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PREFACE

IN the preparation of a new Edition of Burnet's History
several points have especially demanded attention. Errors,
positive or probable, required correction or suggested
emendation, and omissions supplement ; many statements
invited illustration ; it was desirable to indicate as far
as possible the probable sources of Burnet's information
upon matters which did not come under his personal
observation ; the notes of the earlier editions obviously
needed revision. Finally it was necessary to provide a
trustworthy text.

Probably no historian of Burnet's rank and importance
has ever been so vigorously or continuously challenged
on the ground of prejudice and inaccuracy. The task
of meeting this challenge in any satisfactory manner is
one which cannot be undertaken in a Preface, unless it
is to extend to a wearisome length. But | do not hesitate
to say briefly that, when it is remembered that Burnet
was the first to exhibit on a large scale the picture of
his time—though Clarendon's Life and Continuation were
composed earlier—and that his narrative was drawn up
almost without the aid of documentary evidence; and
when it is further borne in mind that he himself played an
active part in that time, that his temper was impulsive, and
that the passions aroused in the varied drama which was
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acted under his eyes were strong, it will be recognized
by any careful and competent investigator that his com-
parative freedom from grave error—certainly from wilful
misrepresentation—is remarkable. This observation is
not extended to the later portion of his work, respecting
which | do not feel qualified to speak; but | am satisfied
that as regards the age of Charles |11, with which alone
| am concerned, he is, with but few exceptions, both as
to events and persons, conspicuously and honourably fair
in tone, even though frequently inaccurate in detail;
especially—and here | speak with still more confidence—
is this the case when Scotland and Scotsmen are his
theme. It is true that he was an eager and credulous
listener; that he often, as indeed must be the case with
any one who writes of his own time, speaks from hearsay,
sometimes, as he tells us, from hearsay twice or thrice, so
to speak, removed; that his information obviously takes
its colour at times from his own feeling; that his character-
sketches are frequently overdrawn on the bad side, and that
they bear evidence of the repeated alteration mentioned by
Dartmouth in his last note to Burnet's Preface—generally
however by gentler strokes—according to the tone of his
mind at the moment of revision or according to some fresh
piece of gossip or information. There is little in all this
to detract from the value of Burnet's great work, or to
cause surprise. That a man should actively concern him-
self with public affairs in that feverish and immoral time,
and should be able to hold the scales evenly, however
much he might desire to do so, was absolutely impossible.
But that he did desire to do so, and that—through sheer
honesty of purpose—he has succeeded in a remarkable
degree, is the opinion which prolonged attention to the
subject has fixed upon my mind. Stories belonging to
one set of persons or events are indeed now and then
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transferred to others; provisions of one Act of Parliament
are occasionally credited to another. There are ample
opportunities for corrective or illustrative criticism, but—
| again limit my remark to the reign of Charles II—for
destructive criticism very few; while the tone of the
whole is vindicated by the results of all late research.

It is noticeable that the impression of consistency and
unity in Burnet's narrative is created in spite of the fact
that, except perhaps in the case of Scotland, that narrative
is neither continuous nor always correct as regards
chronological sequence. There is moreover no conscious
artistic arrangement, or sense of proportion, or grace; the
language is often inelegant and even obscure; the literary
gait is often clumsy. The lacunae are numerous, and
the order of events is sometimes confused. The work is
a commentary upon history, a series of notes, some very
detailed, some very jejune, rather than a history itself.
The addition of marginal dates where necessary will, it is
hoped, remove the chronological difficulties. But it has
been found impossible, even where desirable, to bridge over
in any satisfactory manner the wide gaps in the narrative.

As regards the insertion of notes which are merely
illustrative rather than corrective or supplementary, the
chief source of embarrassment, almost of despair, has been
—not unnaturally, when the date of the last edition, 1833,
is remembered—the overwhelming wealth of material now
available. | trust that this part of the work has been kept
within due limits; but even where | myself am sensible of
a barrenness of illustration | fear that the opposite impres-
sion may occasionally be left on the minds of others.

The treatment of the notes to Dr. Routh's edition was the
subject of much consideration. In the end it was deter-
mined to retain, as nearly as possible in the shape in
which they appear there, all which seemed to possess real
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value ; such are the majority of the Onslow and Dart-
mouth notes, dealing mainly with matters of which their
authors were personally cognizant, and a considerable
number of those of Dr. Routh himself. Some of the
more pertinent of the contemptuous snarls of Swift have
also been preserved, though | have thought it unadvis-
able to encumber the pages with simple terms of abuse
which tend neither to edification nor to knowledge, such
as‘' Dunce,’ * Puppy,’ ‘Scotchdog,’ and the like. Al these
earlier notes are indicated by the initial of the annotator;
my own—with which a few of the others are incorporated—
have no initial. It has occasionally been found necessary
to insert a few explanatory words in the body of one of
the original notes ; these are indicated by square brackets.

It has been thought well to append two sets of
paginal references, one to the MS. in the Bodlcian Library
(e. g. MS. 29), the other, in simple figures, to the folio
edition. The latter are necessary, since in all works pre-
viously written on the subject, and in all quotations, the
folio edition has been the common standard of reference.

One innovation, in addition to the substitution of the
modern form in the spelling of all proper names, has been
made in dealing with the text, which will, I hope, add to
the convenience of the reader; | refer to the division into
Chapters.  Wherever possible this has taken place at
obvious pauses in the narrative; but the absence of any
intentional arrangement of the sort in Burnet's plan has
made the matter one of some difficulty.

As regards the Text itself the reader is referred to the
note by Mr. Macray upon his collation with the Bodleian
MS., which follows this Preface.

It remains for me to express my thanks to all those
who have aided me with information upon special
points. The task, undertaken—perhaps presumptuously
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—in the intervals of official work, has been heavy and
prolonged, and could scarcely have been performed thus
far without their active and generous help. That any
one who attempts to deal seriously with the history of
this portion of the seventeenth century should be under
deep obligations to Dr. S. R. Gardiner and Mr. C. H.
Firth will be taken as a matter of course. To myself their
assistance and encouragement have been lavish to a degree
which makes the only fitting words of gratitude too personal
for expression in this place.

To the Delegates of the Clarendon Press | desire to
offer my acknowledgements of their courtesy and of their

forbearance with delay.
OSMUND AIRY.
Jan. I, 1897.

T H E collation of the original MS. (undoubtedly the MS. promised
by the original editors to be deposited in some public library, apromise
never fulfilled by them) which has been made for the present edition
has shown that but few noticeable variations from the text of
Dr. Routh's last edition were required. But it has also shown the
care with which Burnet, according to his own avowed intention in his
Preface, 'over and over again retouched' his work, often softening
some harsh expressions, or altering the form of sentences, or changing
single words, with a view to improvement of style. All changes in-
volving rea alteration are now pointed out, but the mere substitution
of one conjunction or particle for another, and the omission or insertion
of small unimportant words, have been passed over.

