, at whose mercy he lay, and to whom he could not *
possibly recommend himself more than by accusing the king in this point) he utterly |
disavows all knowledge of any commission whatever given to the Irish for taking arms;
as he does expressly in his conference before quoted, which he confirmed the truth o
and attested under his hand, August 22, 1G50. ; :

And is not this a fine story to ground one of the blackest charges in nature against
King Charles upon! A story that is attended with such suspicions and inconsistencies,
and 15 palmed upon us without a witness to attest it, (for an unknown one is none at
all,) and stands only on the no credit of the uncertain author of a scandulous pamphlet,’
who might (for ought DrCalamy knows) be the author also of the letter he makes the
‘Marquess of Antrim to produce, and be gniltydéxn horrid imposition on the world, by
representing it otherwise, and putting it to a different purpose than it really served to,
and who was certainly of a party of men of the same prin:(ifles with those who loaded
King Charles, when alive, wntbeaoman{::d:honid lyes, and who weuld not, 1 :

cil board in
iers (of which
the judgment

suuch scruple aspersing his memory when dead, if the doing so would”
. s B o " . 3 & :
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terest of their cause: a cause which they promoted by the most abominable forceries
that ever men were guilty of; and by the very common but villainous praetice of coun-

i F 'mhors,«ft)rgi:g papers, letters, and petitions, and then imposing them upon
world for genuine, of which practice of theirs you may see several instances in Mr
s excellent vindication of King Charles the martyr’s title to the Eixs» Basmmi;.
nted 1711, from.p. 116 to p. 1382, and p- 12, 13, and in the Earl of Clarendon’s His-

W, sir, to consider briefly Mr Baxter's conduct and manner of expressing his

sentiments i the case before us, we may observe with what a sneer he mentions (what
he calls) the effregious loyalty and veneration of his majesty in the house of commons,
which was 8 that the letter produced before them put them not at all one step out
of the way whichithey had gone in.

t alter their sentiments of the king; they still thought (because they:
“innocent of this charge ; for whatever Mr Baxter may think of the
, of the royalists in this point, their judgment and testimony are not
t will with unprejudiced men have their weight, and be allowed as

-knew) him to be
sense and condu
to be laughed at,
no inconsiderable ¥indication of him.

For who ‘know the king’s innocence and guilt so well as they 7 They were the
men that were about him constantly ; they knew his councils, his secrets, his-actings,
and proceedings ; they were privy to all his affairs, were consulted in all the measures
that he took, were necessary to the carrying on of any of his designs, and best knew the
real sense of his heart ; and if they who are best able to judge of and had the greatest
opportunities.of-knﬁg;ag,his mind and actions ; if they cleared the king from this charge,
is it for thos¢;who had no such opportunities, no such means of knowing them, to dare
to accuse him of it?

And as for those without doors, we know that there is nothing so absurd, so unrea-.
sonable and malicious, but some of them will say it; and we know as well a writer’s
meaning that quetes their seditious speeches ; they are a very convenient sort of crea-
tures for an author’s purpose; for when he has a mind to say things he dare not own,
"tis bu @it into their mouths, and he gratifies his malice without the hazard of
his cre ilst he would be thought to relate other people’s sentiments and not his
' e artifice is grown stale and common, every one sees through it, and who-
the words are, we know whose sense they speak.
ow 'what these are brought in for, is to insinuate, that the king was not against the
- Irish vebellion: But how can this be imagined ? Was not that rebellion the ruin of his
+ affairs? Was it not inconsistent with every part of his character? “Did he not on all oc-
casions, and with the most pathetical and vehement expressions declare, and in all his
conduct shew, his abhorrence of it? And can any honest or good man suspect him of
insincerity ? No, men generally judge of others by themselves, and it is not so very
strange, that a race of men all whose professions, whose most solemn appeals to God for
the sincerity of their promises to make him a glorious king, were false and hypocritical,
or those who inherit their principles are engaged in the same cause, and tread in the
same steps, should suspect his to be so likewise ; but that they should do this without
evidence to support their suspicions, in opposition to his nearest interests, against the
whole tenour of his actions and all the reason gf things ;l this must raise, if not the
wonder, at least the indignation of eyery fair and impartial person.
~ With what pretence to reason ,canyg\d); Baxter make any to suggest, that the rebels
did not. belie the king, when they said that they had his warant or commission? Were
not all the i ‘o%th‘e Irish and all the malice and power of the English rebels too
“weak to shew' that any commission  was given them? Did not Sir Phelim Oneal, the
| ‘that. rebellion, under the greatest tryals, and with his dying words, clear him
charge? Did not the rebels in general own that their pretence to it wasalie?
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Did 1 not in a body wave all m-uracdmﬂw,'mm.'th
“king’s abhorrence of their rebellio:? Does not the Marquess of Antrim also expressly
clear him, and declarey that he knew not of any commission ever given to the Irish?
Was ever innocence better proved ? Can any thing be added to set itin'a betterlight,™
or to eéxpose more shamefusy the malice of those who revive the calammy? .1
Nor is the mext insinuation less malicious and unjust, (viz.) as if the king
treacherous mind had offered to go himself with an army into Ireland to fighs
them. ’
His virtues, and particularly his integrity, were too bright and manifest to
world, to be tarnished with the base suspicions of his enemies. T€achery never
made any part of his character, never appeared in any one action of hi§, but was no-
toriously the main ingredient in the composition of his enemies, and was used by
them in the whole course of their conduct, so that for them to accuséhim of treachery
was the highest impudence, as their accusation was the basest slander. = ‘
And as for those wishes which Mr Baxter puts upon those that wiere still loyal to
, the king, viz. that King Charles 1I. had rather declared (viz. in theJetter of July the
10th) that his father did only give the Marquess of Antrim tommi$sion to raise an
army, as to have helped him against the Scots. What need of this wish, when King
Charles I1. has plainly done it, as I have shewn in the examination of that letter?
Or of the other wish, that his (the marquess’s) turning against the E%:i:h-protestmts

in Ireland, and the.murdering so many hundred thousands, had-be lared to have
been against his (King Charles’s) will? And what need likewise of that solemn addi-
tion, containing in it-a vile insinuation and charge, which we ‘
But guod scriptum erat, scriptum erat. o °

