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LAMBE. [See also Lams.]

LAMBE, JOHN (d. 1628), astrologer,
seems to have belonged to Worcestershire.
In youth he was tutor in English to gentle-
men’s sons, and afterwards studied medicine,
but soon fell ¢ to other mysteries, as telling
of fortunes, helping of divers to lost goods,
shewing to young people the faces of their
husbands or wives that should be in a erystal
glass,” and the like. While practising his
magical arts at Tardebigg, Worcestershire,
he was indicted early in 1608 for having, on
16 Dec. 1607, practised ‘execrable arts to
consume the body and strength of Th. Lo.
W., apparently Thomas, sixth lord Wind-
sor of Bromsgrove. He was found guilty,
but judgment was suspended, and he soon
gained his liberty. In May 1608 he was re-
siding at Hindlip, Worcestershire, and on the
13th of the month was arraigned at the assize
on a charge of having invoked and enter-
tained ¢ certain evil and impious spirits,” It
was proved that he caused apparitions to pro-
ceed from a erystal glass, and prophesied
death and disaster with fatal success. He
was again convicted and was imprisoned in
Worcester Castle. It was asserted that after
his second trial ¢ the high sheriff, foreman of
jury, and divers others of the justices gentle-
men then present of the same jury died
within a fortnight.” The local authorities
consequently petitioned for his removal to
King’s Bench prison in London. He was
taken thither,and was apparently kept there
in easy confinement for some fifteen years.
Iis fame as an astrologer rapidly spread
throngh London, and he was allowed to re-
ceive his numerous clients in the prison. On
10 June 1623 he was indicted on a charge of
seducing, in the King’s Bench, Joan Seager,
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a girl of eleven, and although he was found
guilty he was pardoned and released.
Lambe doubtless owed this lenient treat-
ment to the influence of the Duke of Buck-
ingham, the king’s favourite. Buckingham
and hismother had been attracted by Lambe’s
popular reputation, and Buckingham had
consulted him about 1622 respecting the
insanity of his brother, Sir John Villiers,
viscount Purbeck. Thenceforth Buckingham
was a constant client of Lambe, and ¢the
doctor,’ as he was called, shared the growing
unpopularity of his patron. On Monday,
12 June 1626, London was startled by a
fearful storm of wind and rain, and a mist
hung over the Thames, in which the super-
stitious discerned many mystical shapes.
Lambe appeared on the river during the day,
and to ‘his art of conjuring’ the meteoro-
logical disturbances were attributed (Rusm-
WORTH, Hist. Coll. i. 391). When Sir John
Eliot and his friends were attacking Buck-
ingham in parliament early in 1628, ballads
were sung about the London streets, in which
Lambe’s evil influence over the duke was
forcibly insisted npon,and ¢ the doctor’ was
charged with employing magical charms to
corrupt chaste women so that they might
serve the duke’s pleasure. The populace was
excited by such reports, and on Friday,
23 June 1628, as he was leaving the Fortune
Theatre in Finsbury, Lambe was attacked
with stones and sticks by a mob of appren-
tices, who denounced him as ‘the duke’s
devil” He hurried towards the eity, appeal-
ing to some sailors on the way to protect
him. He reached Moor Gate insafety, but the
crowd pursued him through Coleman Street
to the Old Jewry, and his efforts to seek re-
fuge in an inn and in a lawyer’s house proved
of noavail. Nearly beaten to death, he was
B
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at length rescued by four constablesand con- | Gen. v. 86). On his return to England he
veyed to the Counter in the Poultry, but he | ‘taught petties,” i.e. was undermaster in a
was fatally injured about the head and died | school, and studied the civil and canon law.
next morning. e was buried the follow- | In 1600 he purchased the registrarship of
ing day in the new churchyard near Bishops- | the diocese of Ely ; in 1602 he was admitted
ate. Upon his person were found a crystal | a member of the College of Advocates. About
Eall and other conjuring implements. } the same time he was appointed co-registrar,
The vengeance meted out to Lambe served | and shortly afterwards chancellor of the dio-
to indicate the popular hatred of his patron. | cese of Peterborough. Thomas Dove [q.v.],
Let Charles and George do what they can, bishop of Peterborough, made him his vicar,
The duke shall die like Doctor Lambe, %Iﬁicmlyﬁlad kt:;mmlssa% g;nerall, élféntlyl' thltlh
e ickman, on une . In the
becan}e the common cry of the L(?m'iou mob. | follgrxzing year h’e took the degree of LL.D.
Buckingham at once exerted all hisinfluence | at, Cambridge. In 1617 he was appointed
}? dlﬁc’over tl(llose “(v)ho }1}}% been F‘Itg of | hy thefde%n and chapter of Lgacoln commis-
ambe’s murder. On 15 June—two days  garv of their peculiars in the counties of
after the event—the privy council announced | N;Zthampton P}f&lﬂl:lﬁ mHun:in;dgnlesmfd
to the lord mayor the king’s indignation at | Leicester. He had now established & certain
tl;ssg;:rsafgl,d sllli ;i;:ec:e:ll a;lgat;rtgte dg"‘l‘il: reputation as an ecclesiastical_lquer, and
fhe utmost severity. esl;am no orfe \ias zlip ufl- é611_9bhe Wai- consuléed b};l?; ﬁham;,; esﬁl
s : " | of Salisbury, afterwards archbishop of Yor
TP B s ot oot | e . oo e
: e : ¢ oyal prerogative, he carrie
gﬁ;sgno cfg;fngegl‘e;]:::nduty 1(1317;&21,.1;1711%1‘ 2011;12;%0)'3 | matters with a high hand agamsib the puri-
The lord mayor was’ afterwards su;m‘noned‘ gnastég a\oﬁhalllllptogillllr(le’ comgﬁllnég tgem
Ache ] nd church regularly on the Sunday
before the king in c°“}1‘—'1,1 and threatened | t4 ghserve holy days, and to contribute to
with the loss of the city’s charter. Ulti- | ohyreh funds, imposing grievous penances
mately the corporation was fined 6,000.., but | ,, recusants, ,and gomxfugn g them for fines
. b
3&:(?;2‘;’1;: was soon reduced to fifteen hun- and holding courts by preference 4t incon-
Buckingl;am was himself assassinated on RISy tiids aad ‘placed, iy T
23 Aug., rather more than two months after m}ght extort money by fining those wha
) failed to appear. In 1621 the mayor and

