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commiftiOlkrs have told us already, H immedi .. 
" ately° and "forthwith" upon the receipt of 
Murray's doubts. If he could conviCl: Mary of 
the crimes with which he charged her, he would 
have no need tQ enter Into any accbmmodation 
'With her. Mary was never to be reftored by 
Elizabeth. Yet all the while, let me again re­
mark, Elizabeth was writing oftenjibly to Murray, 
that £he wanted no one to accufe Mary, that {he 

never meant to condemn her on any accufation, 
that £he {hould allow of no faults in her, and that1he 
would endeavour to fettle all differences betwixt! 
her and her f6bje6rs upon grounds reafonable 
and honoprable to both. And all the while, too, 
Elizabeth was prom:G ng Mary herfelf to reftore 
her, to make her fubjett's fubmit to her, force 
them to repai~ her wrongs, and oblige ther;n to 
accept her clemency. In fo much ftronger light 
frill does the hypocrify of Elizabeth appeal, at 
t,he very commencement of this bufinefs. 

Her commiffioners afterwards applied theft: 
very words in their commiffiony to the refolution 
of the very fame doubt, when it was alleged 
again by the rebels. They even applied them, as 
refolving the doubt in the very fame manner. 
Murray declared to them at Yark, they tell us, 
that he and his affociates cc were defirous to un4 
"derftand, if in this aCl:ion they fhall prove aU 
H thir.-gs dir:ealy, wherewith they may~ and do 
Ie burden the ~ene, their fovereigne's , mother, 
cc how they maye be alI'ured to be (ree and with. 
tc out daunger of the {aid ~enes difpJeafore, 

5 " if 
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~, if fue fuould be reftored to her former eft ate J 

" to whome it was faide by the ~enc's Majeftie's 
cc commiffioners, that as in few wordes her High­
('c nes had delivered Jh6m her pleafure therein, 
" fo wolde they in few wordes deliver the fame 
H nnto tbem~ which was, that indede her Majef­
H tie's defire hath . always bene from the begyn­
c' ning, that the faid ~ene might be founde free, 
" fpec~ally from the crime of her hufband's mur­
n der; neverthelefs, if her Majeftie fhall fynde 
cc to be playnelye and manifeftly proved (whereof 
" lh,e wolde be verie forie) that the [aid ~ene 
cc of Scottes was the devifor and procurer of that 
H murder~ or dtherwife was giltje thereof, SURELY 

{C HER MAJESTIE WOLDE THJNKE HER VNWORTHY 

"OF A KINGDOMF. :md WOLDE NOT STAINE HEIt 

' " OWNE CONSCIENCE in mayntenance of fuch 
cc a deteftable wickednefs, BY RESTORING HER 

"TO A KINGDOME. Then . the regent [Mur­
" ray] opened the caufe why he moved this quef­
"tion, declaring, that it was not only p It oue 
cc and publiIhed in Scotland, but even now in 
(C this citie; that either {he fhould be amplie 
(( reftored, or otherwife by fome degrees reftpred 
(C and fent home amongs them: and do not let 
"to faye, that THEY HAVE THE Q..UENE'S MA­

" J ESTlE'S P ROMES TO SHEW IN WRITINGE to 
" confirme the fame. It was anfwered there­
" unto by the ~ene's 'eftie's commiffioners, 
" that it weare by. hem to be confidered from 
" whence thofe wordes came; if nom their ad­
"'verfe partie, who can let them fpeak what 

E Z " themfe1ves 
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" themfelves will devife? But, furely, eithe! from
l 

" HER MAJESTIE, or any by [of] her :::ommyf­
"honers, they couid not affirmc the fame; for 
"when tHElR LETTRES, conteyning~ the doub 
"before by them moved, weare delivered to 

" the ~ene' M<0eftie's liandes, they knew that 
,/" immediately her Highnes did forth ith de": 

" peche he I' anfwer thereunto, IN SOR TE AS (if 
" nothinge . had byn now ipoken by us, her 
H Grace's commyffiontrs) IT MIGHT HAVE SA -

, . TISPIED T'llAT DOUBT AND Q....UESTION ."i(.' 

Elizabeth, therefore, anfwered their doubt be­
fore, exaCtly as her inftruchons to her commit­
!ioners fpoke, and exactly as her commiffioners 
[poke from thofe inftructions to the rebels, that 
!he would not T{'ftore Mary to h~r crown, if, the 
rebel cOldd prove her guilty of murder; though 
fi1e had been affuring thofe rebels, that fbe wouJci 
allow no faults in Mary, and thollgh ilie had been 
promifing iYbry herfelf, that ilie would reftore 
her. And as the commifiioners informed Eliza­
beth hertel£, of the written promife that was ready 
to be lliewn from Elizabeth for the re£toration of 
Mary, of tbeir denial of it, and of their affur­
ante in the language of her letter to tbe rebels, 
a.nd of her inftruc ions to them her commiffiol1crs, 
(h..1,t MarY' would not be reftored if proved gllilty; 
the comrhiffioners unwittingly exhibit d~e bypo­
erify of Elizabeth, in a frill ftronger light rhan 
ever. . 

Murray muft hm'e feen the hypocri[y plait;tiy 

~ Goodall, ii. u6, 127. 
himfelf, 
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himfe1f, from the ofteI\fible and the real anfwer 
of Elizabeth compared together .. He mu(\: have 
feen it much more plainly, from the writing which 
was ready to be produced, with Elizabeth's pro­
mife to Mary in it. But he was too much an 
hypocrite himfelf, to be offended with the du­
plicity of a fifter in hypocrify. He was only 
acring hitherto, in order to pleafe fom"e of Ms 
hondler adherents. He had a much deeper game 

' to play for himfelf, as I Olall foon {hew. CJ'his 
proves the meffage by Middlemore, and the ap­
plication to the commiffioners, to have been cal­
culated merely for others. And thefe "others were 
now called upon by no lefs a bribe, than the pro­
mife of Murray's continuance in the royalty un­
der the name of regent, and confequently of their 
own continuance in places of power "and profit 
under him, to charge the ~een boldly with the 
mUldcr of her hufband, to [crew up their inven .. 
tiqn for evidences to the higheQ; pitch, and to 

produce them confidentl before the court. 
But, as I have intimated already, neither Mur­

ray nor Elizab('ch wOllld reft the caufe merely 
. upon this. They mua, both of them, ~ much 
farther to anfwer their refpe&ive purpotes. Ac­
cordingly Murray, in the addrefs before, which 
was to be reported to Elizabeth, and which, as 
we have already teen as actually reported to 
her, fpoke additionallrtbuz. c( Funher,"he fays, 
" it may be, that fic [fuch] l-nTERIS as 'We heif 
." of the ~ene, our Soverane Lordis moder, 
"that fufficientlie in our opinion preivis hir 

H c<m-. 
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" confenting to the murthure of tl King hit 
c~ laucbfull hufband, Jall be callit in Joubt be 
.~ tI1Je }#get to be conftitute for examinatitmn and 
" trial of the caus, whether they may.f!and or fall, 
C~ pru,if or "ot: thairfoir, fen our fervand Mr. 
« hone W ode hes the COPIES of the {amin 
"letteris TRANSLATIT in our language, we 
"wald earne.ftly de[yre, that the faidis , COPIES 

(C may be conjiderit be the juges ;-that they may 
(C re[o]ve us this far, IN CAIS THE PRINC'IPAL 

" AOllET WITH THE COPIE, that THEN WE PRUIF 

" THE CAUS INDEED: for when we have mani­
" fefted and fchawin all, and zet [yet] fall haif 
" na .USU'RA-NCE that I'r WE SEND fall SATIS­

" HE FOR PROBATlduN, for quhat purpoisJal we 
c( ather acctife or take care how to pruif."· ThtJS 
had Murray the effrontery to propofe to Eliza­
beth, that her commiffioners, which were to -be 
appointed, fhould receive as evidence of the 
higheft crimes in Mary, a fet of LETTERS pre­
tended to be written by her; that they fuould 
perufe them over, before they were produced as 
vidence; that they fhould perufe only copies, 

and even only tranjllJtions of them 1 and, that 
they fbould then a(fure him, whether they 
would admit them as full evidence of guilt; 
NOT if the ori(inals appeared to be written. in 
ber own bantJ, BUT if the originals agreed with 
tbe copies. 

This was fuch a propofal, as required no 
refinements of religion, and aiked no delicacies 
of hOOOtlf) to. fpum at it ~ith contempt. Even a. 

* -Goodall) ii, 75, 76• 
(.:O{}.1mOn 
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common lhare of religion, or of honour, muft 
havereje&ed it with fcorn. Even only the lowefl: 
ftrain .of probity~ which works in the breaft of 
the vulgar; even only the modefty, that adhere 
to a young finner; even only the {harne, that 
filently pulls the heartftril1gs of aU but abandoned 
vic.e; would have confide red the propofal as an 
infult, and have di[miffecl it with difdain. But 
did Elizabeth do fo? In that oftenfible paper which 
I have mentioned befole~ file pretended to do 
fo. There we find dle following queftion and 
anfwer. f!(,uejt." Whyther, if the originals lhall 
" accord with the copys of the wrytings produced 
"to charge the O!:tene of Scots, the proof thall 
" be thought fufficient?" Anj.~' No proves 
"can be tak~n for fufficient, w.ithout hcaryng 
" of both partyes."i% This was fpeaking honeilly. 
But I have fo clearly conviCl:.ed this paper of 
falii hood already, and it ihews us fo plainly its 
own hypocrify, that we cannot be impofed upon 
by it. Whether Elizabeth did rejeCl:. trus pro­
pofal of Murray's, let F ACTS tell. ~bey cannot 
lie. 'they cannot deceive us. Let, particularly, 
rhe conduCt of her commiffioners fpeak at large, 
hereafter. And let her own conduCl:. fpeak briefly 
at prefent. Murray had plainly intimated, that 
unlefs this propofal as agreed to, he would not 
come forward with his evidence. "When we 
H haif ITlanifeftit and fchawln all," 'he fays, " and 
H zct fall haif .m. aifurance, that it we fend fall 

" fatisfie 
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" fatisfie for probati.oun ; for quhat purpoi's fall W~ 
" ather accrye or take care how to pruif /" Eli~ 
zabeth mllft, therefore, have NOW feen the Wit­
ings to be fpurious, if {he ever belie ed them to 

be genuine, and have NOW known the man to be 
i1. villain of the firft magnimde, if {he ever thought 
any better of him. Yet fhe jUll proc/eded in 
the bujbleJs;, {he flill encouraged the man to come 
forward with his accujations; fhe flilt perfijied in 
Cfllihlg for the writi11gS. 

