








©

DICTIONARY

OF

NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY

Garnett

Garnett

GARNETT, ARTHUR WILLIAM
(1829-1861), military and civil engineer,
younger son of William Garnett [(f{ v.] of
‘Westmoreland, inspeector-general of inland
revenue, was born 1 June 1829, and educated
at Addiscombe College, where he obtained his
first commission in 1846, and proceeded to
India in 1848 as a lieutenant of the Bengal
engineers. He was appointed assistant field
engineer with the army before Mooltan, and
wounded while in attendance on Sir John
Cheape [q.v.] reconnoitring the breaches, but
was able to take charge of the scaling-ladders
in the subsequent assault. He joined the army
under Lord Gough, held the fords of the
Chenéb during the victory of Goojerit, and
went forward with Sir Walter Raleigh Gil-
bert’s flying column in pursuit of the Afghans,
Having taken part in the first survey of the
Peshawir valley with Lieutenant James T.
‘Walker (afterwards surveyor-general of In-
dia}é he was next engaged on public works
at Kohit, where in 1850 the sappers em-
ployed under his command in making a road
to the Kothul were surprised in their camp by
the Afreedees. Garnett and Lieutenant (now
Major-general Sir F. R.) Pollock, who was
also stationed at Kohat, were surrounded,
but held their position until the arrival of
a relieving force from Peshawir under Sir
Colin Campbell (Lord Clyde), accompanied
by General Charles J. Napier, by whom the
Kohit pass was forced.

Garnett reconstructed and strengthened
the fort of Kohat, designed and built the fort
at Bahadoor Kheyl for guarding the salt
mines, a3 well as barracks, forts, and defen-
sive works at other points on the frontier,
including ¢ Fort Garnett, named after him.
He planted forest trees wherever practicable,
constructed bridges, roads, and other works
under circumstances of extraordinary diffi-
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culty, and in spite of serious obstacles men-
tioned in the published report of the ad-
ministration, where the entire eredit of the
works s assigned to Lieutenant Garnett, who
“has made very good roads, which he could
not possibly have done without the posses-
sion of hardihood, temper, and good judg-
ment.’

He was constantly interrupted by being
called upon to take the field with the several
.expeditions in the Derajét, Meeranzaie valley,
Eusofzaie country, Koorum valley, and Pei-
war Kothul, &e., where there was frequently
hard fighting. During the mutiny %amett
was kept at his post on the frontier, where
hisexperience and influence with the hillmen
were of the greatest value. He came to Eng-
land on leave in 1860, and was occupied in
the examination of dockyard works, with a
view to his future employment in the con-
struction of such works if required at Bom-
bay.

On his return to India in 1861, shortly
after his marriage to Mary Charlotte Burnard
of Crewkerne, by whom he had a posthumous
daughter, and while temporarily acting as
assistant to Colonel Yule, C.B., then secretary
to government in the department of public
works, he was attacked with pleurisy, and
died in his thirty-second year, after a few
days’ illness. He was buried in St. Paul’s
Cathedral, Calcutta, where his memory is
recorded by a monument erected by his
brother officers, other monuments being also
placed in the church at Kohét, which he had
built, and in the church of Holy Trinity at
Brompton.

[Government Despatches in London Gazettes;
Professional Papers Corps of Royal Engineers;
Journal of Siege of Mooltan, 18489 ; series of
general reports on the administration of the Pun-
Jéb territories from 1849 to 1859.] F. B. G.
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GARNETT, HENRY(1555-1606),jesuit,
born in 1555 at Heanor, Derbyshire (not at
Nottingham, as is commonly stated), was the
son of Brian (arnett and his wife, Alice Jay.
Father John Gerard states that his parents
were well esteemed, and well able to main-
tain their family. He adds that his father
was a man of learning who taught in the
free school of Nottingham (Narrative of the
Gunpowder Plot, ed. Morris, 1872, p. 297 ;
Tablet, 25 May 1889, p. 817). Garnett was
brought up as a protestant, and in 1567 was
admitted a scholar of Winchester. He did
not proceed in due course to New College, Ox-
ford. According to his catholic biographers,
he resolved to leave the school on embracing
the catholic faith, although some of his
teachers at Winchester who were inclined
to catholicism tried to induce him to remain.
Dr. Robert Abbot (1560-1617) [q. v.] asserts,
on the contrary, that the warden admonished
him not to remove to New College on account
of his gross immoralities at school (Antilogic
Epist. ad Lectorem). Jardine admits that
the account of Garnett’s early depravity has
¢ certainly more of the character of a tale of
malignant scandal than of a calm narration
offacts” He quotes, however, some passages,
including one from a statement attributed to
Garnettin the Tower, to countenance acharge
of drunkenness (Narrative of the Gunpowder
Plot, pp.172,1797.) Garnett removed from
WincEester to London, where he began to
study law, and became corrector of the press
to Tottel, the celebrated law printer. While
he was in this employment he formed an ac-
quaintance with (ghief-j ustice Popham, who
recognised him on his first examination, and
treated him throughout the inquiry with
great respect. Coke, in his speech at Gar-
nett's trial, represents him as a man having
‘many excellent gifts and endowments of
nature; by birth a gentleman, by education
ascholar, by art learned, and a good linguist.’
After remaining with Tottel about two years,
during which his dislike to the protestant reli-
gion became confirmed, he determined to de-
vote his life to the service of the Roman catho-
lic echurch. He crossed to Spain, and thence
roceeded toItaly in company with Giles Gal-
op, formerly a Winchester scholar and a fel-
low of New College, who afterwards became a
Jesuit. Having resolved tojoin the Society of
Jesus, he entered the novitiate of St. Andrew
11 Sept. 1575, and made his noviceship under
Father Fabius de Fabio. He pursued his
higher studies in the Roman College under
such masters as Christopher Clavius, Francis
Suarez, Benedict Pereira,and Robert (after-
wards Cardinal) Bellarmin, and became a
great proficient in all kinds of learning. He

was employed as penitentiary at St. Peter’s,
and for some time was professor of Hebrew
at the Roman College ; and during the sick-
ness of Father Clavius he temporarily occu-
pied his chair in the school of mathematics.
Clavius found him so profoundly versed in
mathematical sciences that he opposed his
return to England as a missionary, and, by
order of the Father-general Aquaviva, he
was detained for twoyears in Clavius’s school.
‘When Clavius resumed his chair, Garnett ob-
tained leave to go upon the English mission,
and left Rome in company with Father Robert
Southwell on 8 May 1586, landing safely in
England on 7 July following. Writers of
his own communion describe him as a man
of such remarkable gentleness that Aquaviva,
when urged by Father Parsons to send him
upon the dangerous English mission, replied
that he was greatly troubled, because by send-
ing him there he was exposing the meekest
lamb to a cruel butchery.

William Weston, aias Edmonds, at this
time the only jesuit in England, gave his col-
leagues a hearty welcome on their arrival in
London. On Weston’s commitment to Wis-
bech Castle in 1587, Garnett was appointed
to succeed him as superior of the English
province. Foreighteen years he governed the
province with remarkable prudence, chiefly
in London and its vicinity. His conduct,
however, insupporting Weston and thejesuits
in the Wisbech disputes (1695-6) gave much
offence to some of hisreligion (TIERNEY, Dodd,
iii. 41-5). In March 15967 he was living
near Uxbridge, in a house called Morecroftes,
and had at the same time a house in Spital-
fields. He afterwards lived at White Webhs
in Enfield Chase, called ¢ Dr. Hewick’s house.”
He sometimes penetrated in ecompany with
the gaolers into the London prisons to minis-~
ter to members of his flock. “More than once
he narrowly escaped arrest at the hands of
faithless catholics, who were seduced by the
large rewards offered by the government for
his capture. In a letter written on 1 Oct.
1593 to his sister Mary, whom he had sent
to the Augustinian convent at Louvain, he
announces that he had reconciled their aged
mother to the Roman church, and expresses
a hope that his other two unmarried sisters
would embrace the religious state (OLIVER,
Jesuit Collections, p. 100). On 8 May 1598
he was professed of the four vows. During
his superiorship there was a great increase of
catholicism throughout the kingdom. Ile
made great exertions to promote the pro-
sperity of the seminaries abroad, secular and
regular, and at his death he left behind him
forty jesuits in the English mission.

‘When Guy Fawkes %q. v.] was arrested on
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account of the gunpowder plot on 4 Nov.
1605, & letter was found upon him addressed
to White Webbs, where Garnett had resided
till within the last six months, and the sus-
picions of the government were consequently
directed to him before three of the lay con-
spirators had been apprehended. Salisbury
was most anxious to discover the priests
who had been confessors to the conspirators.
Thomas Bates, servant of Robert Catesby
[q.v.], stated that his master and another
conspirator had been at Lord Vaux’s house
at Harrowden, with Fathers Garnett, Green-
way, and Gerard, and that he had been sent
with a letter by his master, ¢ after they were
up in arms,’to a house at Coughton, Warwick-
shire, the residence of the greatcatholic family
of Throckmorton, where Garnett and Green-
way then were. Upon thisevidence the govern-
ment,on 15 Jan. 1605-6,issued a proclamation
declaring that the three jesuit fathers were
proved guilty of the plot ‘by divers con-
fessions of many conspirators.” Gerard and
Greenway escaped to the continent. Gar-
nett had addressed to the privy council, on
30 Nov. 1605, from his retreat at Coughton, a
protestation of his innocence ( Catholic Maga-
zine, 1823, pp. 198, 201). He remained at
Coughton till 4 Dec., when he removed to
Hindlip Hall, the seat of Thomas Habington
[q.v.],near Worcester, by invitation of Father
Thomas Oldcorne, alias Hall, who had acted
as Habington’s chaplain. This mansion con-
tained several of the ingenious hiding-places
common in the dwellings of the catholic
gentry (see description and engraving of the
house in NAsu’s Worcestershire, i. 584). Sir
Henry Bromley, a neighbouring magistrate,
was commissioned by the lords of the council
to invest the house and conduet a rigorous
search. Garnett and Oldcorne retired to one
of the numerous secret receptacles, and their
respective servants, Owen and Chambers, to
another. The house was surrounded, all the
approaches carefully watched and guarded,
and several hiding-places were discovered,
after a rigorous search, but nothing found in
them excepting what Bromley described as
¢ a number of popish trash hid under boards.’
In his letter to Salisbury (23 Jan.) he said:
¢I did never hear so impudent liars as I find
here—all recusants, and all resolved to con-
fess nothing, what danger soever they incur.
On the fourth day of the search the two
servants gave themselves up, being almost
starved to death. The two jesuits, overcome
by the confinement and foul air, also sur-
rendered. Garnett afterwards said that ¢if
they could have had liberty for only half a
day from the blockade, they could have
made the place tenable for a quarter of a

year. A contemporarymanuscript states that
‘marmalade and other sweetmeats were found
there lying by them ;’ but that they had been
chiefly supported by broths and warm drinks
conveyed by a reed ¢ through a little hole in
a chimney that backed another chimney in
a gentlewoman’s chamber. According to
Garnett’s account, want of airand the narrow-
ness of the space, blocked by books and furni-
ture, made the confinement intolerable. They
came out like ‘two ghosts.’

On their way to London the prisoners were
well treated at the king’s charge, by express
orders from the Earl of Salisbury. On their
arrival they were lodged in the Gatehouse,
and a few days afterwards were examined
beforethe privy council. As Garnett was con-
ducted to Whitehall the streets were crowded
with multitudes eager to catch a sight of the
head of the jesuits in England, He was sent
to the Tower, and during the following days
he was repeatedly examined. He made no
confession, although threatened with torture,
the application of which, however, had been
strictly forbidden by the king. The lieu-
tenant of the Tower then changed his tone,
expressed pity and veneration for Garnett,
and enabled him to correspond with several
catholics. The letters were taken to the
lieutenant, but contained no proof whatever
against the prisoner, The warder then un-
locked a door in Garnett’s cell, and showed
him a door through which he could converse
with Oldcorne. Lockerson, the private se-
cretary of Salishury, and Forsett, a magis-
trate attached to the Tower, were concealed
in a cavity from which they could overhear
the conversations on five occasions. The
reports of four of these conversations are still
preserved.

Grarnett was examined twenty-three times
before the council. He at first denied the
interviews with Oldcorne, but was drawn
into admissions which led to charges of equi-
vocation. A manuscript treatise upon this
subject by an anonymous author, and anno-
tated by him, was discovered, and has since
been printed by Mr. Jardine (see GARDINER,
History, 1885, i. 280, 281, and JARDINE,
p- 204 ».) Writers of his own communion
have regarded him asa martyr to the sacred-
ness of the seal of the sacrament of confession.
Garnett acknowledged that on 9 July 1605
Catesby asked him whether it was lawful to
enter upon any undertaking for the good of
the catholic causeif it should not be possible
to avoid the destruction of some innocent
persons together with the guilty. Garnett
replied in the affirmative, but declared that
he did not understand the application of the
question. He admitted, however, that at
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the end of July he was fully informed of the
plot by Greenway, though, as this informa-
tion was obtained under the seal of sacra-
mental confession, he was bound not to reveal
it. Catesby had in confession disclosed the
design to Greenway, who represented to him
the wickedness of the project, but could
not prevail upon him to desist. However,
Catesby consented that Greenway should
communicate the case, under the seal of con-
fession, to Garnett ; and if the matter should
otherwise come to light, he gave leave that
both or either of the priests might then make
use of the knowledge which he thus imparted
to them. Garnettdeclared that he was struck
with horror at the proposal, and as he could
not disclose the secret, he used every en-
deavour to prevail upon the conspirators to
abandon their undertaking.

