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AN ENQUIRY INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF
THE DEATH OF KING CHARLES THE
SECOND, OF ENGLAND,

By Normany Curvers, M. D,,

BENGAL MEDICAL BERVICE.

Tue cause of the death of King Charles the Second is an
historical problem which,—despite the singular copiousness
of the details of its attendant circumstances, recorded upon
the generally unquestionable authority of medical and other
eye-witnesses,—has remained unelucidated up to the present
moment. I have long considered that the history of this
memorable illness has in it nothing unintelligible to medical
men of the present day, although the numerous Court Physi-
cians and Surgeons, who watched its progress and reported its
issue, wholly failed to raise the shroud of uncertainty and
suspicion which has covered it until now.

The fact that certain characteristics of disease, as observed
in India, throw a strong light upon the true nature of King
Charles’s fatal illness has, mainly, prompted me to attempt
this long-needed explanation,—upon which, I venture to be-
lieve, a few scarce hours of leisure may be not unprofitably
spent,—especially as the case 1s one of singular medico-legal
interest,

The majority of recent historical authorities have decided,
with Dr. Welwood, the author of the Memoirs of England, and
many other physicians of the time, that the disease of which
King Charles the Second died was Apoplexy. Several con-
temporary writers either suspected or plainly asserted that the
King fell a victim to Poison. Every practical medical man, who
reads the narrative of the case, must, I feel assured, decide that
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2 AN ENQUIRY INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE DEATH

it was not one of Apoplexy. The historical data upon which the
suspicion of Poisoning rests are singularly strong, the medical
foundation for this suspicion is #i/;—it is, therefore, right
that these two lines of evidence should be fairly weighed
against each other, as I believe that they have never yet been;
and,—when it is considered that the charge of poisoning,
resting as 1t does upon the strong insinuations and broad
assertions of several contemporary authorities with Bisho
Burnet and Patrick at their head, has always clung to the
Roman Catholie party,—it is, perhaps, best that the duty of
dispelling this mischievous error should be undertaken by a
Protestant. :

Lord Macaulay remarks that ¢ It should seem that mno
transactions in history ought to be more accurately known
to us than those which took place ronnd the death-bed of
Charles. the Second. We have several relations written by
persons who were actually in his room. We have several
relations written by persons who, though not themselves eye-
witnesses, had the best opportunities of obtaining informa-
tion from eye-witnesses. Yet whoever attempts to digest this
vast mass of materials into a consistent narrative, will find
the task a difficult one. Indeed, James and his wife, when
they told the story to the nunsof Chaillot, could not agree as
to some circumstances. The Queen said that, after Charles
had received the last sacraments, the Protestant Bishops
renewed their exhortations, the King said that nothing of the
kind took place. ¢Surely,” said the Queen, ‘you told me so
yourself.” €1t is impossible that I eould have told you so,’
said the King, ¢for nothing of the sort happened.” ”

Since Lord Macaulay wrote, much important informa-
tion has been collected in illustration of this event, which
appears to have created such extraordinary attention in the minds
of the by-standers and of the publie, as to have led every one, who
knew aught about it, to record the facts which he had noticed
or had credibly heard and the doubts which he entertained,
with all the minutely eircumstantial detail of a judicial proes
verbal, Consequently, the medical facts of the case, as they now
lie before me, are tolerably complete ; and any London Phy-
siclan who chooses to undertake the not uninteresting and,
both in an historical and medical point of view, highly im-
portant task, may, without much trouble or loss of time,
render them so perfect, as to leave the cause of King Chatles’s
death absolutely clear to every reader.
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King Charles died in the 54th year of his age. A retrospec-
tive glance at the eventful lives of his immediate ancestors
will convince the reader, whose attention has been turned even
a little to biographical study, that he came of healthy but not
extremely vigorous stocks. Wiolent premature death was the
rule—not the exception—in his family. His father, his mother,
possibly his sister Henrietta, his maternal grandfather, his
paternal great grandmother and great grandfather, died out
of the course of nature.