The autograph of The History is contained in two folio volumes,
now shelf-marked as‘ Bodl. Add. D. 18, 19.” The text is written on
one side of the leaf, and the marginal notes on the opposite blank
page, where aso Burnet places the numeration of the leaves : thus,
"page 1'is written on the blank page opposite the first page of the
MS. and so on consecutively. This is worth pointing out, in order to
obviate any possible difficulty in verification of a passage. The
volumes when purchased by the Library in 183% for £210, were
entrusted to Dr. Routh for his use; and a letter from him on returning
them to the Library, dated March 13, 1840, is inserted in the first
volume. Unfortunately the particulars of the purchase do not a}e[()jJear
to be now recoverable, and an that is known is that, as stated by
Dr. Routh (Hist. of James Il, 1852, p. 474), they had belonged'to
a family descended from the bishop.'

W.D. M.



PREFACE!
TO THE EDITION OF 1823

T HE History of his Own Time by Bishop Burnet lays
claim to our regard as an original work containing a rela-
tion of public transactions, in which either the author or
his connexions were engaged. |t will therefore never lose
its importance; but still continue to furnish materials for
other historians, and to be read by those, who wish to
derive their knowledge of facts from the first sources of
information.

The accuracy indeed of the author's narrative has been
attacked with vehemence, and often, it must be confessed,
with success, but not so often, as to overthrow the general
credit of his work. On the contrary, it has in many in-
stances been satisfactorily defended, and time has already
evinced the truth of certain accounts, which rested on this
single authority. It has also had the rare fortune of being
illustrated by the notes of three persons of high rank,
possessing in consequence of their situations means of
information open to few others. That their observations
on this history are now at length submitted to the public
eye, is owing to the following fortunate incident.

1. A resolution having been taken by the Delegates of
the Clarendon Press to reprint the work, the present Lord

! Revised in 1833.
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Bishop of Oxford! expressed his readiness to communicate
to them a copy of it, in which his lordship had transcribed
the marginal notes written by his ancestor the first Earl of
Dartmouth. The offer was gratefully accepted, and the
notes ordered to be printed with the text.

Afterwards, on an application to the Earl of Onslow,
made through the late James Boswell, Esq., of the Inner
Temple, his lordship was pleased to confide to the Delegates
Speaker Onslow's copy of Burnet's History; in which are
contained the Speaker's observations on this work, written
in his own hand.  Besides these remarks, there appear in
the Onslow copy, in consequence of the permission of the
second Earl of Hardwicke, not only the notes written by
this nobleman on the second folio volume, but also the
numerous passages, which were omitted in the first volume
by the original editors. The notes likewise of Dean Swift
are there transcribed, taken from his own copy of the
history, which had come into the possession of the first
Marquis of Lansdowne?. We shall now lay before the
reader, for his greater satisfaction, a note prefixed to the
Onslow copy by George, late Earl of Onslow, the son of
the Speaker.

'The notes in these two volumes marked H. were the
notes in the present Earl of Hardwicke's copy of this work
written by himself, and which he permitted me to copy
into this. The earl is the son and heir of that great man
the chancellor®. The others in the same handwriting
| had also from him, and they are what are left out in the

Preface to the Edition of

1

[Edward Legge, seventh son of
William, second Earl of Dartmouth ;
died 1827.] Since the publication
of the former edition we have been
indulged by the present lord marquis
with the use of this copy, and been
enabled by it signally to correct some
of these notes. The copy formerly

stated by us [ed. 1823: Preface, vii]
to have been burnt, contained only
a transcript of Swift's autograph.
R. This note was added in 1833.

2 Better known as Lord Shel-
burne.

3 Philip Yorke, first Earl of Hard-
wicke ; died 1764.
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printed history, but are in the manuscript. Al the rest of
the notes are my father's own. Geo, Ondow, 1775. There
are many errors of the copyist. The notes in red ink are
by Dean Swift, and are copied (from an edition of this work
in the Marquiss of Lansdown's library, in the margin of
which they are written in the dean's own hand) by his lord-
ship's order for myself. O. 1788.

With respect to the notes written by the Earl of Dart-
mouth, it appears from Sir John Dalrymple's Mcmoirs of
Great Britain and Ireland, and from Mr. Rose's Observa-
tions on Fox's History of the early part of the reign of
James | |, that both these writers had been favoured with
the sight as well of these notes, as of a collection of letters
which were sent by King James, when Duke of York, and
residing in Scotland, to the first Lord of Dartmouth, the
earl's father, and from which the earl has frequently inserted
extracts®.  Seven or eight only of the notes have been
communicated to the public by the above-mentioned
authors, and are pointed out as they occur in the following
pages. All of them are now printed, with the exception
of three, which contained reflections on the private character
of as many individuals irrelevant to their public conduct.
They have been omitted, with the approbation of the
descendants of the noble writer?,

As the Earl of Dartmouth has often treated his author
with great severity, it should be remarked, that he was of
a party in the state opposed to that which Bishop Burnet
uniformly espoused. He appears also to have entertained
a great personal dislike to the bishop. At the same time
this nobleman, who was secretary of state, and afterwards

! see the Dartmouth several places in consequence of

Papers,

H. M. C. Rep. xi. App. Part v.

2 |n this second edition of Burnet's
work with notes, those by Lord
Dartmouth have been corrected in

a collation of them with the original
copy preserved at Sandwell, the seat
of the Dartmouth family. R.
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Lord Privy Sea in the latter end of Queen Anne's reign,
never embraced, as may be collected from his notes, the
absurd doctrine of non-resistance to government in all
supposable cases; but was, what some have called, a
moderate Tory; and like most of the leading Tories in the
reign of the queen, was attached to the Hanover succes-
sion. The wiser members of this party held, that the right
of the people to govern depends on the different laws and
constitutions of different countries; but that their right to
bewell governed isindefeasible To which should be added,
that the tyranny of the many may as justly be resisted as
the misgovernment of the few, or of the individual. The
following character of his lordship has been transmitted to
us by Swift, whilst eulogizing the chiefs of Queen Anne's
last ministry, in the twenty-sixth number of the Examiner.
"My Lord Dartmouth," he says, ‘ is a man of letters, full of
good sense, good nature, and honour, of strict virtue and
regularity in his life ; but labours under one great defect,
that he treats his clerks with more civility and good
manners, than others in his station have done the queen.'
See also Macky's Characters, p. 89. His lordship's notes
on this work of Burnet abound in curious and well told
anecdotes.