Garnett’s trial took place at Guildhall on
28 March 1606. There was a crowd of spec-
tators in the court, including several foreign
ambassadors and many courtiers. The pro-
ceedingslasted from eight o’clock in the morn-
ing till seven at night, and the king was

resent privately during the whole time.

oke, the attorney-general, conducted the
prosecution. The proof of complicity was the
conversation with Catesby on 9 June. Mr.
Gardiner points out that there was no evi-
dence which would have satisfied a modern
jury, and that the proceeding was rather poli-
tical than judicial, the fear of the pope making
it impossible that fair play should be given
to Garnett’s supporters. He holds, however,
that there was‘strong corroborative evidence,’
from Garnett’sapparent ¢ approval of the plot’
at a later period, as shown by his association
with the conspirators (GARDINER,i. 277,278).
Nothing was said of the conversation with
Greenway, about which no doubt whatever
existed. Mr. Gardiner surmises that the go-
vernment adopted this course because they
knew they would be assailed with the most
envenomed acrimony by the whole catholic
world if they executed a priest for not re-
vealing a secret confided to him in confession.
Garnett’s defence wasthat he had never heard
of the plot except in confession. He was
found guilty, and sentenced to be drawn,
hanged, disembowelled, and quartered.

Several weeks elapsed before the sentence
was executed, and Garnett was again brought
several times before the council, and interro-
gated as to the teaching of the jesuits, and
his own sentiments respecting the obligation
of human laws and equivocation. At length,
on 3 May 1606, he was drawn on a hurdle
from the Tower to St. Paul's Churchyard, and
there executed in front of the Bishop of Lon-
don’s palace, When he was on the scaffold

the recorder vainly endeavoured to draw frone
him an admission of his guilt. He persisted
in his denial that he had any positive in-
formation of the plot except in confession,
though he allowed, as he had acknowledged
before, that he had had a general and confused
knowledge from Catesby. ¢In all proba-
bility,” says Mr. Gardiner, ¢this is the exact
truth’ (2. i. 282).

Many catholics sought for relics of a man
whom they regarded as & martyr, and within
a year of his death wonderful accounts were
circulated throughout the Christian world
about a miraculous straw or ¢ ear void of corn”
on which a drop of Garnett’s blood had fallen.
It was said that on one of the husks a por-
trait of him surrounded with rays of glory
had been miraculously formed. Hundreds of
persons, it was alleged, were converted to
catholicism by the mere sight of ¢ Garnett’s
straw.” Archbishop Bancroft was commis—
sioned by the privy council to call before him
such persons as had been most active in pro-
paga’cing the story, and if possible to detect
and punish the impostors. Many curious
particulars on this subject will be found in
Jardine’s ¢ Gunpowder Plot’ and Foley’s ¢ Re-
cords.’ Garnett’s name occurs in the list of
the 3563 catholic martyrs which was sent to
Rome by the English hierarchy in 1880, but
is significantly omitted from S%anton’s ‘Me-
nology of England and Wales, compiled by
order of the Cardinal Archbishop and the
Bishops of the Province of Westminster,”
1887, though in the second appendix to that
work he is described as ¢ a martyr whose cause
is deferred for further investigation.” There
is a fine $ortrait of Garnett by John Wierix,
engraved by R. Sadler.

His works are: 1. ¢ A Treatise on Schism.”
2. A manuscript treatise in confutation of
¢ A Pestilent Dialogue between a Gentleman -
and a Physician” 8. A translation from
Latin of the ¢Summa Canisii,’ with supple-
ments on pilgrimages, invocation of saints,
and indulgences, London, 1590, 8vo; St.
Omer,1622,16mo. 4. ‘Treatise on the Rosary
of our Lady.” Several works on the subject
were published about this period. Perhaps
Garnett’s was ¢ A Methode to meditate on
the Psalter, or Great Rosarie of our Blessed
Ladie,” Antwerp, 1598, 8vo (Girrow, Bibl.
Dict, ii. 393). 5. Letter on the martyrdom
of Godfrey Maurice, alias John Jones. In
Diego Yepes’ ¢ Historia particular de la Per-
secucion de Inglaterra,’ 1599. 6. ¢ A Trea—
tise of Christian Renovation or Birth,’ Lon-
don, 1616, 8vo.

[Full accounts of Garnett’s relations with the
conspirators are given in David Jardine’s Nar-
rative of the Gunpowder Plot, 1857, and in Gar-
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diner’s Hist. of England, vol. i., and also, from
a catholic point of view, in Lingard’s Hist. of
England, 1849, vol. vii,, and Foley's Records,
jv. 35-193. Twoarticles by the Rev. John Hun.
gerford Pollen in the Month, 1xi. 304, Ixiii. 58, 382,
Ixiv. 41, were reprinted under the title of * Father
H. Garnet and the Gunpowder Plot,’ 1888. A
True and Perfect Relation of the whole Proceed-
ings against . . .Garnet, a Jesuite, and his Con-
federats, was published by authority in 1606,
but, as Jardine admits (p. 214), it is neither true
nor perfect. On the vexed question of Garnett’s
moral guilt numerous works were published, and
a bibliographical account of the protracted con-
troversy is given by Jardine, p. 275 seq. In
addition to the works already specified the prin-
cipal authorities are : Addit. MSS. 21203, 22136 ;
Dr. Robert Abbot’s Antilogia adversus Apolo-
giam Andreze Eudemon-Joannis; Bartoli, Del-
T'istoria della Compagnia di Giesu ; I'Inghilterra,
p. 514 seq.; Butler’s Hist. Memoirs of the Eng-
lish Catholics, 1822, vol. ii.; Challoner’s Mis-
sionary Priests, vol. ii. App.; De Backer’s Bibl.
des Ecrivains de la Compagnie de Jésus, i. 2044,
iii. 2205; Treatise of Equivocation, ed. by Jar-
dine, 1851 ; Dodd’s Church Hist.1i. 395, Tierney’s
edit., vols. iii, and iv. (with some of Garnett’s
letters from the originals); Specimens of Amend-
ments to Dodd’s Church Hist. by Clerophilus
Alethes [John Constable], p. 195; R. P. A.
Eud@mon-Joannis [i.e. the jesuit L’Heureux]
. . . ad actionem proditoriam E. Coqui Apologia
pro R. P. Hen. G——, 1610; A. Eudemon-Jo-
annis Cydonii . . . Responsio. . .ad Antilogiam
R. Abbati, 1615 ; Gerard’s Narrative of the Gun-
powder Plot, printed in Morris’s Condition of
Catholics under James I; Gillow’s Bibl. Dict. ;
Granger’s Biog. Hist, of England, 5th edit. ii. 80 ;
Kirby’s Winchester Scholars, p. 141; Knight’s
Old England, ii. 145; The Month, xxxiv. 202 ;
More’s Hist. Missionis Anglic. Soc. Jesu. pp. 141,
310-30; Neut’s Henri Garnet et la Conspira.
tion de Poudres (Gand, 1876); Notes and Queries,
1st ser. x. 19, 73, 2nd ser, viil, 283, 6th ser.
v. 403; Oliver’s Jesuit Collections, p. 99; Pan-
zani’s Memoirs, p. 170; Southwell’s Bibl. Serip-
torum Soc. Jesu, p. 224 ; State Papers, Dom.,
1605-6 ; Tanner’s Societas Jesu usque ad san-
guinis et vite profusionem militans.] T. C.

GARNETT, JEREMIAH (1793-1870),
journalist, younger brother of Richard Gar-
nett [q. v.], was born at Otley in Yorkshire,
2 Oct. 1793. After being apprenticed to a
printer at Barnsley, he entered the office of
4 Wheeler's Manchester Chronicle’ about
1814, and with a brief interruption continued
there until 1821, when he joined John Ed-
ward Taylor [3 v.] in establishing the ¢ Man-
chester Guardian” The first days of this
now potent journal were days of struggle.
Garnett was printer, business manager, and
sole reporter. He took his notes in a rough
shorthand extemporised by himself, and fre-
quently composed them without the interven-

tion of any written copy. As the paper gained
ground his share in the literary management
increased, and in January 1844 he became sole
editor upon the death of his partner, a position
which he held until his retirement in 1861,
During these forty years he exerted very great

“influence on the public opinion of Manches-

ter and Lancashire generally, the admirable
management of the ¢ Guardian’ causing it to
be largely read, both by tories and leaguers,
who had little sympathy with its moderate
liberal politics. He was active as a police
commissioner, and in obtaining a charter of
incorporation for the city. His pen and his
advice were highly influential behind the
scenes ; but his public appearances were in-
frequent. The most important was on the
occasion of the expulsion of Thomas Milner
Gibson and John Bright from the representa-
tion of Manchester in 1857, which was almost
entirely due to his initiative. As a man he
was upright and benevolent, but singularly
averse to display; as a writer for the press
his principal characteristics were strong com-~
mon-sense and extreme clearness of style.
After his retirement he lived in Scotland
and at Sale in Cheshire, where he died on
27 Sept. 1870.

[Manchester Guardian, 28 Sept. 1870; Man-
chester Free Lance, 1 Oct. 1870 ; Prentice’s His-
torical Sketches and Personal Recollections of
Manchester ; personal knowledge.] R. G.

GARNETT, JOHN (1709-1782), bishop
of Clogher, was born at Lambeth in 1709.
His father, John Garnett, was rector of Sig-
glesthorne, in the East Riding of Yorkshire.
His grandfather had been vicar of Kilham,
and his great-grandfather a merchant in
Newcastle. He graduated at Cambridge
B.A. in 1728, and M.A. in 1732; wasfellow
of Sidney Sussex College, and Lady Margaret
preacher to the university. In1751 he-went
to Ireland as chaplain to the Duke of Dorset,
lord-lieutenant, and in 1752 became bishop
of Ferns, whence he was translated to
Clogher in 1758. A very favourable account
of his conduct in that see is given by Liynam,
the biographer of Philip Skelton [g. v. ], who
calls him a prelate of great humility, and &
friend to literature and religion. Though
he had but one eye he could discover men
of merit.” Garnett’s patronage of Skelton
no doubt propitiated Skelton’s biographer;
but it is nevertheless evident that it would
require an exceptional bishop to discern the
claims of so exceptional a genius, a kind of
Patrick Bronté plus great learning and first~
rate abilities, who, says Lynam, ¢ would have
continued in a wild part of the country all
his days had not Providence placed Dr. Gar=
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nett in the see of Clogher, who was remark-
ahle for promoting men distinguished for lite-
rary qualifications.’” Elsewhere Lynam calls
him ‘a pious, humble, good-natured man, a

enerous encourager of literature, kind to his
5omestics, and justly esteemed by all those
who had an opportunity of knowing his vir-
tues. Campbell, in his ¢ Philosophical Tour,’
confirms this account. The only work of
Garnett, besides some occasional sermons, is
his ¢ Dissertation on the Book of Job,” 1749
(second edition 1752), a work now perhaps
best remembered from Lord Morton’s remark
on seeing it at the Duke of Newecastle's, to
whom it was dedicated, that it was ‘a very
proper book for the ante-chamber of a prime
minister.” In fact it possesses other merits
than the inculcation of patience; the au-
thor’s theory, by which the book of Job is
referred to the period of the captivity, and
the patriarch regarded as the type of the op-
pressed nation of Israel, being remarkably
bold and original for a divine of the eigh-
teenth century. The execution is unfortu-
nately in striking contrast, being prolix to a
degree which would have taxed all Job’s
patience, and surpasses ours. Garnett died
in Dublin 1 March 1782. His son, Joux
GARNETT, was appointed dean of Exeter in
February 1810, and died 11 March 1813, in
the sixty-fifth year of his age.

[Ross’s Celebrities of the Yorkshire Wolds ;
Lynam’s Memoir of Philip Skelton, prefixed to his
Works; Campbell’s Philosophical Tour; Gent.
Mag. 1782 and 1813; Grad. Cantabr. ; Cotton’s
Fasti Eeel. Hib.; Baker’s St. John's Coll. pp.
706-8.] R. G.