Murray, indeed, muft have long trafficked in 
'iUaoWy, as he had long maintained a connection, 

wit , before he could have rifen to fl.ch a 
pitdi familiarity wit! the ehl fpirit v,'ithin 
her; as think of maki g her fuch an overture. 
But h her too well, to be afraid of any 

from her. Afiociates in enOf-
that compliment to goodnefs, 

"lll!elt contempt for one ano her. 

Mary. 
however .~1:101 

to blaO: the character of 
comply with any propofals, 

, that miniftered to her pur­
per commiffioners acted nearly, as 
quired they il10uld q,ct, $/# 

pofes. 
Murray 

§ 1I. 

Por th« intimacy between Elizabeth and Murray, we 
need only appeal to Fenelon, the French AmbaiTador fit 
her court; who .defcribes her behavio lr. when file heard of 
Murray's fuddcll death, about eighteen Dr nineteen months 
aftCl'\\,ard': "It is almofr incredible tv what QXcefi the Queel\ 
" of England wa tranfported with grief on this occafion.; 
" file }hltt hrr/I'{f "I in wr chamber, 'Wuling and lamenting, file 
I' hac! loft the urfl and 1I1oj/ /erviffabie friend}be had ill the 

, H "-t'erld, 
\ 
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§ II. 

THE comrniffioners met Murray and fome of 
his party at York, in the month of etober fol­
lowing. They then give this aCCOlll1l of Murray's 
proceedings and their o;vn there. "The faid 
"Ede," they fuy, "hath been content PRI­

" V ATLIE to {hew us fuch matter, as they have 
" to condempne the ~een of Scottes'of the mur­
" der of her hufband ~ anti. fo they rent unto us the 
" Lord of Lethingtoun.," &c. "which in PIt I A U:/ 

"and SECRET conference with 11."'jJO ,. 'as 
"COMMlSSJ{lNERS, as they protefled, l~ It for 
"our better inftruetion; {hewed unto fome 
"~ETTERS.":'Ii 1'hq.t the commiiIion 1'5 {hould 

J have 

I' 'W~rld, for the maintenance of herfelf and tealm in quiet; 
"and fhe grew fo 1IIe:ancboly upon it, th t Leiccftcr \Va 
" fore d to tell her, fhe did lin injury t r dignity in 
"./hewing, that./he thought her O<"o).)TI fafc~y and t at IIf her feal,,, 
"depended UpOTl onc 1/Jan aloM." (Fenelon, Dep. 34, Carte 
ii~ 493') • 

-It Appendix, No. V. The perfon, fent to lh w the letters, 
are faid by the commiffionera to have been " the Lord of 
f· Lethingtoull, Jam 5 Makgill, and Mr. Georgt>. Boqwhan. 
"nan, and another, being a Lord IIf tbe SdfiOll." 1\ )peudix, 
No. v. This Ian, Mr. Goodall affirms to have been "John 
~'Wood." ii. 140' So alfo does Mr. Tytler, 60, edit. 1ft. 

and Dr. Stuart, i, 329, edit. in oCtavo. And both Crawford. 
90, edit. 10:. aijd MeJvill, 93, repre ent Wood to have been 
at York with the party. But this is all a millake, I appre­
hend. Wood was at this time (lgel.~ to Murray in London. 
lfhere he was frationed in the month ('tf June precediog; 
as Elizabeth mentions him to have beeo in London 00 Jlme the 
~~h~ qS lYlurra notes bim to be ftilt there on June the Hn~. 

. lIqq 
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have j~ed any papers, and papers of fuch a 
crim'nating natme, and efpecially (uch as went 
to the very heart and foul of their cOlTIlllifiion, 
te be brought before them in a clfl11dejline man­
lief; was a moft aftonilhing aCt of ab[urdity and 
injllftice. But Murray had required i~t befGre. 
FJizabeth mllft therefore have privately com-
4IIanded it now. Sge accordingly, in her imme­
diate reply to this account of their condua, pa,ffes 
~}()t the nightdt' cen[ure upoq fuoh a grofs and 

violation of decency. She even inti­
her approbation of it.. "We have of late," 

" receaved your feveral letters with 
eh other matters contained in fund.ry 

fays particularly, "we have already fent," 
feem to have been carelefsly read by 

tfS, but "1mtll our [ervand Mr. Jhone 
I. Awendix, No. iii. See al,fo Anderton, 
i the perfons feot by Murray to the Englifh 

re undoubtedly .the aJlij/ants to him and the 
rs. Thefe were, as an authentic paper af­
.aird of Lethingtonn, James MacgilL, Henry 
.aird of Lochlevin, Mr. George Boqwhapnan, 
lefay," Goodall, ii. 109. Wood was not 

. was alfo <>ne, fay the commiffioners aboye, 
of thefeffion.~' Such was Wood, fays Mr. 

It if Wood was ever a lord of the [effion, which 
not one then, I apprehend. Even if he was, 

nly not a lord of the feffion, and an afiifrant to the 
too. Yet both oharaCters muft unite in our 

pcrf9nage. Both aCtually united in Mr. James Mac­
gill and Mr, Honry Balnavys, Mr. Tytler, 210, allows both 
to have been lords of feffion. Keith, 375. Jebb. Ii. 236, 
Crawford, 90, and Buchanan, Hin. xix. 372, Ruddiman, I, 

cO!lfiqll the point, And therefore Balnavys was the man. 

" writings~ 
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(c writings, as by your . faid letters hath been 
cc mentioned:' meaning their extraCts and ac­
counts of the letters, &c. produced by Murray; 
cc upon confideration wh;reof, we have found 
cc fuch difficulties how to make a certen ..refolute 
cc anfwer unto yow, as we are rather moved to 
" have furder advice of others of our counfell 
cc now abfent, and likewife of you tbrr; wherefore 
cc we are defi.rous to have fome underftanCling of 
"your opinions."· Aml the requifition of Mur­
ray, the conduCt of the comrniffioners, and the 
reply of Elizabeth, are all fo many rays unitiog 
in one point. 

But the commiflioners go on thus: 
H have noted to your Majeftie the chiefe 
cc fpeciall points of the faid letters, written, all 
cc they fay, " with her own hand, t in~nt it 
cc may pleafe your Majeftie to con" of them., 
" and fo to judge whether the fa fufficient 
cc to convince [convict] her of t eteftable 
cc crime of the murder of her hufb:u 
" our "opinions and confciences, if the 
cc be written with her o~n hand, is 
" be avoided."+ This extra-j 
of the commiffioners, fo contrary t 
common fenfe, was another particular 
ray's requifitions. He required it to be gp:ne. 
Ana it was AC"TUALLY DONE. By this mem. 
evidences were pruduced clandefti!lely to the 
commiflioners. Thefe were received by them~ 
juft as if they had been regularly prefented i~ 

t Appendix, No, V. 

open 
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open court. Large accounts are drawn up of 
them. Larger extracts are made (rom them. 
Both are tranfmitted to Elizabeth and htr council. 
The commiffioners declare openly to both, that 
they have already prejudged her caufe. And, 
all the while, Mary and her commiffioners are 
totally ignorant of the whole tranfaE:io , and are 
preparing to enter upon a trial, that is in a great 
m afure determined againft them already.* 

. The only doubt expreffed by the ccmmiffioners 
is this, whether the letters were her own hand-
vri ting. But how did they act upon this, the capital 

point of the whole? They fhall tell us themfelves. 
cc Thefe men heare," they fay, cc do conftantly AF­

cc FIRM the faid letters, which they produce of her 
fC own band, to be her own hand indede; and do 
H offer to SWEAR and TAKE THEIR OA:rHS there­
H u on ."t They never compared the produced 

. writings, that pretended to be of her hand, with 
anyotherwritings~thatwereacknowledged to be fo . 

<l(. Mary's commiffiofwrs, however, carne fooll to know, 
that "'vlllrray and his party had privily uttered to her Mil­
o. jd'tie's cQmmiflioners, alt that they were able to ai/eadge 
.. 0[;(01)i ber." (Goodall, ii. 15'), 160). But they" little 
mfpectcd all that the commiffioncrs had done in the bufinefs. 
~oe a1fo a note at the end of chap. v. in this volume. 

t Appendi~, No, v. Dr. Roberdon, with ajimplicity of be­
Jie~ which is very. extraordinary in itfelf, and is peculiarly fo 
Itl :1 man of his good fenfe and judicioufnefs, mept;.,ns as one 
rgument agai~ft Mary, that Murray and hia affociat s affirmed 

the letters to be gcuuitlC. Hift, ii. Appendix, Diff. Z I. SO, 
Rood St. Francis, when one night h~ fpied.by accident a mllO . 
and a woman I'ery immodeftly e;nployed in a corner, beJieve.d 

, tbem tp be eng;tgtd in a work of Chriftian love, and thanked 
he .. ·etl for the fight. 