For a man to charge the Marquess of Antrim with being: mmed in the be-
ginning of the rebellion, and with having an hand in the murder of so many hyndred
thousand protestants, and this without a single fact in history to
against the confessions and exclamations of the rebels, against the
of Ireton in his behalf] is certainly a wickedness of a very heinous natu

To do this, and to wrest the words of a letter, in order to stain the B
of the best princes that ever filled a throne, and to impute an impiet
nature toa prince of admirable virtues, a prince who had been dead many
as he had led a life full of sorrows and embittered with the heaviest calamities; die
also in such circumstances as must move the compassion of all that have any humanis
ty in thems; and might (one would think) melt the heart even of his most cruel ene- "

“mies, he being murthered before his own palace, in all the pomp of a triamph, by the *
most barbarous rebels under the sum, and to treat him in this manner, to pursue him
even beyond death, and not let his ashes to rest in peace, but to call him from the
grave, to arraign him afresh, and murder him in his memory, has in it all the circums=
stances of baseness. ; ' R

To do this, and to lay upon-him a charge in its nature inhumane, in its circums
stances incredible, without all intrinsick or outward evidence, inconsistent with the
king’s character, contrary to his publick acts, to his constant professions, to his re-
i vehement declarations -of abborrence, his solemn appeals to God, his
"+ whole conduct and actions, his offers, his religion, and his very interest, against the

testimony of all that were about his person, and of all the hiStorians who have wn

of those times, of friends and enemies, of rebels as well as subjects, i e. against ali'the
evidence that the nature of the thing will admit of, and in spite of ten thousand ab-
surdities and contradictions, isa practice so full of horror, an iniquity of such a ‘size,
as T want words to express its just demerit, - And yet this is what Mr Baxter has
done, with what conscience let all indifferent people judge, with mﬂ’“ - plain
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from his own words, after his false accusation of the Marquess of Antrim, and vile per-

MQWW Hld.’s words and meaning in his letter. Upon this (says M
axter) the pa 's ‘'old adherents grew more confident than ever (th:ty ‘were al-
“Ways confident, and among these Mr Baxter, but now more than ever) of the righ-
eousness of their wars, and the very destroyers of the king, whom the first parliamen-
‘called rebels, did presume also to justify their cause, and said that the law of

d warrant them. -
see the end of horrid slander on the king, and the use to be made of it,
sén the horror of his martyrdom, to shew the righteousness of the most
‘iexcusable rebellion that was ever raised, and to Justify even the cause

(vfz.)%‘ :
unnatural 2

Mleed are not to be carried on but by such vile methods, by a succes-
luihnies as have been thrown on the blessed martyr; but to join in
id to propagate these calumnies, whatever policy there be in it, has
certainly in it abindance of impiety.

But as bad as s, it is one degree less exeerable than the calling upon Providence
to justify it, and #0 father the horridly unjust and scandalous aspersion thrown on the
king. And yet Dr Calamy (in his Abridgment of Mr Baxter's Life, p. 43, edit. 1713,)
imputes the discovery of it to Providence, and says, that as Providence has ordered it,

a certain memorable particularity (viz.) the story of the Marquess of Antrim, (which I
siped to set this matter in a just light, .. e. (as he thinks) to shew that
g Chs guilty ‘of the charge. The falshood of this I have shewn already,
and shall only-observe farther, that to make Providence order the publishing of a story,
whose weight is owing only to downright falshoods, or unfair representations of the
sense of words, for 80 base an end, is treading in the steps of the rebels of 1648.
The regicides of these days, we know, called upon God te warrant the murdering
of their king in his person, as Dr Calamy does for the murdering of him in his me-
mo ‘, o Tk <l
is | in which Dr Calamy cannot call upon Mr Baxter to patronize him
loes™or quoting the story of the Marquess of Antrim from him ; but is there
 sagne reason and conscience to keep a man from spreading as from raising a
it not a very poor excuse for the injury done to the royal martyr's honour, by
publishing a notorious ealumny of him, for a man to say he transcribes it from another,
‘end therjme ismot to answer for it? Dr Calamy should know better what a man owes
to truth and justice, and that he who spreads a lye does by that act adopt it for his
own, becomes a party to it, and makes it his own act anddeed, and must answer for"
his publishing as well as the author for his inventing it.

