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decamp before her trial— This with a million of other stories have
been so spread, that I am determined to believe no one fact, but
what I shall read in the printed trial«—for at it I have not been,
though curious enough about so august a mummery, and so original
a culprit; but I am too little recovered to encounter crowds.

The scene opened on Wednesdays with all its pomp—and had
drawn hither even a Countess Castiglioneé from Milan. The doubly
noble prisoner went through her part with universal admiration.
Instead of her usual ostentatious folly, and clumsy pretensions to
cunning, all her conduct was decent, and even seemed natural. Her
dress was entirely black and plain;7 her attendants® not too numer-
ous, her dismay at first perfectly unaffected. A few tears balanced
cheerfulness enough; and her presence of mind and attention never
deserted her. This rational behaviour, and the pleadings of her four
counsel,® who contended for the finality of the Ecclesiastical Court’s

4. ‘The Duchess of Kingston’s Trial is
now preparing for the press, under the
authority of the Lord Chancellor and the
House of Lords, and will be published by
Mr Bathurst in Fleet Street, with all
convenient speed’ (Daily Adv. g May; see
also Journals of the House of Lords xxxiv.
670). It was published with the title,
The Trial of Elizabeth Duchess Dowager
of Kingston for Bigamy, before . .. the
House of Peers in Westminster Hall, in
Full Parliament, on Monday the 1sth,
Tuesday the 16th, Friday the r9th, Satur-
day the 20th, and Monday the 22d of
April . . . Published by Order [22 April]
of the House of Peers ... [by] Charles
Bathurst, in Fleet Street, 1776, fol. 176 pp.
There is no record of HW’s owning a
copy, but he had a copy of The Kingston
Cause Impartially Stated, 1776 (Hazen,
Cat. of HW’s Lib. 1609. g7. 1), and 4
Brief for her Grace the Duchess of King-
ston, 1776 (ibid. 1609. 58. 21).

5. Monday (n. 4 above). The trial was
adjourned by the Lord High Steward on
Tuesday the 16th until ‘Friday next, at
ten o’clock in the morning’ (Trial, p. 85).

6. Perhaps Eleonora Crivelli m. Alfonso
Castiglione, cr. (1774) Conte (Litta sub
Castiglioni di Milano, tav. ii).

7. HW gives more details in MAsoN i,
261; Mrs Delany mentions ‘black silk’
only (Delany Corr. v. 208). Hannah More
mentions ‘deep mourning; a black hood

on her head; her hair modestly dressed
and powdered; a black silk sacque, with
crape trimmings; black gauze, deep ruffles,
and black gloves’ (Hannah More, Letters,
ed. R. B. Johnson, 1925, p. 42). The print,
‘Elizabeth Dutchess Dowager of Kingston.
Taken at the Bar of the House of Lords,
on the 15 of April, 1776’ and published
20 May 1776, confirms Hannah More’s
description.

8. ‘Mrs Egerton and Mrs Barrington’
(Daily Adv. 17 April). Other accounts
mention three and four young attendants
without naming them (C. E. Pearce, The
Amazing Duchess, [1911], ii. 219, 221).
Mrs Barrington was Elizabeth Vassal m.
Hon. Gen. John Barrington, brother of
the 2d Vct Barrington and father of the
8d Vet (ibid.). Mrs Egerton, according to
Pearce, loc. cit.,, was wife of a relative
of the D. of Bridgwater, and may have
been Mrs Philip Egerton (ante v. 550,
n. g), or Mary Kirke (ca 1730-1810), m.
(1751) William Egerton (Berry ii. 10%).
These matrons hardly fill the role of the
‘two damsels’ mentioned by Mrs Delany
(Delany Corr. v. 208), or the ‘four virgins
in white’ observed by Hannah More
(Letters, loc. cit.).

9. Their arguments on 15 April, are
printed in Trial (n. 4 above), pp. 20-50.
‘The counsel for the Duchess of Kingston
are Dr Calvert, Dr Wynne, Mr Wallace,
Mr Mansfield, Serjeant Davy, Mr Cox,



