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ward in our last commuzication, that cruelty was more criminz!
than vanity, nnd consequently Gucen Mary less worthy of admi.
ration than Quecn Efizabeth, your correspondent, 1d3, bLas care-
fully left altogether uunouced.  ‘The principal points, which she
attempts to show, are, that * Queen Mary, from her weakness
of mind wid of body, should have some allowance for having had
bad councillors aud aflowed impohtic measures 37 while “the vi.
ces of Queen Elizabeth were so tauch the more incxcusable, from
,her superiority in intellect and policy.”

"T'hough fucbleness of mtclicet will account, satisfacterily, for
her choice of dncompefen. mivistees, it will not do so for that of
Jad ones. She had witnesscd the insatiable crucky of Gardner
and Bonner, for  long period, during the despotic rule of her
father, yet these weee tiwe yery pursons, whom she, on her ac-
cession to the throne, delighted to honor ; while they—as the
cruel are noted for being cowards—turncd with the tide, and at

“the bidding of Mary, hurled the same deadly shafts at the pro-
“testants, which they had formerly used against the papists uader
"Heary VII.  In the same manuer, we conceive that her weak-
ness of mind might afford un excuse for émpolitic, but not for
cruel measures.
x_xLhe sickness with which she was afilicted during a great part
£of her reign, will not causc us to look with any less repugnance
upon the atrocities of her bloody persccution.  If compunction
e ever, visits the cruel, it will surely be when they are sufleriog
> themselves under the pangs of disease.
AAFOf a similar character 1s her argument, that the faults of Eli-
'%gém were more incxcusable thaa those of her sister, from her
* siperiority in intctlect and policy ; for we thisk that most of her
faults arosc from vanity, for which great intcliectual powers af-
“ford no nccessary antidote ; indeed, as they give some fovuda-
tion for pride, they tend rather to induce, than to restrain it.
We presume; however, that kda will not allow, that vanity was
,the source of most of her culpable actions, for she has given a
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-~,and not been dictated by sensual motives.
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»"and the constant defender of Queen Mary, and enemy of Eliza-
: béth, who had so-successfully suppressed the catholic religion.

®.On soine of these traits of character, we will give the opinions

f£Hume, an infidel, who would therefore be impartial ; and of

h > .-;:_{ More,-who is considered by all, a c)cg{ and discerning,

M0t angimpartial judge.
. Jddscalls ier “the most shameless and intriguing of coquettes ;”
s coquetry,.and these intrigues, were often the result of
eeling 5 andgwhen such, were frequently restrained and
ke ofl, when the interests of her kingdom required it
[ume says, *“the force of the tender passions was great over
er: but the fofce of her mindwwas still superior ; and the com-
bat which her victory vidibly -cost her, serves only to display the
,firmness of her resolution and the Joftiness of her ambitious sen.
"timents.” ay A
“*x Though “the most selfish and sensual of friends, all whosc
emotions were passions ; who required of her favorites nothing
less than adulation, for which she bartcred most disgustingly in
state offices;” yct, Hannah More says, that «in one instance
only, her fuvoritism was prejudicial to the state;” so that her
choice must have been placed upon the worthiest ‘individuals,
y She,is said te have
shad a « concentrated selfishness, which eould endure no rival;”
“yet, the only ¢ rivalship,” of which Hume speaks in his éxcel.
lent character of Queen.Elizabeth, is that of # beauty”—arising
from a kind of venity, cerwinly, not worthy the name of *“con-
> centrated eelfishness.” * ... % . o
We do not wish, however, 1o gloss over the faults of Queen
Elizabeth ; many of the statements of Ida are true; but we aro

still of opinion, that most of ¢hem had their origin in & vanily «
o

whic!x does not deserve the name of “ vice.” We would®rather
call it the foible, and not the vice of a strong mind ;¥(and strong
minds have foibles as well as weak ones)—Napolcon took snff,