*And as for your own conduct in this dispute; that a man at this time should dare
to'load the memory of the royal martyr with so horrid a slander ; that this should be
done by you, who have generally passed for a fairer and more moderate man than
most of your sect, is what I am' sorry, as others are surprised to find, and may teach
us how to judge of others of the same party of men, who have more warmth m their
nature and less eaution in their conduct. That you should do this in the publick

wer that you did, should spread your first letter with so much diligence, so much
tentation, as to place it in the shops of this town to be distributed about (8f which
red by a persolf to whom three copies of it were actually offered on Feb. 4,
oon, before 1 had sentor indeed finished my first letter to you, and which
made me hasten the sending that letter) does ng;;wlook as if you desired liv:t; infor-
nation : but as you had made ‘challenge publick, so you expéct a publick dispute.
Rian it o MI hmm:l befo\reg;‘(‘))u the rcasgns and testimonies of King
rles’s innocence, contained in my letter of Feb. 3, and represented the defective-
ok . "
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ness of the charge against him in point of proof, and the necessity, of its being proved
h > '

before it could be needful to clear him) still persist in your demand of having it more
particularly disproved, send me yours of Feb, 4, and with a surprisii moﬁeaty tell
me, you think it a sufficient reply to what I urged in mine for the king’s vindicatione
is, what will make me have a modest opinion.indeed of the effect, which the proofs
that I have now brought of the king's innocence may have on you towards yo
viction. e
I have, however, answered your challenge, and cleared the business of the
of Antrim ; I have (what has been always thought too unreasonable to be deman
even proved a negative, and shewn that he was not concerned (as MrgBaxter charges
him) in the beginning of the rebellion or massacre, and that there 8 mot the least
ground for the false and malicious interpretation made of King Charles the IId.’s sense
m the letter of July 10, 1668, I have therefore given you the satisfagtion you desired,
and all the evidence that can be expected about a matter of fact ; and may therefore
justly be allowed now to require you to make an acknowledgement@f the royal mar-
r's innocence as publick as your charge against him was. = This igithe ounly satisfac-
tion that you can make for the injury you have done his memery, abd justice exacts it
as far at your hands ; and if you decline doing it, it will give the world no advan-
tageous opinion either of your charity in advancing so abominable @ charge against
King Charles, or of your honesty in not retracting 1t. will
I shall take notice but of one thing more, and that is, the insults and triumphs of
many on the delay of this answer. Well-wishers to a cause, be it ever so bad
an one, can hardly conceal their trausports at every imaginarygadvantage that they
gain; and what little ground there was for their triumphs and Confidences you may
by this time be sensible of ; and it can hardly be needful for mg to assure you, that
(g'is delay was occasioned, not so much by the difficulty of clearing the Eoint, which
is the clief subject of this, as by the vast hurry of the business (of which they could
not be ignorant) incumbent on me in this place, which has been soigreat, that from
the receipt of yours till the date above, when 1 begun this letter, 1 had not had one
hour any day to myself, and which has caused me so many avocations'§ince, so that I
have been obliged to defer sending to you till this day, February 27. % i
1 am, Sir, |
Your humble servant,

Tuomas CArTE.
'ﬁ

chiefly (as appears from their words quoted in this letter) on two wretched authorities
indeed. The one is a letter said to be produced in the house of commons in England
by the Marquess of Antrim; the other is the pamphlet called Murder will Out ; con-
cerning which I am to observe, that I have searched for both, with all the diligence 1
.could use, but without success; this is what I might well expect with regard to the
former, since Dr Calamy expresses himself about it in such a manner,’ that it looks as
if he was conscious that there was no such letter in being. : . s adiet
.. And with regard to the letter, I only get this account, which is given by My ,ng,
in his Review of Mr Baxter's Life, p. 207, that it is a scandalous libel, written by one
of the regicides, and (as be thinks) by Ludlow, and published after the revolution,
when that infamous wretch dared to return into England, in hopes of the protectic
the government, when in his, and other pamphlets that were published about the

¢y abdaiing
! Abridgement of Baxter’s Life, ps 44, Edits 1713, s
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time, all the lies and calummnies that had been ever raised of the royal family were re-

vived ; and what regard such an authority deserves let any judge.

“‘How far it is from deserving any in the present dispute, I have shewn already, in

™==ihe letter I'sent to Mr Chaundler, on February 27, from whom I have ever since

d for an answer, but that perhaps is what I have no reason to expect. I might,
ery.at least hope for his thanks for giving him that proof of the king’s innocence

g had not seen, and called upon me to direct him to ; this being what himself

has of] and bid me to expect. And whoever considers his seeming regard to the
doing t fal martyr justice, * his protestation that he should be heartily glad to
find the calamilily disproved, his giving me assurance that he would not dissemble an

satisfaction that i
would heartily tk
these were en
-imagined that
and be attend
their meaning
not now dare

s given him, his solemn declaration, in the presence of God, that he
ank me for directing him to a refutation of this story, will think that
agements enough to hope for thus much from him. For can it be
h protestations, such solemn appeals to God, should mean nothing,
ith no effect. We know indeed what end they served, and what
yin 1648 ; but sure those times are not returned, surely men will
bal freely with God and his providence, or make their appeals to
him with that hypocrisy which was practised then. One would in charity hope that
their assurances might be somewhat more to be depended on, and their declarations in
the presence of God made with more sincerity of heart. But at present, in the case
before us, we eantonly hope this. - 'Tis performance must give us assurance of it, and
the longer that it'is delayed the weaker our hopes must be. For as Mr Chaundler
cannot butknow that justice to the martyr’'s memory, (an obligation which with a
needless care he has put me in mind of,) requires him to publish his satisfaction in the
proofs of his innocenee that have been laid before him; so his desires likewise (if
they gre hearty, as he pretends they be) of seeing the impious calumny disproved,
will not suffer hi delay this a moment, will not let him dissemble his satisfaction
ise of thanks to myself, that, as far asis in my power, I willingly re-
desiring that satisfaction may be made for the mjury done to King
mory, as the most pleasing return that can be made to me. His obliga-
is are too plain to be denied, and (may I hope ! they) are too strong to be
T, and since I need not with Mr Chaundler more a knowledge than he has of
ity how-to act in this case, let me at least with him have an heart to perform it.
. To prowile however against a neglect, and to supply what has been hitherto want-
' ing on his part, 1 have taken this method to vindicate the king’s honour and refute”
' the charge against him,—a method which seems the more necessary, because this story
of the Marquess of Antrim is referred to as an established truth, as an authentick
piece of history, in p. 7, of a late pamphlet, entituled, * A Letter from a Gentleman
~at Dunkirk to a Nobleman in London,” who, from what is said, p. 21, appears to be
a bishop.
l'hnoge but one thing more to add, which is, that I hope, if the reader meets with
- uncorrectness of expression in my two letters, the haste and circumstances in
:gich I wrote them may be allowed as an excuse for it. But as for the main of the
argument, I desire no favour, for if I had not thought it clear, should not have troubled
‘the world with it ; and 1 cannot think this nation yet so Eenerally poisoned with ill
nciples, or to have so little sense of gratitude to King Charles, or regard for his me-
, ‘48 not to receive favourably a vindication of him, or to make it needful to use
ver apology for publishing it.
), May 12, 1714,