Lambe's death, and popular sentiment cele- corporation of Northampton presented a peti-

brated the SR the lines— tion to parliament complaining of these griev-
The shepheard’s strnck, the sheepe are fled, | ances, and the speaker issued his warrant
For want, of Lambe the Wolfe is dead. for the examination of witnesses. The king,

‘A Dialogue between the Duke and Dr. however, intervened to stop the proceedings,
Lambe after Death’ formed the subject of and during his progress through Northam

a contemporary ballad (cf. RANDOL.PH, P tonshire knighted Lambe on 26 J uly at Castle
1638, p. 53)&!'5' ( el Ashby. In 1623 Lambe was selected by his

[Lambe’s eareer is skotehed in a very rare old friend Williams, now bishop of Lincoln,

pamphlet, of which two copies are in the British ;-0 7 ,hls cf miliogavy in Shal Hosee. Wi-l_
Muse_um, eqtltled A Briefe Descmptiqn of the 1la:)mss Az began to 0901' and at lengtp s
notorious Life of John Lambe, otherwise called | 1626 he refused to sanction some proceedings
Doctor Lambe, together with his ignominious | Proposed by Lambe against some Leices-
Death. Pmpted in Amsterdam 1628. A wood- | tershire conventiclers. Lambe secretly in-
cut on the title-page represents the fatal scuffle | formed the privy councilagainst him. No im-
in the streets. Poems and Songs relating to ' mediate steps were taken against the bishop
george' Villiers, Dukg of Buckingham, and his | but Lambe’s information and the evidence,
cosnszijis';rsmﬂ&n, ed.merholt (Perey Soe. 1850), | were preserved forpossible future use. Lambe
A H‘;S; ref *‘;"i“aces to L&mbe; See also [ was a member of the high commission court
=yt 5_1771.9(;}0}3‘1‘;;‘5“1‘; g’_f John | from 1629 until its abolition by the Long
Charles 5 i 36350 Cal. State “P'; ers’mf;s of parliament, and was one of Laud’s most ac-
1628-9, pp. 94, 169, ’172'] P S I?m' ;i:'e sutpporterﬁ throughout that period. In
s P e autumn of 1633 he succeeded Sir Hen
liaﬁlAl\;{fﬁ’l SI% JOIN (1566 2-1647), civi- | Marten [q.v.] as dean of the arches courtlc?i"
'y };t x '}ohofn éibﬁut 1566, graduated Canterbury. ~ On 25 Feb. 1634-5 he was ap-
N e B Alff 105 9tz)ge, ICambrfdge, m | pointed eommissary of the archdeaconries of
e g n . In the interval | Leicestershire and Buckinghamshire. In
pilgrimage to Rome (Coll. Top. et | 1637 he was commissioned to exercise eccle-
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siastical jurisdiction within the county of
Leicester during the suspension of Bishop
Williams. On 26 Jan. 1639-40 he was ap-
pointed chancellor and keeper of the great
seal to Queen Henrietta Maria. He was
one ofthe first to suffer the vengeance of the
Long parliament. The parishioners of Wad-
desdon, Buckinghamshire, whom he had com-
pelled to maintain two organs and anorganist
at a cost of 157 a year, petitioned for redress,
and on 1 Feb. 1640-1 Lambe was summoned
to appear before a committee of the House of
Commons to answer the charge. He made
default, was sent for ‘as a delinquent,”and on
22 Feb. was produced at the bar ‘in extremity
of sickness both of body and mind.” He made
formal submission on 6 March, and was re-
leased on bail. At the same time he was
harassed by proceedings in the House of