GARNETT, RICHARD (1789-1850),
philologist, born at Otley in Yorkshire on
25 July 1789, was the eldest son of William
Garnett, peper manufacturer at that place.
He was educated at Otley grammar school,
and afterwards learned French and Italian
from an Italian gentleman named Facio, it
being intended to place him in a mercantile
house. This design was abandoned, and he
remained at home, assisting his father in his
manufactory, and teaching himself German,
that he might be able toread a book on birds
in that language. In 1811, convinced that
trade was not his vocation, he became as-
sistant-master in the school ofthe Rev. Eivelyn
Falkner at Southwell, Nottinghamshire, de-
voting his leisure hours to preparing himself
for the church. Within two years he had
taught himself sufficient Latin, Greek, and
divinity to obtain ordination from the Arche
b}shop of York, whose chaplain pronounced
him the best prepared candidate he had ever
examined. Aftera brief settlement in York-
shire he became curate at Blackburn and

assistant-master of the grammar school, and
continued there for several years, engaged in
incessant study and research. In 1822 he
married his first wife, Margaret, granddaugh-
ter of the Rev. Ralph Heathcote [q. v.], and
in 1826 was presented to the perpetual curacy
of Tockholes, near Blackburn. e had some
time before made the acquaintance of Southey,
who in a letter to Rickman calls him ¢ a very
remarkable person. He did not begin to learn
Greek till he was twenty, and he is now, I
believe, acquainted with all the European
languages of Latin or Teutonic origin, and
with sundry oriental ones. I do not know
any man who has read so much which you
would not expect him to have read.” About
this time he came before the world as a
writer on the Roman catholic controversy,
contributing numerous articles to the ¢ Pro-
testant Guardian,” the most remarkable of
which were extremely humorous and sar-
castic exposures of the apocryphal miracles
attributed to St. Francis Xavier. Healsocom-
menced and in great measure completed an ex-
tensive work in reply to Charles Butler on the
subject of ecclesiastical miracles ; but the ex-
treme depression of spirits occasioned by the
death of his wife and infant daughter in' 1828
and 1829 compelled him to lay it aside. He
sought relief in change of residence, becom-
ing priest-vicar of Lichfield Cathedral in
1829, and absorbed himself in the study of
comparative philology, then just beginning
to be recognised as a science. Having ob-
tained an introduction to Lockhart, he con-
tributed in 1835 and 1836 three articles to the
‘Quarterly Review,” treating respectively of
English lexicography, English dialects, and
Prichard’s work on the Celtic languages.
These papers attracted great attention, and
were almost the first introduction of German
philological research to the English public.
He made the Celtic question peculiarly his
own. His conviction of the extent of the
Celtic element in European languages, and
of the importance of Celtic studies in general,
was to have been expressed in an article in
the ‘Quarterly Review’ on Skene’s ¢ High-
landers,” which for some reason never ap-
peared. In 1834 he married Rayne, daugh-
ter of John Wreaks, esq., of Sheffield, and
in 1836 was presented to the living of Cheb-
sey, near Stafford, which he relinquished in
1838, on succeeding Cary, the translator of
Dante, as assistant-keeper of printed books at
the British Museum. Though exemplary in
his attention to his duties, he took little part
in the great changes then being effected in
the library under Panizzi, but was an active
member of the Philological Society founded
in 1842, To its ¢ Transactions’he contributed
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numerous papers, including two long and
important series of essays ¢ On the Languages
and Dialects of the British Islands,’and ¢ On
the Nature and Analysis of the Verb.” He
died of decline, 27 Sept. 1850. His epitagh
was briefly written by a colleague in the
Museum—* Few men have left so fragrant a
memory.” Besides his philological essays,
edited by his eldest son in 1859, and his
theological writings, which have not hitherto
been collected, he was author of some grace-
ful poems and translations, and of a remark-
able paper ‘ On the Formation of Ice at the
Bottoms of Rivers’in the ¢ Transactions of
the Royal Institution ’for 1818, containing a
most graphic account of the phenomenon
from personal observation. Itisrepublished
along with the essays of his brother Thomas
[g. v.] As a philologist he is thus charac-
terised in the preface to Mr, Kington Oli-
phant’s ¢ Sources of Standard English:’ ‘It
1s a loss to mankind that Garnett has left so
little behind him. He seems to have been
the nearest approach England ever made to
bringing forth a Mezzofanti, and he combined
in himself qualities not often found in the
same man. When his toilsome industry is
amassing facts he plods like a German ; when
his playful wit is unmasking quackery he
flashes like a Frenchman.’

[Memoir prefixed to Garnett’s Philological
Essays, 1859 ; Southey's Letters, ed. Warter,
vol, iii. ; Cowtan’s Memories of the British Mu-~
seum ; Prichard’s Celtic Nations, ed. Latham ;
Donaldson’s New Cratylus; Farrar’s Essay on
the Origin of Language; Kington-Oliphant’s
Sources of Standard English ; Gent. Mag. 1850 ;
Athenzum, 1859.] R. G.

GARNETT, THOMAS (1575-1608),
jesuit, born in 1575, was son of Richard Gar-
nett, who had been a fellow of Balliol Col-
lege, Oxford, and who was brother to Henry
Garnett £q. v.] He waseducated in the col-
lege of the English jesuits at St. Omer, and
in the English College at Valladolid, where
he was ordained priest. Soon afterwards he
came back on the mission, and was admitted
by his uncle into the Society of Jesus on
29 Sept. 1604. In the following year he was
arrested, committed to the Gatehouse, and
thence transferred to the Tower. Ashe was
a kinsman of the superior of the jesuits, he
was examined by secretary Cecil concerning
the Gunpowder plot, then lately discovered,
but as nothing could be proved against him,
he was liberated at the end of eight or nine
months, and banished for life in 1606. Ven-
turing back to this country, he was appre-
hended and tried at the Old Bailey upon an
indictment of high treason, for having been
made priest by papal authority, and remain-

ing in England, contrary to the statute of
27 Elizabeth. He was sentenced to death,
and executed at Tyburn on 23 June 1608.
There is a photographic portrait of him
in Foley’s ‘Records,’ taken from an original
painting in the English Collegeat Valladolid.
[Challoner’s Missionary Priests, vol.ii. ; Dodd’s
Church Hist. vol. ii.; Foley’s Records, vols. ii.
and vii.; Gillow’s Bibl. Dict.; Oliver's Jesuit
Collections, p. 100 ; Stanton’s Menology; Tan-
ner’s Societas Jesu usque ad sanguinis et vitze
profusionem militans.] s (05
GARNETT, THOMAS, M.D. (1766-
1802), physician and natural philosopher,
was born 21 April1766 at Casterton in West-
moreland, where hisfather had a small landed
property. Afterattendingalocalschoolhewas
atthe age of fifteen articled at his own request
to the celebrated John Dawson of Sedbergh,
Yorkshire,.surgeon and mathematician [q. v.]
He there obtained a fair acquaintance with
chemistry and physics, and matriculated at
the university of Edinburgh in 1785, ¢ pos-
sessed of exceptional scientific knowledge.
He was particularly zealous in his attendance
on the lectures of Dr. Black and of Dr. John
Brown, and became an ardent disciple of the
Brunonian theory. ¢He avoided, says his
anonymous biographer, ¢almost all society,
and it is said he neverallowed himself at this
period more than four hours’ sleep out of the
twenty-four.” He graduated M.D. in 1788,
completed his medical education in London,
and, returning for a short time to his parents,
wrote his treatise on optics for-the ¢ Encyeclo-
peedia Britannica.” In 1790 he entered upon
practice at Bradford, from which he removed
in the following year to Knaresborough and
Harrogate. He made and published the first
scientific analysis of the Harrogate waters,
and was the author of several philanthropic
schemes for the benefit of the inhabitants of
Knaresborough. Lord Rosslyn built him a
house at Harrogate, but his success did not
answer his expectations, and he was medi-
tating emigration to America when he suc-
cumbed to the attractions of Miss Catharine
Grace Cleveland, whom he had received asa
boarder into his house. They were married
in March 1795, and as he was in Liverpool
endeavouring to arrange for a passage to
America a casual invitation to deliver lec-
tures on natural philosophy changed the cur-
rent of his life. The success of the course,
which was repeated at Manchester and other
places, brought him an invitation to become
professor at Anderson’s Institution at Glas-
gow. Heobtained great success at Glasgow,
both as lecturer and physician, and in 1798
undertook the tour in the highlands of which
his account was published in 1800. It is too
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diffuse, but was a valuable work in its day,
and is interesting even now as an index to
subsequent changes. On 25 Dec. 1798 the
great misfortune of his life fell upon him in
the death of his wife in childbirth. He never
recovered from the blow, and the state of his
health and spirits prevented him from doing
himself justice in the important post of pro-
fessor of natural philosophy and chemistry
at the Royal Institution, to which he was
appointed in October 1799, It is further
hinted that he incurred the dislike of Count
Rumford, the presiding genius of the insti-
tution. It is unnecessary, however, to seek
any other cause than the inadequacy ofhis lec-
tures to thedemands of a popular assemblage.
Those, at least, which were published after
his death under the title of ¢ Zoonomia, or the
Laws of Animal Life’ (1804), though full of
knowledge and exceedingly clear in style, are
still too technical for a popular audience.
His north-country accent was also against
him, and ill-health rendered his delivery lan-
guid and inanimate. Afterlecturing for two
seasons he resigned, and commenced medical
practice in London. He was beginning to
meet with considerable success when he died,
28 June 1802, of typhus fever contracted at
the Marylebone Dispensary, to wkich he had
been appointed physician. A subscription
was raised, and his Royal Institution lectures
were published for the benefit of his two in-
fant daughters, one of whom, Mrs. Catherine
Grace Godwin, is noticed below.

Garnett was a most amiable man, who fell
a victim to the susceptibility of his character
and the strength of his affections. Diffident
of his own powers, he was enthusiastic for the
discoveries and ideas of others, He had not
the genius of discovery himself, but was ob-
servant and sagacious. A passage in his
¢ Highland Tour” (i. 89) anticipates the mo-
dern theory of a quasi-intelligence in plants,

[Memoir prefixed to Zoonomia, 1804 ; Gent.
Mag. 1802 ; Becker’s Scientific London.] R. G.

GARNETT, THOMAS (1799-1878),
manufacturer and naturalist, younger brother i
of Richard and Jeremiah Garnett %q. v.], was
born at Otley, Yorkshire, on 18 Jan. 1799,
In his early days he supported himself by |
weaving pieces on his own account, but about
the age of twenty-one he obtained employ-
ment in the great manufacturing establish-
ment of Garnett & Horsfall, Low Moor,
Clitheroe, founded and then directed by his
uncle, Jeremiah Garnett, esq., of Roe Field.
He successively became manager and part-
ner, and at the time of his death had for
many years been head of the firm. He pos-
sessed an inquiring and speculative intel ect,

and was an unwearied observer and experi-
menter in agriculture, medicine, and natural
history. He was one of the first to propose
the artificial propagation of fish, on which he
wrote in the ¢ Magazine of Natural History’
in 1832 ; he also first discovered the econo-
mical value of alpaca wool, which he failed
in inducing his partners to take up; and he
was one of the earliest experimenters with
guano. His papers on natural history and
kindred subjects, which evince a faculty of
observation comparable to that of Gilbert
‘White, were collected and privately printed,
under the editorship of the present writer,
his nephew, in 1883, His character was
strong and decided ; he was an active, useful
citizen, and several times mayor of Clitheroe,
He died on 25 May 1878.

[Garnett’s Essays in Nat. Hist. and Agri-
culture, 1883 ; personal knowledge.] R. G.

GARNETT, WILLIAM (1793-1873),
civil servant, born in London on 13 Nov.
1793, was the second and posthumous son of
Thomas Garnett of Old Hutton, Kendal, who
married Martha Rolfe, and died in 1793. By
the premature death of his father, the care of
William and his elder brother Thomas de-
volved at an early age on their cousin, Mr.
T. C. Brooksbank of the treasury,under whom
they were educated, and eventually placed in
public offices. 'William was appointed to the
office for licensing hawkers and pedlars in
1807, at the age of only thirteen and a half
years, and afterwards transferred to the tax
office, in which he rose to the highest posi-
tions. He was deputy-registrar and registrar
of the land-tax from 1819 to 1841, and was
the author of valuable evidence on that subject
given to the select committee on agricultural
distress in 1836,

He was selected for the office of assistant
inspector-general of stamps and taxes in 1835,
and inspector-general in 1842, Hetookalead-
ing part in the introduction of the income-
tax in Great Britain in 1842, and was author
of ¢The Guide to the Property and Income
Tax,’of which several editions were published.
IIe was also mainly instrumental in the suc-
cessful establishment of the income-tax in
Ireland in 1853, and author of ¢ The Guide
to the Income-Tax Laws as applicable to
Ireland.’ 1In 1851 he made a special visita-
tion of all the assay offices inthe United King-
dom, on which he reported to parliament,
and valuable evidence on the subject was
given by him to the select committee of the
House of Commons on ¢gold and silver
wares’ in 1855 and 1856, Garnett was not
only distinguished for his long and eminent
public services, but was in private life an
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admirable artist and musician. He was twice
married : first, in 1827, to Ellen, daughter
of Solomon Treasure, under-secretary for
taxes, who died in 1829, by whom he had
two sons, Frederick Brooksbank, created a
C.B.in 1886 for his public services,and Arthur
William [q.v.]; secondly,in 1834, to Priscilla
T'rances Smythe, who survived him for ten
years. He died on 30 Sept. 1873,

[Parliamentary Reports and Papers ; Treasury
and Inland Revenue Records; published Works,
1842 and 1853.] F. B. G.

GARNEY, Viscount (4. 1541). [See
GREY, LEONARD. ]

GARNEYS or GARNYSSHE, Sz
CHRISTOPHER (d. 1534), chief porter of
Calais, was a gentleman usher of the king’s
chamber in the beginning of the reign of
Henry VIII. He was the king’s companion
in the masquerades then popular at court, and
won money at cards from his royal master.
He was rewarded by an annuity of 10Z,, soon
afterwards increased to 20/. and 30/., by grants
of lands in several counties, viz. the manors
of Bargham, Wiggenholt, and Greatham in
Sussex, Saxlingham in Norfolk, and Wel-
lington in Shropshire, and by the wardship
of the son and heir of Henry Kebill, a London
alderman. He was bailiff of the lordship of
Stockton Socon, Suffolk, and keeper of the
New Park, near Nottingham Castle. In1513
he took part in the campaign in France, when
the king, on the day (25 Sept.) of his victo-
rious entry into Tournay, knighted him in the
cathedral after mass. He afterwards resided
at Greenwich, probably near the palace, and
served on the commission of the peace in
Kent from 1514 to 1521.

In 1514 he was sent with the embassy to
Louis XII just before his marriage with the
Princess Mary of England. In the follow-
ing year he went north with a present of
dress from Henry VIII to his other sister
the queen of Scotland. In 1520 he was at
Calais preparing lodgings for the court at the
Field of the Clothof Gold. In 1522 hissig-
nature is regularly appended to the letters
from the deputy and council of Calais, though
his office, it he held one, must have been in-
significant. In 1526 he was appointed chief
porter of Calais, a post of whichhe had already
held the.reversion for some ten years, and
the remainder of his life was spent in the dis-
charge of his duties as porter, and as com-
missioner of sewers for the marshes of Calais,
which included supervision of the sea-banks.
One of his duties, not mentioned in his pa-
tent, was to keep the king supplied with arti-
chokes, fresh vegetables and fruit being a
scarce luxury in England at that time. He

died in October 1534, and was succeeded by
Sir Thomas Palmer of Newnhambridge, who
describes his predecessor as ¢ an honest man,
and no beggar as Iam. Sir, thanks be to the
king’s highness, he had cause, for the king
gave him a widow with four hundred marks
land, and 1,000/ in her purse, and she had
five hundred marks in plate; and also the
ward of a merchant’s son of London, where
he had for the said ward 800Z sterling paid
on a day, and besides, the king’s highness
gave him 30/ land to him and his heirs.’

