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ceased to love, was more calculated to awaken wrath than to

revive affection. Every word is a sting, envenomed by the sense

of intolerable wrong. It is written in the tone of a woman
who has been falsely accused ; and imagining herself strong in

the consciousness of her integrity, unveils the guilty motives

of her accuser, with a reckless disregard to consequences per-

fectly consistent with the character of Anne Boleyn. Her ap-

peal in behalf of the unfortunate gentlemen who were involved

in her calamity is generous, and looks like the coiu'age of in-

nocence. A guilty woman would scarcely have dared to allude

to the suspected partners of her crime. It is strange that the

allusion to the infant Elizabeth in this letter is made without

any expression of maternal tenderness.

On the 10th of May, an indictment for high treason was

found by the grand jury of Westminster " against the lady

Anne, queen of England ; George Boleyn, viscount Rochford

;

Henry Norris, groom of the stole ; sir Francis Weston and

William Brereton, gentlemen of the privy-chamber ; and Mark
Smeaton, a performer on musical instruments,—a person spe-

cified as of low degree, promoted for his skill to be a groom

of the chambers."' The four commoners were tried in West-

mrnster-hall. May 10, by a commission of oyer and terminer,

for the alleged offences against the honour and the life of their

sovereign. A true bill had been found against them by the

grand juries of two counties, Kent as well as Middlesex, be-

cause some of the offences specified in the indictment were

said to have taken place at Greenwich, others at Hampton-

Court and elsewhere.^ Smeaton endeavoured to save his life

by pleading guilty to the indictment. He had previously con-

fessed, before the council, the crime with which he and the

queen were charged. The three gentlemen, Norris, Weston,

and Brereton, resolutely maintained their innocence and that

of their royal mistress, though urged by every persuasive, even

the promise of mercy, if they would confess. They persisted

in their plea, and were all condemned to death.^ On what

evidence they were found guilty no one can now say, for the

' Birch MSS. Burnet. Lingard.
3 Burnet. Birch. Lingard. Turner.
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