Lords by the widow of one of the church-
wardens of Colchester, whom he had excom-
municated in 1635 for refusing to rail in the
altar, and by a certain Walter Walker, whom
he had unlawfully deprived of the office of
commissary of Leicester., The house found
both charges proved, and awarded 1007 to
the widow and 1,250Z to Walker. It was
even contemplated to impeach him along
with Laud (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1640-1,
p- 479). He fled to Oxford, where he was
incorporated on 9 Dec. 1643. His property
wassequestrated ( Commons’ Journal, iii. 149).
He died according to Wood (Fast: Oxon. ii.
58) ‘in the beginning of the year 1647.
Lambe had two daughters, both of rare

. beauty, one of whom married Dr. Robert
Sibthorpe [q. v.]; the other, Barbara, was
second wife of Basil Feilding, afterwards earl
of Denbigh [q. v.]

[Baker’s Hist. of St. John’s Coll. Cambridge,
ed. Mayor, p. 520; Coote’s Civilians; Petyt’s
Mise. Parl. pp. 161 et seq.; Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1619-23 p. 280, 1628-9 p. 445, 1633-4
pp. 155, 246, 337, 1634-6 pp. 215, 523, 1637
pp- 335, 899, 1639 p. 452, 1639-40 p. 379, 1640-1
pp. 282, 456-7, 479 ; Laud’s Works, v. 546;
Rushworth’s Hist. Coll.i. 420 ; Whitelocke’s Mem.
p. 8; Cases in the Courts of Star-chamber and
High Commission (Camd. Soc.), pp. 221, 254;
Coll. Top. et Gen. vii. 365; Collins’s Peerage
(Brydges), iii. 274; Hist. MSS. Comm. 4th Rep.
App.; Wood's Athenz Oxon. iii. 550.]

J. M. R.

LAMBE, ROBERT (1712-1795), author,
the son of John Lambe, mercer, was born at
Durham in 1712. He was admitted a sizar
of St. John’s College, Cambridge, 18 April
1728, and graduated B.A.in 1733-4. Taking
holy orders, he was successively a minor canon
of Durham Cathedral, perpetual curate of
South Shields, and from 1747 vicar of Norham

in Northumberland. He was of eccentrie
disposition. Suddenly determining to marry
Philadelphia Nelson, the daughter of a Duz-
ham carrier, whom he lad seen only once, and
that many years before, he sent a proposal to
her by letter,inviting her to meet him on Ber-
wick pier, and bidding her carry a tea-caddy
under her arm for purposes of identification.
On the appointed day, owing to his habitual
absent-mindedness, he failed to meet her, but
the marriage took place on 11 April 1755.
He died at Edinburgh in 1795,and was buried
in Eyemouth churchyard,Berwick-on-Tweed.
His wife had died in 1772. A daughter,
Philadelphia, married Alexander Robertson
of Prenderguest in Berwickshire ; two sons
died young.

Lambe wrote ‘The History of Chess,
London, 1764 ; another edition, 1765. His
chief work, however, was ¢ An Exact and
Circumstantial History of the Battle of
Flodden, in verse, written about the time of
Queen Elizabeth,” Berwick, 1774, 8vo; New-
castle, 1809, 8vo. This is said to be published
from a manuscript in the possession of John
Askew of Pallingsburn, Northumberland ;
the notes, especially those on etymology, are
numerous and very curious. Lambe was also
the author of the ballad ¢ The Laidley Worm
of Spindleston Heugh,’ which Hutchinson
thought ancient, and inserted in his ¢ History
of Northumberland” Percy, in the preface
to his ‘Reliques, mentions Lambe as one
who had been of service to him.