His paternal great great grandfather, James the Vth of
Scotland, an active and enterprising monarch, died early, appar-
ently from little more than nervous depression. Mary of Guise,
Anne of Denmark, and Marie de Medicis, were not long lived ;
his uncle Henry Prince of Wales and his sister Elizabeth died
early, of Fever. James the First was, from his birth, a man of
weak nervous system : both he and Henry the IVth of France
were, constitutionally, timid ; the one shuddering at the sight
of a naked sword, the other shrinking at the report of cannon.
In James, this defect was cowardice, inborn and thorough ; in
Henry, it was early mastered by a resolute will. Both were
habituated to excess in strong drinks, and their morals
were, in the last degree, depraved and abandoned. Queen
Henrietta Maria and King Charles the First were both
delicate and somewhat deformed persons, but enjoyed a re-
markable immunity from disease. Charles was of small stature
and inherited from his father a weakness of the lower extre-
mities which prevented him from walking until he was seven
years old, but which (although there was some permanent
distortion) did not impair his aectivity in after.life. He
was also singularly tardy in learning to speak, and never
articulated very distinctly. We find no evidence of his
having ever suffered from any severe illness. His personal
habits were all good, he was strictly temperate, and, when
his body was examined after his violent death, at the age
of forty-seven, all his internal organs were found so perfectly
healthy, that it was considered that he had enjoyed every
prospect of attaining extreme old age.

His consort was a beautiful and healthy woman, but
she was ‘" very little” and appears to have been very crooked—
“awry.” The natural soundness of her constitution enabled
her to endure many hardships and, in middle life, some
privation. She died, in her 60th year, from the effects of an
over-dose of -opium.
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Charles the Second appears to have borne little or no
resemblance to either of his parents. In a large col-
lection of good engravings from the portraits of the
father, the mother, and the son, and of all the grand
parents, which I possess, and from the comparison of
many original paintings, 1 cannot trace the slightest
family likeness* except that both he had his mother had full
dark eyes, and that, while the mother’s complexion was
a fine brown (*“a little touched,” when she was young, “ with
the green sickness”), the son’s was swarthy or muddy,
or, as he, himself, called it “fogey.”t+ Charles the First
inherited the auburn hair of the Scottish Stuarts, his
queen had brown or chesnut hair. Her father’s hair was
““ reddish’”’—her mother’s was “fair” and singunlar in its
beauty and abundance. Both Charles the First and Henrietta
Maria, with admirable faces, had figures below medioerity.
With their son, it was precisely the reverse. Charles the
Second was, in the popular langnage of the day, a “ tall
black man,” (his height was about five feet ten inches,)
beautifully proportioned; although, as he became old, his
ficure grew thin and angular; graceful in a supreme
degree, with small and delicately formed hands and feet;
spare, muscular, lithe, active and full of “nerve; but his
face, although capable of great expression, being redeem-
ed by the large black eyes, had ill-formed and heavy
features, and, when at rest, wore a sour and satur-
nine aspect, which hardened and hecame intensified with
advancing age.—~As we are told by Juan Hnuartes, in his
Tryal of Wits,—“Men very hot and dry are rarely very
“ handsome, * * Decause heat and dryness (as Aristotle
““ gaith of the Ethiopiansg) wryth the proportions of the face,
“ and so they become disfigured.”

One who knew him well, having been brought up in his ecourt,
John Sheflield, earl of Mulgrave and Duke of Buckingham,
has left a vivid but, perhaps, flattering picture of his only

* Some points of likeness, especially in the erisped black hair and the
friste visage, arve traceable between Charles the 2nd and his uncle Louis
XIII. who, however, was a very far less healthy and vigorous man than
hiz nephew.

t I recollect, fifteen years ago, to have seen this “foggy" complexion
most strikingly marked in one of the king’s noble descendants; who,
certainly, in many respects, resembled the portraits of his royal ancestor.
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too ecommon character,—that of a moderately clever and
rather witty easy-tempered sensualist, mentally indolent and
self-indulgent to adegree, destitute of exalted faith in God,
devoid of sincerity and wide benevolence to man; uninspired
by a single lofty sentiment or by any prompting of good
ambition. Healthy and, therefore, cheerful and of great bodi-
ly activity, but wholly incapable of sustained application in
toiling for any great or useful object,