The observations of Speaker Onslow and the Earl of
Hardwicke have likewise been hitherto unpublished, except
twenty of the former, printed in the twenty-seventh volume
of the European Magazine. But more than half of Swift's
short and cursory remarks have been already given to the
public in that and the two following volumes of the same
work by the person who communicated the others, yet
often altered in the expressionl. They are shrewd, caustic,

! The notes by Swift which appear ~ Barrett's Essay on the Earlier Pari of
in the Magazine were afterwards the Life of Swift. R.
affixed, in the year 1808, to Dr.
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and apposite, but not written with the requisite decorum ;
of six notes omitted by us, three are worded in so light
a way, that even modesty forbad their admission. The
Speaker's notes, addressed more particularly to his son,
contain many incidental discussions on political subjects,
and are sensible and instructive. Those of the Earl of
Hardwicke are so candid and judicious, that one cannot
but wish them to have been more numerous. Earl Spencer,
we are eager to acknowledge, condescendingly and most
obligingly endeavoured to procure the copy of Burnet's
History for our use, in the margin of which the notes were
originally written by Lord Hardwicke, it being desirable
that some doubtful passages of the transcript in the Onslow
copy should have been compared with it; but unfortunately
the book could nowhere be found.

The Earl of Dartmouth and Dean Swift, who although
younger than Bishop Burnet, may be considered as his
contemporaries, were, as we have already observed in the
case of the Lord Dartmouth, opposed to him in politics:
but Arthur Onslow, Speaker in five successive parliaments
in the reign of George |1, enjoyed the confidence of the
Whigs, and with it a high reputation for integrity and
moderation. The remaining annotator, Lord Hardwicke,
son of the Lord Chancellor Hardwicke, and one of the
authors of those elegant compositions, the Athenian Letters,
always adhered to the same party. Lord Dartmouth uses
strong, and Swift much ill language, on Burnet's supposed
want of veracity; and the excellent Latin verses of Dean
Moss on the same subject are now, we understand, in print.
Yet the bishop's friends need not be apprehensive of a
verdict of wilful falsehood against him in consequence of
the corrections of his narrative in the subsequent annota-
tions. Lord Dartmouth indeed, a man of honour, asserts
that this author has published many things which he knew
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to be untrue. See his note at the beginning of vol. iv.
His lordship, it must be allowed, had better opportunities
than we have for determining what Burnet knew; but, as
he has adduced little or nothing in support of this charge,
we may be permitted to think, that strong prejudice, not
wilful falsehood, occasioned the bishop's erroneous state-
ments. It ought to be recollected in his favour, that he
never professed a belief, either in the discoveries of Oates,
or in the alleged murder of the Earl of Essex, although
articles of his party's creed. And notwithstanding the idle
stories told by him, on the authority of others, concerning
the birth of the Prince of Wales, he nowhere, in the
present work at least, explicitly avows an opinion of his
illegitimacy. Nor, although an active and zealous opposer
of King Jamess measures, does he appear to have been
concerned in the other infamous falsehood imposed at the
same time on the credulity of the nation; the intended
massacre of the Protestants in this country by the lIrish
soldiery. There is a story indeed, which used to be told
on the authority of the Dowager Countess of Nottingham,
that Burnet, in a conversation with her lord, accused him
of having professed different sentiments in the House of
Peers on some subject from what he then did; and on
Lord Nottingham's denying that he had so expressed him-
«df, the bishop, as it was stated, rejoined, if his lordship
had not, he ought to have done so: and that, notwith-
standing this in Burnet's History of his Own Time,
Lord Nottingham is represented to have said that which
he denied he had said. Al this may be true, and yet the
bishop might not believe himself to have been mistaken.
It must however be confessed, that where either party-zeal
or personal resentment was concerned, this author too
frequently appears to have been no patient investigator of
the truth, but to have written under the influence of those
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feelings, even whilst he was delineating the characters of
some of the most virtuous persons of the age in which he
lived, Amongst these are the Archbishops Sheldon and
Sancroft, of whom he frequently speaks with unpardonable
severity. He has also directed much indiscriminate censure
against public bodies of men. In fact it appears by the
preface to his work, that he himself suspected he had
treated the clergy in particular with excessive harshness,
irritated, he says, 'perhaps too much against them, in
consequence of the peevishness, ill-nature, and ambition of
many of them.” Nay, from some particulars, which will
hereafter be mentioned, it may be collected, that the author
actually omitted many passages of his history still more
highly reflecting on his brethren.

That he was by no means acceptable to those prelates,
who governed the Church of England in the reign of
Charles 11, seems extremely probable, when we consider
that, according to his own account, he was an active
opponent and open censurer of the bishops in Scotland,
and a great meddler in English politics. Besides this, he
professed to regard episcopacy itself as not necessary,
although a preferable form of church government; and,
however averse from republicanism, appears to have
approved of the settlement made by the Scottish Cove-
nanters in 1641 as the best system of civil polity for
Scotland. Seevol. i. pp. 396, 397, folio edit. The author
also, during the reigns of William and Anne, was on very
ill terms with the majority of the English clergy, whom he
often accuses of inactivity, faction, and ambition. It may
be urged on the other hand, in favour of his impartiality,
that he does by no means spare the characters of those on
his own side in politics; so little indeed, that for the credit
of human nature we would hope, that he knew less of men
and of business than he himself supposed.
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But whether his censures were just or unjust, Burnet
himself, as it must be acknowledged even by his enemies,
was an active and meritorious bishop, and, to the extent of
his opportunities, a rewarder of merit in others. He was
orthodox in points of faith, possessed superior talents, as
well as very considerable learning; was an instructive and
entertaining writer, in a style negligent indeed and in-
elegant, but almost always perspicuous; generous, open-
hearted, and, in his actions, a good-natured man ; and
although busy and intrusive, at least as honest as the
generality of partisans. It is true, that his conduct to
the Duke of Lauderdale after the breach between them was,
even in his own apprehension of it, objectionable ; and he
forfeited by it the favour of the royal brothers, Charles and
James ; who had before this time paid particular attention
to him. His spleen and resentment against both these
princes are apparent in every part of this history; except
that his final portrait of the latter is less darkly shaded,
than the harsh and hideous one which he has drawn of the
former. It may be here observed, in contradiction to the
report of Burnet and of several other writers, respecting
the early reconciliation of Charles to the Church of Rome,
that this event, as it appears from authentic accounts of the
king's last moments, did not take place till a short time
before his death.

2. Thus much concerning the notes on this work ; and
the accusation of wilful and deliberate falsehood brought
against its author by the Lord Dartmouth and others.
We proceed to give an account of the numerous passages
omitted in the first folio volume by the original editors, and
now restored to their proper places.

It is known to the readers of English history, that the
editors of this posthumous work, on the publication of
the first volume in 1724, promised to deposit the copy from

voL. |. b
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which it was printed in some public library; and they are
apprised, that in the beginning of the second volume,
printed in 1734, there appears the following declaration
with the signature of the bishop's youngest son, who was
afterwards Sir Thomas Burnet, and ajudge. 'The original
manuscript of both volumes of this history will be deposited
in the Cotton library by T. Burnett.'” The advertisement
in the former volume, which was the only one prefixed by
the editors to the work, is conceived in these terms. * The
editors of the following history intend, for the satisfaction
of the public, to deposite the copy from which it is printed
(corrected and interlined in many places with the author's
own hand) in some public library, as soon as the second
volume shall be published.'