They 
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They much 1 fs caJIed in the commiffioners of Ma­
ry, to affift them in the collation. They refted aU 
bpon the affirmatior. of the producers, and upon 
the credit of their offered oaths. Ane} they were 
precluded from communicating even the contents 
of them to Mary's commiffioners, by the artful 
mode' in which they had been exhibited to them, 
flot as commiffioners, but as private gentlemen. 
. In {och :l manner was the firft part of the trial 
conduCted, with a very near conformity to the' 
original requifitions of Murray, and to the great 
dif~race of Elizabeth and her commiffioners. 
Tilde acted in all, no doubt, under the private 
directions of her. And Murray was only doing 
in all, what he and fue had already concerted 
fuould be done. Hence Murray propoCed to 
put them clandeftinely in poffeffion of his papers. 
Hence they agreed to perufe them clandeftincly. 
Hence they thought themfelves at liberty as 
commifiioners, though they were exhibited (0 

them as private gentlemen, to ommuniCClte a 
long account of them to Elizabeth, but not to 
give any ~o Mary. Hence they made large ex­
traCts from them, with their own opinions occa­
fionally ,intimated as. they went along. And 
hence they Cpoke out their opinion pretty plainly 
at 1 aft, upon the whole. "Thefe men," they 
fay, H do offer to fwear and take their oaths 
H thereupon, tbe matteir conteyntd in them being 
" Jucb as could hardly be invtlftf'd or devijed /;y any 
" other tban by her/eife, for that they difcourfe of 
" .fome thing~ which 'were unknowen to anie otber 
" thttn to hetjelf alzd Bathwell i and as it is hard to 

" counterfeit 
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cr counterfeit fo manie, fo the matter of them, and 
cc the manner bow thefe men tame by them, is fuch 
cc as it feeme'th that God, in whofe fight murder 
«and bludJhed of the innocent is ~bhommable 
cr nable], would not permit the Jame to be 

Dr concealed." ~ They thus condemn the 
<l!!een of the murder charged upon her. They 
condemn her in a formal difpatch to Elizabeth. 
They condemn her upon letters unauthenticated 
by the producers uncollated by themfelves, un­
communicated 0 her and her commiffioners. 
Thq condemn her upon the offir of oaths to 

their genuinenefs from the very producers tBem-
fth1es. They condemn her upon certain parti­
culars in them, which they fay were unknown to 
all except her and Bothwell, but which they cmJld 
only have heard to have been fo from the very 
producers IhemJelves. And ' they condemn her 
upon the manner in which the letters came into 
the hands of the producers, which they affirm to I 

have.bcen a fignal mark of God's interpofal to 
punifh murder and bloodfhed in her, but which 
the: niuO: equally have heard from the very'pro­
Jllcer.s IhemJelves. Such was the aftonifhing dif­
honefi:y, with which the commiffioners aCted to­
wards her in this outfet of the bufinefs! Yec 
Elizabeth apP"o'Ved of .11. She liked their pro­
c«dings. She liked them fo well, that file wanted 
to have their further advice upgn the {ubjeCt, 
and that ili"e continued them as commiffioners 
whrn file adjourned the trial .to London • 

. '" Appendix, No. V. 
§ Ill. 
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§ III. 

THE commiffioners, however, were not en­
trufted with all the fchemes of Elizabeth ill 
,this matter. They confifted of the Duke of • 
Norfolk, the Earl of Suifex, and, Sir Ralph 
Sadler. Some of thefe were too honourabl for 
fuch a confidence. But one of them no doubt, 
and Sir Ralph Sadler affuredly, * had his private 

. inftruCtians for managing the bufinefs, jufl: as 
it w~s managed. And when Murray exhibited 
his papers cJa,ndeftinely to them, he (lid it, as 
I have already hinted, merely in a private 
concert wIth her and this com iffioner. He 
did it, as they tell us themfelve , cc to the il1-
ce ten t, they [M; urray, &c.] wol e know of us, 
cc ~ow your MajejIie tlnderftand g the fame, 
H woldejudge of the juJliciencie of e matter; and 
cc whether, in YCl1r Majeftie's 0 ion, tbe fame 
" will extend to condempne the ~( 11 of Scottes of 
" the Jaid murder."t They aceo ingly a!k her 
0pIOlon. ""Ve are," they fay her, cc mof\; 

"" Buchanan, Hift. xix. 372, fays of rd Surry and Sir 
Ralph, "hit: ab omnia diffidii veneno puru " having no taint 
of Norfolk's enmity to MWTay, ";lIt (ut v 19o creditum eft) 
" in partes Hal'arti proclivis." alfo G dall, ij. J 7 r, and 
179, and Robeqfon, ii. 345, for Sir Ralph. Crawford's Me­
moirs accordingly fay, that the commiffio rs had u private 
.. jnilmctions" , directly" againft" their puhliek, p. 91. Aud 
we actually find Sir Ralph himfelf, united in a commiUioo with 
the Earl of orthumberland and Sir James CrOfts in 1559, 
put furnifhed with " prj~Jate 'n£h;utlions of i,,;portance." PI' • 
face, p. xv. to Sir RaTrh Sadler's Letters. 

t A1>pendixr No. V. 
H humblie 
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" humblie befeachinp' your Majeftie, that il"mty 
cc pleafe the [; me to advertife us of your opinion 
({ and judgement therein."· But had E izabeth 
never feen the letters before? S e cettainly 
had. Copies of them had been rent, to London 
by Murray, as I have .fuewn already, above four 
months before. There Murray had eyen offered 
by his addrefs of the ~22d of June, to commu­
nicate to Eli abeth for the confideration of the 
commiffioners that ihe was to appoint. She did 
not appoint em till the 2.oth of September 
fol1owing.+ But could Elizabeth refrain all 
this time fro looking into the letters, '~from 
Ii eding her I e of fcandal againft Mary,' and 
from infpeB:i the ground-work of all her 
futtlte oper'at' ns againft her? Certainly ihe 
could nbt. S faw the letters. She knew them 
as well befor the commiffioners imparted their 
contents to h , as !he did afterwards. And !he 
even contrive a method, of COMMUNICATING 

THE LETTER TO THEM UNPERCEIVED. Mur­
ray had defir d of Elizabeth, to have them laid 
be ore her c mmiffioners, previouOy to their 
Iitting in jud meot upon them; and to have 
their private opinion before-hand, concerning 
their compet ncy or incompetency to prove his 
allegations. THIS WAS NOW DONE. The' pa­
pers were offered to be laid before them by 
Murr:lY· . 'Jhe [ecret emiffary of Elizabeth 
among them, probably, influenced them to admit 

Appendix, ~o. V. "t, GOQdall, ii. 97, 

the 
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the offer. The papers were produced. 
commiffioners perufed, abftraCl:ed, and extracted 
from them. And they then communicated their 
opinions on the whole to Elizabeth j and through 
her, no doubt, to Murray. . 

In this artful manner does Elizabeth appur 
to ' have acted towards her WA eommiffioners. 
Her whole life was nothi g but one fcene of 
urtifice and difhonefty. Her duplicity upon the 
prefent oecaGon is evidenced, by the rcquifi­
tions of Murray at firft, and by e co~ua of 
her commiffioners afterwards. T~efe ~e the 
two i arts of a tally. Who 'can doubt their 
relation? 

Yet, though the commiffioners, from the plain 
influence of fome emifi"ary of Elizabeth's among 
them, and from tht: violent fOfc of their own 
credulity, had aCted with a grofs dilbonefty to 
Mary; Elizabeth faw ('ven from this very dif­
patch, hat they would not do aU which fbe 
wanted them to do. Murray had required in' 
addition to all the reft, and indeed as the gralJd 
fupport of all, that the papers fhould be ad­
mitted for evidences, without any inquiry into 
their hand-writing. But Elizabeth now found 

• from the complexion of their difpatches, marked 
as they ftrongly were with all the features of a 
hafty faith, a ralb judgment, and a pracHfing 
inGdioufnefs, that they would come at laft to 
the point, which fhould ve been. the firft 
in the procefs of their inquiry. Tlj~ had begun 
their accounts of the writings produced~ with 
thofe -proper guards of doubt~ "as they fay," 

VOL. I. F aD" 
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and lC as it is faid." Thefe they had fomecimes 
dropt. in the inten1perate riLing of thei,r fpidts 
upon Mary's prefumed guilt. But they had 
again recurred to them. And they had at la 
concluded their difpatch, with mehtioning the 
~tcrs to be tc written, OJ they ja!!, with her 
, own hand j" and with intimating their opinion 

of her guilt, U IF the faid letters be written 
" with her own hand."1if The next ftep there­
fore muft have been; to have had the letters 
ptoduced formal1y before the commiflioners; 
and then to have had their authenticity examined. 
This was what Elizabeth never meant to be 
done. Yet it muft immediately be done, if the 

• '.: prefent commiffioners went on. And Elizabeth, 
th6n!fore, put an inftant end to their commiffion. 
" This ronimiffion had been iffued at firft, in 
order -" 'to pronounce in the caufe of the mur­
t( der." The commiffioners themfelves fay as 
much, in a formal anfwer to fame queftions 
Il.fk,d· by Murray concerning tbeir authority. 
t, :niey take their commiffion to be fo ample," 
they fay, "as by the fame they may well enter 
" and proceade to that cOlltroyerfle,"t And any 
one who knows the charaCter of Elizabeth, and 
confiders the end of all her proceedings, muft 
imow that this was the gr at and .ruling objeCt 
of the whole. Yet 'into this the commiffioners 
hever entered. They fat only feven days before 
their gra.nd difpatch above. The fi5ft four of 
there were fpent in the neceffary preliminaries 

• Appendix, No. v. t Goodall; ii. 13 (. 
of 
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of the \vork. On the fifth) being the 8th day 
of Oaober, the comrniffioners of Mary pre­
fented their complaint againft her rebels. Mur­
ray, . inftead of replying, wanted previoufly t() 
be atfured, exaCl:ly in tbe ftyJe of his former 

. requifitions to Elizabeth; "if in this attion 
" they {ball prove all ings dir aly, wherewith 
H they may and do burthen the <l!.rene, their 
" fovereignC-s moder, how they mly be affured 
ft to be free and without daunger of the faid 
" ~enets difpleafure."· The ne day, being 
the 9th of Oaober, they put in fome queftions 
in writing to the fame purport. Thefe were 
anfwered inftandy· by the commiffioners. BIt 
'Murray was not fatisfied with their anfwer: He 
would have one from Elizabeth herfelf. And the 
writin'g to Elizabeth~ and the .. iting for her 
anfwer, neceffarily produced a fufpenfion of bufi­
nefs for forne days. In this ./Iatt of JuJptnfion it 
was, that M urra y offered and proceeded to pre­
fent his papers clandeftinely to the comlniffioncrs. 
The delay, therefore, was created artfil11y for lhe' 
purpofe. On the 9th of October, Murray put 
in his written queftions. On the 9th of Odo­
ber, the comrniffioners fent up t() Elizabtth for 
her anfwers to them. On the loth, Murray put 
in that reply to Mary" complaint, which he had 
deferred before. And, in ,be IlfterhHtl If that 
'Very day, he communicated hi evidence of the 
murder privately to the commiaioners. t There 

• Goodall. ii. 126. 
t Ibid. ii. loS-iii. u3. 126-127. 