For coat armour he bore argent, a chevron
azure between three escallops sable, and for
crest, a cubit arm grasping a scimitar em-
bossed, all proper, hilt and pommel or. There
are several specimens of his handwriting
among the State Papers of the period.

His widow, whose name was Joan, sur-
vived him some time, but it does not appear
that he left any heirs.

[Brewer’s Cal. of State Papers of Henry VIII,
1. 1L iii. iv, v. vi. vii. viii. 1113, x. 706 ; Chronicle
of Calais (Camd. Soc.), iii. 163; Nicholas’s Privy
Purse Expenses, p.214 ; Hall’s Chronicle, Reign
of Henry VIII,{f. 45 ; Metcalfe’s Book of Knights,

p- 49.] C. T. M.
GARNIER or WARNER (/. 1106),
homilist. [See WARNER.]

GARNIER, THOMAS, the younger
(1809-1863), dean of Lincoln, second son of
the Rev. Thomas Garnier the elder, dean of
‘Winchester [q. v.], and Mary, daughter of
C. H. Parry, M.D., of Bath, sister of Sir Ed-
ward Parry, the Arctic navigator, was born
at his father’s living of Bishopstoke, Hamp-~
shire, 15 April 1809. He was educated at
‘Winchester School, whence he proceeded to
‘Worcester College, Oxford, where he gra~
duated B.A. in 1830, in which year he was
elected, like his father before him, to a fellow-
ship at All Souls. At Oxford he was distin-
guished for excellence in all athletic sports,
and he was one of the crew in the first uni-
versity boat-race. He took the degree of
B.C.L. in 1833, and in the same year was
ordained deacon. After having served the
curacy of Old Alresford, Hampshire, he was
appointed to the college living of Lewknor,
Oxfordshire, and was in 1840 presented by
the Earl of Leicester to the rectory of Long-
ford, Derbyshire. Here he resided till 1849,
when he was made chaplain of the House of
Commons, holding with it the preachership
of the Lock Hospital. In 1850 Lord John
Russell, then prime minister, nominated him
to the important crown living of Holy
Trinity, Marylebone, where he worked hard.
Garnier belonged to the so-called ‘evangelical
school,” but his freedom from its narrowness
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is evidenced by his establishing daily ser-
vices and weekly communions in his church.
In 1859, on the death of Dean Erskine, he
was nominated by Lord Palmerston to the
deanery of Ripon, from which he was trans-
ferred in 1860 to that of Lincoln. Shortly
after his appointment to Lincoln he met with
an accidental fall, from the effects of which
he never recovered. He died at the deanery
7 Dec. 1863 in his fifty-fourth year. Garnier
married, 28 May 1835, Lady Caroline Keppel,
youngest daughter of William Charles, fourth
earl of Albemarle, by whom he had anumerous
family. He was the author of a pamphlet on
the “New Poor-law Amendment Act, ad-
dressed to the labouring classes to disprove
the supposed injurious effects of the proposed
changes. He published in 1851 ¢Sermons on
Domestic Duties,” described as ¢ excellent,
forcible, and practical, besides separate ser-
mons and pamphlets.

[Contemporary newspapers ; Account of Life
and Character.] s

GARNIER, THOMAS, the elder (1776-
1873), dean of Winchester, second son of
George Garnier, esq., of Rookesbury, Hamp-
shire, and Margaret, daughter of Sir John
Miller, bart., was born in 1776. Members of
his family, which was of Huguenot origin,
long held the office of apothecary to Chelsea
Hospital. Isaac Garnier (d. 1 Feb. 1712)
was appointed 1 Jan. 1691-2; his son Isaac
succeeded 256 June 1702, and Thomas Gar-
nier held the post from 10 June 1723 to
14 Nov. 1739. The dean’s grandfather, ad-
dressed by Lord Chesterfield as ¢ Garnier my
friend’ in a poem published in Dodsley’s col-
lection, was appointed to the lucrative sine-
cure of ‘apothecary-general to the army’ by
‘William, duke of Cumberland, the patent, ‘a
most unjustifiable one,’ the dean used to say,
being continued, in spite of hostile attacks,
to his son, the dean’s father, till his death.
His father served as high sheriff of Hamp-
shire in 1766. His London house was re-
garded as one of the best for meeting cele-
brities. At his Hampshire residence he also
used to entertain a distinguished literary so-
ciety, including Garrick, Churchill, Foote, and
Sotheby, The dean, after attending Hyde
A_bbeﬁ.school , near Winchester, under ‘flog-
gmg ichards,” where he had as his school-

ellow George Canning, went to Winchester.
He proceeded to Worcester College, Oxford,
in 1793; was elected fellow of All Souls in
1796,and took hisdegree of B.C.L.in 1800 and
D.C.L. in 1850. During the short peace of
1802-3 Garnier went abroad with Dr. Halifax,
physician tothe Prince of Wales, Heattended
alevée of Napoleon, then first consul, to whom

hewas presented, Napoleon ‘smilingand look-
ing very gracious.’ HesawGeneral Dumouriez,
Marmont, and other marshals of the staff,
and heard Napoleon tell C. J. Fox that he
was the ¢ greatest man of the greatest country
in the world.” He was fortunately summoned
to Oxford in November 1802, and thus escaped
along detention in France. He became rector
of Bishopstoke, Hampshire, in 1807, and re-
signed the charge in 1868. In 1830 he was
appointed a prebendary of Winchester Cathe-
dral, and in 1840 he was nominated by Lord
Melbourne, as successor to Dean Rennell, to
the deanery, which he held for thirty-two
years. He resigned his office about twelve
months before his death, which took place at
his official residence on 29 June 1873, when
he had nearly completed his ninety-eighth
year. In 1805 he married Mary, daughter
of Caleb Hillyer Parry, esq., M.D., of Bath,
by whom he had four sons and four daugh-
ters. An ardent whig in politics, he was the
friend and near neighbour of Lord Palmers-
ton, and was believed to have influenced his
ecclesiastical appointments. The garden of
his rectory at Bishopstoke was very cele-
brated, especially for rare shrubs. For some
time before his death he was the father of the
Linnean Society, of which he became fellow
in 1798 on the recommendation of Sir Joseph
Banks.

[Private information ; cf. Atheneum, 12 Oct.
1889.] E. V.

GARNOCK, ROBERT (d. 1681), cove-
nanter, was a native of Stirling, the son
of a blacksmith there. He followed the
same occupation. After the restoration of
episcopacy in Scotland in 1662, Garnock
frequented the presbyterian conventicles,
Being required in 1678 to take arms on be-
half of the government, he declined, and was
obliged to leave Stirling to avoid imprison-
ment. He went to Glasgow, Falkirk, Bo'ness,
and other towns, pursuing his calling as he
could find opportunity; but, returning to Stir-
ling, took part in a skirmish with dragoons at
Ballyglass, near Fintry, on 8 May 1679. On
attempting to re-enter Stirling after the fight
he was apprehended and thrown into prison,
where he lay until in July following he was
removed with a number of other prisoners to
Edinburgh, and confined in the Greyfriars
churchyard. Here in a small walled-in
piece of ground nearly fifteen hundred pri-
soners were strictly warded, most of whom
had been taken after the battle of Bothwell,
and among these Garnock exerted himself
to prevent them taking the ‘test.’ Ile was
removed on 25 Oct. for judicial examination,
and, on declining to answer certain incrimi-
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natory questions, was incarcerated in the
Tolbooth of Edinburgh. Here he remained,
refusing all overtures for compliance, until
7 Oct. 1681, when he was tried before the
privy council, and for declining the king’s
authority was found guilty of treason, and
condemned to be executed along with some
of his fellows on the 10th of the same month.
The sentence was carried out at the Gallow-
lee, between Edinburgh and Leith, his head
and hands being cut off and placed on spikes
at the Pleasance port of the town. The
bodies of Garnock and his fellow-sufferers
were buried at the foot of the gibbet, but
during the night they were removed by
James Renwick and some friends, and re-
interred in the West Church burying-ground
of Edinburgh. They also took down the
heads of Garnock and the others, in order to
place them beside their bodies. But, the
day dawning before this could be accom-
plished, they were compelled to bury them
i the garden of a favourer of their cause,
named Tweedie, in Lauriston, where in 1728
they were accidentally discovered and in-
terred with much honour in Greyfriars
churchyard, near the Martyrs’ Tomb. When
in prison Garnock wrote an account of his
life, from the manuscript of which Mr. John
Howie, in his ¢ Biographia Scoticana, or Scots
‘Worthies,’ gives several extracts. His dying
testimony is printed at length in the ¢Cloud
of Witnesses’ (pp. 160-6).

[Howie’s Biographia Scoticana, ed. 1816,
pp. 364-81; Wodrow’s Hist. of the Sufferings of
the Church of Scotland, ed. Burns, iii. 180-76,
285-7.] PR

GARRARD, GEORGE (1760-1826),ani-
mal painter and sculptor, was born on 31 May
1760. He became a pupil of Sawrey Gilpin,
R.A.[q.v.],andin1778a student of the Royal
Academy, where in 1781 he first exhibited
some pictures of horses and dogs. Three
years later he sent with other picturesa ¢ View
of a Brewhouse Yard,’ which attracted the
notice of Sir Joshua Reynolds, who commis-
sioned him to paint a similar picture. In
1793 he exhibited ¢ Sheep-shearing at Aston
Clinton, Buckinghamshire, but early in 1795
it occurred to him that models of cattle might
be useful to landscape painters, and from this
time he combined painting with modelling.
This led him in 1797, with the concurrence
of the Royal Academy and some of the lead-
ing sculptors of the day, to petition parlia-
ment in support of a bill for securing copy-
right in works of plastic art, and in 1798 he
was successful in obtaining the passing of
¢ An Act for encouraging the Art of making
new Models and Casts of Busts, and other

Things therein mentioned’ (38 Geo. I1L. c.71).
In 1800 he was elected an associate of the
Royal Academy,and in the same year he pub-
lished a folio volume with coloured plates,
entitled ¢ A Description of the different va-~
rieties of Oxen common in the British Isles,
embellished with engravings; being an ac-
companiment to a set of models of the im-
proved breeds of Cattle, executed by George
Garrard, upon an exact scale from nature,
under the patronage of the Board of Agri-
culture.” 1In 1802 he exhibited ‘A Peasant
attacked by Wolves in the Snow,” but after
1804 he appears to have restricted himself
almost entirely to sculpture and modelling.
He painted both in o1l and water colours,
and contributed also to the annual exhibi-
tions of the Royal Academy busts, medal-
lions, bas-reliefs, and groups of animals, such
as ‘Fighting Bulls’ and ‘An Elk pursued
by Wolves, sometimes in marble or bronze,
but more often in plaster. e exhibited in
all 215 works at the Royal Academy, besides
a few others at the British Institution and
the Society of British Artists. There is at
‘Woburn Abbey a large picture by him repre-
senting ¢ Woburn Sheep-shearing in 1804,
and containing eighty-eight portraits of agri~
cultural celebrities. Ithasconsiderablemerit,
and was engraved in aquatint by the artist
himself, Garrard died at Queen’s Buildings,
Brompton, London, on 8 Oct. 1826.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists of the English
School, 1878 ; Sandby’s Hist. of the Royal Acad.
of Arts, 1862, i. 396; Royal Acad. Exhibition
Catalogues, 1781-1826.] R. E. G.

GARRARD, MARC (1561 -1635),
painter. [See GHEERAERTS.]

GARRARD, Sir SAMUEL (1650-
1724), lord mayor of London, second son of
Sir John Garrard, bart., and Jane, daughter
of Sir Moulton Lambard,and maternal grand-
son of Dr. Cosin, bishop of Durham, was de-
scended from an old Kentish family originally
named Attegare, whose representatives were
connected with the city of London for more
than two centuries. Two of his ancestors
were lord mayors, Sir William Garrard in
1555, and the first baronet, Sir John Garrard,
in 1601; and intermarriages took place be-
tween the Garrards and the city families of
Roe, Gresham, and Barkham. Garrard, who
was born in 1650, was a grandson of the first
baronet, and carried on business asa merchant
first in Watling Street and afterwards in War-
wick Court, Newgate Street. By the death, on
13 Jan. 1700, of his brother Sir John Garrard,
the third baronet, he became possessed of the
title and of the family estate of Lamer in
‘Wheathamstead, Hertfordshire, but con-~
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tinued to reside and carry on business in
London.

He was elected alderman of the ward of
Aldersgate on 3 March 1701, and removed
to Bridge Ward Without in 1722, becoming
senior alderman. In 1701, after a contested
election, he was appointed sheriff of London
and Middlesex. Garrard was elected M.P.
for Agmundesham (Amersham), Bucking-
hamshire, in 1702, 1707, and 1708, He served
the office of lord mayor in 1709-10. There
was no pageant at his inauguration, the prac-
tice having been finally dropped after the
mayoralty of his predecessor, Sir Charles Dun-
combe, for whom a pageant was prepared,
but not exhibited on account of the death of
Prince George of Denmark. At the begin-
ning of his mayoralty, on 5 Nov. 1709, Dr.
Sacheverell [q.v.] preached before him at St.
Paul’s his celebrated sermon advocating the
doctrines of non-resistance and passive obe-
dience, for which, and for an earlier sermon
preached at Derby in August, he was im-
peached before the House of Lords. Gar-
rard, who was a tory, is said to have ap-
proved of the sermon and to have sanctioned
its publication, but this he repudiated in the
House of Commons when Sacheverell pleaded
the encouragement of the lord mayor in miti-
gation of his offence. During the serious
riots which followed this trial Garrard exerted
himself with much energy to restore order,
and issued a proclamation, dated 30 March,
prohibiting assemblies in the streets, the
lighting of bonfires, and the sale of seditious
books and pamphlets.