Suspicions had very early arisen, nay, positive testimony
had been adduced, that many passages of the original work
were omitted by the editors in both the volumes (see note
invol. iv. p. 566); when at length, in the year 1795, the
same person, who, according to our preceding statement,
inserted the greater part of Swift's and a few of Speaker
Onslow's notes, in the twenty-seventh volume of the
European Magazine, communicated together with them
twelve passages of the text of Burnet, which, amongst
numerous others, had been omitted by the editors of the
first volume. They were, in all probability, published by
him from either the Onslow or the Hardwicke copy of
Burnet. He mentions the Hardwicke notes, although he
has extracted none of them. It has been already stated,
that the Hardwicke copy is missing, without hope it should
seem of its recovery, and into this copy the Onslow notes
had been transcribed, as those by the Earl of Hardwicke
had been into the Onslow copy. Now apart from actual
testimony, that the omissions were not confined to the
first volume, it appeared extremely probable to us, that in
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proportion as the history drew nearer to their own times,
the caution which dictated these omissions to the editors
would acquire additional motives, and that as many, if not
more, instances of suppression would be found to occur in
the second volume.

We had therefore recourse to that noble repository of
literature and science, the British Museum, of which the
Cotton Library, as is generally known, forms a constituent
part. Henry Ellis, Esq., one of the librarians of that
institution, very obligingly complied with our request to
make the requisite search for this MS. and he subsequently
reported, that, after the most accurate examination, it did
not appear that it had ever been deposited in the library.
He added, that ' several collections of folio papers, written
in various hands, and at different times, contained an im-
perfect copy of Bishop Burnet's History of his Own Times,
with many variations from the printed editions. That
some memorandums on a single sheet at the beginning of
this book, dated July 1699, are probably in the bhishop's
hand, as are also many corrections in the history. Finally,
that Dr. Gifford has written several useful remarks in the
volume ; among which is one, that "from many particulars
it appears, that the printed editions are not taken from
these loose papers : yet that though there is great variety
of expression, the substance is generally the same."' This
is the account with which we were favoured by Mr. Ellis.
It should be further observed, that the well-knownfire, by
which the Cotton Library suffered considerable injury,
happened in 1731, three years before the promise was
publicly given of depositing the original MS. in that
library.

These circumstances "considered, it is probable, that the
same reasons which induced the editor or editors to omit
certain passages in both volumes of the work, finally

b2
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determined them, although pointedly expostulated with on
the subject, to relinquish their purpose of placing the
original MS. in an accessible library. It deserves notice,
that in page 8 of the second letter addressed by Mr. Beach
to Thomas Burnet, Esqg., the writer asserts, that he had in
his own possession an authentic and complete collection of
the castrations. See Nichols's Literary Anecdotes, vol. i.
p. 285. It is added by Beach, as we have been informed
by a gentleman who inspected this second letter to the
younger Burnet, as well as Sinclair's Remarks on the first
letter, that these passages were also in the hands of several
persons of distinction'. After all, we are induced by our
recollection of the restored passages to think, that although
they were unjustifiably omitted, because against the author's
express injunctions in his last will, yet that it was not done
by the editors through party considerations, but from a
desire of abating the displeasure certain to be conceived
against their father, by the friends or relations of those who
suffered by the severity of his censure. The editors appear
to have consulted their own feelings, in the omission of
several traits in the character given by him of his uncle
Warriston.

But it must not be omitted, that previously to the first
publication of this work in 1724, some extracts from the
former part of it, confessed to have been surreptitiously
obtained during the author's life, were actually printed ;
none of which appear either in the edited work, or amongst
the suppressed, and now restored passages of the first

1 In Beach's first Letter, as we
have found since the first publication
of this Preface, are inserted between
twenty and thirty of the omitted
passages, all of them the same as
those in the Onslow copy of Burnet,
and all likewise confined to the first

volume in folio, although the Letter
was published in the year 1736 after
the appearance of the second volume.
The same is the case with Bowyer's
copy of the omitted passages, now in
the Bodleian Library. R.
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volume'. In a tract found in the British Museum by a
gentleman, who has done much for the literary history of
this country, Dr. Philip Bliss, Fellow of St. John's College,
Oxford, four passages are brought forward by the author of
it, purporting to be extracts from Burnet's history. The
title of the pamphlet is, A specimen of the Bishop of Sarums
Posthumous History of the Affairs of the Church and Sate
of Great Britain during his life. By Robert Elliot, M.A.,
3rd ed. London. 8vo, without date’. The publisher in his
Preface says that he received the contents, consisting of
extracts from Burnet's history, and copious remarks upon
them, from Mr. Elliot, a deprived episcopal clergyman of
Scotland. The extracts are asserted to have been privately
made by Elliot, whilst employed together with others in
transcribing a manuscript of the work lent by the author
to Lord W. P. (perhaps Lord William Paulett). In
support of the credibility of the account, it may be
observed, that Lord Dartmouth, in a note at page 6, vol. i,
mentions an offer made to himself by the author, of in-
specting his history; a favour, his lordship adds, which the
bishop had conferred on several others. Of these four
extracts, the firstis a relation of the murder of Archbishop
Sharp, and although it agrees in substance with that in the
edited copy, yet is much altered in point of expression.
The three others contain very severe and acrimonious
reflections on the English clergy.

It is observable, that in the Preface by Dr. Hickes to
Three Treatises republished by him in 1709—some years
before the death of Bishop Burnet—a part of the fourth

1 Cockburn, Specimen of Remarks,
64, says that nine or ten years
before 1724 portions of the history
were in various hands; and that
the Preface was written in 1705.
From infra, 53, it would appear

that the early portion of the work
was written about or shortly after
the publication of Clarendon's first
volume, 1702.

2 The first edition of this pamphlet
appeared in theyear 1715. R.
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and last of these extracts is given in the very words pro-
duced by Elliot; and that Hickes says, he had seen a short
specimen of the bishop's anecdot, perhaps communicated to
him by this clergyman*.

Dr. Blissisof opinion, in case these extracts are authentic,
that they were taken from a copy of Burnet's work in its
first state, and before he altered, revised, and softened it.
That they are genuine, many internal marks of authenticity
lead us to suppose ; over and above the circumstance, that,
when Elliot, after finishing his extracts, proceeds to set
down what he recollects of the substance of nine or ten
other passages of the work, all that he produces has a
perfect agreement with what was afterwards published as
the bishop's. It is proper to remark in this place, that no
additional charge of suppression or alteration can fairly be
brought against the editors of Burnet's history in conse-
guence of these extracts produced by Elliot, as they were
made during the author's life, whilst he had the power of
altering and revising his own work. On the other hand,
against any suggestion, that the passages restored by us to
the text had been in a similar way expunged or altered by
the author himself, may be adduced the express testimony
above referred to, that many things in the copy from which
his work was printed, were omitted by the editors in both
the volumes?.