jUld 140. 
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evidence. he h utt~1y refuQd to produce be­
lore. Only the Y~ry day aefore, in h"s paper o( 
~udlions to the commiOioners. he had faid hus ~ 
II The refolutiovn of there: anidi, is fa necefi"ary 
" for \j I and of /ll grtllt ;"'P'rttmtl, tll'at ~ call 
" ... f1J~'S .," to tbe o"lif", tiOrl1l or tryal of the 
" urther, IIe/ort we be./lIlly tmj'Wlrit thai'r'in.'·· 
;ret the very next day, and when all accufation 

formally fu~ed for a time, he could pri­
ly enkr into that acrufation, and even lay 

his evideoea for it privately before diem. 
This is ruch a manauvre in management, as 

fbews plainly the public accufation to have been 
fup6l"1eded, J NORDEll to give room for preferring 
the private dne" to give room for the peru[al of 
the paper' by the commiaioners, to give room 
(or tranfmitting an account of them to Elizabeth, 
to giye room for Elizabeth to fee their opinions 
concerning them, to view the impreffio~s which 
th~fe had made upon them, and to obferve whe-
ther they would go all the l!!ngths, which it ~as 
requilite (or her purpores they fhould go. She 
found upon the trial they would Rot. She there­
fore made no reply to Murray's doubts. Thefe 
wanted no refolunon at prefent. The ditpatcll 
concerning them roW\: have reached her, two days 
befo~ the other concerning the letters. Yet file 

rOte no anfwer to it. ~his appeared ftrange a 
\ he very time •. cc Becaufe I am adv(f(ifed from 

4C York," fays Sir Francis Knollys, "that h r 
~, Majeftie dotb betbe1'lo jfaJ the anfwering of the 
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It Jrtyklea of my lord of Murraye and his partie, 
" therefore," &c.- Thefe prdfcd for an imme­
diate anfwer. The whole bounefs" of the a&nt/II­
(jon was prevented from Hgi1t.;1Ig to move. Ana 
had ihe qot been in tbe feern ~f Murray's rna.­
'Ilagement, fhe mult h~ anfWC'J'ed them imme.­
d:ately. But, by being in ~ feeret. flu: knew 
no anfwer was required. She expeaeCl another 
difpatch with an account of the letters. It 
rived. Ie was very much what the ~. • But 
it was not all that the" wanted. Sbe was, fays 
the fagaciou$ author of the memoirs publifhed 
by Crawford, in exprefs tenns, C( but indifftrently '" 
." pleafed with what had paft."t ADd for this.,rea­
{on, though the commiffioners were y.ct only at 
the very entrance of tile bufinefs, though they had 
yet reC!eived only one paper from each fide, and 
though thefe could neceffarity be only formal 
and general, the mere ground.work of their fu­
ture proceedi~gs; fhe difi'olved their (ommif .. 
-fion at once. . 

She could not have received their difpatch 
!=oncerning the Je(ters, before the 14th or 15th 
of Qtl:pber; and on the 16th file rent word of 
her intention, to break up the commiflion di­
rettly.t She brolte it up accordiogly. She 
iffued out a new commimon. To tbe former 
hree {he ADQ!D fIVE OTJ:li.S Sir Nicholas Ba­
~OD, the Barb of Arundel and ~i~fterJ Lord 
Clinton~ and Sir William Cecil: She did ch~ 
fay the cotemporary memoir. of <;:rawford. ,; ~ 

- Goodall, ii. 160. t P, 112. 

i Good,all, ii. ~34, 13., and J1O. 
F3 " caute 
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" came file had fufpetled ' Norfolk and would 
"balance 1 is ~ntereft;" becaufe fue olild ba­
lance his own' vOIce, and his influence ver his 
relation the Earl ofSufl"ex in his. A 4 lhe ordered 

I 
them to (it, not at York, but at WESTMINSTER. • 

they might be more immediately unde~ Qer 
own infpeaion and jnauence~ it! 

§ IV. 

THE commiffione.rs met accordingly at Weft.:. 
minfter, in the end of Nov~mber following. 
1 'hete the firll: act of buLinefs done by them, was 
to refolve the doubts of Murray. To thefe t~e 
commiffioners at York had thus replied before; 
that~ cc as her M~e1tie wold not thinke her 
H [~1ary] worthie of ~ kingdom, if fue weare 
~c convinced [convicted] of that horrible ctime,'-' 
of murder, '~fowold Ellie] not feke to reaQr 
cc her to a kingdome. ~'t . But Murray would 
not be fatisfied with this. Be had rifen in his 
demands !inee the original ftipulation. In pro.­
po "tion as he faw her cage.rnefs .to blall: the cha­
ratter of M~Y1 he drew back from the work, in 
order to enhance the value of it. .He - would 
-now have · more than he iginally required, be­
fore he gratified Elizabeth with a public accufa­
tion. And Elizabeth~ with all her add refs, wa.s 
made by her refentments a mere inftrument of 
policy in hii hands. He dictated the terms Qn 
1'.'hich he would ac.c\lfe. B~ prefcribed ~he man ... 

• Goodall" ii. 189-191 ; Crawford, IIzl; and Buchallan~ 
Hift, xis. 37J. . 

t G~l, ii. 13 1-;-13%. 
ner 



NAllY ·CLl1E'Elf OF tCOTS • 

. ner in which his accuration fhould be received; 
He had the fupport of his ufurpation in view. 
Sh~ had the fulJ indulgence of her ~fentments. 
Her regard for thefe was more violent, than even 
his zeal for that. And, in confequence of this, 
Eltzabeth became a mere puppet dancing upoa 
this Scotchman's wires. He was accordingly 
gratified in his requifitions to the full. But the 
commiffioners, before they delivered tbe anfwer 
.of Elizabeth to him, entered this wry 71u6}fary 
precaution: "That Elizabeth meanerh not, nor 
« will, that any perfon do thereof interprete, that 
cc thereby the 1iiid Erie of Murray, or any with 
" him, fhould be boMened, "1 oped, or any -:vife 
~c comforted, to enter into accufation of the faid 
&' ~ene [Mary], for any crime or fufpicion of 
"crime."· They then told him, as from Eliza­
beth, thus: "If the ~ene of Scotts fall be 
." juftly proved and found guilty of the murder 
" of hir hufband; foe Jail he Ilher delivered illlo 
H your hmids, upon good and fufficient fureties 
"and affurances for the fafety of her life and 
H good ufage of her, or eIfe fhe .fa11 continew 
" keepl in England, u~n the reafonable charges 
" of the cr.own of Scot d, ill fluh forI as nether 
" the prince her fan, nor you the Erle of MUJ!riiY, 
" nor ~ny other, for holding part or maintaining 
f' the faid prince, jhall De ill .".1 titml"" DJ her Ii­
" berry." t Thul 

,~ Goodall, ii. 200. 

t Ibid. ::0 J. What the "good and fufficieot {urew oJ 
" apd aifural'ices for th'! fafcty of her life and good ~ 01 
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Thus ru port by the aflbran S ofEJiza.beth, • 
not only"" to ~ft:ore Mary if l'be was found 
lUilty, as 1he had folemnly add unconditionally 
pmrnifed Maty {be would do; Put even to keep 
under perpetual ~apti'Vity in England, or to give 

p to her bloody and murderous enemies in Scot­
land, the very Q.ueen whom Ole' had folemnly 
-pomifed to rdtore ~ her throne: and thus. en­
eouraged by the prejudgment, which had already 

en made by the original commiffioners con- , 
cerning the pwers: Murray was now, ready to 
come forward with them publickly. But he 
lnuf\: previouOy enter a proteftation, he thought. 
He entered one accordingly, on the 26th of No­
"ember. In this, he afferted himfelf and' his ' 
p;irty to have given "fufficient teftimony to the 
"world, how UNWILLING THEY HAD .ULWIS:r; • 
Ie BEEN to twiebe the King our Sov~raign~ Lord 
" is moder in honour, or to publilh unto ltran­
ce geris matteris tending to her perpetual jn-

• f( famy." He alfo averred, " 'that RATHER 

(c than fplllHr bw4Jit witb the faciel) of thai d(­
~, tc)ibitl ,.,dwJ tbey were content to wink at 
n the fhrewGl fepertrbf e w{)rld, quha blaifonit 
(C them for traitoris ebelJis." The world, 
it feems, was compared of blullt fell,ws, that. 
fJ)cNld ftUl a fpHl • J~. But CI it had bene 
« eafy (or them." he (aid, (f to have wyped 
« away thir [thefe] &ad theltke ~jca:iounis wirh 
ct a.few wardis; gil they would have V~TERIT 

4' her, II aaaally tenninated in; the ~"I'lI.lncJ reader may fee 
in a. curious difpatch caUc4 out in«l potiel( by Mf. Tytler, 
HS-3S'- 1i4it. 3d• 

(f mf'tter, 
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et rpat!f'r, Q,VIHLJe. THEY K'EPT l~ $T<HtE Foi 
rc THE LATER CAST!' He even added, that 
they had iO far "refpeCt" for Mary, ~(zea fa 
cc far, -gif that with the pcrpet,ual exite of any anI 
c, of them, or zit of a 7Ztt1nber, Ihey might redmu 
H hir hOtJou1', widlout: danger of the King thelr 
(C Soveraign"s perfoun and haill frate, thty wAIt! 
(~williNgly banifhe them/elf to that end." And 
for this reafon, "before they enter farthe in the 
" ground of this mattc-r, W.H'lCH TO THIS HOUR. 