[Notes and Queries, 5th ser. iv. 308, 392, 418,
492, 520, v. 178, x. 337, xii. 356 ; Nichols’s Lit.
Tlustr. vii, 391-3; Child’s Ballads, i. 281.]

W. A, J. A.

LAMBE or LAMB, THOMAS (4.1686),
philanthropist, and sometime nonconformist,
was born in Colchester., He could not have
been, as Brook thinks possible, the Thomas
Lamb who became vicar of South Benfleet,
Essex, on 23 July 1641. On 6 Feb. 1640,
when he was already married and had eight
children, he was brought up, at Laud’s in-
stance, to the Star-chamber from Colchester,
with Francis Lee, on a charge of preaching
to a separatist congregation there, and on
suspicion of having administered the sacra-
ments. He was committed to the Fleet, and
suffered several imprisonments. At Whit-
suntide 1640 he and another gave information
to John Langley, mayor of Colchester, of a
suspected plot to fire the town by ‘two Irish-
men.’ He gained his liberty, through his
wife's intercession, on 25 June 1640, on giving
a bond not to preach, baptise, or frequent any
conventicle. He was brought up on his bond
by order of 15 Oct. 1640, but seems to have
been finally released by the Long parlia2ment

B
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soon after. From a letter written on 12 Aug.
1658 by his wife, Barbara Lambe, to Richard
Baxter, it appears that in 1640 or 1641 he
joined the congregation of John Goodwin
tq. v.] at St. Stephen’s, Coleman Street, Lon-
on, was afterwards ordained an elder of
Goodwin’scongregational church,and became
an active preacher. He was then a soap-
boiler, carrying on business in Bell Alley,
Coleman Street, and preached there, as well
asin parish churcheson occasion. Healsotra-
velled into Essex ‘to make disciples.” Henry
Denne [q. v.] joined his meeting at Bell Alley
in 1643, On 5 Nov. 1644 he preached uni-
versal redemption (in Goodwin’s sense) at |
St. Benediet’s, Gracechurch. By this time
he had rejected infant baptism without as yet
becoming an adult baptist. He encourage

d | he died about 1672.

female preachers, notably one Mrs. Atta-
way, ‘the mistress of all the she-preachers in
Coleman Street.” In 1645 he was brought |
before the lord mayor for unlicensed preach- |
ing, and imprisoned for a short time by order |
of a committee of parliament. Edwards, who
calls him ‘one Lam,’ gives an odd account of
a public disputation at the Spital in January l
1646, between Robert Overton [q. v.] and |
Lambe and others, on the immortality of the
soul. The discussion had been prohibited by
the lord mayor, whom Lambe was at first in- |
clined to obey. In February 1650 he was an |
importer of corn by way of Exeter to London;
in July he was engaged in the French trade. |
He wrote one of the ‘hyms or spiritual songs’ |
sung by Goodwin’s congregation on 24 Oct.
1651, after the battle of Woreester, and pub-
lished by Goodwin.

It was not till about 1653 that the argu-
ments of William Allen,derived from Samuel
Fisher (1605-1665) [q. v.], brought him to
belief in the necessity of adult baptism. Fora
short time he remained in communion with
Goodwin, but soon seceded with Allen and
some twenty others, who met as a particular
baptist church in Bell Alley. In 1658 Lambe
and Allen had increased their following by
about one hundred. Lambe was now living
in the parish of St. Bartholomew the Great;
his church, or part of it, met in Lothbury.
He was probably the Thomas Lambe or Lamb
‘who wasappointed by the navy commissioners
in May 1658 as minister of the Nantwich, on
a certificate signed by Peter Sterry[q. v.]and
two others. Meanwhile Fisher’s secession to
quakerism had caused a reaction in his mind;
before the end of 1657 he began to think of
retracing his steps; a correspondence with
Baxter in 1658 and 1659, begun by his wife
and continued by himself and Allen, con-
vinced him of his error in leaving Good-
win., Lambe and Allen dissolved their baptist

church, and had a meeting with ‘the most
moderate pastors of the rebaptised churches,
to consult about a wider basis of church mem-
bership. Baxter supplied terms of agree-
ment, but the negotiations were interrupted
by the Restoration. Lambe signed the baptist
protestation against Venner's insurrection in
January 1661.