Before this account of the suppressed passages is entirely
concluded, we shall take notice, that amongst those which
are restored, there is one, in vol. i. p. 544, containing a

! This part of the last extract
appears also in a tract entitled,
Speculum Sarisburianum, printed in
1714, the last year of the bishop's
life. It should seem too, that the
celebrated Leslie had previously in

one of his publications taken notice
of some of Elliot's extracts, shown
him perhapsin MS. R.

2 Compare Beach's Second Letter
to Thomas Burnet, Esg., p. 13. R.
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severe attack on the character of King Charles I, chiefly
founded on that Prince's letters to the first Duke of
Hamilton, and on Bishop Burnet's acquaintance with the
Hamilton papers, the basis of his Memoirs of the two
dukes of that family. In favour of the king it ought first
to be stated, that the series of letters addressed to him by
the marquis, afterwards duke, of Hamilton, appears to
have formed no part of that collection of papers, Burnet
having in his Memoirs inserted few or none of them.
Again, that this nobleman so conducted himself in those
unhappy times, that he was aways suspected by the
Royalists of treachery and treason against his benefactor
and sovereign; and was even charged upon oath 'with
having agents to raise vile reports to the dishonour of the
king and queen, and their whole court, as if it was a sink
of iniquity." See besides the histories of the times, two
tracts, one entitled Digitus Dei, p. 6, and the other the
Practices of the Hamiltons, p. 15, together with a note at
page 60 [ed. 1896] of this first volume of Burnet. From
this source apparently originated a report unfavourable to
the character of the queen, whether true or untrue, which is
mentioned in a note by the Earl of Dartmouth, vol. i. p. 66.
Neither is any additional credit reflected on the Hamilton
papers themselves, in case they contained, according to the
assertion of some persons, the following incredible story.
That in the year 1640 the king sent awarrant to Sir William
Balfour, Lieutenant of the Tower of London, to execute
immediately the Earl of Loudon for the crime of high
treason, although, asit is well known it had formerly been
pardoned in conseguence of a general act of grace; which
illegal warrant was to take effect without any previous
trial; and that Charles was diverted from insisting on
Balfour's obedience to the order, solely by the interference
of the Marquis of Hamilton. See the Conclusion of Birch's
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Inquiry into King Charles the First's Transactions with the
Earl of Glamorgan, Second Edition, where this tale is
brought forward against the king .! Let the Duke of
Hamilton however be heard in his own defence, and at the
same time in behalf of his royal master. In his speech
before his execution, this nobleman has the following ex-
pressions. ' | take God to witness, that | have constantly
been a faithful subject and servant to his late majesty, in
spite of all malice and calumny. | have had the honour
since my childhood to attend and be near him, till now of
late, and during all that time | observed in him as eminent
virtues and as little vice, as in any man | ever knew.’
Burnet's Memoirs of the Dukes of Hamilton, p. 398.

3. Thus much concerning the restored passages. To
the notes of the Earls of Dartmouth and Hardwicke,
Speaker Onslow, and Dean Swift, several others have
been added, for the purpose of correction, and of fuller
illustration. They are drawn principally from the pro-
fessed answerers of Burnet, from the historians of particular

! Since the former edition of this have rung with it, as Sir William

Preface, it has been found, that the
above relation had previously ap-
peared in Oldmixon's History of the
Stuarts, and that Brodie, in his
History of the British Empire, vol. ii.
p. 516, professes his belief in its
authenticity, although he originally
thought it untrue; grounding, he
says, his opinion, as Birch had done
before him, on Scott's Staggering
State of the Scotch Statesmen, which
was first published in the year 1754,
but written by one, as Brodier emarks,
employed by King Charles | and his
father. It appears, indeed, that the
author of this tract, a favourer of
the covenanters, had heard of and
credited the report; but had it been
true, all England in those days would

Balfour, towhom thewarrant is said
to have been sent, was afterwards
a distinguished commander in the
parliament army. Consult also a
work lately published, abounding
in curious investigation, D'lsraelis
Commentaries on the Life and Reign
of Charles the First, vol. iv, ch. xi,
p. 357-361. It is however possible,
that the Marquis of Hamilton might
himself add terror to allurement,
when he brought over the Earl of
Loudon to the king's interests. We
have just seen, with some surprise,
a learned and sagacious writer ex-
pressing very lately his opinion in
favour of the truth of this narra-
tion. R.



Edition of 1823.

periods of our history, writers of memoirs and of scarce
tracts, and occasionally from manuscript authorities. They
were selected and appended to the text, whilst the press
was going on, in the course of the last year; and will, it is
hoped, as well as the strictures on some doctrines and
opinions in the other annotations, appear to owe their
situation in the following pages to a zeal for truth, sincere,
at least, however mistaken. A |l these notes are interspersed
with the others, and included within a parenthesis®.

It is proper to apprise the reader, that Ralph's History
of the threefirst reigns contained in Bishop Burnet's work,
namely, those of Charles I'l , James |1, and King William,
was not procured for consultation before some part of the
reign of James Il was already printed. But this circum-
stance appeared afterwards to be of less consequence than
the perusal of the latter part of the same history caused us
to apprehend. This historian has obtained from Mr. Fox
the praise of impartiality; which he well deserves?®.

It should also be here acknowledged, that a statement
in Bishop Burnet's work at pp. 31, 32 of the first volume,
ought to have been corrected from the Earl of Cromarty's
Account of the Conspiracies of the Earls of Gowry, published
before Burnet's death in theyear 1713. The bishop affirms,
that the last Earl of Gowry was descended through a
daughter of Lord Methuen, from Margaret, daughter of

XXV

! The number of these notes has
been considerably increased in con-
sequence of the perusal of additional
authorities, many of them con-
temporary works lately brought to
light, and of the still inedited letters
of the Archbishops Sharp, Burnett,
and Boyle, addressed an archbishop
Sheldon.  These letters were not
long since in the possession of Sir
John English Dolben, baronet, a
descendant from a brother of the

last mentioned prelate, but are now
deposited in the Bodleian Library.
Some notes also, illustrative of his-
torical facts, have been selected from
the vituperative remarks written by
Cole the antiquary in a copy of
Burnet's History preserved in the
same library. R.

2 Some references to the former
part of Ralph's History have now
been added. R.
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King Henry the Seventh, although this king's daughter
had in reality no issue, but what died in infancy, by her
third husband, Henry, Lord Methuen, whom our author
erroneously calls Francis Steward, father of a Lord
Methuen. Gowry's grandmother was daughter of Henry,
Lord Methuen, by his second wife, a daughter of the Earl
of Athol, married to him after Margaret the Queen Dowager
of Scotland's death. See the Earl of Cromarty's Account,
pp. 8-12. As in this case the Earl of Gowry had no well-
founded claim to the succession of the crown of England,
if King James of Scotland were removed out of the way,
he could scarcely be influenced by any such claim to
attempt the assassination of that prince, according to the
bishop's surmize, not sanctioned, as he himself owns, by
any other historian.