In a political tract published in 1691, en-
titled ¢ A new-years-gift for the Tories’
(Guildhall Library, Tracts, cciii. 6), Garrard is
described as one of ‘a squadron of Rapperrees,’ |
whose names are combined in the acrostic
¢The Brittish Rapperrees, Roger Lestrange his
gang.” In October 1710he was chosen colonel
of one of the regiments of the trained bands
(LUTTRELL, v.(40), and in the same year he
became master of the Grocers’ Company, of
which he was a liveryman. He was also
elected, in October 1720, president of Bride-
well and Bethlehem Hospitals, and his por-
trait in full length, by an unknown artist, is
preserved in the hall of Bridewell (MarcoLy,
Londinium Redivivum, ii. 571). Garrard was
also deputy-lieutenant of Hertfordshire. He
died on 10 March 1724, and was buried in
‘Wheathamstead Church, where a monument
remains to his memory. His will, dated
20 Dec. 1723, was proved in the P, C. C. on
1 April 1725 (Romney, 86). His property
included estates in Exhall and Bedworth,
‘Warwickshire; in Wheathamstead, Hert-
fordshire; and in the city of London; besides

stock and annuities in the South Sea Com-

any. Garrard was twice married : first, on
16 Oct. 1675, to Elizabeth Poyner of Codi-
cote Bury, Hertfordshire; and secondly, on
22 Jan. 1688-9, to Jane, daughter of Thomas
Bennett of Salthrop, Wiltshire. By the latter
marriage he had five daughters and three
surviving sons, Samuel (d. 1761), who suc-
ceeded to the baronetcy ; Thomas (d. 17568),
who became common serjeant of the ecity of
London; and Bennet (d. 1767), who was
M.P. for Amersham and sixth and last baro-
net. By his descent from Alderman Sir Ed-
ward Barkham, Garrard was distantlyrelated
to Sir Robert Walpole. Granger describes a
mezzotint portrait of Garrard as lord mayor,
by Simon,in the same plate with Lord Mayors
Mertins, Brocas, and Parsons.

[Clutterbuck’s Hist. of Hertfordshire, i. 514,
515, 522; Burke's Extinct Baronetage; Gran-
ger’s Biog. Hist. of England, Noble’s continua~
tion, ii. 221-2; Orridge’s Citizens of London
and their Rulers, pp. 202, 242 ; Chester’s Mar-
riage Licences, ed. Foster, col. 529 ; Trans. of
the London and Middlesex Archzol. Soc. vol.iii.,

| Visitation of London, p. 23; Cal. of Treasury

Papers, 1708-14, p. 140.] W,

GARRARD, THOMAS (1787-1859),
biographer, born in 1787, was the eldest son
of Thomas Garrard of Lambourne, Berkshire.
In1822 he was elected chamberlain of Bristol,
and on 1 Jan. 1836, under the provisions of
the Municipal Reform Act, became city trea-
surer, which office he held until March 1856.
He died at Springfield Place, Bath, 18 Dec.
1859, having published in 1852 a 4t0 volume,
entitled ‘Edward Colston, the Philanthro-
pist, his Life and Times, including a Memoir
of his Father.” This work, the result of a
laborious investigation into the archives of
Bristol, wasedited by Samuel Griffiths Tovey,
who issued in 1862 a second edition, 8vo,
with a slightly different title. Garrard was
twice married, and left issue.

[Bristol Times, 24 Dec. 1859; Gent. Mag.
1860, pt. i. 196 ; Latimer’s Annals of Bristol in
the Nineteenth Cent. pp. 80,102, 348.] B. H. B,

GARRAWAY, Sir HENRY (1575-
1646), lord mayor of London, son of Sir Wil-
liam Garraway, chief farmer of the customs,
and his wife, Elizabeth Anderton, was bap-
tised in London at the church of St. Peter-le-
Poer, Broad Street, 17 April 1575. He was
one of seventeen children, and was brought
up in the city of London, where his family
bad long resided ( Visitation of London, 1633—
1634, Harl. Soc. xv. 304). In his youth,
after completing his education, he travelled,
according to his own account, in all parts of
Christendom. He afterwards carried on an
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extensive trade with the Low Countries,
France, Italy, the East Indies, Greenland,
Russia, and Turkey, and in 1639 was governor
of each of the great companies trading with
the three last-named countries (HEywoop,
Londini Status Pacatus, 1639, epistle dedi-
catory). Garraway was admitted a livery-
man of the Drapers’ Company by patrimony,
7 Dec. 1607 ; he served the office of warden
in 1628, and that of master in 1627 and 1639.
He became sheriff in 1627, and afterwards
alderman of the ward of Vintry, removing to
Broad Street ward, 22 Jan. 1638.

Garraway was elected lord mayor on Mi-
chaelmas day 1639, and his inauguration
pageant, written by Thomas Heywood, the
dramatist, was entitled ¢ Londini Status Pa-
catus, or London’s Peaceable Estate.” Copies
of this scarce little book are in the British
Museum and the Guildhall Library, and it is
reprinted in Heywood’s collected works (edit.
1874,v.355-75). Theexpensesof thepageant
were borne by the Company of Drapers, the
mechanical devices or ‘triumphs’ being exe-
cuted by John and Mathias Christmas (zb.
p- 374). On 4 April 1640 he writes to Secre-
tary Vane that, in obedience to the king’s
letter and the council’s directions for im-
pressing two hundred soldiers to reinforce
the garrison of Berwick, he had issued a pre-
cept under which about one hundred idle
persons found in taverns, inns, and alehouses
had beensentto Bridewell. Thesewere, how-
ever, released, in compliance with a further
letter received from Secretary Vane (Cal. of
State Papers, Dom. 1640, p. 7). The London
apprentices having attacked Laud’s palace at
Lambeth on 9May, Garraway effectually sup-
pressed the tumult, and inflicted summary
punishment upon the ringleaders (Lxro¥p,
Memoires, 1668, p. 633). The council in two
Jetters (12and 14 May) ordered him to double
the watches in the city, and to call out the
trained bands when he should think necessary
(State Papers, Dom. 1640, pp. 150, 162, 167).
From news-letters written by Edmund Ros-
singham, dated 14 April and 12 May 1640,
it appears that Garraway was in frequent
communication at this time with the king and
his council in reference to loans to be raised
in the city for the king. Each of the aldermen
was to furnish a list of the richest inhabitants
of his ward, classed according to their wealth.
Garraway was summoned with the aldermen
before the council (10 May). He hesitated
to comply with theking’s request,and Charles
ordered him to resign his sword and collar of
office, but quickly restored them. Finally,
four aldermen for refusing to aid the king
were sent to prison (¢6. pp. 31-2,41,155,170).
Anotherorderfrom the council, dated 31 May,

required the lord mayor to raise a regiment of
four thousand men for the king’s service in
the north. After some debates the common
council refused either to raise or to equip the
force, and Garraway was left to his inde-

'pendent exertions to furnish the men required

(26. pp. 248-9, 255, 308). In August a de-
mand was made upon the livery companies
for a loan, and Garraway took an active in-
terest in its promotion, rating his own com-
pany, the Drapers, for 4,500/, (. p. 554).
Garraway endeavoured in June to levy ship-
money in the city in the face of bitter oppo-
sition from the common couneil. The sheriffs
flatly refused their assistance, whereupon he
personally distrained upon the goods of a
linendraper who would not pay the tax (:6.
p- 307). Again in August he unsuccessfully
proposed a loan and present for the king (2.
p. 618). He also vainly endeavoured to
dissuade the corporation from petitioning the
king to call a parliament (¢6. 1640-1, pp. 73,
90).

His shrievalty and mayoralty were kept
at his newly built mansion in Broad Street,
the Drapers’ Company giving him towards
its ‘beautifying ’ one hundred nobles on the
former and one hundred marks on the latter
occasion. Garraway was knighted by the
king at Whitehall on 31 May 1640 (L NEVE,
Pedigree of Knights, p. 195). On 29 Oct. a
new lord mayor had to be elected, and every
effort was made by the king to secure one
favourable to his cause, but a precedent of
three hundred years forbade the refusal to
sanction the citizens’ choice except on the
ground of poverty or infirmity. Garraway
was heartily with the king, and the counecil
desired to secure his re-election or the choice
of Sir William Acton. Garraway was not
re-elected, but exerted himself to the last to
prevent the final rupture between the city and
theking. A common hall washeld on13 Jan.
1642 to receive the king’s answer to the city
petition, when Pym and others came down
from the parliament to prevent the city from
coming to terms with Charles. The meeting
was adjonrned till 17 Jan., when Garraway
answered the arguments of Pym in a clever
and fearless speech, which completely silenced
the supporters of the parliament, and carried
the king’s cause with the assembled citizens
by acclamation. Several editions of the
speech were published, including a transla-
tion into Dutch. On his way home he was
accompanied by throngs of enthusiastic fol-
lowers, whom he had some difficulty in keep-
ing within the bounds of public order (Speec,
postseript). Thecauseof the parliament, how-
ever, eventually prevailed with the citizens..
Garraway was dismissed, 10 April 1643, by
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the House of Commons from his offices of
governor of the Turkey and other companies
(Journal, iii. 87), and was expelled from
the conrt of aldermen on 2 May 1643 (Rep.
56, f. 166 5). On Saturday 6 Nov. following
the captains of the city trained bands arrested
many of the wealthiest royalists in the city,
including Garraway and his brother, for not
contributing to the parliament’s demand for
money, and for ¢other misdemeanours’ (4
Catalogue of sundrie Knights, Aldermen, . . .
who are in custody .. . by Authority from the
Parliament, 7 Nov. 1642 ; broadsheet in the
Guildhall Library, Ckoice Seraps, London,
v. 2, No. 16). Garraway’s default was for
3000, (House of Commons’ Journal, iii. 45).
Lloyd says ‘he was tossed as long as he lived
from prison to prison, and his estate conveyed
from one réebel to another’ (Memoires, 1668,
p- 633). e was still, however, governor of
the Russia Company on 1 June 1644, when
the House of Commons ordered his discharge
from that office, and at the same time im-
prisoned him in Dover Castle during their
pleasure (Journal, iii. 514). Garraway did
not, however, die in prison, but in the parish
of St. Mary Magdalen, Milk Street (Burial
Registers of that parish), and was buried on
24 July 1646 in the church of St. Peter-le-
Poer, Broad Street. Hiswill, dated 8 March
1644, was proved in the P. C. C. 30 July 1646
(107, Twisse).

He lived in Broad Street, near Drapers’
Hall, and in 1616 petitioned the company for
a lease of his own house and another adjoin-
ing their hall, offering to rebuild the house
in a substantial manner. This he did at a
cost of over 1,000Z, erecting the front ¢of
bricke and stone done by daie woorke sub-
stantiall) and in November 1628 the com-
pany granted him a lease of seventy years,
at a yearly rent of 9/. (Drapers’ Company’s
records). Garraway himself asserts that he
was often a member of the House of Com-
mons (Speeck, 1642), but there is no record
of the constituency which he represented.

He married Margaret, daughter of Henry
Clitherow, a London merchant, who was
buried on 25 June 1656 in St. Peter’s Church,
Broad Street. Garraway had ten children,
‘William, John, Thomas, Elizabeth, Mar-
garet, Ann, Katherine, Henry, Richard, and
Mary, of whom the last three died in their
childhood. From his daughter Elizabeth,
whomarried Rowland Hale of King’s Walden,
Hertfordshire, Viscount Melbourne was de-
ic{g;ded (CuurreRBUCK, Hertfordshire, iii.

To his three sens he left large estates in
Sussex, Kent, Devonshire, Northumberland,
‘Westmoreland, and Yorkshire, which they

seem to have obtained after his death without
interference from the parliament, but diffi-
culties were raised by the commissioners for
sequestrations in Cornwall about some of his
property in that county. The commissioners
alleged that Garraway died a delinquent in
prison for assisting the king against the par-
liament, and that all his family were known
enemies of the parliament, a statement which
John and Thomas Garraway in their reply
assert to be scandalous and untrue (Royalist
Composition Papers, 1st ser., xxviii. 843-
870, passim). The following editions of
the “ Speech’ and its rejoinders are known :
1. ¢ The Loyal Citizen revived ; a speech . . .
at a Common Hall, January 17, upon occasion
of a speech by Mr. Pym at the reading of His
Majesties answer to the late petition,” 1642,
folio sheet. Another edition, with a letter
¢from a scholler in Oxfordshire,’ &c., Liondon,
1643, 4to. Reprinted in the ¢ Harleian Mis-
cellany,’ ed. 1744 and 1808, vol. v. 2. ¢Oratie
ghedaen door Alderman Garraway, &c., Am-
sterdam, 1643, 4to. This is a Dutch transla-
tion of the4to edition. 3.¢A briefe Answer to
a scandalous pamphletintituled “ A Speech,”’
&e. [anon.], London, 15 Febh. 1643, 4to.