We are told by Sheflield,—who is supposed to have been a
suitor for the hand of his niece, Queen Anmne, and who,
certainly, felt that kind of half contemptuous indulgent
liking for him which he won, by his easy popular manners,
from all but the Burnets and Ossorys of his time, and who,
therefore, cannot be suspected of having formed too severe an
opinion of his character,—that “He was an illustrious ex-
ception to all the common rules of physiognomy ; for, with a
most saturnine harsh sort of countenance, he was both of a
merry and merciful disposition.” In his pleasures, “ He was
rather abandoned than luxurious”—“A wonderful mixture!
losing all his time, and setting all his heart on the fair sex;
yet neither angry with rivals, nor in the least nice as to the
being beloved.” ¢ His understanding was guick and lively in
little things ; and, sometimes, would soar high in great ones;
but unable to keep up with any long attention or application.””
“ Witty in all sorts of eonversation ” but,—as Buckingham
hints, and as Burnet and Rochester have, more plainly, assert-
ed,—constantly in the habit of repeating the same story to the
some auditors, * Full of dissimulation and very adroit at it ;
yet no man easier to be imposed on; for his great dexterity
was in cozening himself by gaining a little one way, whilst it
cost him ten times as much another, and by caressing those
persons most who had deluded him the oftenest, and yet the
quickest in the world for spying such ridicule in anether.
Easy and good-natured to all people in trifles; but, in great
affairs, severe and inflexible ; in one week’s absence forgetting
those servants, to whose faces he could hardly deny anything.”
“ His temper both of body and mind was admirable, which
made him an easy generous lover, a civil obliging husband, a
friendly brother, an indulgent father, and a good natured
master. If he had been as solicitous about improving the
faculties of his mind, as he was in the managing of his bodil
health, (tho’ alas! this proved unable to make his life long,)
he had not failed to have made it famous,”
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We are continually hearing, in Charles’s memoirs, of the
care which he took of his health. Until latterly, however,
this eare must have been exercised with the proviso that
he would spare himself no indulgence. “ Our mutton-eating
King” was alarge feeder, and was addicted to heavy meat
suppers and to rich highly spiced made” dishes, and we find
only too abundant evidence of the fact that he drank, fre-
quently if not habitually, to great excess. =

He appears to have had very little notion of sanitary
arrangements and decencies in his way of living. Evelyn
says that he took delight in having a number of little spaniels
to follow him and lie in his bed-chamber, where he often
suffered the bitches to puppy and give suck, which rendered
it very offensive, and, indeed, made the whole court nasty and
stinking.”’

On the other hand, he was an early riser, was given
to hunting and tennis playing when young, and took much
walking exercise, even up to a late period of his existence,
walking so rapidly that scarcely any one could long accom-
pany him without falling behind.

I't cannot surprise any one that a nervous system, thus
misused, should break down, with some sudden shock, as
the approach of age began to sap its overstrained energies.®

He appears to have been conscious of failing health for a
considerable time previous to his last illness. 1t was observed
that his spirits were depressed and that his natural indolence
mcreased to listlessness and languor. Sheffield Duke of
Buckingham tells us that he is of opinion that, in his latter
times, there was as much of laziness as of love in all those
hours he passed among his mistresses, who, after all, only
served to fill his seraglio, while a bewitching kind of plea-
sure, called sauntering, and talking without any restraint,
was the true Sultana queen he delighted in.”” He had a
passion for buying the recipes of quack nostrums, for which

* Dr. Welwood says “ He had lived so fast, as might enervate, in a
great measure, the natural force of his constitution, and exhaust his
animal spirits ; and, therefore, he might be more subject to an apoplexy,
whlc‘.h 15 a disease that weakens and locks up these spirits from per-
f'ﬂrmmg their usual functions, And though, in his late years, he had given
up himself more to the pleasures of wine than of women, that.might
rather be the effects of age than of choice.”
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he often gave enormous prices ;¥ but, as Lingard remarks, in
sickness, his good sense taught him to rely. on the skill of
his physicians. He imitated his cousin Prince Rupert in
trying experiments in practical chemistry ; and, according to
Burnet, had, during the last months of his life, engaged
in an attempt to diScover a process of fixing mercury.—+

Latterly, he began to suffer from attacks of Intermittent
Fever, the disease’to which James the First and Cromwell fell
victims. His palaces of Whitehall and Windsor must have
been infested with malarious exhalations from Lambeth
Marsh and Eton flats; but he, in all probability, owed this
disease, mainly, to his habits of feeding the ducks in the
straight canal which then ornamented St James’s Park, and
of fishing in the Itchin and in the Thames at Datchet.

He had, for some time, complained that Windsor did not
agree with him;f and the Rye House Plot had given him
a great dishke for Newmarket and Audley End.§ It was
remarked, says Jesse, in describing the latter days of his life,
that a closer attention to business followed some fits of ague
with which he had, recently, been seized, and there is even
reason to believe that he was alive to the precariousness of
his existence, and, to a certain extent, anticipated the fatal
result. Having employed Sir Christopher Wren to build him a
new palace at Winchester, the architect insisting that the
building could not be creditably completed in less than two
years, though, possibly, it might be finished, after a fashion,
in one:— “ If 1t be possible”, said Charles, “ let it be com-
“pleted in that time: a year is a long period in my life”—
He died a few weeks afterwards.||

Nevertheless, Burnett says that, all that Winter, the
King looked better than he had done for many years; but
he had “a humour” in his leg, which looked like the

# One of these was the Stypticum Regis—* The Royal Styptic.”” Accor-
ding to Bates and Salmon, the whole mystery of preparing this was as
follows :—* You must first extract a salt out of the caput mortuum of
“ vitriol, with spirit of wine; this salt you mnst dissolve in four times
“ jtg weight of fair water, and your styptic is made” “ This,” Salmon adds,
“ is the great Styptic which made such a noise in the world, and for the
“ knowledge of which king Charles 11. gave a vast sum of money."”