s e ! See his 2 Letters.
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Since it grates hard on human nature (such is the corruption of it) to recant
error, and scarce any thing is a greater tryal of a man’s humility and regard to trut
and justice, to dispose Mr Chaundler the more readily to a publick vindication ‘¢
King Charles from the charge against him, and to an ingenuous acknowledgme
his error, and of the falshood of his prejudices in that point, let me recommeénd to hi
the example of some of his own brethren, not only that of Mr Hendersogy wh
cantation and repentance are already publick enough, and whose megior
nothing more than for this part of ms conduct, but that likewise of M
very celebrated man among the presbyterians in the time of the rel
sentiments of King Charles, after the treaty at Uxbridge, take this agcoun
given about the year 1675, by Mr Nathaniel Gilbert of Coventry, in an information .
subscribed by his own hand, the original whereof is in the custody off my father, now
living in Leicester, and minister of the church of St Martin’s there;j#6- whose grand-
mother the said Mr Nathaniel Gilbert was half-brother there, and publish
is taken from an attested copy of it, now lying before me. :

When Mr Vines returned from the treaty at Uxbridge, Mr Walden being at London
with Mr Nathaniel Gilberl, news was brought to them that Mr Vinés was returned,
whereupon they both went to Mr Vines, who, after usual ceremonies betw
said, with great affection, Brother Walden, how hath this nation been fooled! We

have been told that our king was a child and a fool ; but, if I understand .any thing

by my converse with him, which I have had with great liberty, he is as muclr of a

Christian prince as ever I read or heard of since our Saviour's tithe; he also said he is

a very precious prince, and is able of himself to argue with the ablest divines we have.
Jtem, That he gave such undeniable reasons for episcopacy, &g, that the world ..

could not answer them, that he had convinced him that it was agreeabl

ould to the primi-
tive times. b s
As for his (meaning the king's) clergy, there is no fence against thei
a t deal too hard for us. '
hat this, and much more to the same purpose, was affirmed by M. Vi
Walden, is attested by Nathaniel Gilbert. ’ otk bl TR
Among the other things affirmed by Mr Vines, my father well remembers Mr Gil
bert told him this expression of his in relation to the king, viz. * That among all the
kings of Israel and Judah there was none like him.”
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, Archbishop of St Andrews, libel on

, Fairfax defeated there, 382.

n, account of him, 508. Rustica
Ouoniensis, nuper Reformate De-
The same in English, by Ed-

m, Socinian books burnt there, 17.
cers prohibited, ib.
arquis of, accused of participating in
Agish rebellion, 618. The king's letterto
Justifying the rebellion, 625. His trial,
Assists the Marquis of Montrose, 631,
643. Account of the restitution of his estate,
650. .Endeavours to pacify the rebels, 652.
_ t of his proceedings, 652, 653. lm-
- prisoned and escapes, 652. P:ﬁaiu taken pri-
soner, 653. Sent over to the queen and
rince, in France, ib. Comes over to Eng-
and, 654. General vindication of his cons
duct, 660
Armagh, cathedral of, defaced by the rebels,
585
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Arundel, Thomas, Earlof, Lilly’s account of him,
466

, Sir Jacob, wounded before Gloucester,
1828, Wastes Gloucestershire, 363, 364
Man, by Sir J. Birkenhead, 487
‘Atkinson, Captain, slain at Wetherby, 377

e gshurg, Confession of, quoted, 58
o ot the

el, cries out for justice against the

1
wial, 206

B

Backhouse, Captain, feigns a treaty with the ene-
my to give up Gloucester, 338. Mortally
wounded, 370

Baillie, General, his behaviour at Marston Moor,
282. At the siege of Newcastle, 287

Baillie, Rev. Mr, his account of the negociations
of the Scotch commissioners at London, 88

Ball, William, The Power of Kings discussed,
in answer to Judge Jenkins, 132

Ballantine, Licutenant-colonel, mortally wound-
ed at York, 281

Banbury, skirmish there, 352

Bastwicke, John, M. D. Litany of,403. Accownt
of him, ib. His specch at the pillory, 414

Baxter, Richard, accuses Charles L. of having
caused the Irish rebellion, 630. His enco-
miums on the regicides, 635. Carte’s answer -
to Baxter, 639

Beachly, fortified by the royalists, 856, 359

Bedford, Earl of, Lord Burleigh’s instructions to'
him respecting Berwick, 554.

Belgia, Confession of, quoted, 58

Bellasis, Colonel, governor of York, $88."

Berkenhead, Sir John, reasons for his being the
author of the Reply to Cook’s Case of King
Charles, 237. The Assembly Man, 487. Ac-
count of him, b,

Berkeley castle summoned in vain by Massie,
355

Berwick, Lord Burleigh’s instructionsrespecting,
554

Beverstone castle attacked by Massey in vain,
832, Surrendered to him, 348.