- -

~

-

i

-

1

)" only be said to have “allowed impolitic measures,” and ® zacri.
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and Robert Hall smoked tobacco ; but would we call these the
vices of their powerful minds?  Elizabeth became so vain, when
she grew old, that she would not Jook in the mirror, for fear of
seeing her defornuties, and thus, un oue occusiun, got her nose
painted red, by her atendants, instead of ber chiceks; and shall
we ¢ dl this % the vice of hee stiong mind 77

Aldter ally we tunk the nore cquntable plaa s, to tithe Quecn
Mary and Queen Ehizabeth just as they were—witlout saying
anything as to what faults Blizabetl's strength of mind ought to
have correetod, Ovhich has nothing 1o do wil: the question.) bt
simply drawing comparisun between thar varous qualitive, a3
we tind them, 1T exedsing, or nuileacusing circumstances are
1o be braaght forward at wil, there would be found a very large
number exculpating the conduct of Elzabeth. Witness the
noble maunce in whick she mde everything, even her faulte,
subservient 10 the good of her subjects, "Ihic wore unlimited
her control over her funily, her court and her peopic, the more
the advantages which she procured for them.  However inordi-
pate her attachment 1o favorites, she lavished no treasures epon
them, nor swerved for a moment from that prudeat cconoviny,
which was ove of the moest disunguishing virtues of her reigu.
It is better, however, to take them as history has handed them
down to us, and this brings us to our original position, stated in
the commencement of this article.

Which, among o!l the depraved dispositions of the human
heart, do we most detest? Cruelty.  Who has the worst name
in the whole of eanh’s history 1 Nero. ‘But, when a woman,
she whose crowning virtuc and native atmosphere is kindness,
drenches herscif in blood, like another Noro, what place should
we assign 10 her in the annals of crime? We are filled with
horror, when we read the barbarities of a Domitian, but find
oursclves at a loss for words to express our feelings, when we
see a youny Queen, educated in a christiun country, commit
ncarly the same enormities.

‘That Mary was excecdingly crucl, scarcely needs any proof.
In less than four years, two hundred and seventy-seven viclims
were led to the stake ; besides great numbers who suffered by

imprisonment, fines, and coufiscations. ’Shc voune and  the
- awrhs ymroaucu, ane plusant ang e bishop, the blooming maiden

and the aged matron, were alike consigned to the flames ; but
exhibited an unyielding constancy and a heavenly trangeillity,
which wiil be remembcered us long as the cruelty which piaced
them there. One would imagine her agents were inhuman
enough, of themsclves ; but the Queen, “ by her letters, exhorted
them to pursue the pious work without pity or interruption.”
‘The same slaughter was intended to be perpetrated on the ficlds
of the * Emerald Isle,” but was prevented by a fortunate acci-
dent. Doctor Cole yeccived the royal commission to ¢ lash,”
as he called it, “all the herctics in Ireland ;™ but, while he was
on his journey, a landiady, fearing for a ncar relative in Dublin,
managed to substitute a pack of cards for the fatal document.
He did not percene the mistake till he rcached his destination,
and then contrary winds prevented his return for another, until
the death of the Queen put an end to the career of bloodshied.
But, if cruclty s the worst trait in the female character, vanity,
orf the other hand, is the ene which is treated with the grentest
indulgence, and considered more in the light of a failing then &«
crime. Even if we supposed Elizabeth 1o posscss the whole
cutaloguc of faults, which lda has so vividly charged against her,
still their criminality would bear no comparison to that of the
crechty which Queen Mary displayed.  Catbarine De Medici
possessed haughtiness, imriguc, cuquetry, and sclfishness, in a
very high degree; yet, these will be forgotten, while her meme-
ry will be rendered forever execrable for the part which she
1cok in the fearful massacre of St. Bartholomew’s day. N
We cannot forgive Elizabeth for afew, foibles, during a glo.
rious reign of foriy-five years ; but Maty’s concentrated wicked-
ness, in hers of only Jfive, is comparstively excusable, We
can brand Elizabethy witlh the epithets of “a haughty virago,”
“the, most*sharieleig;and intriguing of, coguettes,” “ the nost
selfish andssénsual iends,” because she sometimes gave vent
1o+ herawomanish vanity 3 but Mary, becausc she was freble
in mind afid in body, could cummit murder by wholesnle, and
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