(C THEY' HAD FLED, tney proteft jolemnelie" that 
" they have na de1yte to fee hir diilionourit, but 
« that they are thai no mfarcit be hir awin pref­
H fing, and dieir adver(atiesl quha compellis them 
~(to UTTER , th t mofl: odious matter, by 
.,l' preffing tHem to cUQ2 to that anfwer, quhilk 

. "'rhey knew they had juft caus to mak, and will 
"mak in the end!'· This roteftation was a 
moft extraordInary aCt: of 'formality in Murray. 
An habitual hypocrify frequently betrays itfelf, 
by exercifing its powers when they ~re totally 
unneceffary, oy a wanton difplay of its dccep­
tions~ and by an impertinent affectation of fcru .. 
;p,utofity. This was ~in~y the cafe here. ' A 
proteftacion of fuch a dli1 re as this, fo folemnly 

, [aIfe, . and known to be /0 by the 'Clery perjons to 
1tJhom' it was ",add, could 'have ferved no pur­
poff whatever. It muft even have purt the cauf,,; 
which it was intended to promote. It muft have 

.-c::onvinted ~he commiffioners, that'Murray and 
.hi~ 'friends were a fet of abandoned wretches, 

~ GoydaU~ ii, 2o~-~o6, . r. , who 
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who werot ready lO give the fancHon of their fo .. 
lemneft alfertions to the grolfeft falfehoods" and 
whQ we even fo habituated to lying, as to lie 
confidently where truth would hate anfwered as 
well. Thefe very evidences, which Murray 
here fo unneceifarily and Jolemnly affirms to have 
heen "kept in ftore for the later caft," and, 
fC to this hour to have been fled" by him, 
had been communicated by him to his own privy 
council <\nd his own parliament in the month of 
December before;· had been even acknowledged 
by himfelf in fome private converfation with the 
Duke of Norfolk at York, to have been !hewn 
in parliament, and H feen to many" there;t 
had aCtually been 'proclaimed to have been fo" 
in fuch a public and formal book as his own 
ST A T U T E S, printed the very April afterward$;:t: 
Jlad been even communicated by him to Eliza.­
beth, in the month of June fucceeding ~ and had 
been at lail: communicated by him to the CO\TI­

JT)iffloners, in the month of oCtober following. 
Thefe had even drawn up a long account of them, -
and had even made large extraCts from them, for 
the ufe of Elizabeth And both had been laid 
before her privy council, ' even before the Lord 
Keeper Bacon, t~e Earl of Leicefter, the L ord 
~dmiral Clinton, and Sir William Cecil, among 
pthers. n The old cqmmiQion~rs at York, there­
f9fe, and four out of the five new commiffioners., 
m~~ have kllow~ the folemn proteftation, at the 
momen~ it was put in, to be notorioufiy falf9. 

* Goodall, ii. 64 and 67. t Robertfon. ii. 397 
:t Goodall! Intr"d. i. a3~ § Ibi~ ! ii. 170, 
/I Ibid. 179. 
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Murray alfo muft know that the c""'"iJlioltefs mlljl. 
Yet he: frill prefented it, There is a point of 
profligacy in the line of human'impudence, at 
which the mofr di(guifed heart feerns to lofe all 
fenfibitity of {harne, and the moil: defigning mind 

• feems to deprive itfelf. of all poffibility of cheat­
ng. 

Murray had even tpade ufe of ~he fame kind 
of proteftation BEFOR,E, though npt with the fame 
formality of hypocrify) when he put the letters 
into the hands of ~he commiffioners at YORK:. 

He. and his partifans then too were U loathe to 
" proceade fo far a~ to charge the lCinge their 
~'Sovereigne's mother, with fuche th!ngs as 
fC hitherto they have been content r~ther to bidl 
!' and caneeale, than to publifh and manifeft to the 
H worlde to her infamie and difhonour, in re­
" £pea: that the was the Kinge their Savereigne's· 
(C mother, ". Yet they did " publ~Jh and mani­
~, feft" to the cQmmiffioners the proofs of cc her 
" infamie and difhonaur/' But they alfo made 
the fame fort of protefbtioQ BEFO..R£ THIS, evell 
when they jirft produced the letters. " Revel­
" ing of the tre~th,» the fay in the~r privy 
council, 011 the 4th of De ber, 1567 J (f and 
~, grou~d of the hail! matter fra the beginning 
" plainlie and ~prichtlieJ (in fa far as the mani­
~'feftatipn theirof maie tend to the difhonor or 
(C difeftim~tipn of th~ ~ene) thl; air fPaijt laltb 
~( II) entre in for that l~if they bcare' unto hir 
I' ~~f~n~-and for the reverence of his Majefti~ 

.* ~~I, U. 11'~ 



· n whais moder {he is." And it!!l they did enter 
into it. On the 4th of December, I 561 ~ they. 
werecJt>"th to make a difc10fure of the letters, 
becaufe of the infamy which it would throw uponl 
the <l!!een. They make it, however, in privy 
coundl. They make it in parliamtllt, a few daY$ 
afterwards. But in the October following d ey 
take up rhe fame cant of candour, as if they;bad 
done neither; and yet do it a third time. And 
-then, in the November fc llowing,i they take up 
the fame. cant again, as jf they had never done 
at all what they had (lOW done no lefs than three 
times befere; and repeat it again fol' the fourth 
ti~. , Nev-eT, never) I hope, for the honour of 
l1Uman natu,te, d~d hypocrify before OP finte draw 
fo long and fo Jarge a train of impefture after it" 
as i~ here does. • 

But Mmray ftood not alone in the infamy of 
lying, at this ftage of the bufinefs. Elizabeth 
was his rival in this and in ~~l fiagitioufnefs. It 
is mOllrnfuU curious indeed to obferve, what a 
treacly recourfe the generality of men and women 
have to lying. A lie is confJ.dered by t;hem as a 
kind auxiliaty) ever willing t9 come a~ thecal]" 
~nd to fight their b ties for them. But women, 
I fpeak it with great refpecr for the fex,. are or­
dinarily more apt to ~llke ref\lge in lies ~han 
men. Bred up in fame ne~etrary babits of dif. 
fimulatiQn ;anil urged by th~ fenfe of their wea~: 
-t'!efs, to mak~ up in cunning ~ha~ ~hey want in 
-Ilrength; they are certaillly mo~e J?rQll~ ~o ~h~ 

littl~ 



titde arts of evafion than men. Yet frill th 
well~educated and the well-principled part of 

t ex, is to the full as much fuperior to fe 
t , jl the fame part of our own. And for bold 

o impudent untruths, for lie told with grave 
.ueliberation, vouched wi~h cool confidence, and 

J{orted by the refpeCt due to authority; for 
theft. daring flights of falfehood, their natural de­
licacy of temper, which keeps them from fo many 
improprieties in life, keeps them alfo from this. 
Such flights are referved for the ftronger wings 
d men. Th yare too mafculine exercifes in 
profligacy, to fuit even the profligate of wornan. 
kind. Elizabeth, however, was profligate enough 
for them. She had the impudence of the worO: 
of our fi x, fuperadded to the evafivenefs of the 
worft of her_ own . She therefore loved to try 
her ftrengt~, in this mafcu}ine exercife of profli­
g acy. She peculiarly tlid fo, on the prefent oc­
caGo.n... And at the commencement of the fe-cond 
conference, and 011 the 4th of December, fhe 
told the commiffioners of Mary thus; Murray, 
immediately after his prott:fiation, having ad-

, duced his charge of murder againft Mary.­
Concerning this charge from the party, fhe faid, 
I cannot fuffer Mary "to cum hier to my pre. 
" fence, unto [until] the time I may underJIand, 
"HOW THAY WILL PRUIFF, and <UlKAT THAY 

(C H AVE FOR THAM~ TO VERTFIE THEIR AN­

U SWER j" and " thairfoj·r I will fend for 'thame, 
., and ENQ,yYR:i THAM]; thairof; for I think it 

"! GoodaU~ ii. 206- :oZ. 
fC verie 
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ec verie teffonabill that," &c. (C but to d .. 
• c~ termin~ any time before J underftand 'HOW ~ 

U THAY WILL VERTFJE TH A I ALLEGATIOtJN, I 
" am not as zitrefolvit." To this the commif-

I !toners anfwered. And Elizabeth replied thus: 
cc for the MAIR fatisfactioun of HIRSELF', and for 
.cc thair miftrefs's weill, file WALD KNOW Q.!JRAT 

~c TRAY HAD to proI?one fie thing contrair [tol . 
cc chair Soverane, and HOW TRAY M1CHT PRUIF 

(( THE SAM rN." 

The reader, who remembers the account that 
1 have already given of the evidenc;es againfl: 
Mary, will be amazed at thefe declarations from 
the lips of Elizabeth. She had feen the letters 

June preced,ing. he- bad received a long 
account of them, and Jarge extraCts from them, 
in october afterwards. She muft therefore have 
known them thorou.ghly at prefent. Yet fhe 
now fteps forward with all the confidence of 
truth, to tell the commiffioners of Mary, ,That 
fhe does not know any thing concerning them. 
She does not yet underftand, £he affirms, how 
they mean to prove their preferred accufatior1, 
or what evidences they deGgn to produce. This 
is fuch an abfolute falfehood, told fo deliberately, 
,old fo repeatedly, told fo folemnly, that one 
wonders how the duplicity of any woman, or the 
effrontery of any man, even when united togethet, 
could ~ver be great .enough to fpeak it • 

. f: G-oodall, ii. 2: Z. 
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But,the hardinefs of lying in Elizabeth, ap­
pears much {hanger from th~ conKderation, that 
1he fo formally fpoke this {hiking falfehood in tht 
prtJence of tbIJ/e "." noj/N who kllt'UJ it to Ie fllife. 
She fpoke it in the prefence of that very Duke 
of Nodolk, that very Earl of Suff'ex, and that 
very Sir Ralph Sadler, who had fent her th~ long 
account, and made the large extracts for her. 
She alfo fpoke it in the prefence of that very 
Lord Keeper, that very Lord Steward, that very 
Lord Admiral, that very Lord Chamberlain, and 
that very Earl of Leicefter and Sir William 
Cecil~ who were then the privy council attend­
ing upon her, and to whom file then communi. 
cated that accoqnt and dUlfe extracts.· In the 
hearing of all there, who a11 knew what !he [aid 
to be falfe, aJtd Wbfitn foe alJo hew 10 know it, 
did Elizabeth affert this grors and palpable falfe­
hood; aff'ert .it with the authority of majefty, 
affect it in the prefence of her privy council, and 
affert it to the embaifadors of a crowned head. 
So exceedingly alike in artific and in lying, 
~vere Elizabeth and Murray! So very diffic~lt is 
it to fay on the comparifon, whether the filII' or 

" the woman was the moO: impudent liar! And to 
fuch an aftonifhing height in the fcale even of 
'flu/gar e ronrery, did the fpirits of them both 
very readily mount up, on the ilightcft occafion 
that offaed ! . 