Tambe and Allen both returned as lay
members to the established church. Lambe
subsequently dated his return from 1658, but
Baxter says they became more vehement
against separation than any of the con-
forming clergy. Lambe made a ‘publick
profession of repentance,” and succeeded in

| bringing many of his followers with him to

the established church. According to Crosby
Crosby, however (who
seems unacquainted with the facts presented
in the appendix to ¢ Reliquizz Baxteriane’
and in Lucas’s sermon), erroneously tries to
make out that Lambe of Bell Alley and
Lambe who conformed were different per-
sons. ‘Mr.Lamb, Bell Alley, Coleman Street,’
appears in the ¢ Catalogue of the Names of
the Merchants’ of 1677 ; in 1679 Baxter pub-
lished his ¢ Nonconformist’s Plea for Peace,’
in reply to Lambe’s attack on nonconformist
preachers.

In later life he was remarkable for the
fervour of his personal religion, as well as
for his philanthropic work. He was an or-
ganiser of charity, contributing largely from
his own means, and distributing the bounty
of others. ¢Several hundreds of prisoners’
were by his means set free, and the internal
arrangements of prisons improved in conse-
quence of his exertions. He was interested
also in the religions education of children.
So extensive were his charitable operations
that ‘he was continually throng’d by flocks
of his clients (as he called them).! He de-
clined to resort to the country for his health,
saying, ‘¢ What shall my poor then do?’
‘When too infirm to give personal supervision
to his charitable schemes, he employed an
agent for the purpose. He died at an ad-
vanced age in 1686. His funeral sermon was
preached on 23 July by Richard Lucas, D.D.
%q. v.], then vicar of St. Stephen’s, Coleman

treet, who speaks of him as his ¢ dear friend.
One of his sons, Isaac Lamb, was a particular
baptist minister who signed the confession of
faith issned by that body in 1688. Another
son, John Lambe, was appointed vicar of
‘Wheathampstead, Hertfordshire, in May
1673, and was living in 1708.

Lambe published: 1. ¢ The Fountain of
Free Grace Opened,’ &c., 8vo (Crossy).
2. ¢ A Treatise of Particular Predestination,’
&e., 1642, 8vo. 3. ‘The Unlawfulness of
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Infant Baptisme, &c.,1644 (Axaus), 4.‘The
Anabaptists Groundwork . . . found false.
. . . Whereunto one T. L. hath given his
Answers,’ &c., 1644, 4to. 5. ‘The Summe
of a Conference . . . betweene J. Stalham
and ... T.Lamb, &ec., 1644, 4to. 6. ¢ Truth
prevailing against . . . J.Goodwin,’ &c., 1655,
4to. 7. ‘ Absolute Freedom from Sin,’ &e.,
1656, 4to (against Goodwin’s theology; dedi-
cated to the Lord Protector). Lucas refers
to his ¢ two excellent treatises . . . for the dis-
abusing those of the separation ;’ one of these
was: 8. ‘A Fresh Suit against Independency,’
&c.(mentioned in preface to Allen’s Works’);
also‘a catechism of his own composing’ which
he used in his charitable work.

[Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 1640, 1641, 1650,
1651, 1652, 1653, 1655, 1658 ; Edwards's Gan-
grena, 1646, i. 124 sq. (2nd edit.), ii. 17 sq.;
Lucas’s Funeral Sermon, 1686; Reliquize Bax-
terianz, 1696, i. 180 sq., iii. 180, App. 51 sq.;
Works of William Allen, 1707 ; Crosby’s Hist.
of English Baptists, 1738-40,iii. 55 sq.; Wilson’s
Dissenting Churches of London, 1808, ii. 430 sq.,
445 sq.; Brook’s Lives of the Puritans, 1813,
iii. 461 sq.; Wood’s Condensed Hist. of General
Baptists [1847], pp. 109, 121 (erroneously treats
Lambe as a general baptist); Records of Fen-
stanton (Hanserd Knollys Soc.), 1854, pp. vii,
153 ; Confessions of Faith (Hanserd Knollys
Soc.), 1854, p. 171; Barclay's Inner Life of Rel.
Societies of the Commonwealth, 1876, p. 157 ;
London Directory of 1677, 1878; Urwick’s Non-
conformity in Herts, 1884, p. 474; Angus’s Early
Baptist Authors, January 1886.] ANG