Birmingham, houses burnt there, 54
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Blaney, Richard, a justice of peace, hanged b
me_{'ﬂsk rebels, 606, 621 i hEad

Blaxton, Sir William, wounded, 858

Bohemia, Confession of, quoted, 57

. Bowdon-hill, battle of, 280

Bradford, action of, 876. Taken-by the Earl of
Newcastle, 583

Bradshaw, Lord President of the high court for
trial of the king, 195. Speech before the sen-
tence, 209 )

Brentford fight, 265

Brett, Sir Jerome, summons Gloucester, 312

Brightman, Dr, prophesies the downfal of pre-
lacy, 408

Bristol surrenders to the royalists, 819

British Lightning, or Tumults in England, &e.
from the Dutch, 8

Buccleugh, Lord, a snake said to have been
found in his heart, 565

Buckingham, Duke of, view of his behaviour
at the Isle of Rhee, by Colonel Fleetwood,
308. Accused of poisoning James 1. and the
Marquis of Hamilton, 437, 442

Buckingham, second Duke of, epitaph on Lord
Fairfax, 897

Burleigh, William Cecil, Lord, instructions re-
specting Berwick, 554

Burrowes, Sir J., killed on the Isle of Rhee,

400 -

Burton pilloried and banished, 408. His beha-
viour at the pillory, 426

Butler, Sir F., account of what passed in the
commons house when he and Judge Jenkins
were voted guilty of treason, 128,

Butler, Samuel, King Charles’s Case truly stated,
tn answer to Cooke, ascribed to him, 257.

" His character of King Charles, 246. Pro-
posal for the farming of Liberty of Conscience,
494

Byron, Lord, besieges Nantwich, 887

C

Calamy, E., accuses Charles L. of the Irish mas-
sacre, 630, 639, 638. * Answered by Carte,

639

Calendar, Earl of, commander of a Scottish
army, 288, Takes Stockton and Hartlepool,
284, Crosses the Tyne, ib. ‘

Cambridge, petition of the university of, to par-
liament, 503

Capel, Lord, taken by Fairfax at Colcliester,

5
Carew, Sir Matthew, flies from Tewksbury,
3Ly, ok 4
a; itions of Charles 1., 469

Cary, Mrs, sees
Carte, Thomas,
 Light, 639
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Catholics, treaty of Ormond with them, 342,
545. Their further demands, 547. Their

* meeting in Westmeath, 580. ions
passed there, ib. :

Chaloner, T., speech respecting the disposal of
the king’s person alluded to, 8¢

Chancery, account of the origin of the court of
equity in, 64 .

Chandos, Lord, his horse join the Irish forc
388, He is surprised, 834

Charles 1. writes a letter to the pope, 36,
ell’s account of the intended Spanis
and of his negociations with the pop
Negociations respecting him ﬁ
Scotch and English commissioners
ner of his coming to the Scotchia
Account of his intended escape fgon
brook castle, 152. Tract conc
transaction, 7. His fortitude
in confinement, 164. Proclama
of the King, 191. Observations
and execution, 191. Narrative o
195. Continued, 203, 205. His be
on entering the court and during
195, 198. Charge against him, with' Li
notes, 196, Disclaims the author
court, 198. His character, ¢ g
fore his condemnation, 207,
that he proffered to resign
son, 208. His sentence, 210.%
211. His reasons against the p
court of justice, 212. King Char
an Appeal to all rational Men congernin
Trial, by Cooke,214. Answer to this
to Butler, 287, Accused of having
father to be poisoned, 219, of having ¢8&
the Irish rebellion, 229, 578 ; and of ha
betrayed Reochelle, 220, 231. Lettersto't

citizens of that tom 2321 of the
Pitle;Government and Cause of the Deatlhef King

Charles, 248. Alexander Henderson’s cha-
racter of him, 251. Another by Mr Vines,
252. The Dissenting Ministers' Vindication' I({
themselves from the Murder of King Charles
1., 258. Iter Carolinum, or Account of the
necessitated Marches, Retreats, and Sufferings,
of Charles l.,262. Listof those who condemn-
ed him, 275. Relation of some Passages when
he was in Spain, 461. Murder witl Out, or
the King’s Letter justifying the Marquis of An-
trim; by Colonel Ludlow, a‘tract accusing the
king of havingcaused the rebellion in Iveland,
. 624. Vindication of Charles I. from the Irish
Massacre, 6G80. Clee Ig‘ch Massacre set in' @ 4
clear Tight, by Carte, b o
Cbaﬂes,nlgince lgf Wa‘lg,' ?edflgﬁ‘;ﬁaa dbﬁ‘éﬂn; :
ing the illegal proceedings of the contmens o
'Efg!und, 259..pLette; to theking, 253, Let- |
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ter to the Marquis of Antrim justifying his
rebellion, 625 , .
Charrington down, battle of, 340
Chaundler, Mr, Letters to Mr Carte, accusing
Charles 1. of the Irish massacre, 642, 648,
646. Carte’s answers, 642, 643, 647
_ Chesne, de, King Charles’s letter to the pope,
% printed in a book of his, 36
Cirencester garrisoned, 307. The king’s forces
. come before the town, and retire agzain, 308.
hé'town stormed, 309; retaken by the par-
1€ntary forces, 328.
katfiges, supposed origin of them, 566
ord, skirmish there, 812
R0ger, observation on the execution of
g, 102
aptain, defeats the rebels at Sligo, 549,