But, on Murray's prefenting his charge to the 
commiffioners of Elizabeth, M2ry'S immediately 

* Goodall, ii. :lUi 79. 170, and 213. 

require<t, 



required, that their mifl:refs fhould be permitted 
to come up to London from her confinement in 
the country, and to appear bef<M'e Elizabeth, 
.c hir haill nobilitie, and als [alw] . n ptefence of 
'" the arnbaffadoars of forra-ign tountries, for mair 

' (f' tFew dec1aratiotln of hi! innocence, and fatis­
" faCtio\.ln of the ~enis Majeftie ()f this realme, 
.c hir nobilirie, and all Chrifriane princes."· This 
was fuch a requifitioo, fo proper, bold, and 
challenging., that junice could never refufe, and 
honour could never delay, to grant it. Yet Eli­
zabeth delayed, and Elizabeth refufed • . She 
begged the interval of a day to confider of it~.f 
She then WQuld l1rJt gIant of it. 'c ~hajr ze 
Cf defire," ihe fays, Ie that ZOU{ Soverane fald 
ce clIm to my prefence, it may not wt:il ftand 
'C with hir honour, nor zit with myne, that feho 
" iliould be travellit to com hier to my prefence, 
cc unto the time I may underftand how thay will 
cc pruiff," &c.:t: She already ~new how they 
meant to prove their charge. She had eve"n feen 
their proofs. ThiS; therefore, was only a p re- ' 
tence for a refufal. Yet, as Elizabeth adds, '" I 
" think it verie retronabill tharfcho fuld be heard 
H in her awin caus, being fo weightie; but to de­
"'{ermine quhom befoir, quhen and quhair, ony 
" time hefore I underfiand how tllay will verifie 
" their allegatioullJ I am not as zit refolvit."; 

• Goodall, it 217-~ Ii and ~o. 
i Ibid. ,JU-2.2l. 

+ ]bi~l. 22 t. 
§ Ibid. nz. 
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Thus did Elizabeth ilill continue to found her 
denial of juO:ice, up:>n the ground of a known 
falfehood. But fhe muO: have been particularly 
averfe to the p fition, of hearing Mary in h r 
own defence before au the nobility of England, 
and before all the embaffi dors of foreign powers. 
Their prefeoce would be an infurmountablt Jr 
to her dcfigns. or did lbe even choofe [0 hear 
Mary at all. She rather chofe to keep her at a 
diftance, while her more honourp,ble rebels were 
allowed a free accefs to the court~ to break down 
her fpirits by confinement) to tarnifh her reputa­
tion by invited ch~rges, and to be at once her 
betrayer, her accufer, and her judge. Nothing 
Iefs tban this could have [aired the purpofes of 
Elizabeth. Yet even ./he could not pojitive/y 
refufe fuch a requefl:. She owned it to be " a 
(C verie reffonabill" on e.- She promifed to grant 
it hereafter. But fhe mujl fir) hear the evidtnctJ of 
the accttjation again)" her. Why muft lbe? She 
choJe it. cc Stat pro ratione volun as." Yet 
had fhe not heard them before r She certainly 

. had. She had even Jeen them. 
Did Elizabeth, however, hear Mary afterwar's 

in her own defence, before the nobility and em­
baffadors? No! Did fhe afterwards hear her, 
before any felelted number of her own obedient 
miniO:ers in privy council? No! Did fhe af­
terwards hear her, before any other perfons? No I 
She never beard ber at all. When fhe was ac-

* Yet Mr. Ht!Q~, '!Mrs bigDtuJ tfl Elil'a!Jeth'1ffc/'c!IIt! /!;.a1, 
Eliza!Jcth herftlf, proootoCCS it IUIreafonable. Hift. v. 143· 

VOL. I. G 
Edit. 1767. 



,Iljetl~ the would nOt admit her to her prefence~ 
tm 1he had feen the evidences of the accufation, 
which indet~ fhe had already feen before. And 
when flie had feen them again, en, then Mary 
was unworthy to be admitted into her prefence. 
This is fuch a ftrain of fhuffiing and deceit, as 
muft amaze a man of honour to hear of. Yet 
it is very true. "As for her coming to hir pre­
n fence," Elizabeth thm faid, "confidering at 
u the firft when fhe came into this realme, hir 
"Majefty could not fynd it THAN agreeable 
cc to her honor:-being defamed only by corn­
u mon report; much IdS could jhe NOW think 
" it eifJer melt Dr honourable fDr hir to come to hir 
"prifence, confidering the multitude of matters 
u and prefumptions now lately produced againft 
fC hir, fuch as indede greved hir ,Majefty to 
(( think of."· Erzabeth, on the 4th of Decem­
ber, thought it very reafonable, !be fhould be 
heard in her own defence. Elizabeth, on the 
16th of the fame month, thought it very unrea­
fonable. She..had confidered, that fhe would not 
admit her into her prefence when fhe firfl came 
to ngland, and when fhe was accu[ed only by 
common r('port. But fhe had forgotten~ that 
even thm Mary had been ac:cufed by much more 
than common report, even in form before Mur­
ray's privy! council and Murray's parliament. 
She had alfQ forgotten, thatfince her coming into 
England, eVen tince fhe had been accufed' in form 
IIlain befqre tht: commiftloners, file had thought 

, I 
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it very reafanable fhe Olould be admitted. 
And fhe no'W prt'tended to grieve over the evi. 
dences produced: wh n flie Had faid after Ole 
had feeh th~ , that lhe rlid not believe the accu. 
fation grounded upon them; and when fbe had 
£ecuHatIy caufi:d them to be proQuced, at pre-
ent. • 

This is [uch a frightful piaure of hypocrify, 
that it hurts my hane1l: feelings, elten to hold it 
up to the publick. It is fa dreaafully finHbed 

* Goodall, ii. 221, "I citld nevir beleive, nor zit will, 
" that evir fcho did confent thairto." "Fenelou'a olfpatches," 
fays Mr. Carte, iii. 4i7t "for fome months are filled with 
" the repeated profeffions of the Qgeen of England [Depeche 
H Jao. 20 J that }he tiM not 6eliI'Vt a.., }art if 'Wh4t 'WaJ ai­
" idgetl aga·"fi IJer g'OlJ fijler." Camden alfo fa,. of Eliza­
be~ that "for the letters" &e. file " gave little credit to 
" them •. though there were hetwe n them a womaniih emula· 
"non," &c. Tracf. 07, Orig. 144-145' Melvill adds, 
!hat "Ihe was glad .of the Q,yeen's difuonour, but in her 
" ihindfoe J~teJft.tI the RegtNt IIno all his CDmptlllj, Illia IJ.vo'lld 
" notice hzm nD IftDre," 97. And Crawford'. Memoirs fubjoin 
to the whole, that the calumnies "fo~d but lin/; (miit itn 
" the Q]et'o of England, or her commiffionen," that pard~ 
cUlarly "fue was too wife. not to look upon him," Murray, 
"4S the 'WDrfl of 11Itir, who at once defamed hia fill his 
" Qgeen, the mother of hi,l'rim:e, and on, <r»h01ll in his (1"'-. 
"jcienCt ht cou/tl not 6ut klirw inUCtnt;" and that "in~d, as 
" the ':Ita of that re/lcC.tion; hi ""t with tiD m(We tb." indijferrd 
" ,,,tertainment at the court of Englan~ and might have found 
" by et~rience, that though princet fOi intereft.may fometimc. 
"1D'Ve thttrtajM, yet theyalway._*lNit",. ... (1l4-115.) 
It ia curioul to fee Elizahc~ who Dew :.iC: plot fa well, 
i"l.s tt ill ,alt tI~il, openly avowing ~. f itt it; and 
fucceedioc times bellevillr all, ~ i&'lorance and from 
faction, 
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in every part, that we can fee nothing but ~ne 
unifwm view of hypoerify on every fide. Every 
turn of countenance in the figures, every move­
ment of the body in them, the whole of their 
drapery and difpofition, all befpeak the fouleO: 
hypocrify. Yet this is only the fore-:-ground of 
the piece. We hfVe frill more benind. 

On Mary's commiffioners requiring permif­
fion (or Mary to come up and defend herfelf, 
Elizabeth thought it expedient to prefent ano­
ther feene of equivocation to the world. (C As 
"for the Qltene coming in ' perfon to her M a­
ce jefrie," fhe faid,-" {be conc1ude~ it to be 
" beft for the faid ~ene, that the faid aceufers 
" filOuld be ROU~DL Y CHARGED AND REPROV­

" ED HERE! N." • She meant, !he added, "to 
" charge the Earl of Murray, as reafon was, 
" and to UPREHEND AND IMPUGN THE ACCU­

" SATION By ALL eOOD MEANS, in THE FAVOUR 

" OF THE SAID Q.YENE OF SCOTTES." + So {he 

promifed. But how did !he act? Did {be 
ie wundly charge and reprove" Murray and his 
accomplices? Did !he cc reprehend and impngn 
cc the accufation" which they had jult produced? 
And did {be exert" all good means in favour of 
" the f.'lid ~ene of Scottes ?', Let the fequel tell; 
fo truly charac9:eriftick of her general duplicity. 

Three days after her promife, on the 7th of 
Decemher,:.j: the commiffioners of Elizabeth 

I * Goodall, ii. 226. t Ibid. 227. 
t The date in ibid. 231, Ott. 6, is an error of the pen or 

pre[s; as i! plain fr m 2Z 7 and 235. 

called 
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1:aUed Murray and his colleagues before them, 
and aqdreffed them in thefe words: "My Lords, 
"the ~ene's Majeftie hath commanded us 

.f( to fay unto you, that her Highnefs thinketh I 

~ [it] very much and very fu:\nge, that you 
{( fhould accufe her [Mary J of fo horrible a 
cc cryme.". This. was the fubftantial part 
of their chiding addrefs. This was what 
Elizabeth pretended to call (f a round charging 
"and reproof." This was what Elizabeth 
termed (( a reprehending and impugning the 
cc accufation by all good means." The promife 
and the performance are juft as much alike, 
we fee, as 'a ftorm in nature and a ftorm in 
the phyhoufe are. 

But the commiffioners did not end here. 
Her Majeay, they add, (( therfore hath called 
(C us to fay unto you, that although you, ih this 
cc doing, have forgot yom duties of allegiance 
" toward yuur fovcraine, yet her Majefrie meaneth 
(C not to forget THE LOVE or .ll GOO)) SISTER, 

H AND OF A GOOD NEIGHBOUR AND FRH.·O "t 
Elizabeth, then, is determined at laft to difcharge 
the duti c: s of a good neighbour, a real friend, 
and a loving fiaer [0 Mary. She has ftrangely 
"paltered" with her promife indeed, in the 
reproof before. But fhe will now ferve her. 
Yet how does £hf ferve her? The very next 
words of the commiffioners will !hew the kind. 
pees intended. And th fat}: immediately fub­
fequent will {hew the kindnefb performed. 