LAMBE, WILLIAM (1495-1580), Lon-
don merchant and benefactor, son of William
Lambe, was born at Sutton Valence, Kent,
in 1495. According to the statement of
Abraham Fleming, his contemporary bio-
grapher, Lambe came from ¢a mean estate’
in the country to be a gentleman of the
Chapel Royal to Henry VIII. Ile was ad-
mitted a freeman of the Clothworkers’ Com-
pany in 1568, and served the office of master
in 1569-70. In early life he lived in Lon-
don Wall, next to the ancient hermitage
chapel of St. James’s, belonging to the abbey
of Gerendon in Leicestershire. Two monks
of this community served the chapel as chap-
lains. A well belonging to them supplied
its name to the adjoining Monkwell Street.
Through his influence with the king Lambe
purchased this chapel at the dissolution, by
letters patent dated 30 March 84 Henry VILL
(1542), and bequeathed it with his house,
lands, and tenements, to the value of 30/
yearly, to the Company of Clothworkers.
Out of this he directed that a minister should
be engaged to perform divine service in his
chapel every Sunday, Wednesday, and Fri-
day throughout the year, and to preach four

sermons yearly before the members of the
company, who were to attend in their gowns.
The company were also to provide clothing
for twenty-four poor men and women, and re-
ceived 4/. yearly from the trust for their pains.
Lambe’s chapel, with the almshouses adjoin-
ing, was pulled down in 1825, and in 1872,
under an act of 35 & 36 Vict. cap. 154, the
chapel was finally removed to Prebend
Square, Islington, where the present church
of St. James’s, of the foundation of William
Lambe, was erected in its stead. At the
west end of the church is a fine bust of the
founder in his livery gown, with a purse in
one.hand and his gloves in the other. It
bears the date 1612, and was removed from
the chapel in London Wall.

Lambe also built at his own expense a
conduit in Holborn, and provided 120 pails to
enable poor women to gain a living by selling
water. He also left an annuity of 67.13s. 4d.
to the Stationers’ Company, to be distri-
buted to the poorin St. Faith’s parish, besides
other benefactions to St. Giles’s, Cripplegate,
Christ’s and St. Thomas’s Hospitals, and the
city prisons. For his native town of Sutton
Valence he established in 1578, at his own
expense, a free grammar school for the educa~
tion of youth, providing a yearly allowance
of 20Z. for the master and 10Z. for the usher,
besides a good house and garden for the ac-
commodation of the former. He also erected
in the village of Town Sutton six almshouses,
with an orchard and gardens, for the comfort
of six poor inhabitants of that parish, aud
allotted the sum of 2/. to be paid to each of
them yearly, entrusting the Company of
Clothworkers with the estates and direction
of these charities.

He died 21 April 1580, and was buried
in the church of St. Faith under St. Paul’s.
His tomb, which was destroyed with the
church of St. Faith in the fire of London,
bore a brass plate with figures of himself in
armour and his three wives. His epitaph is
printed by Dugdale (History of St. Paul's,
1818, p. 77). The names of his wives were
Joan, Alice, and Joan. The last survived
him, and was buried in St. Olave’s Church,
Silver Street.

Lambe was a strong adherent of the re-
formed religion and a friend of Dean Nowell
and John Foxe. He was deservedly esteemed
for his piety and benevolence, and, according
to his biographer, ‘hath bene seene and
marked at Powle’s crosse to haue continued
from eight of the clocke until eleuen, atten-
tiuely listening to the Preachers voice, and
to haue endured the ende, being weake and
aged, when others both strong and lustie
went away.’
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[A Memoriall of the famous Monuments and
Charitable Almesdeedes of Right Worshipfull
Maister William Lambe, Esquire, by Abraham
Fleming,1583, reprinted, with pedigree and notes
by Charles Frederick Angell, 1875; Timbs's
Curiosities of London.] C. W-n.