+ Pepys tells us that,in 1663, he had the bodies of a man and a woman
dissected in his presence by Mr. Pierce, the surgeon, and Dr, Clarke,

T Jesse.
Cunningham,
| Life of Sir Dudley North, p. 174



8 AN ENQUIRY INTO THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE DEATH

beginning of gout, so that, for some weeks, he could not
walk, as he had been accustomed to do generally, three or
four hours a day in the Park. Being in this state, he spent
much of his time in his laboratory, engaged in the experi-
ment above alluded to. Upon this point, Dr. Welwood says ;—
“ There might be another natural cause assigned for King
Charles’s falling into such a fit as that of which he died,
which is this; he had, for some time, an issue in his leg,
which ran much and, consequently, must have made a
strong revulsion from his head; upon which account, it is
probable, it was made. A few weeks before his death, he had
let it be dried up, contrary to the advice of his physicians,
who told him it would prejudice his health. Their prognos-
tic was partly true in this, that there came a painful tumour
upon the place where the issue had been, which proved
very obstinate, and was not thoroughly healed up when he
died.” Lansdown, in his Vindication of General Monk
(vol. 2 p. 263), says—“It was always my opinion, and
not ill grounded neither, that the king hastened his death
by his own quackeries. The last year of his life, he had been
much troubled with a sore leg, which he endeavoured to
conceal, and trusted too much to his own drugs and medi-
cines”—(possibly he employed the Stypticum Regis). “On a
sudden, the running stopped and it was then he was seized
with an apoplexy; a common case, fatal the moment those
sort of sores dry up.”

It appears certain, and this is worthy of remark, that his
fatal illness was preceded by other similar attacks—Roger North
says that his first attack was at a full levee, when he suddenly
fell back in his chair with the exclamation of a dying man.
This may have been the “sudden illness” with which it is
stated, in Macpherson’s History, he was attacked, when at
Windsor, in February 1781.% Dr. Welwood,—who was Physi-
cian, for Scotland, to King William the Third, but did not
attend King Charles in his last illness,—was told, by an eye-
witness, of the circumstance, that, on one occasion, in the heat of
the popish plot[1678-79,]a priest, who had been admitted to him
on secret business, was seen to hurry from the apartment in the
utmost consternation. The king had been ““suddenly surprized
with a fit, accompanied with violent convulsions of the body and

i — e ———l

# 1 have placed in italics some of the passages in the various narratives
which most strongly illustrate the nature of the King's illness.
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L

contortions of the face, whickh lasted for same moments® and,

when the priest offered to eall for assistance, Charles held him:

by force till it was over. The king told the priest not to he
atraid, for ke had been © troubled with the like before.”’t

Dr. Welwood introduces this aneedote with a remark,
which goes far to illustrate the true nature of the fits with
which the King was attacked.—(It will be borne in mind
- that Welwood founded his view of this case upon the idea
that the fatal attacks were apoplectic.)—He says—*1It is
known he had been once or twice attacked before with fits
that much resembled those of which he, afterwards, died.
And yet, as the manner of them is told, fiey look rather
to have been convulsive wmotions, than an apoplery, seeing they
were attended with violent contortions of his jface and convul-
sious of his whole body and limbs.”

The wvivid and celebrated description which Evelyn has
left us of the manner in which Charles spent his last night
in public,—the desecrated Sabbath evening preceding the
Friday on which he died,—shows that his habits conti-
nued to be dissipated and imprudent almost until the moment
at which the great blow erushed him.

“I can never,” Evelyn says, * forget the inexpressible
luxury and profaneness, gaming and all dissoluteness, and,
as 1t were, total forgetfulness of God, (it being Sunday

evening,) which this day se’nnight, I was witness of, the
King sitting and toying with his concubines, Portsmouth,
- Cleavland, and Mazarine, &ec.,and a French boy singing love

-

e m—— -

* We find Hﬂsinf allusions to other illnesses ;—in July 1664, when
the King was blooded (Pepys) ; and in August 1679 when he was attacked,
at Windsor, with severe fits of tertian ague. Fears were then entertained
for his safety. He recovered by the use of the Jesuit’s Bark.—Macpherson.
Mackintosh.

t It is mentioned, in Rogers's Recollections, that Talleyrand told a
very similar anecdote of Buonaparte. *1 attended him,” said the
gtatesman, “ to Strasbourg, and was alone with him in the house of the
Prefet, in one of the chambers there,—when he fell and foamed at the
mouth. * Fermez la porfe I' * he eried, and, from that moment, he lay as
dead on the floor. Berthier came to the door;’ ¢ On ne peut pas entrer !
the Empress came to the door; * On ne peut pas entrer! 1In about
half an hour, he recovered, but what would have been my situation if he
had died? Before day-break, he was in his carriage ; and, in less than sixty
hours, the Austrian Army had capitulated.” %ﬁen in very lucrative or
elevated positions frequently, and for self-evident reasons, consult their
Physicians, under a strict pledge of secrecy, when they believe themselves
to be threatened by serious disease.