.. Goodall, ii. :33. t Ibid. ibid: 

G 3 " What 
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":What you are to anfwer to this," fay the 
cogm¥ffioners, (( we are here ready to hear." Bijt 

by was an anfwer cXp'~a:ed? Altcording to 
Elizabeth', promife, the rebeb \fere to be 
fharply rebuked for their prefumption in think­
ing to accufe Mary of murder. To this no 
anfwer was requifite. They had accufed. This 
was their offence. Far thi they were to receive 
a revere reprimand. And the accuflltion was 
thus to be " impugned" by every honeft exertion 
of friendfhip in Elizabeth. Yet, notwithft~Qd­
ing all this, tbe rebels are called upon to anjwer. 
They are called upon, I N ORDER to bring for­
ward the concerted reply, and to conclude the 
whole in a manner. ireitly the reverfe of Eliza­
beth's ft:,eming in pons. 

Thus are the commiffioners, with principles 
of honour ill alive and aaive in the breafts of 
fome of them, made to become mere gentlernen­
ufljers to her hypocrify, and mere running-/oo/1Jun 
to her revenge. Their fouls muft have been 
1hockcd with tbe employ. But they were 
obliged to fuomit to it. The bold barons, that 
had fo often aEaulted the throne even of our 
warlike monarchS, all crouched at the feet of 
dW.a Henry the Ei$hth in petticoats. And they 
were mean enough to carryon an evident fcheme 
of c61111fion betwixt her and Murray. They, 
'","e/,rl gave the rebuke in uch gentle terms, 
14 ~ntrary to "t they themfClves had fome 
of them' heard her ~e. - They therefore 

• Goodall, ii. U3; 
called 
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called al(o upon the rebels to reply, when all 
reply was precluded by the apparent nature of the 
bufinefll. But the real was very different. 

Murray accordingly came prepared for the 
latter. He knew the farcical operations, in which 
thefe mere fhifters of the [cenes [0 him and 
to her were now to be engaged. He heard them 
cah:nly. He replied. He exprdred his for­
row for having offended Elizabeth by his accu­
fation of Mary. But to "farisfie' her, he 
would-he would do what? He would retract 
the accufatioD~ to be fure, for which he C( found" 
Elizabeth, as he fays himfelf, "to bp grievouj/y 
ojfinded" with him.· And thus Elizabeth will 
at laft have "impugned the accufation by all 
cc good means, in favour of the {aid ~een of 
cc Scots." This undoubtedly was the natural 
proeefs in the bufinefs. But there Was nothing 
natural in the whole. It was merely an aflttt 
.drama from the beginning to the end of it. Mur­
ray, therefore, in order to (( fatisfy" Elizabqh 
for the cc grievous offence" given, ould r8}tat 
it) would aggravate it highly. He WOlud pru­
(eed to prove wbat be bad cbarged. 
. This was plainly the point, to whieh Elizabeth 
and Murray had been mutually tending by all 
thefe fide-movements. Murray bad aflua/Iy 
brougbt his proofs with bim. The commiffioners 
were aflually ready to r"eive tbem. They had 
indeed (alle.J jfIT Ibltll, in calling Cor a reply to 

* Goodall, ii. 234. 

o 4-
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their rebUke. And thus the cc round ch'arge and 
reproof," which Elizabeth threatened to giv~ 
Mary's ~ccufers; the (( Tepre encrtng and im­
"pllgning theaccufation by all good means in 
,r her favour," which Elizabeth promifed to 
M¥y's commiffioners j and" the l<,lve of a good 
" fifte r,and of a good ndghbour and fti,end) I' which 
Elizabeth the mom<;nt before declared by her 
own commiffioners) {he (( meaned not to forget" 
to Mary; all terminated in maklI'Ig the accufa­
tion to be maintained againft her, and in en-: 
couraging the evidences to be produced for i~. 

§ v~ 
ALL this was a ver.y proper prelude ~o the 

fecond appearance 'of the letters. Tb~y appeaed' 
the next <ky. But what could be expecred in 
fairnefs or in decency, as to the examination of 
them; from a woman fo qpparently hyp,ocritical 
and bafe, as Elizabeth is here 1hewn' to be by 
her own pruceedings ; ~nd from men fo apparently 
mean and fervile, as the commiffioners are equal y 
fhewn ta be fro~ theirs? The conduCl: of ~oth 
vye muf\: naturally expeCt to proceed in the fame 
1hain." It cannot well exceed the other. An 
yet, I think, it did. ' , 

" This daye," fay the commiffioners on the 
8th of December, "tne Earle of Murrav1 accord­
(C ing to the appoyntment yeftcrcby, ~ll1e to the ' 
" ~eu:e's Majefti 's commiffioners, faying, That 
" as they had ydlerrught p,roduced and fheweq 
" fundry wry ting.s, " &c.- " 'fo for the further 
l~ \Q.t\~{Q.a\~t\~ 00\\.\ .~{ the ~tM.'~ Ma}tft.i.e a\\q. 

, ' ~, ~heYf' 
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"theyr lord!hips, they were ready to produce 
~, ~llJ fuew a gr at number of letters w'1.tten by 
cc the [aid ~t:ne, wherin, as they [aid, might 
"appear very vidently her inordinate love 
" towards the faid Erk Bothwell, with fundry 
(( other arguments of her gt,!iltynefs of the mur­
" der of her hllfband. And 10 therupoh they 
(( produced feveral wrytings wrytten in the like 
" Romain hand, as others her letters which were 
" fhewed· yefternight, and avowed by them to be 
ct wrytten by the faid ~ene:'· This i the ac­
count, we muft remember, given by the cOtn­
miffioners themfelves, concerning their own pro­
ceedings. We cannot delire a bettcr authority 
for c~n[llring them. And they cannot afk a 
better teftimony in their own vindication. 

Yet what does their account fay, for vindica. 
tion or for cen[ure? It fays his. The.com­
mi/Eoners at York,. ·on the previous produaion 
of the letter, had ref ted their authenticity on 
the credit of the offered oaths of the producers. 
The commiffioners at 'w dlminfter were 1J10r~ 
attentive to the rules of common fenfe and com­
mon honefty. They compared II/em witb olber 
wn tmgJ. They found them, on examination, 
to be "wrytten in the like Romain hand as 
" others which were !hewed yefternight." And 
fo far they aaed with apparent juftnefs. But 
this was in appearance only. In reality they 
~aed as unjuftly and as abfurdly, as the commif­
ppners at York. Yet they conduCted themfclves 

It Appt,,~ No. "iii. 
with 
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Itit more addrefs. They were more cunning 
~ more kn~vi{h. The addition of five to the 
former 'three, had given a ftNt g predominancy 
!~.dle fpirit of Elizabeth and of villainy among 
(bern. The majority of the I three were honeil: 
in intention, and were weak in ractice. The 
majority of the eight were aeu~l1y knaves in 
defign, aCl:ually knaves in praCtice, but ftudi­
ouay courting the femblance of honefty. They 
therefore pretended to do, what (he others had 
not done j and to examine the grand point on 
which the whole accufation refted, the hand-writ­
ing of the letters. But how did they examine 
it r In a manner that muft have pronounced thell) 
to be IDIOTS, if e had not known them to be 
otherwife; in a .manner that mult pronounce 
tkem to be K.NAVES, as we know them to have 
been )Jlen of fenft Like perfons totally incompe-
t ot to the m"lllagement of bufin.efs, but in truth 
ading miniftcrially in a work of profligacy; they 
cOOlpared the letters produced, NOT with letters 
fWlnifued by Mary's commiffioners, NOT with 
1 (ters even furnifued by any indifferent perfons, 
JW'l' with letters preJented by the producers them­
j,lve.f. They collated them with c. OTHERS I:IER 

($ LETTERS WHICH WER.E SHEWED YESTER­

cc NIGHT," (for cc THEY had yefternight pro­
U duced and lhewed fundry wrytiflgs") "and 
($ a.vow.ed by THEM to be wrynen by the faid 
" .". And they thus collated one forgery 
wiu. ao.oc:her. 

This is ruth an inftance ofiinpofition upon Mary 
and the world, as can fcarcely be paralleled in all 

the • 
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the annals of knavery. Many, many inftances 
of impofition, indeed, occur in the wretched hif­
tory of our r¥e. But we can hardly find one, 
jn which the impOfition was fo grofs, fa formal, 
fa important, and fo clear. It was very grofs, 
becaufe it has not a fhred of artifice to (;over its 
ugly nakednefs. It was very formal, becaufe it 
was done by men, fome of whom were of the firft 
charaCter. in their country, Ilnd all of whom were 
bound by honour, and were tied down by oMh,. 
to aB: uprightly in. the b Goefs. It waB very 
important, becaufe no lefs dian the reputation of 
,a ~een, and the cominuance of an ufurpation, 
depended upon it. And it is very clear, becaufe 
we have the faB: rela~ed to Ui by the commif­
fioners themfelves, recorded te th ir fual in 
their own journal, and tranfmitted by their own 
hands to ppilerity, with. everlafting infamy on their 
heads.* 

* How fully does all this conduCt 1heW. what Ma!'Y inti­
mated afterwards in an intercepted letter to lOme of her par_ 
tifans in Scotland! "The ·Qyene of Ingland," the fay., at 
the removal of the confeA'Dce to W ftminftcr, "aamit..u 
" co",miffionaris with thame that wer alreddie depute, in 
" nombre of the quhilk tht flliJ Irat,ur," Cecil, "aud 
"VT HEUS OF HIS FACTlOVN.II Goodall, u. 3z6. 

CHAP. 



§ I. 

I T is very furprifing, that at this diftance of 
time we can trace the conduCt of Elizabeth 

fo particularly, through a1 the mazes and la· 
l>yrinths of her cunning. No cotemporary 
hiftorian bas been kind enough to lend us a 
clue for them; though memory muIl: have fup­
plied a variety of incidents at the time, which 

ould have thrown a £hong light over the 
wliole. But we ar left to coliett th general 
afpeCl: of the tranfattions, from the very journals 
of die perfO'hs who are atting with fo much artful­
nefs. That fpirit of decep' n, which put them 
upon atting with the artfulnefs, would equally 
put them upon modelling the accounts of th'!ir 
actions. It would naturally put them upon 
foftening die harfher. t atures, and upon lower-
109 the more prominent parts, of their own 
iniquity. Acc?rdingly we find the journal of 
the commjffioners, to have been actually ALTERED 

and INTERLINED by the hand of Secretary 
CECIL himfelf, after it had bt"en written by the 
clerks of the commifiion..· . AnJ we muil: 
th re 'fuppofe the. fame hand to have been 
bufy, where it is wi 'fible; and to have fre-

quent~r . 



quently written the original journal, by the pens 
of the clerks themfelves. 