[Gardiner’s History of England, ix. 130,153 ;
informationrespecting the family kindly supplied
by R. Garraway Rice, esq.] C. W-m,

GARRETT,JEREMIAH LEARNOULT
(/1. 1809), dissenting minister, was born at
Horselydown, in the Borough, Southwark,
near the Old Stairs, on 29 Feb. 1764. His
parents were boat-builders, respectable people,
but by no means ‘evangelically’ religious.
The evangelical habit of mind, however,
showed itself early in Jeremiah. While yet
of the tender age of five he had, he tells us,
‘views of the last day,” and before he was
eight had ¢strict views of the world being
burnt up, and the wicked being turned into
Lell” Soon after this date his father died.
He was now sent to school, first at Christ’s
College, Hertford, and afterwards at Jack-
son’s academy, Hampton. After a year or
two thus spent he was set to learn the tailor-
ing trade, but disliking it was apprenticed to
a builder of ship’s boats at Wapping, who
ill-used him. His masterabsconding for debt,
he was apprenticed to another in the same
way of business, from whom he met with
better treatment. At the age of fourteen or
fifteen he had ¢a vision of an ancient form
with more majesty than ever was or can be
seen in mortality,’ which laid its hand upon
him, and which he took to be Christ. A dis-
senting minister at his earnest request was
called in to see him, to whom he confessed his
sing, the most flagrant of which was thatseven
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years previously he had stolen a halfpenny.
The minister thereupon ¢ pointed him to the
blood of Christ,’ which gave him great relief.
Subsequently, however, he took to viciotis
courses, had a man-of-war’s man who bad
assaulted him arrested, frequented theatres,
fought with his fellow-apprentice, contracted
debts, and a disease for which he was treated
in the Lock Hospital. On emerging from the
hospital he attended the ministrations of
Wesley’s preachers, as well as the services of
the church, used ‘to go out into the fields,
and rave hell and damnation to sinners’ to
the detriment of his lungs, and came to be
called a second Whitefield by the old women
in Moorfields. A mysterious find of 807 in
his bed enabled him to pay his debts. At a
somewhat later date he held forth at the old
Rectifying House and the old Soap House,
Islington, and in 1788 he laid the foundation-
stone of the chapel since known as Islington
Chapel in Church Street. Having thus esta-
blished a certain reputation he was received
into Lady Huntingdon’s connexion and or-
dained. About this time he married; but
was sorely tempted by love for a young
woman of his congregation, whom he had
saluted, according to the primitive Christian
custom, with a ‘holy kiss.” He removed to
Basingstoke, and thence to Wallingford, and
afterwards spent some three yearsinGuernsey.
Returning to England, he ministered for a
time at Ashby-de-la-Zouche, but developing
lax views on baptism was ejected from Lady
Huntingdon’s connexion, and went into the
business of a cotton dyer at Leicester. He
soon, however, resumed preaching, and, after
ministering for some time at Nottingham,
established himself about the close of the last
centuryat Lant Street Chapel,in the Borough,
Southwark, having also a lecture at Monk-
well Street Chapel, London. His views seem
latterly to have inclined to antinomianism.
The date of his death is uncertain,

He published : 1. ¢The Power of an End-
less Life contrasted with the Law of a Carnal
Commandment. A Sermon preached at Monk-
well Street on Thursday, 5 March 1801,
London, 1801, 12mo. 2. ¢ Rays of Everlast-
ing Life,’ not later than 1803. 3. ¢ Demo-
cracy detected, Visionary Enthusiasm cor-
rected ; or Sixpennyworth of Good Advice
selected from the Scriptures of Truth, London,
1804 (?) (an attack on Joanna Southcott, to
which she replied in ¢ Answer to Garrett’s
Book, and an Explanation of the word Bride,
the Lamb’s Wife, in the Revelations,’ London,
1805, 8vo). 4. ‘The Songs of Sion. Prin-
cipally designed for the use of Churches and
Congregations distinguished by the name of
the Children of Sion,” London, 18047 12mo.

5. ¢Huntington corrected, and Garrett’s Doc-
trine protected from the Misconstruction of
the Disaffected ; or a Reply to a Book lately
published called ¢ The Doctrine of Garrett
refuted by William Huntington,”’ South-
wark, 1808, 12mo. The controversy appears
to have related to the doctrine of the eternal
sonship of Christ, which Huntington accused
Garrett of denying. A plate of Garrett’s head
may be seen by the curious in Joanna South-
cott’s ¢ Answer.

[The principal authority for Garrett’s life is
his autobiography prefixed to the Songs of Sion.
See also Nelson’s Islington, p. 273.] J. M. R.

GARRETT, Sir ROBERT (1794-1869),
lieutenant-general, colonel 43rd (light in-
fantry) regiment, eldest son of John Garrett,
of Ellingham, Isle of Thanet, by his wife Eli-
zabeth, daughter of J. Gore, of St. Peter’s,
Isle of Thanet, was born in 1794, educated
at Harrow School, and on 12 March 1811
became ensign by purchase in the 2nd queen’s
foot. 'With his regiment he was present at
Fuentes d’Onoro, and in the attack on the
forts of Salamanca, where he was the only sur-
viving officer of his party, and received two
wounds. He was promoted to a lieutenancy in
the2nd garrison battalion on 3 Sept. 1813, and
on 2 Oct. following was transferred to the 7th
royal fusiliers, with which he made the cam-
paigns of 1813-14, and was again severely
wounded in the Pyrenees. On 7 July 1814
he became captain by purchasein the old 97th
(queen’s own), and served with that corpsin
Ireland until it was disbanded, as the 96th
foot, in 1818, when he was put on half-pay.
He purchased an unattached majorityin 1826,
and in 1834, after nearly fifteen years on half-
pay, was brought into the 46th foot, as major,
and became regimental lieutenant-colonel in
1846. He served with the regiment, much
of the time in command, at Gibraltar, in the
West Indiesand North America,and at home.
He became brevet-colonel in January 1854.

‘When the 46th was doing duty, with Gar-
rett in command, at Windsor in the summer
of 1854, after the departure of the guards for
the East, court-martials on two young officers
of the regiment on charges arising out of a
system of coarse practical joking at the ex-
pense of an unpopular subaltern, attracted
much attention. 13I‘he first case, which was
virtually twice tried, gave much offence, as it
was supposed to show that a poor officer had
no security against the persecution of men of
higher rank or wealth (Nav. and Mil. Gazette,
26 Aug.1854). A clamour for further inquiry
was met by the despatch of the regiment, a
very fine body of men, under Garrett’s com-
mand, to the Crimea, where it landed three
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days after Inkerman, and did much gallant
service throughout the siege of Sebastopol.

Garrett, a familiar and well-remembered
figure in the trenches, commanded a brigade
o? the 4th division from November 1854 to
November 1855, when he succeeded to the
command of that division, and held it until
the British troops left the Crimea next year.
He served as a brigadier at Gibraltar, and in
the China expedition of 1857, and, becoming
major-general in 1858, commanded a division
in %engal and afterwards in Madras until
1862, when he returned home. He was ap-
pointed tocommand the south-eastern district
with headquarters at Shorncliffe in 1865, but
resigned on promotion to the rank of lieu-
tenant-general in 1866. In that year he was
transferred to the colonelcy of the 43rd light
infantry, from that of the late 4th West India
regiment, to which he had been appointed in
1862.

Garrett was a K.C.B. and K.H.,, and had
the orders of the Legion of Honour and the
Medjidie, the Peninsular medal and four
clasps, and the English and foreign Crimean
medals, He was a J.P. and D.L. for Kent.
He married, first, Charlotte Georgina Sophia,
daughter of Lord Edward Bentinck, and
granddaughter of the second Duke of Port-
land; she died in 1819, Secondly, Louisa,
widow of Mr. Devaynes, by whom he left
issue. A tough, hard-going veteran of the
old school, Garrett died rather suddenly on
13 June 1869, aged 75.

[Walford's County Families, 4th edit., 1868 ;
Army Lists and London Gazettes under date;
Cannon’s Hist. Records 2nd Queen’s, 7th Royal
Fusiliers,and 46th Foot (to 1848); Times, 27 July,
1 and 7 Aug. 1854; Nav. and Mil. Gazette, July-
August 1854 ; W. H. Russell’s Letters from the
Crimea ; Army and Navy Gazette, 19 June 1869;
Illustr. London News (will), 29 Aug. 1869.]

H. M. C.

GARRICK, DAVID (1717-1779), actor,
was born on 19 Feb.1716-7, at the Angel Inn,
Hereford, where his father, a captain in the
army, was quartered on recruiting service,
On the 28th of the same month he was bap-
tised at All Saints Church in that city., He
was of Huguenot extraction, his grandfather,
David de Ia Garrique (d. 1694), having fled
from Bordeaux in 1685, and changed his
name (that of a family in Saintonge) to
Garric. Peter Garric, the eldest son of the
refugee, born in France, escaped as a child in
1687, and after obtaining a commission came
to reside in Lichfield, where he married Ara-
bella Clough, of Irish descent, the daughter
of a vicar of the cathedral in that city.
David was the third child. He was educated
at Lichfield grammar school under a Mr.

Hunter. 'When about the age of eleven he
played Sergeant Kite in Farquhar's ¢ Re-
cruiting Officer.” About the same period he
was sent to learn the wine trade from his
uncle David, a wine merchant at Lisbon, but
soon returned. He had already made the
acquaintance of Samuel Johnson. David
and his brother George became Johnson’s
first pupils at Edial. In 1737, furnished with
recommendations from Gilbert Walmsley,
registrar of the ecclesiastical court at Lich-
field, to John Colson [q. v.], Garrick travelled
with Johnson to London. The statements
that they rode and tied and reached town
with twopence halfpenny in Johnson’s case
and three halfpence in Garrick’s are probably
fanciful. In Walmsley’s letters to Colson
(5 Feb. and 2 March 1736-7) Garrick’s father
is spoken of as ‘an honest valuable man,
and Garrick himself is deseribed as ¢a very
sensible young man and a good scholar.!
‘Walmsley adds: ‘He is of sober and good
disposition, and is as ingenious and promis-
ing a young man as ever I knew’ (Garrick
Correspondence). Garrick set out from Lich-
field 2 March 1736-7, and on the 9th of the
month was entered at Lincoln’s Inn, Pay-
ment of the fee, 3/. 3s. 4d., left him unable
to meet the modest demands of Colson. His
father died in a week or two, and his mother
within a year. His uncle David also died,
and left him a legacy of 1,000, on the
strength of which he went to Rochester,
where he stayed for some months with Col~
son. He then started a wine business with
his brother Peter in Durham Yard, the site
of which is now merged in the Adelphi.
Here Garricl’s old love of the stage came out
to the prejudice of his business. Introduced
by Johnson to Cave, he took part in amateur-
performances at St. John’s Gate, Clerkenwell,
in the room over the archway, where he
played in the ¢ Mock Doctor’ of Fielding,
and afterwards in a burlesque of ¢Julius
Cemsar.” Garrick wrote an epilogue to the
‘Mock Doctor,” which was inserted in the
¢ Gentleman’s Magazine,” and wrote verses:
and theatrical eriticisms. On 15 April 1740
(Gengst; 1 April, F1rzeErALD) ¢ Lethe,’ a
mythological sketch by Garrick, subsequently
enlarged, was played at Drury Lane, with his
friend Macklin as the Drunken Man. At
this period Garrick became warmly attached
to Margaret Woffington. In March 1741, at
the theatre in Goodman’s Fields, in the pan-
tomime of ‘Harlequin Student, he played
two or three scenes as Harlequin Student in
the ahsence of Yates. He then Jjoined a
troupe which Giffard, manager of Goodman’s
Fields, took to Ipswich, and here, under the
name of Lyddal, made his first regular ap-
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pearance as Aboan in ¢ Oroonoko.” Chamont
1n the ¢ Orphan,’ Sir Harry Wildair in Far-
«quhar’s sequel to the ¢ Jubilee,” and Captain
Brazen in the ¢ Recruiting Officer’ followed.
Emboldened by his success he made unavail-
ing advances to the managers of Drury Lane
.and Covent Garden. On190ct.1741at Good-
man’s Fields, between the two parts of a
concert of vocal and instrumental music (to
evade the privilege of the patent theatres), he
made his famous appearance as Richard III,
being announced as ‘a gentleman who never
appeared on any stage.” His success was im-
mediate. Richard was played seven timescon-
secutively. On 9 Nov. he performed his first
original part, Jack Smatter in Dance’s ¢ Pa-
mela,’ and later appeared in the ‘ Lying Valet,’
adapted by him from Motteux’s ‘Novelty.’
His¢Lethe’was also produced. Meantime his

representations had taken the town by storm. |
The patent houses were deserted, and a string |

of carriages thronged the route from Temple
Bar to Goodman’s Fields, Writing to Chute,
Gray says: ‘Did I tell you about Mr. Gar-
rick, that the town are horn-mad after him ?
There are a dozen dukes of a night at Good-
man’s Fields sometimes’ ( Works, ii. 185).
Gray adds: ‘And yet I am stiff in the oppo-
sition” Walpole admitted that he was a
good mimie, but confessed to the ¢ heresy’
that there was ‘ nothing wonderful’ in his
acting ( Collected Letters, i. 189). Pope, who
had lost interest in the stage, was taken more
than once by Lord Orrery, and said: ¢ That
young man never had his equal, and never
will have a rival’ Cibber's easily explicable
hostility was conquered, and he said to Mrs.
Bracegirdle, I’ faith, Bracey, the ladisclever.’
Macklin had heen Garrick’s friend from the
beginning, and Quin uttered the memorable
and prophetic observation, ¢ We are all wrong
if this is right.” Garrick had much difficulty
to reconcile his family and his brother Peter
to his new profession. A number of letters
written to Peter were discovered by John
Forster, and are now in his manuseript col-
lection in the South Kensington Museum,
Many of them are quoted by him in his ¢ Life
of Oliver Goldsmith’ In them Garrick
dwells upon his success, artistic and pecu-
niary, boasts of the intimacy of ¢ Leonidas’
Glover, quotes ¢ Mr. Pit's’ opinion, that ‘I
was ye best Actor ye English Stage had pro-
duc’d,” and expects the Prince of Wales to
come to see him (FoRrsTER, Goldsmith,i. 237).
He adds as a secret that he is getting ‘six
guineas a week,” and is to have a benefit, for
which he has been offered 1207. Subsequently
he offers, in case his brother should want
money, to let him command ¢his whole.
Five hundred guineas and a clear benefit, or
VOL. XXI,

