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There were so many miraculous circumstances contributed to his ruin, that men might think that 

heaven and earth conspired it, and that the stars designed it. Though he was, from the first 

declension of his power, so much betrayed by his own servants, that there were very few who 

remained faithful to him, yet that treachery proceeded not from any treasonable purpose to do him 

any harm, but from particular and personal animosities against other men. And afterwards, the 

terror all men were under of the Parliament, and the to make guilt they were conscious of 

themselves, made them watch all opportunities to make themselves gracious to those who could do 

them good; and so they became spies upon their master, and from one piece of knavery were 

hardered and confirmed to undertake another, till at last they had no hope of preservation but by 

the destruction of their master. And after all this, when a man might reasonably believe that less 

than a universal defection of three nations could not have reduced a great King to so ugly a fate, it is 

most certain that in that very hour when he was thus wickedly murdered in the sight of the sun, he 

had as great a share in the hearts and affections of his subjects in general, was as much beloved, 

esteemed, and longed for by the people in general of the three nations, as any of his predecessors 

had ever been. To conclude: he was the worthiest gentlemen, the best master, the best friend, the 

best husband, and the best Christian, that the age in which he lived had produced. And if he was not 

the best King, if he was without some parts and qualities which have made some kings great and 

happy, no other prince was ever unhappy who was possessed of half his virtues and endowments, 

and so much without any kind of vice. 
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