1 ﬁm uapp ent from a
he fame date with the former, writ-
'them to Cecﬂ and {peaking in

: Pa¥s the Duke
I feare, wWILL

ff all be true
affirm.”* But, three
t ﬂléfe very queftions

| hg‘:st <« 3. We defire
hu&fmmnumoun—

“1ons, when he
thcmfclvcs tcll



‘.\

< have in thc !ame ewchaﬂ\,nodnag :
“ THE CAUSE OF THE munn,,‘wﬁ ereup
< ftaye and fufpend their adings,
“ may be refolved in their irtidc;,

< unto us, which we fent in our laft
<« your Majeftie, yet the faid Erle”
< aftcrnoonc" of that day, fays

with murder ; dme they had o
defign, in<d Sadl paper of qu
afterwards; that they had opened it
a verbal addrefs to them when they
faid paper; and that therefore the
had expected the charge from
to Mary’s accufation ; ;thlt
commiffioners it was intjmat

in their faid reply;
of murder agamﬁ'-
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the commiffioners fent to Elizabeth.
, in the laft difpatch, a long
" criminating letters. They
er a large abftratt of them. They
er many extratts from them.* And
laid all thefe papers before her privy
' Yet, now, ibmcmme&nbers of the
. the reprefentatives (as it were) of all
lity upon  this wuﬁon, are told That

fpoken {o openly of
ion with the com-



MARY' thiﬁ’viueb?rs;
therefore to dxcfmtdpeWtﬁmw
and the letters ; bue%hq mm

faél. ‘The letters
whole refted “and

the full infpeétion of dﬁ ommiffic i k
thought it requifite mm as commiffioners; o Q"?
make a public difpatch concerning Mm i
tranfmit a defeription of them, w abftract 2

them, and even extralts from t to Eliza ﬁn
And Elizabeth thought it equally requ
hemto lay them all, Wk m m‘h
privy coumeil. sl
Buit it is-veep obiarvdble, WW
concerning the bufinefs at Yodk,gmv&w
concerning the bufinefs at Wefts 35
both told in prefence of feveral perfons, who
all lenew the teller ar the time to be fupprefling a
grand fad, to be denying a grand truth, and.to
be delivering a grand lie. So very like were
Elizabeth, Elizabeth’s counfellors, and Eliza-
beth’s commiffioners, in the habit of audacious
lying! Thus, when Mﬂmw
by Sir William Cecil or any B
cerning the reproof g by
Murray and his partifa
miffioners, were prefent.
quainted vmh l'lw mﬁé :
had delivered it

it to bca _
to be
“ ftmgﬁt



cile They even confented to

¢ hqqucﬁy formally vouch-

ch. - And they even agreed to pro-
res, and to make Elizabeth pro-
nce, mf the mildeft reprehenﬁons that
k well be given, to be «in fo large a fort,
5 a more. mm ﬂmrpu reprooﬁ could not
: - Ju{‘c fo,

th the honour
e conference at Weit-

ers prefent were he z2nd the
oners at York, the Dukeof Nor-
. Thefe very perfons
Qbﬂlgt from the rebels
very perfons had known the
(asintimated itundoubtecly
ily, in the anfiwer of the rebels.
known the pofitive charge
xpectation of a letter from
 very pqrfons had feen the
i fantiate it, had fent a
abeth, and had even
1 to ve the guile of
ct they now permit a
s to be. gwen before

members



letters to her cour
deliberated upon t
wonderful cor

in the a&t of

firft couhcit
only a con‘{ip
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- ‘written by the Quene of Scots
e Erle Bothwell ; of which let-
<, ﬁ!ppofed to be written with
own hand, were then alfo
ed and perufed ; and, being
mn&md and compared for

ore the commiflioners in
ce of aﬁ:m:dnons and by the
A ond appearance be-
: nﬁer, they had
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ciate in the bufinefs, even by—=Evizaperu her-
felf. This is obvioufly a ftroke of legerdemain,
like the other. It isonly a more artful firoke.
It is obvioufly a fhade of the fame darknefs of

machination, It is only & h@w fhade, ~And ;
it was obvioufly made to fi other,

it was more artful and morcligfm
Murray’s letters were compar
of Elizabeth’s. Thefe are faid
written with Mary’s own hand,
Mary to her. But wﬁ&:’nﬂiﬂd‘
Mary? No one! Who ¢ ‘
of them by Mary? . No ong! . ft take
both upon the authomy of FhM her
privy council. - But can we do fo, up:
ciple of propriety? We ¢ L
cannot fuffer either é&c privy councﬂ,. or
prefident Elizabeth, to become Vi
and judges. Thanidb
cities, that fhould for eve
opening wide the
every, accufed perfon.
do this, yet can we:
Or, to {peak more p
in Elizabeth herfelf
center of gmvxty to
we admit ber ev
furedly zanm
deceitful and fo
mgs.hlthcm-
to Mary, i;y
fhall alfo fee
fhamelefs, thac




b, gt TE

"',"»migx vmn‘rio N OF.