part of the management, are offered him.
Murray, Pope, Lords Halifax, Sandwich, and
Chesterfield are soon to be among his ac-

uaintances. The Ghost in ‘ Hamlet’ fol-
owed, and after other parts he achieved, on
3 Feb. 1742, his great triumph as Bayes in
the ‘Rehearsal” In this his imitations of
other actors gave some offence. Master
Johnny, a lad of fifteen, in Cibber’s ¢ School-
boy,” was another great success. On11 March
he played King Lear, and on the 15th Lord
Foppington in the ¢ Careless Husband.” The
season extended to 27 May 1742, when the
house closed not to open again, through the
jealousies of the patentees of Drury Lane
and Covent Garden and the action of Sir
John Bernard, the original mover of the
Licensing Act. On 11 May 1742 Garrick, for
the benefit of Harper’s widow, played Cha-
mont at Drury Lane. He also, by a special
arrangement, appeared for three nights at
Drury Lane, at the close of the season, on
26 May, as Bayes, on the 28th as King Lear,
and on the 31st as Richard. He had played
over one hundred and fifty nights, and acted
a score of different characters. Some of his
imitations of actors of the day are said, on
no very trustworthy authority, to have led to
a duel with his manager, Giffard, in which
Garrick was slightly wounded. Garrick now
| engaged at Drury Lane for the forthcoming
season. Meanwhile he accepted a preliminary
engagement for Smock Alley Theatre, Dublin,
where he appeared 17 June 1742 as Richard.
Other characters followed, his principal sup-
porters being Mrs. Woffington, Mrs. Furnival,
and Giffard. For his benefit he appeared as
Hamlet to Mrs. Woflington’s Ophelia, and
on 19 Aug. 1742 he played as Captain Plume
in the ¢ Recruiting Officer’ to the Sylvia of
the same actress. His success, according to
Hitcheock (Correct View of the Irish Stage,
i. 119), ¢ exceeded all imagination.” An epi-
demic which then raged in Dublin was called,
in memory of his visit, ¢ the Garrick fever.’
In company with his future associate, Mrs.
Cibber, Garrick left Dublin 23 Aug. 1742.
He appeared at Drury Lane on 5 Oct. During
the season, in addition to most of the parts
assumed at (Goodman’s Fields, he was seen
in Captain Plume, Hamlet, Archer in the
¢ Stratagem,” Hastings in ‘Jane Shore, Sir
Harry Wildair in the ¢ Constant Couple,” and
Abel Drugger in the ¢ Alchemist,” and on
17 Feb. 1743 was the original Millamour
in the ¢ Wedding Day’ of Fielding. Sir
Harry Wildair, in which the public were
used to Mrs. Woflington, was to some extent
a failure, and, like other characters in which
he did not succeed, was gradually dropped.
He rashly tried keeping house with his old
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friend Macklin and with Mrs. Woffington,
with whom he maintained an intimacy pro-
ductive of some scandal, and for whom he
wrote his delightful song of ¢ Pretty Peggy.’
He quarrelled with both. The rupture with
Mrs. Woffington was made up after leading
to a return of presents, with the exception of
a pair of valuable diamond buckles, which
Garrick, it 1s said, craved permission to keep.
A more serious quarrel with Macklin ini-
tiated the charges of meanness Garrick had
henceforward to endure. Fleetwood’s extra-
vagant management of Drury Lane had ended
in bankruptey. Garrick, as the heaviest suf-
ferer, invited the actors of the company to
meet him at his house in King Street, Covent
Garden (‘ Mr. West’s, Cabinet Maker’), and
asked them to sign an agreement to stand by
each other in refusing to act. Ie relied upon
his popularity to obtain from the Duke of
Grafton,thelord chamberlain, alicense to open
a new theatre. The duke, finding that Gar-
rick drew 5001 a year, asked contemptuously
if that ¢ was too little for a mere player,’ and
declined to give the license. A scheme of
Garrick’s to take the Lincoln’s Inn Theatre

fell through, and in the end the seceders |

made terms with their former manager, while
Macklin, who is said to have opposed the
original action, was made the scapegoat by
Fleetwood and excluded. Garrick's endea-~
vours to mediate between the manager and
Macklin were vain, and a bitter and lasting
quarrel between the two actors ensued. On
13 Sept. 1743 Drury Lane reopened, but
the first appearance of Garrick was deferred
until 6 Dec., when he appeared as Bayes.
Two days previously he had written to the
¢ London Daily Post’ a letter explanatory of
his conduct. On the day of his appearance
a pamphlet entitled ‘The Case of Charles
Macklin’ was published, and a large party of
Macklin’s friends went tq Drury Lane. Gar-
rick had dispersed a ¢ handbill requesting the
public to suspend their judgment.” His ap-
pearance provoked a storm of opposition, and
Le was not allowed to speak. On the 8th
Garrick’s explanation, said to be written by
Dr. Guthrie the historian, and a letter from
¢ A Bystander,” appeared in the ¢ Daily Post.’
Garrick was once more attacked. Fleetwood
had, however, sent thirty prize-fighters into
the pit; the dissentients were driven out
of the house, and the riot ceased. Glarrick’s
behaviour was ‘scarcely chivalrous; but as
others would have suffered by the fulfilment
of his engagements to Macklin the general
verdict was in his favour,

The great event of the season was Garrick’s
appearance, 7 Jan. 1744, as Macbeth, ¢as
written by Shakespeare” ID’Avenant’s ver-

sion had till then held possession of the stage
since the Restoration.: Garrick’s claim ‘to
have restored Shakespeare must be accepted
with some allowance. At the subsequent
revival, 19 March 1748, when Mrs. Pritchard
played her great part of Lady Macbeth, he
is known to have added a dying speech to
his own part. Mrs, Giffard was Garrick’s
first Lady Macbeth. Samuel Foote [q. v.],
destined to be a thorn in the side of Garrick,
this season appeared at Drury Lane. The
season of 17445 saw Garrick’s first appear-
ance as Sir John Brute in the ¢ Provoked
‘Wife,” Scrub in the ‘Beaux’ Stratagem,
King John, Othello, and Tancred in the
‘Tancred and Sigismunda’ of Thomson.
After 4 April Garrick, on account of illness,

layed no more. At the end of the season

leetwood sold the patent to Lacy. Garrick
renewed his intimacy with Mrs. Woflington,
and even proposed marriage; but a total
estrangement followed. During his illness
Garrick declined advances from Mrs. Cibber
to join her and Quin in taking Drury Lane,
with which Lacy, it was supposed, could be
induced to part. He accepted an invitation
from Thomas Sheridan, the joint manager of .
the theatres in Aungier Street and Smock
Alley, to appear in Dublin and share the
profits with him. He appeared at Smock
Alley as Hamlet 9 Dec. 1745. Lord Ches-
terfield, the lord-lieutenant, treated Garrick
with studied coldness. The result was none
the less a financial success. Orestes, a part
he never essayed in England, Faulconbridge,
and Tago were the new characters in which
he appeared. Arriving in London 10 May
1746, Garrick arranged with Rich for six
performances on sharing terms. On the 11th,
accordingly, as King Lear he made his first
appearance at Covent Garden. Hamlet,
Richard, Othello, Archer, and Macbeth fol-
lowed. He accepted also an engagement for
Covent Garden for the following season. Ile
associated himself, however, financially with
Lacy, the manager of Drury Lane, whose
resources had been crippled by the troubles
of 1745, and became his partner in the
new patent obtained from the lord cham-
berlain, the Duke of Grafton. Garrick ap-
pears to have paid 8,0007 for his share, The
agreement, which bears the date 9 April
1747, is published in the ¢Garrick Corre-
spondence.” Hotspur washis only new Shakes-
pearean character, but he was, 17 Jan. 1747,
the original Fribble in his own farce of ¢ Miss
in her Teens, or the Medley of Lovers, and
12" Teb. 1747 the original Ranger in Dr.
Hoadly’s ¢ Suspicious Husband” ~Quin had
on other nights played in characters ordi-
narily taken by Garrick,
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Inspiteof adverse circumstances,including
a disabling illness of Garrick and the keen
opposition of Barry and Mrs. Woflington at
Drury Lane, the profits of the season, includ-
ing the six nights in May, were estimated at
8,5004 The season of 1747-8 at Drury Lane
began under the joint management of Garrick
and Lacy. On15 Sept. Garrick was ill, and
unable to speak Johnson’s famous prologue.
Reformation in management began at once,
the first step being the abolition of the
practice of admitting by payment behind the
scenes. He did not himself act until 15 Oct.,
when he reappeared as Archer. He spoke
the prologue and presented the chorus in a
revival of Henry V, and took for the first
time Jaffier instead of Pierre in ‘Venice
Preserved.” From this time to his retirement,
10June1776,Garrick’s connection with Drury
Lane was unbroken. In the following season
he played Benedick, produced on 29 Nov. 1748
his own version of ¢ Romeo and Juliet,” withan
altered termination for Barry and Mrs. Cibber,
and was the original Demetrius, 6 Feb, 1749,
in ‘ Mahomet and Irene,” under which name
was produced Johnson’s tragedy of ¢ Irene.’

On 22 June 1749, first ‘at the church in
Russell Street, Bloomsbury, and afterwards
at the chapel of the Portuguese embassy in
Anudley Street’ (F1TZ6ERALD, Life of Garrick,
i. 240), Garrick married Eva Marie Violetti
(1724-1822), the reputed daughter of a Vien-
nese citizen named Veigel. She came to
London in 1746, engaged as a dancer at the
Haymarket, and became the guest of the
Earl and Countess of Burlington, who on her
marriage to Garrick are reputed to have
settled on her 6,000/.- Upon his marriage
Garrick lived in Southampton Street, Strand,
in the house now No. 27. He afterwards
(1754) purchased the famous little house
at Hampton. His marriage embroiled him
further with the leading actresses, more than
one of whom had regarded him as in some
shape pledged to her. Mrs. Woffington had
]éreviously joined the rival house, and Mrs.

ibber quitted Garrick in anger. Barry also
broke his engagement and went to Covent
Garden. Garrick ‘had thus to face the un-
concealed hostility of Quin, Macklin, Barry,
Mrs. Woffington, and Mrs. Cibber, and the
more dangerous enmity of Foote. Johnson
regarded him with temporary mistrust, if not
with. coldness, on account of the failure of
¢Irene, and an estrangement had arisen be-
tween himself and the aristocratic friends of
his wife. Mrs. Ward had to assume the
principal characters at Drury Lane, for which
she was unfitted, until Miss Bellamy, whom
Garrick was training, could be trusted with
leading business. In addition to these, his

company comprised Yates, King, Shuter,
Woodward, Mrs. Pritchard, and Mrs. Clive
[q- v.] Weakened by the death of Mills, it
was reinforced by the engagement of Palmer.
Before the secession of Barry, Garrick played
Comus for the benefit of Mrs. Forster, grand-
daughter of Milton. He had also played
Tago to the Othello of Barry. An occasional
prologue, written and spoken by Garrick
8 Sept. 1750, upon the reopening of Drury
Lane with the ¢ Merchant of Venice, alluded
to the secession of Barry and Mrs. Cibber,
and said that Drury Lane stage was sacred
to Shakes?eare, but that if ‘¢ Lear” and
“ Hamlet ” lose their force’ he will give the
public ¢ Harlequin,” and substitute the stage
carpenterfor the poet. Intheepiloguehemade
Nrs. Clive speak of him as of a cholerie dis-
position, but ¢ much tamer since he married.’
So formidable was the opposition that his
ruin was anticipated. Garrick, however, as
his prologue stated, was ‘arm’d cap-a-pie in
self-sufficient merit.” ¢ Besides,’ adds Tate
‘Wilkinson ( Z%e Mirror, or Actor’'s Tablet, p.
156), ¢ he had industry, and his troops were
under excellent discipline. In the famous
duel of this season, when ¢ Romeo and Juliet”’
came out at both houses on 28 Sept. 1750,
Garrick and Miss Bellamy were pitted against
Spranger Barry and Mrs, Cibber. (For the
epigram by Mr. Hewitt which appeared in
the ¢ Daily Advertiser,” and for the compari-
sons instituted between the two Romeos, see
BARRY, SPRANGER.) A second epigram, by
the Rev. Richard Kendal of Peterhouse
(Poetical Register for 1810-11, p. 369), insti-
tutes a comparison between the respective
Lears of the same actors:—

The town has found out different ways
To praise its different Lears;

To Barry it gives loud huzzas
To Garrick only tears.

A king! aye, every inch a king,
Such Barry doth appear;

But Garrick’s quite another thing,
He's every inch King Lear.