On the other hand a confirmation of our author's testi-
mony has lately occurred, and the question, so ably discussed
by sergeant Heywood in hisVindication of Fox's Historical
Work, as to the conduct of General Monck during the
pending trial of the Marquis of Argyle, has been finally set
at rest. It now appears, on the authority of Sir George
Mackenzie, one of the assigned defenders of the marquis,
that Monck, when * advertised of the scantiness of the
probation," did actually transmit to Scotland several official
letters formerly received by him from the marquis for the
purpose of procuring that nobleman's condemnation. See
vol. i. p. 225, and Sir George Mackenzie's Memoairs of the
Affairs of Scotland, just published [1821], p. 4.

In printing the text of Burnet, the first edition has been
followed, and the alterations of his style in those subsequent
have been neglected. It is true, that in the title-page of
the octavo edition printed in 1755, the whole work is said
to have been revised and corrected by the editor, the
bishop's son ; but allowing this, the original MS. was still
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further departed from, than even in the folio edition. The
few alterations which occur in the editor's Life of his father
have been adopted.

The Index to the text of Burnet has been improved by
Dr. Bliss, whose name we have already had occasion to
mention; the other Index to the principal contents of the
notes was entirely prepared by that gentleman *

The author finished his history of the reigns of Charles |1
and James || about the beginning of the eighteenth century;
that of the reign of William, and of the former part of
Queen Anne's reign in 1710. The continuation of the
work to the conclusion of peace in 1713 was completed
by him in that year; less than two years before his death.
The present year 1823 is nearly the hundredth since the
publication of the first volume in folio, comprising the two
first reigns above mentioned, together with a summary of
public affairs before the restoration. It appears to have
excited more interest than the second volume, which fol-
lowed in 1734, after an interval of ten years. But this is
by no means to be wondered at, if besides taking into
account the author's frequent relations in the subsequent
volume of military and foreign affairs, amusive indeed, but
brief and perfunctory, we consider the diminished influence
of the good or ill qualities of individuals on the public
events and transactions of this latter period.

The great influencewhich personal character had formerly
on events, together with other causes, occasions the reign
of Charles the First, in which the contest for political
power commenced, to form the most interesting period of
English history, whether we are disposed to triumph with
the conquering party, or to espouse and commiserate the
cause of high honour and suffering loyalty. The frequent

It hasnow been augmentedonac-  Text Index is often incorrect, and in
count of theadditional matter.R. The  many respects is quite inadequate.
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and remarkable changes of government during the inter-
regnum, as well as the singular and energetic character of
the protector Cromwell, secure the attention of every
reader. The disputes, which afterwards arose between an
unprincipled, but good-humoured monarch, regardliess alike
of his own honour and the national interest, and a restless,
violent, and merciless faction, are subjects of deep concern,
on account of their melancholy results. At the same time,
the mind feels consolation in the virtues of Ormond,
Clarendon, and Southampton. And, notwithstanding the
enormities of courtiers and anticourtiers, we reflect with
pleasure on the freedom then first securely enjoyed, from
every species of arbitrary taxation, and from extrajudicial
imprisonment; on the provision made for the meeting of
parliament once in three years at the least; in a word, on
the possession of a constitution, which King William ad-
mired so much, that he professed himself afraid to improve
it. The gloom of the next reign, ruined as its prospects
were by folly and oppression, and finally closed by means
of intrigue, falsehood, and intimidation, isin part enlivened
by a view of the courageous and disinterested conduct of
Sancroft, Hough, Dundee, Craven, and several others.
Some of these persons, desirous of a parliamentary redress
of grievances, thought, that instead of the force put upon
the person of the king, an accommodation might and ought
to have been effected with him; as he had a little before,
when threatened with the just and open hostility of his
subjects for his perversion of the law, and maintenance of
a standing army, made very important concessions. Y et
it may reasonably be doubted, whether a composition with
a prince of his disposition and feeble judgement, whatever
good qualities he was otherwise possessed of, would eventu-
ally have been lasting, or even reducible to practice. It
was remarked, that the appeal made by him to his subjects
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immediately after his retreat to another country, was
signed by a secretary of state employed contrary to the
intent at least of law.

Times had now passed, which were chequered with great
virtues and great vices. but the reigns of William and
Anne exhibit to the reader one uniform scene of venality
and corruption; and the mind, instead of being interested,
is disgusted with the contests of two parties for the govern-
ment of the country, assuming, as it best suited their selfish
purposes, each other's principles. The long contemplated
change in the executive government was at length effected,;
its power being virtually transferred to combinations of
persons possessed of great influence in parliamentary
elections, and in parliament itself. Hence what has been
called the practice of the constitution differed widely from
its theory ; and to this depression of the crown and of its
direct power, occasioned by the almost constant sitting
of parliament, were added maxims annihilating the will of
the single person, and, in conjunction with other causes,
finally subversive of all dutiful and affectionate attachment
to authority. These maxims, not recognized as constitu-
tional by Clarendon, Hale, or Locke, were advanced in
order to colour and justify the alteration. A wider and
more extensive field was now opened for the exertion of
talents, contributing to the advancement of the individual,
but often more hurtful than useful to the public. In these
reigns also, contrary to every principle of justice, were
laid the deep and broad foundations of a debt, which no
other than the political system then adopted could have
entailed on a nation. It ought still however to be re-
membered, that at, or soon after the revolution, a solemn
recognition was made of the liberties of Englishmen; the
power of dispensing with the laws was abrogated in all
cases; the judges ceased to be dismissed at the sole
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pleasure of the crown; a provision was made against the
long continuance of parliaments; freedom of religious
worship was secured to the great body of protestant dis-
senters ; the important and necessary measure of a union
with Scotland was effected; the liberty of the press
established; trials for treason better regulated; and a
more exact and impartial administration of justice generally
introduced in the kingdom. These blessings, and all our
constitutional rights, may God's providence, and a virtuous
and independent spirit, preserve. Let us venerate the
source of our freedom and happiness, the legal monarchy
of England, supporting it, when outraged by venal and
prodigal factions, or threatened with subversion by reckless
and usurping demagogues.

M.J R
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THE HISTORY OF MY OWN TIME

THE PREFACE.

I AM now beginning to review and write over again the
History of my own time, which | first undertook twenty
years ago ', and have been continuing it from year to year
ever since : and *| see some reason to review it all. | had
while | was very young a greater knowledge of affairs than
is usual at that age; for my father, who had been engaged
in great friendships with men of both sides, living then
retired from all business, as he took my education wholly
into his own hands, so he took a sort of pleasure to relate
to me the series of all public affairs. And as he was
a man so eminent for probity and true piety that | had
all reason to believe him, so | saw such an impartial sense
of things in him, that | had as little reason to doubt his
judgment as his sincerity. For though he adhered so
firmly to the king and his side that he was the singular
instance in Scotland of a man of some note, who, from
the beginning to the end of the war, never once owned or
submitted to the new forms of government set up all that

2 now struck out.