LAMBE, WILLIAM (1765-1847), phy-
sician, son of Lacon Lambe, an attorney,
was born at Warwick on 26 Feb. 1765, He
was educated at Hereford grammar school
and St. John’s College, Cambridge, whence
he graduated B.D. (as fourth wrangler) in |
1786, M.B. in 1789, and M.D. in 1802. He |
was admitted a fellow of his college on
11 March 1788. In 1790 he succeeded to
the practice of a friend, one Dr. Landon of
Warwick, and in the same year published
his ¢ Analyses of the Leamington Water.’
The results of further minute chemical ex-
amination of these waters were published
by him in the fifth volume of the ¢ Transac-
tions’ of the Philosophical Society of Man- |
chester. Removing to London about 1800, |
Lambe was admitted a fellow of the College
of Physicians on 22 Dec. 1804. He held both
the censorship and Croonian lectureship on
several occasions between 1806 and 1828,
and he was Harveian orator in 1818 His
London practice being neither very large nor
remunerative, Lambe resided a short distance
from town, but retained a consulting room in
King’s (now Theobald’s) Road, Bedford Row,
where he attended three times a week. Many
of his patients were needy people, from whom
he would accept no fees. Lambe was ac-
counted an eccentric by his contemporaries,
mainly on the ground that he was a strict,
thougﬁ by no means fanatical, vegetarian.
His favourite prescription was filtered water.
He retired from practice about 1840, and died
at Dilwyn on 11 June 1847. Hewas buried
in the family vault in the churchyard of that
garish. William Lacon Lambe, Lambe’s son,

orn at Warwick in 1797, was a Tancred
student and scholar on the foundation of
Caius College, Cambridge, whence he gra-
duated M.B. in 1820,

Besides the work mentioned above Lambe
wrote: 1. ‘Researches into the Properties
of Spring Water, with Medical Cautions
against the use of Lead in Water Pipes,
Pumps, Cisterns,” &e., 1803, 8vo. 2, ‘A
Medical and Experimental Enquiry into the
Origin, Symptoms, and Cure of Constitu- |
tional Diseases, particularly Scrofula, Con-
sumption, Cancer, and Gout,’ 1805, 8vo; re- |
published, with notes and additions by J. |
Shew, New York, 1854. 3. ¢ Reports of the |
Effects of a Peculiar Regimen on Scirrhous |
Tumours and Cancerous Ulcers,’ 1809, 8vo.
The British Museum copy contains & manu-

script letter from the author to Lord Erskine,
and some remarks upon the work by thelatter.
4. ¢ Additional Reports on the Effects of a
Peculiar Regimen,” &c., London, 1815, 8vo.
Extracts from these two works, with a pre-
face and notes by E. Hare, and written in
the corresponding style of phonography by
I. Pitman, were published at Bath in 1869,
12mo. 5. ¢‘An Investigation of the Pro-
perties of Thames Water,’ London, 1828, 8vo.
Munk’s Coll. of Phys. iii. 17-18; Baker’s St.
John's College, i. 310 ; Graduati Cantabr. p. 280 ;
Caius College Register ; Lives of British Physi-
cians, 1857, p. 406 ; Brit. Mus. Cat.] T.S.

LAMBERT. [See also LAMBART.]

LAMBERT or LANBRIHT (4. 791),
archbishop of Canterbury. [See JAENBERT.]

LAMBERT, AYLMER BOURKE
(1761-1842), botanist, was born at Bath,
2 Feb. 1761. He was the only son of Ed-
mund Lambert of Boyton House, near Hey-
tesbury, Wiltshire, by his first wife, Hon.
Bridget Bourke, heiress of John, viscount
Mayo, and eighth in descent from Richard
Lambert, sheriff of London, who bought
Boyton in 1572 (see pedigree in SIr R. C.