Garrick played in the season Osmyn in
Congreve’s ¢ Mourning Bride,” and Alfred in
Mallet’s masque of ¢ Alfred,” 23 Feb. 1751,
and at Christmas 1750 carried the war into
Rich’s camp, producing ‘ Queen Mab,’a species
of pantomimic entertainmentin which Wood-
ward played harlequin. Before Drury Lane
reopened for the following season, 1751-2,
Covent Garden lost Quin, who had prac-
tically retired, and Mrs. Woffington, who
had gone to Dublin. Garrick meanwhile,
together with other actors, had engaged
Mossop. He played, 29 Nov. 1751, Kitely in
his own alteration of Jonson’s ¢ Everszan

o
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in his Humour,’ was the original Mercour,
17Feb. 1752, in * Eugenia,’ by Philip Francis,
D.D. [q.v.], and produced Foote’s comedy
of ¢Taste,” A visit in company with his
wife to Paris had attracted little attention,
though Garrick was introduced to Louis XV,
and issaid,on very dubious testimony, to have
been the hero of a romantic adventure, in
which by his skill in acting he detected the
murderer of a Sir George Lewis (F1TzZGERALD,
Life of Garrick,i. 270). Garrick once more
produced a pantomime in1752-3, and created
a very powerful impression by his perform-
ance as the original Beverley in Moore’s
¢Gamester,’ 7 Feb. 1753. 1In the following
season Mrs. Cibber rejoined Garrick, whom
she resembled so much that they might have
passed for brother and sister. From this
time forward until her death she did not
leave him, Miss Macklin and Foote also
joined the company, and Macklin took what
was called a farewell benefit. Garrick took

arts in the ‘Boadicea’ of Richard Glover
q.v.], the ¢ Virginia’ of Samuel Crisp [q.v.],
and Whitehead’s ¢ Creusa.” To 18 March
1754 belongs the first production of ‘Ka-
tharine and Petruchio,” Garrick’s adapta-
tion of the ¢Taming of the Shrew, which
may be said to still hold possession of the
stage. Inthis Garrick did not act ; the Pe-
truchio being Woodward and the Grumio
Yates. The first important revival of the
following season was the ¢ Chances,’” altered
by Garrick from Buckingham’s previous al-
teration from Beaumont and Fletcher, and
produced at the request of George IL. In
this, 7 Nov. 1754, he played Don John. Four
days later for Mossop he produced ¢ Corio-
lanus.” ¢Barbarossa, by John Brown [q.v.],
17 Dec.,was the first novelty. The ¢ Fairies,’
an opera takenfrom the ¢ Midsummer Night's
Dream, 3 Feb. 1755, is generally attributed
to Garrick, but is repudiated by him. He
delivered as a drunken sailor a prologue to
Mallet’s masque of ¢ Britannia. This was
repeated many nights after the masque was
withdrawn. On8Nov. 1755 Garrick produced
the ¢Chinese Festival,’ a very dull divertisse-
ment by Noverre, aSwiss, which had beenlong
in preparation. Meanwhile war with France
having broken out, the French dancers pro-
voked astrong opposition and much brawling.
Garrick was accused of bringing over the
enemies of his country to oppose his country-
men on the stage. OnTuesday the 18th the
rioters overpowered the aristocratic patrons
of the house, who drew their swords, did
some 1,000. worth of damage to the theatre,
and attempted to sack the house of Garrick.
The piece was then withdrawn, Three days
later Garrick, dressed as Archer, came on

the stage and heard cries which sounded like
¢ Pardon.” He then advanced, and firmly and
respectfully ¢explained how ill he had been
treated by the wanton and malignant con-
duet of wicked individuals,’ and declared that
unless he was permitted to perform that
night, ‘he was above want, superior to in-
sult, and would never, never appear on the
stage again’ (Tare WirLkiNsoN, The Mirror,
or Actor’s Tablet,p.215; not given in contem-
porary biographies). This was greeted with
wild enthusiasm. ¢Florizel and Perdita,’
Garrick’s alteration of the ¢ Winter’s Tale,’
was produced 21 Jan. 17566 with Garrick as
Leontes, and the ‘Tempest,” an opera taken
from Shakespeare, with some additions by
Dryden, on 11 Feb. and attributed to and
repudiated by Garrick. In the next season,
28 Oct. 1756, Garrick produced ¢ King Lear,
with restorations from Shakespeare; also,
3 Dec., ¢ Lilliput,” a one-act piece, extracted
from ¢ Gulliver’ and acted by children whom
he had trained; and, 24 March 1757, his own
farce the ¢ Modern Fine Gentleman,’ revived
3 Dec. as the ¢ Male Coquette.” He played for
the first time, 6 Nov. 1756, his favourite cha-
racter of Don Felix in the ¢ Wonder,’ produced
Foote’s comedy the ¢ Author,’ and strength-
ened his company by the addition of Miss
Barton, subsequently Mrs. Abington [q. v.]
Mrs. Woffington died before the next season
commenced. On 2 Dec. 1757 he was Biron
in his own alteration of Southern’s ¢ Fatal
Marriage, and on 22 Dec. produced the
¢ Gamesters,’ altered by himself from Shir-
ley’s ¢ Gamester,” and played in it the part of
Wilding. When on 16 Sept. 17568 Drury
Lane reopened, Garrick had lost Woodward.
Foote, however, reappeared, and with him
Tate Wilkinson. Garrick took Marplot ‘in
the ‘Busybody,’ Antony in ¢ Antony and
Cleopatra,” abridged by Capel, and was the
original Heartly in his own adaptation the
‘Guardian,’ 3 Feb. 1759. Moody wasadded to
the company the following season, one of the
early productions of which was ‘High Life
below Stairs” Garrick produced on 31 Dec.
1759 his own unprinted pantomime ¢ Harle-

uin’sInvasion.” In1760-1 Garrickengaged

heridan, who played leading business,
Richard ITI, Cato, Hamlet, &c. (Garrick was
himself the Faulconbridge to Sheridan’s King
John. Somerevival of jealousy and ill-feel-
ing was the outcome of this experiment. He
produced ¢ Polly Honeycombe, by his friend
George Colman the elder [q. v.], the author-
ship of which was attributed to and disowned
by Garrick. He Produced the ¢ Enchanter, or
Love and Magic, 13 Dec. 1760,a musical trifle,
the authorship of which has been assigned to
him. Foote during the season played in some



Garrick

21

Garrick

of his own pieces. Garrick’s alteration of
¢ Cymbeline,’ 28 Nov. 1761, was, after the pro-
duction of one or two pieces to commemorate
the coronation, the first important event of
1761-2. On 10 Feb. 1762 Garrick was the
original Dorilant in Whitehead’s ¢School for
Lovers, and on 20 March the Farmer in the
¢ Farmer’s Return,’ a trifle in verse of his own
composition. For the following season the
theatre was enlarged and further restrictions
were imposed upon the presence of the public
behind the scenes. Garrick was, 19 Jan.
1768, the original Don Alonzo in Mallet’s
¢ Elvira, and 3 Feb. the original Sir Anthony
Branville in Mrs. Sheridan’s comedy ¢Dis-
covery, and played, 15 March, Sciolto in the
¢ Fair Penitent.” This is noticeable as the last
new part he played. A g)roduction of the
¢Two Gentlemen of Verona, altered by Victor,
was the cause of a serious riot. A certain
Fitzpatrick put himself at the head of a set
of young men known as ¢ The Town,’ and de-
manded in their names, on 25 Jan. 1763, ad-
mission at half price at the end of the third
act. A riot followed and was renewed next
day, when Moody, for preventing a man from
setting fire to the house, was ordered to go
on his knees to apologise. He refused and
was supported by Garrick, who, however, was
compelled to promise that Moody should not
appear while under the displeasure of the
audience. Fitzpatrick, who had abused Gar-
rick in newspapers and pamphlets, and spoken
insultingly of him in a club at the Bedford
%COOKE, Life of Macklin, 1804, p. 246), is the

izgig of Garrick’s ¢ Scribbleriad.” e was
treated with much savagery by Churchill in
the eighth edition (1763) of the ¢ Rosciad.’
These things were largely responsible for Gar-
rick’s resolution at the close of the season
1762-3 to quit the stage, at least for a con-
siderable time. A peaceful, and in the main
long-suffering man, petted and rather spoilt
by the distinguished men to whose society he
was admitted, Garrick shrank from depend-
ence upon the mob. The public interest was
flagging. Receipts had fallen from hundreds
to scores of pounds. Sir William Weller
Pepys said, according to Rogers (Zable Talk,
ed. 1887, p. 7) that ¢ the pit was often almost
empty.’ Davies (Life, ii. 62) asserts that the
opposition of Beard and Miss Brent at Covent
Garden prevailed during the season against
Garrick. It is difficult to believe, however,
that Garrick and Mrs. Cibber jointly played
on one occasion to an audience of five pounds.
Change of air had been prescribed for Mrs.
Garrick. Itisacharacteristic and an honour-
able trait in Garrick that Mrs. Garrick ¢ from
the day of her marriage till the death of her
husband had never been separated from him

for twenty-four hours’(¢5.ii.67). Afteravisit
to the Duke of Devonshire, the Garricks went
to Paris, where they arrived 19 Sept. 1763,
Drury Lane, where Garrick left his brother
George as his substitute, opened the following
day, and gave, for one night only, 23 Nov., his
alteration of the ‘ Midsummer Night's Dream.
A manuseript journal which Garrick rather
spasmodically kept, together with his vo-
luminous correspondence, enables us to trace
the actor throughout his long and trium-
phant tour. Englishmen were well received
in Paris after the peace. At the dinners of
Baron d’Holbach he made the acquaintance of
Diderot and the encyclopeedists; he was made
free of the Comédie-Francaise, and formed
friendships with the members, especially
Mlle. Clairon. At the house of a Mr. Neville
he was induced by Mlle. Clairon to give
various recitations in presence of Marmontel,
D’Alembert, &e. After a stay of three weeks,
and with a promise to return, he left Paris;
proceeded by Liyons and Mont Cenis toTurin ;
received but did not accept an invitation from
Voltaire to call on him at Ferney; visited the
principal cities of Italy; stayed a fortnight at
Rome; and reached Naples, where he was
very popular with the aristocratic English
colony of visitors and collected articles of
virtu. By Parma, where the grand duke en-
tertained him, he posted to Venice, which he
quitted about the middle of Jume. Mrs.
Garrick was restored to health by the mud
baths of Albano, near Padua. The pair visited
Munich, where Garrick had a bad attack,
compelling him to go to Spa. He reached
Paris once more near October 1764, and was
welcomed more warmly than before. Beau-
marchais, Marivaux, Grimm, and all the bril-
liant society received him with demonstra-
tions more enthusiastic and more sincere
than were often lavished upon English visi-
tors. Mrs, Garrick was also received with
the most respectful homage. French litera-
ture of this epoch furnishes many proofs of
the influence he exercised. A. dozen years
later Gibbon found that Garrick was warmly
remembered. Grimm or Diderot (July 1765)
says that Garrick is the only actor who
reaches ideal excellence, speaks enthusiasti-
cally of his freedom from grimace or exag-
geration, and describes;the effect which he
produced by performing the dagger scene in
¢ Macbeth’ in a room and in his ordinary
dress (Correspondance Littéraire de Grimm
et Diderot, vol. iv. pt. i. pp. 500-1, ed. 1813).
The same authority declares Garrick to be of
middle height, inclining to be little, of agree-
able and spirituel features, and with a pro-
digious play of eye. He tells how Garrick
simulated drunkenness with Préville in pass-
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ing through Passy, and criticised his compa-
nion for not being drunkin hislegs. He also
gives a description of his method of narrat-
ing in a manner & faire frémir the incident of
a %ather dropping his child from a window,
losing his speech, and going mad (5. pp.
502-3). Many otherreferences, all eminently
favourable to Garrick, are to be found in the
correspondence. Garrick is said to have had
an income of fifty to sixty thousand Zvres de
rente, and it is added that ‘he passes for a
lover of money.’ .
Meanwhile Drury Lane was making money
inamanner not altogetheragreeable. Powell,
a young actor whom Garrick had trained,
and who made his début 8 Oect. 1763, had
already become a public favourite, and was
to prove, next to Barry, the most dangerous
of all Garrick’s rivals. Garrick was stimu-
lated to return and resume acting. With
characteristicand misplaced ingenuityhe sent
in advance a satirical pamphlet written by
himself against himself, and called ‘ The Sick
Monkey.” By publishing this ‘fable’ he hoped
toescape the satire of others,and also toherald
his reappearance. Much fuss was made about
keeping the authorship secret, and Colman
was urged to let no word of rumour escape.
The thing, however, as it deserved, fell flat.
On 27 April 1765 Garrick arrived in London.
On the reopening of the theatre, 14 Sept.
1765, he introduced for the first time in Eng-
land the system of lighting the stage by lights
not visible to theaudience. His first appear-
ance ‘ by command’ took place 14 Nov. as
Benedick to the Beatrice of Miss Pope. His
calculations had been just. Weary of the
musical pieces, which during his absence had
proved, at his suggestion, the staple of Drury
Lane entertainments, the public received him
with wild enthusiasm, and applauded every-
thing, even to a facetious prologue of his own,
which he spoke, and which is not in the best
possible taste. Anaftermathof successricher
than the original harvest was in store for
him. On 80 Jan..1766 he lost by death his
great ally, Mrs, Cibber, which wrung from
him the remark that ¢ tragedyis dead on one
side.”  Quin, with whom he had of late been
intimate, was also dead. On 20 Feb. he pro-
duced the ‘Clandestine Marriage, by him-
self and Colman, By refusing to take the
}m_rt of Lord Ogleby, which was played by
King, he gave rise to a coldness between him-
selfand his collaborator extending over years.
E‘ayly in 1766 Garrick ceased to act, and
visited Bath. He played Kitely, 22 May,
in aid of the fund for the benefit of retired
actors.  On 25 Oct. 1766 he produced his
¢ Country Girl,’ an alteration of Wycherley’s
‘Country Wife,” and on 18 Nov.*Neck or

Nothing,” a farce imitated from Lesage, the
authorship of which, on no very satisfactory
evidence, 1s assigned to Garrick. ¢Cymon,’ a
dramatic romance founded on Dryden’s ¢ Cy-
mon and Iphigenia,’ was played 2 Jan. 1767,
and is more probably his. Garrick’s ‘Linco’s
Travels’ saw the light 6 April 1767. Barry
and Mrs. Dancer (subsequently Mrs. Barry)
appeared in the season 1767-8. Garrick’s
‘Peep behind the Curtain, or the New Re-
hearsal,” was played 23 Oct. 1767. He wrote
also a farewell address for Mrs. Pritchard
on her quitting the stage, 24 April 1768.
Palmer died at the close of the season and
his wife retired. The following season saw
the retirement of Kitty Clive, of all Gar-
rick’s feminine associates the one he most-
feared and in a sense esteemed. Havard
was also dead. Meanwhile Colman had pur-
chased the lease of C<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>