! This history he writ some time King William and Queen Mary he
before the year 1705, but how long, dates the continuation of his his-
he has not any where told; only it tory on the first day of May, 1705.
appears it was then finished, because ORIGINAL EDITORS. See Preface
in the beginning of the reign of to the 1823 edition.
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while, yet he did very freely complain of the errors of the
king's government, and of the bishops of Scotland. So
that upon this foundation | set out first to look into the
secret conduct of affairs among us.

| fell into great acquaintance and friendships with
several persons who either were or had been ministers of
state, from whom, when the secret of affairs was over,
| studied to know as many particulars as | could draw
from them . | saw a great deal more among the papers
of the dukes of Hamilton than was properly a part of their
Memoirs, or fit to be told at that time: for when a licence
was to be obtained, and a work was to be published fit for
that family to own, things foreign to their ministry, or
hurtful to any other families, were not to be intermixed
with the account | then gave of the late wars. And now
for above thirty years | have lived in such intimacy with
all who have had the chief conduct of affairs, and have
been so much trusted *and on so many important occasions
employed by them, that | have been able to penetrate far
into the true secrets of ® counsels and designs.

This made me twenty years ago write down a relation
of all that | had known to that time: where | was in the
dark, | past over all, and only opened those transactions
that | had particular occasions to know. My chief design
in writing was to give a true view of men and of “counsels,
leaving public transactions  to gazettes and the public his-
torians of the times®. | writ with a design to make both
my self and my readers wiser and better, and to lay open
the good and the bad of all sides and parties, as clearly
and impartially as | my self understood it, concealing
nothing that | thought fit to be known, and representing
things in their natural colourswithout art or disguise, with-

out any regard to kindred or friends, to parties or interests.

b c

# by them struck out. councills. councills.
9 originally, to be found in Gazettes and the common historians.

! See Cockburn, Specimen of Remard&ee, 66, for Burnet's industry
in acquiring information ; and infra, 358.
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For | do solemnly say this to the world, and make my
humble appeal upon it to the great God of truth, that | tell
the truth on all occasions, as fully and freely as | upon my
best inquiry have been able to find it out; ® where things
appear doubtful, | deliver them with the same incertainty
to the world.

Some may perhaps think, that, instead of favouring my
own profession, | have been more severe upon them than
was needful. But my zeal for the true interests of religion
and of the clergy made me more careful to undeceive good
and well meaning men of my own order and profession for
the future, and to deliver them from common preudices
and mistaken notions, than to hide or excuse the faults of
those who will be perhaps gone off the stage before this
work appears on it. | have given the characters of men
very " impartially and copiously®; for nothing guides one's
judgment more truly in a °relation of matters of fact
than the knowing the tempers and principles of the chief
actors'.

If 1 have dwelt too long on the affairs of Scotland, some

allowance is to be made to the affection all
| alter nothing of what | wrote in
originally, fully and freely. ° copious struck out.

their native country?.

A and struck out. °

! Bishop Burnet was a man of the
most extensive knowledge | ever
met with; had read and seen a great
deal, with a prodigious memory, and
a very indifferent judgment: he
was extremely partial, and readily
took every thing for granted that he
heard to the prejudice of those he
did not like: which made him pass
for a man of lesstruth than hereally
was. | do not think he designedly
published any thing he believed to
be false. He had a boisterous vehe-
ment manner of expressing himself,
which often made him ridiculous,
especially in the house of lords,

voL. I.

men bear to

when what he said would not have
been thought so, delivered in alower
voice, and a calmer behaviour. His
vast knowledge occasioned his fre-
quent rambling from the point he
was speaking to, which ran him into
discourses of so universal a nature,
that therewas no end to be expected
but from a failureof his strength and
spirits, of both which he had a larger
share than most men; which were
accompanied with a most invincible
assurance. DARTMOUTH,

2 Swift's criticism wasto call Bur-
net's book the‘ History of (Scotland
in) my Own Time." See Cockburn, 68.
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the first draught of this work, only | have left out a great
deal that was personal to my self, and to those | am
descended from : so that this is upon the matter the same
work, with very little change made init.

| ®look on the perfecting of this work, and the carrying
it on through the remaining part of my life, as the greatest
service | can do both to God and to the world; and there-
fore | set about it | with great care and caution. For
| reckon a lie in history to be as much a greater sin than
a lie in common discourse, as the one is like to be more
lasting and more generally known than the other. | find
that the long experience | have had of the baseness, the
malice, and the falsehood of mankind, has inclined me to
be apt to think generally the worst both of men and of
parties: and indeed the peevishness, ®the ill nature, and
the ambition of many hot clergymen, has sharpened my
spirit perhaps too much against them: so | warn my
reader to take all that | say on these heads with some
grains of allowance, though | have watched over my self
and my pen so carefully that | hope there is no great
occasion for this apology.

| have shewed this® history to several of my friends',
who were either very partial to me, or they esteemed that
this work (chiefly when it should be over and over again
retouched and polished® by me®, which very probably
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3 reckon struck out. °

! He offered to shew it to me,
which | avoided, knowing it was
a favour he had granted to several
others,and if any part of it had been
published before its time, he might
have thought it came from me:
though he was so civil as to tell me
| would be the last he should sus-
pect ; and whenever | did read it,
| should find accounts both of per-
sons and things, that | did not expect
from him; but truth, he said, must
be followed by an historian, wher-
ever it led him. D.

the meanness struck out.

¢ originally work.

2 Rarely polished; | never read
soill astyle. S. See Editor's Pre-
face (ed. 1823). * Perfect, requiring
no mending' is the verdict of C. J.
Fox. The 'vain solemnity' of
Burnet's Preface is commented upon
in an anonymous Review of Burnet's
History, 1724, p. 3.

| do not know who his friends
were, or how partial they might be,
but | believe generally people will
be of opinion that this is the worst
of his performances; in most others
that are of any value, the materials
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| shall be doing as long as | live') might prove of some
use to the world. | have on design avoided all laboured
periods or artificial strains, and have writ in as clear and
plain a style as was possible, choosing rather a copious
enlargement than a dark conciseness.

And now, O my God, the God of my life and of all my
mercies, | offer up this work to Thee, to whose honour it is
chiefly intended ; that thereby | may awaken the world
to just reflections on their own errors and follies, and call
on them to acknowledge thy providence, to adore it, and
ever to depend on it.

XXXV

were ready furnished, and he had
only the putting of them together ;
in this, which isentirely his own, he
has exposed his excessive partiality,
and great want of judgment. D.

1 Mr. Secretary Johnston, whowas

his intimate friend and near relation,
told me, that after a debate in the
house of lords he usually went home,
and altered every body's character,
as they had pleased or displeased
him that day. D.
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HISTORY OF MY OWN TIME

BOOK I.

A summary recapitulation of the state of affairs in Scotland,
both in Church and Sate, from the beginning of the troubles
to the restoration of K. Charles the second, 1660.

CHAPTERI.
TO THE ACCESSION OF CHARLES I.