B

S———
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songs in that glorious gallery, whilst about twenty of the
o eat courtiers and other dissolute persons were at Basset round
a large table, a bank of at least 2,000 in gold before them ;
upon which two gentlemen who were with me made reflections
with atomishment. Six’ (five) “days after, all was in the
dust I’ 7%

The King’s fatal illness, of which there ave several narra-
tives by eye witnesses and persons about the court,f com-
menced on the morning of Monday the 2nd of February 1684,
On the previous day, he ate little all day, finding hkimself not
well, which he did not confess, and came to dey Portsmouth
at mght (this must have been late—after the amusements in
Whitehall, witnessed by Evelyn, were over,) and called for a
porringer "of spoonmeat. It was made too strong for his
stomdeh ; so he ate little of 1t; and he had an unqulet night.t
Lingard says,—* a feverish and restless night.” 'Welwnﬂd
Bays, After he was a-bed, he was over heard to groan most
of the night, and, both then and next mor ning, before he
fell into the ﬁt he complained, first, of a heavy oppression
in his stomach and about his heart, and afterwards of a sharp
pain in those parts.”

The circumstances of the first attack are somewhat differ-
ently stated. In a narrative of the time, from a broadsheet,
reprinted in Somers’s Tracts, it is stated that, on that day, the
King rose early, saying he had not slept well last night, and

# Edition of 1850, page 210, vol. 2.

+ The following narrative is ta,ken. rincipally, from those of the sub-
joined authorities :—Burnet ; Ev elyn; Eimm Barillon’s Letter to the King,
in Appendix to Mr. Fox's Histm'j', page 11; Letter to the Rev. Francis
Roper, detailing the particulars of the Death of King Charles the Second ;
Sir H. Ellis's Original Letters, First Servies, vol. 1II. page 333; M.
Huddleston's “ Brief Account:” Ibid 2nd Series, vol. IV ; The Life of
Bishop Ken by a Layman ; Welwood ; Jesse’s Memoirs of the Court of Eng-
land during the Reign of’ the Stuarts; Macpherson’s and Lord Macaulay’s
Histories ;—but the main thread of the narrativeis taken from a doeun-
ment which has, I believ e, never yet passed through the hands of an his-
torian, namely a letter,—unfortunately without signature, but evidently
written by alady, the wife of a person about the Court of Whitehall,—which
was, some time since, discovered at Draycot I‘[\\:H.n?!,\f}i the seat of the ancient
la.mlh of the Longs, and which has been printed in vol. IX., page 277
of ** Household Words.” This document certainly, in my humble Judg-
ment, bears every mark of authenticity, and contains a fuller account of
the medical features of King Charles’s case than any other with which

I have met.
T Burnet.
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about seven o’clock, coming from his private devotions out of
his closet, fell down’ &e. In the Draycot M.S., it is said
that,—“ On Sunday night, he sent to my Lord Chamberlain
to send for his doctors to attend him the next morning to
consult about his leg, in which he would not own a touch of
the gout, but had favoured it about three weeks, and wore a
plaster on it of his own preseription, but was returned
to some degree of walking again. The doctors came ac-
cording to his order, and Dr. Secarborough, finding his
speech faulter, he ran and told the Duke. Dr. King, who
was I think called, though no sworn physician, perceived
it too ; and he went and told my Lord Peterborough, who
advised him to return, and be near at hand if any acei-
dent should happen. Whilst this passed, he rose out of his bed,
and, as he was deploring the death of my Lord Allington,*
could not pronounce his name, but stuttered All—AIL’
Tom Ho.,+ who was on his knees, buckling his garters,
turns quick, and looking him in the face, saw it strangely
altered, and asked him. ¢Sir, how d’ye do”’ He puffed, as
when he is vexed, and would not answer, but rose hastily
out of his chair, and went through two roems into his closet,
shutting the door against Tom Ho. who, in-care, would have
pressed in after him. There he stayed, some say one, some
two hours, but, when Mr, H. heard him walk, he ran to W.
C.,1 and bid him go round and persuade him out, which he
did with some difficulty. As he opened the door, H. looked
again, and seeing him much changed, he ran to the next
room and drew in Dr. K. by the arm, not having time to
speak. When he returned, his Majesty was sunk down in
his chair, with his head on one side, and gave the dreadfullest