aken by Fairfax, 805. Proceedings
8t the puritans there, 418

n besieged by the rebels, 652

orpy Sir lgleury, liberties and usages of the
city of London, 520

Commaxouse of, see Parliament

Con, Seignior, negociates with Laud, 468
Cg}t:grave,‘ Lieutenant-colonel, killed at West-
onl;g;i yof different churches quoted to shew

the divine right of kings, 57

- Cooke, John, answers the advertisement for the
; r eleetion of burgesses, 62. King Charles’s

or an Appeal to all rational Men concern-

Trial, 214. Quotation from it, 625

Sir Robert, governor of Tewksbury,

U

orbet, John, history of the siege of Gloucester,

Cowley, Abraham, The Puritan and Papist, a

fatire, 480

Crawford, Earl of, distinguishes himself at
Marston Moor, 288

Crawford, Colonel, repulsed before York, 388

Crispe, Captain, makes a successful sally from
Gloucester, 323

Cromwell, Oliver, recommends the murder of
the king, 161. The iudeR;ndents claim the
honour of the battle of Marston Moor for
him, 281; where he commands the left wing
of the horse, £89. Overturned in Hyde-park,

469
D
gby, Lord, treaty with Captain Backhouse for
the surrender o ucester, 338
Dissenting Ministers' Vindication of themselves
Sfrom ;fc

Murder of King Charles, 258
Divins Right and Irrésistibility of Kings cviden-
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Doucet, a soldier, assists the king in his intend-
ed escape from Carisbrook castle, 163. His
information against Rolfe, 163 ‘

E

Earthquake, supposed effects of one in 1640, 5

E dgehill, battle of, 82,305

Egliuton, Earl of, his behaviour on Marston
Moor, 282

Eglisham, Dr George, pamphlet accusing the
Duke of Buckingham of having poisoned
King James L an& the Marquis of Hamilton,
437

England’s Petition to their King, 33. England’s
f'em‘s for the present Wars, by T. Howell, 87.
Judge Jenking’s tract on the laws of the land,

Essex, Earl of, retakes Worcester, 305; besieges
Reading, 816; appears before Gloucester,
327 ; Fairfax’s opinion of him, 891.

Essex, Colonel Thoinas, enters Gloucester, 806

Evesham besieged by Massey, 871; stormed,
372

F

Fairfax, Sir Thomas, marches towards the
Scotch, 70, 84. His fear of being poisoned,
164. The presbyterians claim the honour of
the victory of Nfﬂrston Moot for him, 281.
Made governor of York, 283. Memorials of
himself, 874. His character by Lord Orford,
b, Hissentiments of the king’s murder, 875.
Joins Monk at the Restoration, 876. Wound-
ed, 884. Joins Cromwell, 386. His exploits
at Marston Moor, 380. Wounded at Helms-
ley, 390. Reasons for his fighting for the
parliament, 390. Difficulties of his army,
39¢. Waits on the king near Cambridge,
304. His behaviour during the execution of
the king, 895. Executes Sir George Lisle and
Sir Charles Lucas, 396. His epitaph by the
Duke of Buckingham, 397, Believes in astro-
logy, 461

Lady, interrupts the trial of the king,
206. Taken prisoner by the royalists, 384.
Released, 385.

——6— Brian, publishes Fairfax’s Memoirs,
87

Moor, 390
ty "
lot,
211

Charles, mortally wounded at Marston
Farrer, Dr, proposes that the king and
ment should decide their differences
Fettiplace, Colonel, governor of Cmer,
307 e
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Fiex;nel., ;cobl.lﬂ, defeated by Prince Rupert,

304

Fleetwood, Colonel, Fiew of the Behaviwur of
the Dulc of Buckingham' at the Isle of Rhec,

» 908,

" Fletcher defeatedin Westmorland by the Scots,
280

Follot, Captain, defeats the Irish at Lowthers-
town, 551

Fox, Right Hon. C. J. Remarks on his obser-
vations on the execution of the king, 192

France, absolute power of the king of, 50

G

Game at Scotch and English, Unhappy, 68 ;
written by an independent, 74 )

Gifford, Major-general, blamed by Fairfax for
disaffection, 382

Glenham, Sir Thomas, attacks Fairfax at We-
therby, S77 )

Gloucester, History of the Siege of, 206. Rea-
sons for the king’s attacking it, 206. Senti-
ments of the inhabitants, 802. The king’s
army comes before the town, 820. Answer
to the summons of the king, 521. Discontent
of the garrison, $34

Goring, Lord, repulses Fairfax, 380. Taken

risoner, 381. Raises an army in Kent, 393

Gray, Ma&r, killed by Major Hammond, 853

Gregory XV., Pope, his negociations with
ar{es L., 54.
H
Hacker, Colonel, commands the guard at the
King’s trial, 105 :

Hamilton, James Marquis of, Buckingham
charged with having poisoned him, 437. Ac-
count of bim, 440. 1 .