~already co :V‘iﬁ‘zd her oﬂfO»many for-

w and fo many violations of
1 u&apemethh regard to her, juft as
g-poft and the pillory do with vul-
M mcapacmf& hen for bemg an

i

oy ‘.'- She could
¢ the. produccd

ot pretend to

{ent, who faw

fecn aay. thing
’ K

d all xhe evidence of

.hgia at fecond
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Elizabeth was too plainly a confederate with
Murray, not to be capable of any collufion for |
him. This has been aireﬁym But it may
be fthewn additionally, from a ﬂigﬁt i’nﬂmﬁﬂon
in the Jourmlofthls veri' eum!cd Mamymd
his friends, it is there faid, oteftation
¢« made, were unwilling to procede
“to touch the name and honour of he (
¢« if their adverfaries had not prefled t

W »

« lack of loyalty ; for‘remedy whcreqfﬁ W

“ duced” their accufation® ’I'hxs{
excufe and apology made-ﬁy Murray

dec‘anng in the very pmﬂ!‘&mm

*¢ hir awin prefling, un@ h
all this is abfolutefy‘“ fﬁlfe;f ‘as I'have
thewn. Yet ' rea
falfchoods, as fhe was. m ‘manage her own. She
could take up, mhax ﬁé’knw to 'bc-ap h}m-'
tical lie'in him. She m repeat.

fame aﬁ'urancc of hypocnf?“",_; ecat
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eﬂted Muwuys with them. That the was
_capable of this, no one can doubt, who has
s &ll the preceding account, of who fhall fee
o ’!H% ‘account  following.  Her commiflioners,

~ thoug f fome of them men of honour, yet

w “upon by her pervaditg influence, only
: afeﬁrdm before had actually done, what was as
bad in reality, and' even worfe in appearance.
They had collated Murray’s afferted originals
with Murray’s affirmed originals.  And as the
'Vﬂymnﬁ, by which the latter were conveyed
to the commiffioners, carried a ftrong taint with
it m«uw ‘fecourfe was to forgeries, not

cawyul hy«’ “MWY’& Jm commumcatcd by

El ebh pmcuric them? The
d, which had fabricated the firft fet of
yriginals, fabricated alfo the fecond.
Ectibgtmuﬁ' not be the letters produced by
lizabeth the yre&st occafion.  Ido not
fuppn{c £ dﬁﬁﬁe would have been either
afraid or afhamed oﬁmu-p»dmng the letters
as her own to the council, which had been
previoufly produced byt»ﬁm-my to the commif-
ﬁbm‘ mﬁaﬂdw ‘have gloried in the
ﬁmw which had or-
w collation to be.made, and yetcollated
{m m But Elizabeth’s
: “to Elizaberb, which
; ”M Ehzabeth muft
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a quarter from which dacyumgbt eaﬁly be de-

' rived. “ My miftrefs does affirm conftantly,”
 fays the commiffioner, « fhe never did write ony
-« fic letters as are alledgit, but the famin are

< forgit and maid exprefslie be hir adverfaries,
“to color thair ungrate and ungodly ‘behaviour
« toward hir, their native prince and foverane : as
« their are findrie quba can. counterfies bir hand~
< writ, quha have been brocht up. in hircom-
‘ panie, OF QUHOM THAIR ARE SUM ASSIST-
“ AND THEMSELFIS, as weill of other natiounis
<« as of Scottis ; as I doubt not bot zour MajEs-
¢ r1e, and divers uthers of zour Hienes’s court,
 HAS SENE SINDRIE LETTERIS SENT HERE
“ rrRoM scoTLAND, quhilk wald not be kend
« [from them] by her own handwrit."* oy Thxs
memorial is dated the 17th of Dec ‘
days after the production of the kﬂm lnd tbrev
after the pretended collation of them in council.
[t afferts many counterfeit letters of Man;u to

| have been well known to have exifted

It appeals for this faét to the nceﬂe&nnof

- Elizabeth herfelf;. and of . M in her qm_

And it avers fome of Murray’s own ac
to have counterfeited fome of thefe letters; as

 Lethington had ingenuoufly confefied to the Duke

of Norfolk at York, that he himfelf had aétu:

counterfeited fome of tho&mr"&&m% ﬂ&“’* ,
as this hls confoﬁonM been di M

* Goodall, ii, ss-.?

+ Ibid, 392 am!Err’u

z Camdcn’l’ Amﬂr .
OngmaL ¢




'.Jﬂmh having
&lc;of whom

gc ‘before,

izabeth
e made
ilhe ‘had
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MARY QUEEN OF m“ ang

duced by Elizabeth as originals, mhed to be.
fo by her own prefence at: their produétion, and
produced merely for the collation of others with
them? No one Mf “No one. did.. That .
“Elizabeth’s letters -were genuine, was taken for
grantcd Not a hint, not the, cﬂw hint, is
given in the journal, of any attempt made, or

even of any wifth breathed, for mdafurigg ;hc
ftandard and for trying. the teft itfelf, - befor
they proceeded to app!y it to the pmnw ‘;
them. s

Yet . this muﬁ bcm bm: dm, lf fuppaﬁt@mj

to an examination of her mpapcrs,
proceeded to MurrazymQ %’éwould D=
fidered of fome previous md&»bf gﬂ' thei
quality, before fhe ' fuffer her council
confider them as ft
lecrers undtr M’“ﬁiz

would not
‘Elmbah W

*'vQL.






written a fgw ye
France, Q.ég,‘ F
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