* William Lord Allington of Wimondeley, Herts, who was Constable of
the Tower towards the Enﬁ of the reign of King Charles the 2nd,—*“ A young
silly Lord,” says Pepys,—in 1667. We find some confirmation of the state-
ment in the Dralymt M.8. in Cibber’s “ Apology’—where Colley tells us that,
having been called upon by his school-master to make the funeral oration of
the King, (whom he had seen feeding his ducks in St. James's Park, and
** whose death made a strong impression upon him, as it drew tears from
the eyes of multitudes wholooked no further into him than he” (Colley)
“ did," he raised his humanity and love of those who served him to such
height, that he imputed his death to the shock he received from the Lord
Arlington’s being upon the point of death, about a weel before him. Cibber
may have been correct,—buf it was, probably, Lord Allington who was sick,
as Henry Bennet, Earl of Arlington, did not die until July 1685.
+ Tom Howard, one of the Grooms of the Chamber,

$ William Chiffinch, Page of the Back-Stairs.
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ghriek was ever heard. In the moment, Dr. K. stripped up
the sleeve of his waistcoat, (for he was not dressed,) held the
vein with his thumb, and opened a vein ; hut, he not bleeding,
he took a bottle out of his pocket and dropped into his nose,
then took it by the end, and shook 1t so as shook his whole
head, which brought him out of his convulsion fit, so that he
bled freely eighteen ourices.”*

The very curious official Medical History of Charles’s last
illness, which is preserved in the Library of the Society of
Antiquaries,t does not altogether agree with the above account
of what happened previous to the first bleeding, but the state-
ments are not absolutely irreconcilable with each other. It
commences,—

“ Febrnary 2nd, 1684.” “Ad octavam preecisé horam Rex
serenissimus Carolus IT, lecto recens relicto, dum in cubiculo
leniter inambulabat, inordinatum quendam in cerebro sensit
motum, cui mox aphonia motusque convulsivi vehementiores
succedebant Aderant forté tunc ex Medicis Regiis omnino
duo, qui, ut tanto Regum optimi periculo maturé prospicerent,
venam ei in brachio dextro aperuerunt, sanguinisque eduxerunt
uncias circiter sedecim.”

* To bleed the King was an undertaking which required the previous
consent of the Council. That august body, approving of the presence
of mind which Dr. Edmund King displayed on this trying occasion,—
(Mackintosh cites a report that he tied up the King’s arm with his hand-
kerchief, and opened the vein with a pen-knife),—ordered him a thousand
pounds—which he never received. He was afterwards knighted. He
was a Fellow of the Royal Society in whose Transactions he published
several articles, especially an account of the sucecessful t-l‘&.l].?.g]giﬂn of
forty-nine ounces u%' blood from a calf to a sheep. In a print, by Williams,
he is described as the person, qui presenti animo (ope divina) sereniss.
regem Car. 11. a morte subitanea dexterrime eripuit. Feb. 2, 1684,

1+ The extracts which we shall make use of are given in Ellis's Origi-
nal Letters, second series, vol. IV, page 74, and by Dr. Wadd—in his Mems,
Maxims, and Memoirs. Unfortunately, they comprise only a portion of the
narrative, the reports of Tuesday and Wednesday being omitted. Dr, Munk,
the learned librarian of the College of Physicians, would add an important

ge to History by republishing the entire document. The prescriptions of
glueﬁdu r and Wednes ay are especially needful, as well as the names of the
Mndica{ Men who were present at the autopsy. Sir Henry Halford says
that, among the remedies prescribed, was ﬁle spiritus eranii humani, %5
drops. The King was fortunate to have escaped a dose of the very rasura
humani eranit which were then a famous remedy in Epilepsy—as they
appear to be still—as we read, in Notes and Queries (N. S, -,r.:ﬂ_ vi,) that,
in 1858, a collier’s wife had lately applied to a sexton, near Stamford,
for a piece of a human skull to grate into a medicine for her dau St
who was subject to fits !
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“ Interim et cmteri Medici, per celerrimos nuncios advocati,
in Regis subsidium convolarunt,* habitoque inter se consﬂm,
omnem navamnt._upemm, ut periclitanti Majestati suppetias
ferrent prestantaneas.”