Hamilton, Duke of, marches with an army into
England, 393 o

Hammond, Colonel, prevents the king’s escape
from Carisbrook Castle, 153. Account of !nm E
156. Accused of having intended the king's
death, 161. Kills Major Gray, 353

Haslerig, Sir Arthur, commands the first body of

 cavalry in the parliament’s service, 316

Hayden, Sir W, drowned at the isle of Rhee,

H&%,mfuﬁonqumd, 57 Lk
Henderson, Rev. Alex., his opinion of the king’s
piety, 164. Account of him, 250.  Declara-
tion his death bed, ib. Declared a forgery

‘ b"ghc General Assembly, 6. Alluded to,
ir John, attacks the rear of Fair-

'Iwnatg' - pue
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Henrietta Maria, Queen, goes to the Hague with
the prince, 30

Herbert, — conversation with the king previous
to the execution, 211

Herbert, Lord, rises for the king in Wales, 306

Hereford, differences between the King’s go-
vernor and the country people, 367, 568

Herne, Colonel, slain, 382

High Constable and High Steward of En
observations on those offices, 509

Highnam, taken, 518 P

Holland, corruptions in the government there,
28, 24. Treaties with the parliamen

Honorius, Phil., his observations on t
laws, 65

Hopton, Sir Ralph, defeated at Charri

own, 840 b
Ho%tﬁon, parliamentary Colonel, tz

gland,

Horncastle fight, 386

Hotham, Captain, charges the cavali
burne, 879. Treats with the Earl of B
tle, 879 v

Howard, Colonel Henry, taken in
348

Howell, James, England’s Tears fi
Wars, 87. Account of his imp
58. Letter to the King, 87.
nence and Pedigree of Parlia
that Charles 1. caused the Irish
642 L.

Hudson, Dr Michael, his account jof
Charles’s coming to the Scots army,

J

James]., hisi.u"structions to Drs Mawe and Wren
on his Son’sigaing to Spain, 54. Exalts the
court of chaneery, 64.  Buckingham char-
ged with having poisoned him, 4387, 44@

Jenkins, David, Judge, account of him, 92. Plea
to the Larl of Manchester and the Speaker, 92.
Argument concerning a gentleman condemned for
the late rising in Canterbury, 94. Remonstrance
to the Lords and Commons, 95. Lex Terra, or
the Laws of the Land, with the original dedica-
tion,98. Refutation of some of Prynne’s tenets,
110. His Cordial for the People of Loudon, in
answer to H. P., 115. Discourse on the Incon-
vendences of a long-continued Parliament, 128.
Account of what passed in the Commons House
when he and Sir l'{:ucis Butler were voted guilty
of Treason, 128. His answer to Len the
speake M;]m Liberated at the Restoration,
182.. -,'.%71 liam Ball’s amswer to him, 182 =~

Jerusalem, story of Anants foretelling the de-

struction of, 467 = S
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‘Inchiquin, Lord, commands an Irish regiment

before Gloucester, 335
Independents Loyalty,or the Plot to murder his Ma-
Jesty discovered, 152
Jones, Dr Henry, Remonstrance of some Passages
concerning Ireland, 573. His deposition, 587
Ireland, atrocities committed by the rebels, 5, 28,
1, 579, 589. Pamphlets relating to the re-
llion, 542, 572, 624, 628, 630, 639.  Irish
abinet, or his Majesty’s secret Papers for esta-
the Papal Clerpy, 542.
some remarkable Puassages concerning the
and Kingdom of Ireland, 573. Com-
for trying the rebels, 581, 582. True
Relation of the kellish Plot of the Papists
, 628, Murder will Out, or the King’s
tifying the Marquis of Antrim, Ge4.
e of éharla I. from the Irish Massa-
he Irish Massacre set in a clear Light,

emonstrances

Bish op, his conversations with the king
at his execution, 211

K

Kent, riling‘.& the cavaliers there, 94
Kyrle, Colonel, surprised by Massey, 857

L
Lnlh‘ﬁ?he siege raised by Prince Rupert, 388

rchbishop, preaches against the Jesuites,

Laud, Archbishop, preache :
&D{ 11. Hisalterations in the Scotish liturgy,

_#18. Vindicated from the charge of having

advised the omission of a sentence in the coro-
nation oath, 216. Bastwicke’s libel on him and
the other bishops, 403 * .

Lawley, Sir Richard, slain, 312

Lawyers, their unpopularity ameng the republi-
cans, 62

Ledbury, stormed by Colonel Massie, 345

Leeds, stormed by Fairfax, 878

Leg, Col. William, sent to treat with Col. Massey
respecting the surrender of Gloucester, 320,
321

Legge, Col. Robert, governor of Evesham, taken
hrisoner, 372

Leicester, carldom of, 510, et seq.

Earl of, delivers an account of the
Irish rebellion to parliament, 629

Lenthall, W., speaker of the Commons, speech
against Judge Jenkins and Sir F. Butler, 128

Lesley, David, real commander of the Scots army,
270. Leads them at Marston Moor, 283

- Lesley, Lord, delivers up his sword to the king

at Newark, 78. State of his
mands the Scots army only nominally, 279

e
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Lewis, XIV., declaration against the rebellious
party in England, 257

Lidney, skirmish there, 365. The house burnt,
371 .

Lilburne, Col., account of him, 196. His notes
on the charge against the king, 196

Lisle, Sir George, taken prisoner by Fairfax at
Colchester, and executed, 595

Lissegoal Castle, burnt by the Irish rebels, 614,
617

Lister, Captain, slain at Tadcaster, 378

Lithgow, William, account ef the siege of New-
castle, 270

London, the citizens rise against the Parliament,
170. Liberties, Usages, and Customs of the City,
520

Long, Mr, answers Baxter respecting the king’s
causing the Irish massacre, 632

Loudon, Earl of, his speech on the covenant, 8¢,
83

Lowther’s Town, the Irish defeated there, 550

Lucas, Sir Charles, taken by Fairfax at Colches-
ter, and executed, 395

Ludlow, Col., his account of Colonel Riide’s
purging the House of Commons, 183. His
inconsistency, 184.  Murder will Out, or the
King’s Letter justifying the Marquis of Antrim,
624, written by Ludlow, 634, 662

Lumsdale, Col., his behaviour at Marston Moor,
283

M

Macdonnel, Alexander, joins Montrose with the
Irish forces, 653

Macguire, Lord, his share in the Irish rebellion,
589, 897, 629. Denies that the king had
caused the massacre, 641, 642

Malignants, Howell’s observations on the term,
52

Malmesbury, stormed by Massey, 548

Malon, John, chaplain to the Irish Catholic ar-
my, 583

Manchester,Earl of, defeats the royalists at Horn
castle, 386 :

Manley, Iter Carolinum, or Relation of the M ch-
es, Retreats, and Sufferings of Charles I, 463

— Sir Roger, denies that Charle 1. had
caused the Irish rebellion, 644

Marston Moor, battle of, Lithgows account,
281. Fairfax’s, 389 .