Surrounded ~ we thus all! by artifice and 
impofture on every fide, if in our progrefs we 
{bould meet with any account, that gives a look of 
fairnefs and juftice to Elizabeth, we cannot but 
fufpeCl: it of being fophifticated in this manner. 
We cannot but think, that the fecretary has 
been at work again j has fuppretred fame cir­
cumftance" which would have lent a different 
appearance to the whole; or has mentioned fome 
with a variation from the truth, which cafts a 
different air over it. With fuch ~onduCl: pre­
ceding, as we ~ave juft feen in Elizabeth, we 
have no right to expeCl: any fairJ'lefs or juftice 
from her. With fuch conduct fucceeding, a we 
{hall foon fee in Eli1a.heth, we have no reafon 
to believe any thing bl,lt unfaimefs' and injuffice. 
to have come between. Sudden converfions 
may ftiit the iliort and deful.tory progrefs of a 
nuvel or a play. But they are l"ttle compatible 
with the flow and regular operations of the 
human mind. And relapfes, as fudden as' the 
converIions, plainly prove the latter to have 
been nithing at all. 

To fuch an account as this are we now come. 
F or Elizabeth, wanting to veil over the {hame­
lefs managemen t of he own commiffioners, even 
aa-tng under her own inffuence, ordered a re­
eoUation of the letters; a a re-collation, not 

... Accordingly, Mary fays, in Goodall, n. 3l6, t~t Cecil 
U doia all thair drauchti~.'. 



OF 

before the commiffiohers, but before the pr\vt 
council. This was by implicaticn a. fhong cen­
fore upon the commiffioners. It intimated in a 
yery {hiking manner, that they had not done 
juftlce in their collation, that they had done what 
required to be re-done, and that th y had done 
what wanttd to be covered and difguifed by a 
fubfequent aCt of a privy council. The latter 
'Was therefore to intrude violently into a bufinefs, 
with which they had no concern. It was all 
delegated to the coMmiffioners before. It had 
been executed by them in the main part of it. 
Yet ibis very part was the privy council now to 
take to itrdf. It was to fupercede the whole 
delegation for a time. And it was to execute 
the main part again, But all the wheels in the 
machine of Elizabeth's government, moved on 
in peneCt harmony. The grand maftel"-wheel 
in herfe1f regulated all their motions. And this 
very council confifted of the eight commiffioners 
themfelves, and others.· orne of the com­
miffioners moO: probably, as we know fome of 
them to have bee-n of honour; and the Duke 
of Norfolk pretty certainly, as one of them ;t 
had begun to exprefs their difguft at the infa­
mous collatioR efore, which had been managed 
by a junto of Elizabeth's more {bunch artifans 
among them, and fo forced upon the reft. 
The apRarent knavery of it muft naturally have 
excited their relent t. They began probably 
to confider themfdves in tbeir true light, as 

T RobertiOn, ii. 398• 
employ cl 
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as her fecretary. This was a confemon fuffici nt 
of itfelf. From this, and from the others, he 
had been long apprehenfive of the danger of his 
fituation; of the da.nger to his honour and con­
fcience, if he thould agree to c6nacmn the 
innocent <i.Heen; and of the danger to Ilis hap­
pinefs in this wOlld, if he fhould. firuggle to 
acquit her, and fo provoke w at he s fure 
to incur, t e curfed nd implacaOJe fpirit Of 
Elizabeth for it. And Elizab~th herfelf, who 
h:td been marking his conduct with a jealous 
eye, ever linee fie frufirated her ddigns u~ 
him at York j and who had feen him {inee in­
cliritng, at times, to the fide of Mary lind Of 
confcience; half-angrily exclaimed upon rome 
{rdh i c1ination of his at this ~liod, (f :nut the 
" ~een of Scots would .nmr waat an ad'ftIcite, 
H as long as orfolk 1i e ."-
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was accord;ngly dete mined in a previous 
council, at 'hich all the con-.mifIioners. were 
prefent and five others,· on the J 3th of Decem­
ber, thut fix of the principal nobility fhould be" 
fummoned to take their feats at the board the 
next d"y ; that the commiffioners fhould then 
lay before them cc the whole proc adings in the 
cc conference at Weftminfter- nd that a1fo the 
" originalllettres and wrytyngs exhibited by the 
" R gent, us the ~ene of Scotts lettres and 
"wrytings, fhould a1fo be {hewed, and confer­
,.., eoce thereof made in their fight with the 
(C lettres of the faid Q~ene's, being extant, and 
cc h retofore wry ten with her own ·hand, and 
(C fent to the Quene's Majefi:y ; wherby may be 
cc ferched and examyned what difference is be­
et twixt the famin." This feems fair. But we 
know Elizabeth tOO well, to truft the fairnefs of 
her appearance. We have already feen her too 
artful not to be fufpeCt: d, too falfe not to be 
difbelieved, and too di1honeft not to be O:i11 
thought knavifh. 

We even fee her [0 here. This very council, 
which was only doing (we may be fure) what 
(he had determined they fhould do, refolved for 
her to tell the commifIioners of Mary this capital 
falfehood j "That the had caufed the Erle of 
" Murray and his company to be STREIGHTLY 

"and SHARPLY reproved and re u ed for ther 

.r6-u 7, and lIS of the Tnnflation, and '43, '44, and IH 
of the Original. 

• Goodall, ii. 
(( a.udacious 
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C~ audacious and un10ya11 accufatioun of the 
cc ~ene to whQm they were natyve fubjefu~ in 
( 't SUCH LARGE SOAT, All A MORE !RNEST AND 

cc SHAR,PER REPROOF COULD NO'I' BE DEVISED 

" I N M OR E CONVENIENT WORDS."· This the 
reader knows to be a moO: glaring untruth. 
T he reproof confifted of thefe words, that Eliza­
berh thought it cc very much and very ftrange" 
they fhould accufe Mary. This was fubftan­
tially all. Yet this is l1ferted by the ~uncil • 
to have been, and is recommended to be 
.. iferted by the ~een herfelf, (f a {height and 
" fharp rebuke." It is even averred by the 
council, and even recommended to be averred by 
the ~een herfelf, to have been a rebuke "in 
('( fuch large fort, as a more erneft and 1harper 
"cou·hi not be devlfed in convenient words." 
The reproof is a clear evidence of the collufive 
fpirit of Elizabeth. This account of the re­
proof is a full d monftration of the high effron­
tery, wi'th which tbe coUuiion was carried on. 
And, with fuch. effrontery of falfehood in this 
privy council, what juftice, what fairnefs can 
be expeCted in the~e-collation of the letters? 

But the other council met the next day. If 
confifted of all the members of the council held 
the day before, llnd fix additional members, all 
earls. Elizabeth a!Jo was now prtJe1It. The 
proceedings of the commiffioltCf& at York, as 
well as at Weftminfter> were fwtunarily declared 
for the information-~ the eaTls. And another 

VOL. 1. falfehood 
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falfehood of a capi al natUie ;vas fanCtioned by 
thereft. "There was briefly £hewed unto them," 
fAy& • the journal, (t how the ~en~ of Scotts 
o comruiffioners firO: accufed the Erle of Murray 
n and his colleagues,,-and how they did thereo 
If make anf~er,-wITHOUT ANY SPECIAL DE­

ce PRAVING on. CALUMINATING TH E HONOUR OF 

« THE Q!1EN'E; and, next therto, the replication of 
H the other party: and furder was declared, how 
H herupon [he fame treaty and conference upon 
" reafonable caufes was removed to 'Weftminfter ; 
fC and how the Erle of Murray and his colleagues, 
" -after proteftation made, were unwilling to pro­
H cede any [urder to tcu,h the. name and honor of 
" the ~uC11e, if their adverfaries had not pref­
"fed them with Jack of loyalty; for remedy 
cc whereof they produced" their accufation. #! 

From this account of the conference at York, 
gnd frolll the former of that at Weftminfter, it 
feems impoffible for Elizabeth's managers to 
fpeak the truth in a point of any confequence, 
even for a fingle moment. The new member$' 
were ail unacquainted with either, except from 
report. 'Ehey were to be informed concerning 
both, by the relation of one of the co~nm.iffioner9 
in each. But the relator of each thought it re­
'luifite to prevaricate, in his narrative of the facts. 
And the fame fpirit of impofition appears -to have 
predominated in the latter council, as in the 
former. The whole very material faa:, concern­
ing the communication of the letters to the com- . 
miffion.ers at York, is totally omitted. It ii not 

only 
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only omitted, but denied. It is all denied. Mu(" .. 
ray and his friends made anfwer, fays the nar­
ratof, cc without any fpecial depraving or calum­
" niating the honour of the ~cne." And, as 
he adds afterwards on the conference being re­
moved to W eftminfter, cc after proteftation made" 
they H were unwilling to procede any furder to 
(C touch the name and honor of the ~ene,. if 
"their adverfaries had not ptefi'ed them with 
(C lack of loyalty; for re'medy 'whereof they pro. 
(C duced" their a~cufation. 

They are thus reprefented by the verbal hifto­
rian of the conference, as never producing a",,/ 
aocufation againft Mary, much leis producing any 
evidences for it, before they pt'D4uced them at 
Weftminller. , Thus all exhibition of the letters 
before is denied, as we have previouily feen it 
repeatedly denied by Elizabeth herfelf. We muft 
therefore go back once U,:lore , to the conference 
at York, as ftated by the commiffioners them­
[elves. In their very firft difpatch to Elizabeth, 
they fay thus of Murray and his friends: cc As 
"we perceive be their talk at large, they mean 
cc to make it evident ~nto us, that whatfoever they 
cc have done againft the Q!;!ene, they have pro­
e< ceaded therein upon good grounns, judi as 
" [orne of tHem-do faye, they are moll: fqrre 
cc that it is now come to that point~J that 'key 
ce muft needcs declare and make tI'IlJni/eft 10 the 
(( world, or eIfe be accounted notorious te­
er belles. u. So plainly did they intimate their 
intentions at th~ very firft m 'g in York., ot 
, Goodall, :i. t'l 

charging 