Burnet’s account is as fﬁllnws :—In the morning, one Dr,
King, a physician and a chymist, came, as he had been
ordered, to wait on him. All the King’s discourse to him
was so broken that he could not understand what he meant,
and the doctor concluded he was under some great disorder
either in his mind or in his body. The doctor, amazed at
this, went out, and meeting with Lord Peterborough, he
said the King was in a strange humour, for he did not speak
~one. word of sense. Lord Peterborough desired he would go
in again to the bed-chamber, which he did. And he was
scarce come in, when the King, who seemed all the while
to be in great confusion, fell down all of a sudden in a fit like
an apoplexy: he looked black, and his eyes turned in
his head  The physician, who' had been, formerly, an eminent
surgeon, said 1t was impossible to save the King’s hfe, if one
minute was lost : he would rather venture on the rigour of the
law, than leave the King to perish. And so he let him blood.
The King came out of that fit: and the physicians approved
what Dr. King had done : upon which the privy council or-
dered him a thousand pound, which yet was never paid him.”

Lord Bruce, afterwards Earl of Aylesbury, in a letter to Mr.
Leigh, of Adelstrop, says—‘ My good King and master fall-
ing upon me in his fit, T ordered him to be blooded, and
then I went to fetch tht_a Duke of York.”

Welwood, urging the opinion that the King was poisoned,
tells us,—“ That morning there appeared to everybody about
him a ghastliness and paleness in his looks: and, when he sat
down to be shaved, just before the fit took him, he could not sit
straight, as he used to do, but continued in a stooping posture

* Lord Macaulay says, (quoting Dugdale’s correspondence,) that so
high did political animosities run, that the presence of some Whig phy-
gicians was regarded as an extrac-rdmar}’ cirenmstance. Dr. Lingard
relers to “a very interesting Letter by Mr.” (Dr. P) “ Fraser, one of the
Medical Attendants, to Sir Robert Southwell, in the London Monthly
Miscellany p. 383.” I have been much ﬂlsappmnted in not being able to
Eet. a sight of this. Fraser says that there were five bishops and twenty

ve lords and privy councillors in the King’s room. He u.dRs that, every
night, “ there sate in the room by him four doctors, four lords of the coun-
cil, three lords of the bed-chamber, three grooms of the bed- c'lmml:ter one
aputhecar;, and one surgeon, besides several inferior servants,”
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with his hand on his stomach, till the fit eame. After he had
been brought out of it, by opening a vein, he complained of
a racking pain in his stomach, and of no indisposition any
where else; and, during the whole time of his sickness, and
even when he seemed most insensible, he was observed to lay
his hand, for the most part upon his stomach, in a moaning
posture,” [?] “ and continued so to his death, And so violent
was the pain that, when all hopes were gone, the physicians
were desired to use all their art to procure him an easy death.”
At this most important part of the narrative, the extract from
the medical report, as given by Ellis and Wadd, unfortunately
breaks off'; from it, therefore, I learn nothing of what im-
mediately followed the cessation of the first fit. The Draycot
M. 8. continues,—* By this time, Dr. Wetherby and others
were assembled, and they approved of what was done, and
applied a warming-pan of coals to his head.* And applied
blisters to his back, arms, and thighs.” :
[We must here break off to say that counter-irritants ap-
Eﬂil-l‘ to have been applied with most unsparing severity.
ingard cites the following statements : “ On lmi mit des poéles
chaudes sur la téte, sans qu’il parut les sentir * * * on lni a
appliqué des vesicatoires  la téte, aux epaules, aux bras, et aux
Jambes, on lui a donné des vomitifs en quantité qui ont fait
quelque effet.”t  Le roi estoist dans une chaise, un fer rouge
sur la téte, los denfs qu’on lui tenoit ouvertes a foree’ ]
The narrative continues. “In the mean time, seeing him
foam much at mouth, they wished a vomit, and the noise
having drawn down James Chaee,”’§ who was going to

* This rongh method of counter-irritation appears to have been, then,
a favourite resource, with the court physicians, in cases of apoplexy.
Evelyn tells us that, on the 27th of October 1675, “ Lord Berkeley coming
into council, fell down in the gallery at Whitehall in a fit of Apoplexy,
and, being carried into my Lord Chamberlain’s lodgings, several famous
doctors were employed all that night; and, with much ado, he was at last
recovered to some sense by appﬁ'ing hot fire pans and spirit of amber to
his head ; but nothing was found so effectual as cupping him on the
shoulders. Tt was almost a miraculous restoration”—vol. 2 pages 102-3.

+ DBarillon, 12, 14 Féy,

+ Recit de la mort du feu roi ' Angleterre, by a nun of the Chail-
lot, who wrote it, for the use of the community, from the mouths of James
and his Queen, on 10th Sept. 1692, N, 8.