Martin, Henry, speech against udge Jenkins,

120

Massey, Col. Edward, gove-or of Gloucester,
account of him, 297. +ppointed governor,
317. Refuses to treat With the king, 320,

,86. Com- » Removed from the goernment, 373, 374,
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Maurice, Prince, takes Tewksbury, 815. Forces
Sir W. Waller to retreat, 316
Maxwell, Dr, Bishop of Kilmore, asserts the in-
nocence of Charles [. with respect to the Irish
madssacre, 647, 651
May, Dr E., decount of a Serpent found in the
eart of John Pennant, 558
Mazarin, Cardinal, his intentions towards Eng-
land, 257
Lord, petitions against the Marquis of
Antrim being restored, 657
Meldrum, Sir John, storms Selby, 888
Mercurius Britannicus, Tragi-comeedia, 444
Micklethwait, Captain, slain at Marston Moor,
389
Mildmay, Sir H., his speech respecting one Hall
recommending the murder of the king, 162
Milton, John, answers King Charles, 637
Min, Nicholas, Colonel, commands an Irish bri-
gade before Gloucester, 340. Wastes the
country, 352. Slain, 854
Mompesson, Sir Giles, condemned by the Com-
mons, 118
Monfhouth, taken by Sir W. Waller, 814. By
. Massey, 358. Retaken by the loyalists, 362
Monro, General, imprisons the Marquis of An-
. trim, 631
' Montreuil, the French agent, negociations with
the Scotch concerning the king, 78, 80, 81,
86
Montrose, Marquis, assisted by the Marquis of
Antrim, 631
Morgan, Colonel, repulses the royalists, 387
Morley, Sir John, his defence of Newcastle, 280,
287. Answer to the summons, 288
Morton, Sir William, surrenders Sudley, 850
Musgrave, ——, defeated ia Westmoreland, 280
[uskerry, Lord, treaty with the Earl of Glamor-
Mgne;gpectiug the éuholio-, 542, 545

N

ich, the siege raised by Fairfax, 387

by, Batue of, 271

Werry, Battle of, 328 :

e, taken by the Scots, 22. Lithgow’s
t of the siege, 279. Situation of the
- Taken, 200

Newcastle, @arl of, his regiment cut to pieces
‘'on Marstey Moor, 282. Takes Bradford,
383, Besidyes Hull, 385, 386. Forced to
retire to York\gsy, 988. Goes beyond sea,

~ Newnham, taken by

Qs ’ w # M,éj&é-’“
Jol., Wlls Captain A

tkinson at

482, © the king’s staff at his trial, 470. Sir
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Nottingfmm, meeting of the soldiers there to
sigh a petition to Parliament, 392

Nurse, Luke, appointed governor of Gloucester,
374

0
Odington, skirmish there, 318
Oglethorpe, Captain, taken prisoner, 347
O*Neal, Owen f‘lac Arte, defeated at Lowthe
Town, 550 &
ONeal, Sir Phelomy Roe, calls ‘himse
King’s General in Ireland, 586, 618y
the king'’s causing the Irish rebellion |
gallows, 632, 641, 648. Account of |
645 g
Orme,W ., of Longdon, his fine increag
nishing the garrison of Lichf
sions, 148
Ormond, James, Marquis of, treaty

Irish Catholicks, 542, 545. Concludes a peace
with them, 654 g
Osborne, endeavours to cffect the king’s-escape

from Carisbrooke Castle, 153, 156.  Escapes,
and prosecutes Rolph for intending to murder
the king, 158, 156. Letters to Lord Whar-
ton, 154, and to the Earl of Man
Accountof him, 156, Accused byl
ton, 158. Defence of him, 159,

Overbury, Sir Thomas, poisoned, 46

Oxford, poem on the purging of the
508, 506

annity,
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P

P. H. answers Je;lt;kins’s Lex Terra, 115

Parliament, the Pre-eminence and Pedigree ¢

~ by James Howell, 47.  Advertisement for %2
.&cctl’on of Burgesses, 62. Judge Jenkins’s
observations on the illegality of its proceed-
ings, 106. His discourse on the inconveniences
of a long-continued parliament, 123, Tri-
ennial act passed, 124. Col. Pride’s purge of
the House of Commons, 167, 183. Their de-
claration for annulling the votes passed during
the continuance of the force upon them, 167.
Ordinance for this purpose, 173

Parliament of Ladies, 472

Pembroke, Philip Earl of, the butt of the royal-
ists, 488 ‘

Pennant, John, a snake found in his heart, 558

Persons whose names are to be presented to the

king to die with mercy, 00 '
Peters, li’gg, r';‘chomlx,zl:ends the e:;cl:x‘tibn‘ of the

king, 161. e blasphemy of his sermons,

mtg"'"-‘%npposed to n:ﬁ:age the breakin 'd;f :
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Berkenhead's account of him, 493
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* Pie-poudres, account of the term, 64
Plunket, Colonel, one of the principal Irish re-
bels,, 620 ‘
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