T H E mischiefs of civil wars are so great and lasting, and
the effects of ours branching ®themselves out by many
accidents that were not thought on at first, much less in-
tended, into such mischievous consequences, [that] | have
thought it an enquiry that might be of great use both to
prince and people, to look carefully into thefirst beginnings
and occasions of them, to observe their progress, and the
errors of both hands, the provocations that were given,
and the jealousies that were raised by these, together with
the excesses into which both sides have run by turns. And
though the wars be over long ago, yet "since they have
left among us so many seeds” of lasting feuds and animosi-
ties, which upon every turn are apt to ferment and to break
out “anew, it will be an useful as well as a pleasant enquiry

& them struck out; themselvesinterlined. P substituted for somany scars
still remain, which asthey aretheremembrances of what is past, so they the seeds.
¢ of struck out.

2The last part of this Book— in England, would appear from this
chapter v in the present arrange- heading to have been an after-
ment—which deals with Cromwell  thought.
B 2



4 A Summary of Affairs

CHAP. | . to look back to the first original of them, and to observe

by what degrees and accidents they gathered strength, and
at last broke forth into such a flame.

The Reformation of Scotland was popular and parlia-
mentary: the crown was during that time either on the
head of a queen that was absent, or of a king that was an
infant. During his minority matters were carried on by
the several regents, so as was most agreeable to the pre-
vailing humour of the nation. But when king James grew
to be of age, he found two parties in the kingdom : the one
was of those who wished well to the interests of the queen
his mother, then a prisoner in England ; these were either
professed papists, or men believed to be indifferent as to
all religions: the rest were her inveterate enemies, zealous
for the Reformation, and fixed in a dependence on the
crown of England ®and a jealousy of France®. When that
king saw that those who were most in his interests were
likewise jealous of his authority, "and apt to encroach upon
it®, he hearkened first to the insinuations of his mother's
party, who were always infusing in him ajealousy of these
his friends, and saying, that by ruining his mother and
setting him in her room while a year old, they had-ruined
monarchy, and made the crown subject and precarious,
and had put him in a very unnatural posture of being
seised of his mother's crown while she was in exile and
a prisoner; adding, that he was but a king in name, the
power being in the hands of those who were under the
management of the queen of England.

Their insinuations would have been of less force if the
House of Guise?, who were his cosin-germans, had not been
then engaged in great designs, of transferring the crown
of France from the House of Bourbon to themselves; in
order to which it was necessary to embroil England, and
to draw the king of Scotland into their interests. So
under the pretence of keeping up the old alliances between

2 interlined. ® interlined.

'Hisgrandmother, Mary, thewife  Dukeof Guise, and of Charles, cardinal
of James V, was the sister of Francis, of Lorraine.
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France and Scotland, they sent creatures of their own to cHap. I.
be ambassadors there; and they also sent a graceful young 1579
man?, who, as he was the king's nearest kinsman by his )
father, was of so agreeable a temper that he became his
favourite, and was made by him duke of Lennox. He was
known to be a papist, though he pretended he changed 7
his religion, and became in profession a protestant.
| The court of England discovered all these artifices of the
Guisians, who were then the most implacable enemies of
the Reformation, and were managing all that train of plots
against queen Elizabeth that in conclusion proved fatal to
the queen of Scots. And when the English ministers saw
the inclinations of the young king lay so strongly that way
that all their applications to gain him were ineffectual, they
infused such ajealousy of him into all their party in Scot-
land, that both nobility and clergy were much alarmed at it.
But king James learnt early that piece of kingcraft?,

320.

MS. 3.

The danger of his influence
over James was fully recognized

! Esmé Stuart, third son of John,

Sieur d'Aubigny. John was brother
to Matthew, fourth Earl of Lennox,
who was the husband of Margaret
Douglas, daughter of the Earl of
Angus and Margaret Tudor. Eané'
was thus first cousin of Darnley,
James's father. He arrived in Scot-
land in 1579, and acted under the
direction of the Duke of Guise. Al-
though a Catholic, he was allowed
to pretend to be a Protestant, and
this he did successfully to his death,
actually subscribing the Confession
of Faith in August 1580, and March
15%/3°%,. He was created Earl of Len-
nox in March 157%,; and, after the
death of Morton, of which he was
the author, Duke of Lennox. Driven
from Scotland in Dec. 1583, he died
in Parisin the following year. See
Spottiswoode (1851 ed.), 324, from
which it appears that James believed,
or wished it thought that he believed,
in Lennox's protestantism at his
death, and Bevill Higgons, Remarks
on Bishop Burnet's History, 315-

by the English ministers. Hatfield
MSS., parts ii, iii, in the H. M. C.
Reports.

2 A mean expression, often made
use of by King JamestheFirst, though
little to the reputation of hisintegrity
or understanding, but suitable to the
pedantic education they had given
him in hisyouth; which the Earl of
Marr told me was done designedly,
to make him contemptible both at
home and abroad : and that George
Buchanan said, he would take care
to make him the lively image of his
mother. D. A similar charge was
made regarding Mazarin and Louis
X1V, and regarding John de Witt
and William of Orange; and it
was doubtless no more true in this
cae than in those. Dartmouth, in
his note above, imports into the
word * Kingcraft ' a suggestion of
trickery, which it does not properly
imply; cf. infra 9, note.
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of disguising, or at least denying, every thing that was
observed in his behaviour that gave offence.

The main instance in which the French management
appeared was, that he could not be prevailed on to enter
into any treaty of marriage. It was not safe to talk of
marrying a papist; and as long as the duke of Guise lived,
the king, though then three and twenty, and the only
person of his family, would hearken to no proposition for
marrying a protestant.

But when the duke of Guise was killed at Blois, and that
Henry the third was murdered soon after, so that Henry
the fourth came in his room, king James was no more in
a French management: so presently after he married a
daughter of Denmark, and ever after that he was wholly
managed by queen Elizabeth and her ministers'. | have
seen many letters among Walsingham's papers that dis-
cover the commerce between the House of Guise and him
[king James]; but the most valuable of these is a long
paper of instructions to one sir Richard Wigmore?, a great
man for hunting and for all such sports, to which king
James was out of measure addicted®. The queen affronted
him publicly, upon which he pretended he could live no

! Not before 1601. Correspondence
of James VI with Sir R. Cecil (ed.
Bruce, CamdenSoc.),I ntrod. James's
wifewasAnne, daughter of Frederick
Il of Denmark. Upon the import-
ance of this marriage, see Ranke,

more lived in close companionship
with James for nine or ten years
without raising any suspicion that
he was a spy. There are letters
from Wigmore to Cecil in the Hat-
field MSS. part iii, 434, 435, 460, and

Hist Engl. i. 367.

2 This is doubtless the paper of
instructions 'in his secret employ-
ment into Scotland upon the execu-
tion of the Queen of Scots, the ...
of May, A.D. 1588’ Harley MSS.
290 ff. 248-256; Cotton MSS. Cali-
gulaD. i. f. 160; Titus C. vii, f. 149.
Welwood had also seen the paper.
See his Memoirs (1700), 9, * Sir F.
Walsingham gives him above ten
sheets of 