§ A Jokn Chase, says the Editor of  Household Words,” was Apothecary
to the King's person. On referring to the edition of Chamberlayne's
Anglie Notitia, for 1707, we find that James Chase Bsq. was, then,
Apothecary to the person in the court of Queen Anne.
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Temple Bar, to a patient, chanced to have one of Wetherby’s
presulptwn-'-: in his pocket, which otherwise could not hme
been prepared under four hours. He took it, and it brought
much phlegm off his stomach. When they upened the bhstms,
they wrought admirably. He was very sensible, and told
Dr. Short that but now, he could not speak, and asked what
ailed him.”

T should have told you that, in his fit, his feet were as
cold as ice, and were kept rubbing with hot cloths, which
were difficult to get. Some say the Queen rubbed one and
washed it in tears. Pillows were brought from the Dutchess
of Portsmouth’s by Mrs. Roche. His Highness” [the Duke of
York] “was first there, then I think the Queen (he sent for
her). The Dutchess of Portsmouth swooned in the chamber,
and was carried out for air.”

[Here oceur some diserepancies in the statements of the most
reliable authorities. King James, says* that the King, his late
brother, asked for the Queen the first time he spoke on Monday,
when he came out of his fit, and that she remained present
with him as long as her extraordinary passion would give her
leave, which, at length, threw her into fits, not being
able to speak, while with him. Burnet says “Lady Ports-
mouth sat in the bed taking care of him as a wife of a
husband.” It is remarked, in the notes to the edition of
Bishop Burnet’s works, which we are quoting, that this ill
agrees with Lady Portsmouth’s words to the French Ambas-
sador, when she pressed him to devise means for the recon-
ciliation of the dying King to the Romish Church ; “ I cannot,
with deceney, she said, enter the room, besides that the Queen
is constantly t.hclc”‘l' Bruce, Earl of Aylesbury, says, that
when he took the Duke of York to the bedside, they
“found the Queen there, and fke impostor says it was
the Dutchess of Portsmouth.” From what follows, however,
it would appear that Burnet and Aylesbury may have
been both correct in their statements,i but that the latter
mistook the former (whose narrative is not very clear, in
point of time) as to the periods at which Lady Portsmouth

* Life, vol. 1 p. 749, and Ellis’s Letters,

+ Barillon's Letter,

T I observe, on reference to Lord Macaulay's History, (page 247 vol. 1,)
that he considered that Aylesbury’s and Burnet's statements did not
contradict each other.
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sat with the King. It was, probably, not difficult to
overcome that lady’s seruples on the score of propriety ; and,
when the wronged but gentle minded wife retired, worn out
and dismayed, from that lamentable scene of suffering, the
unscrupulous mistress appears to have taken her place. It is
mentioned, in Bishop Ken’s Life by Hawkins, that (appar-
ently on Thursday,) when the Duchess of Portsmouth came
into the room, the Bishop prevailed upon his majesty to
have her removed. It would appear that, on Thursday after-
noon, when the King’s life began to be despaired of, the
Queen was again by his bedside, although unable to speak
to him from agitation, and was carried away hysterical.]

The Draycot MS. goes on to say that,—* Nelly roared to a
disturbance, and was led out, and lay roaring behind the door.
The Dutchess wept and returned ; the Princess” (afterwards
Queen Anne) “ was not admitted, he was so ghastly a sight
(his eyeballs turned that mnone of the blacks were seen, and
his mouth drawn up toone eye); so they feared it might
affect the child she goes with. None could come in by
the common door, but by an odd side door, to prevent a
crowd, but enough, at convenient times, to satisfy all.”

The progress of the case, during the two following days,—
Tuesday and Wednesday, the 3rd and 4th of August,—is not
(in the absence of this portion of the official Medical Report,)
very clearly made out. All authorities concur in stating that,
after the first fit, the King gradually recovered consciousness
and speech. In the Draycot narrative (the sequence of which
we have been compelled to alter slightly) we are told, that
“ In the night, he was taken with something like a return, between
eleven and one, but it passed easily. The next day, he talked
and rallied and, the doctors forbidding him, he said that order
would have killed Harry Killigrew, but he would obey it.”

Here follows an extram'dinar;f revelation, until now, un-
known to our historians. There is, however, in it nothing in-
congruous with the known character of Lady Portsmouth ;
and so, in all probability, the Duke of York considered, and,
therefore, did little more than mention the fact, subsequently.

A '}‘he grief of the Dutchess of Portsmouth did not hinder
packing and sending many strong boxes to the French
ambassador’s ; and, the second day of the King’s sickness, the
chamher_ being kept dark (you know)—one who comes out
of the light does not see very soon, and much less one who
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