| HoArE's South Wiltshire, ¢ Heytesbury Hun-

dred,’ p. 203). A collector from his boyhood,
Lambert formed a museum at Boyton before
he was old enough to go to school. When
twelve he was sent to Hackney School, then
under a Mr. Newcome, and here he kept up
his taste for collecting, and especially for
botany. He spent some of his vacations
with his stepmother’s brother, Henry Sey-
mer, at Hanford, Dorset, and there made the
acquaintance of Dr. Richard Pulteney [q. v.]
of Blandford, and of the Dowager Duchess of
Portland, whose herbarium he afterwards
purchased. TLambert matriculated as a com-
moner at St. Mary Hall, Oxford, 26 Jan.
1779, but never graduated. At the univer-
sity he made the acquaintance of a brother
botanist, Daniel Lysons [q. v.], the topo-
grapher,and shortly afterwards came to know
Joseph Banks and James Edward Smith.
On the foundation of the Linnean Society
in 1788 Lambert became a fellow, and from
1796 till his death—a period of nearly fifty
years—acted as vice-president, being the last
survivor of the original members (NIcHOLS,
Lit, Illustr.vi. 835). His contributions to its
‘Transactions’ extend from vol. iii. (1794) to
vol. xvii. (1837), and include various papers,
zoological as wellasbotanical,on such subjects
as the Irish wolf-dog, Bos frontalis, the blight
of wheat, oak-galls, &c. In 1791 Lambert
was elected a fellow of the Royal Society,
and he also joined the Society of Antiquaries,
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and was elected amember of numerous foreign
societies. On his father’s death in 1802 he
removed from Salisbury to Boyton, where he
entertained many eminent foreign naturalists,
and formed an herbarium of some thirty thou-
sand specimens. Thiscollection, of the sources
of which there is a full account by David Don
in Lambert’s ¢ Pinus,” vol. ii., reprinted with
some abridgment in Sir R. C. Hoare’s ¢ His-
tory of Wiltshire,” was at all times freely
open to botanical students., Sir J. E. Smith
styles Lambert ¢ one of the most ardent and
experienced botanists of the present age,’ and
his skill is shown by his recognition for the
first time of Carduus tuberosus and Centaurea
nigrescens, and by his first independent worlk,
¢ A Description of the genus Cinchona,’ pub-
lished in1797. This work,dedicated toBanks
and the Linnean Society, describes eight
species, mostly from Banks’s specimens., To-
wards the closeof his life, finding that Boyton
did not suit his health, Lambert took a house
at Kew Green, where he died 10 Jan. 1842,
His library and herbarium were subsequently
dispersed by auction, Ruizand Pavon’s Chilian
and Peruvian specimens being purchased
for the British Museum. Lambert married
Catherine, daughter of Richard Bowater of
Allesley, Warwickshire, but she died before
him, leaving no issue.

An oil portrait of Lambert by Russell,
now at the Linnean Society’s rooms, was en-
graved by Holl, and an engraving by W.
Evans from a drawing by H. Edridge was
published in Cadell’s ¢ Contemporary Por-
traits’ in 1811. Besides various species of
plants that bear his name, Smith dedicated
to his friend the genus Lambertia among
Australian Proteacee, and Martius founded
a genus Aylmeria, not now maintained.

Lambert’s chief work, to which his paid
assistant, David Don [q. v.], was a large con-
tributor, was his monograph of the genus
¢ Pinus,’ one of the most sumptuous botanical
works ever issued. Of this the first volume,
comprising forty-three folio coloured plates
and dedicated to Banks, appeared in 1803 ;
the second, comprising twelve plates, dedi-
cated to Sir R. C. Hoare, in 1824. Of the
second edition, vol. i., containing thirty-six
Elates, appeared in 1828; vol. ii., with thirty-

ve plates, in 1828 and vol. iii., with seven-
teen plates, in 1837. A quarto edition in two
volumes, dedicated to William IV, appeared
in 1832. Besides this he published in 1821
¢ An Tllustration of the Genus Cinchona,
4to, dedicated to Humboldt, describing
twenty-one species, and a translation of ¢ An
Eulogium on Don Hippolito Ruiz Lopez,
1831,8vo, Lambert’s copy of Hudson’s ‘Flora
Anglica,’ the manual of his youth, with his

manuscript notes, is in the library of the
British Museum.

[Athenzum, 1842, p. 1137 ; Gent. Mag. 1842,
1, 667-8; Proceedings of the Linnean Society, i.
137; Gardeners’ Chronicle, 1842, pp. 271, 439;
Rees’s Cyclopadia.) G. S. B.

LAMBERT, DANIEL (1770-1809), the
most corpulent man of whom authentic re-
cord exists, elder of two sons of a Daniel
Lambert who had been huntsman to the Earl
of Stamford, was born in the parish of St.
Margaret, Leicester,on 13 March 1770. He
was apprenticed to the engraved button
trade in Birmingham, but in 1788 returned
to live with his father, who was at that time
keeper of Leicester gaol. The elder Lam-
bert resigned in 1791, and the son succeeded
to his post. It was shortly after this period
that Daniel’s size and weight enormouslyin-
creased. In his youth he had heen greatly
addicted to field-sports, was strongand active,
a great walker and swimmer, but although
his habits were still active Lambert weighed
thirty-two stone in 1793. Ile only drank
water, and slept less than eight hours a day.
In 1805 he resigned his post at the prison on
an annuity of 507, and in the following year
began to turn to profit the fame for corpulence
which had hitherto brought him merely an-~
noyance. Ile had a special carriage con-
structed, went to London, and in April 1806
commenced ‘receiving company’ from twelve
to five at No. 53 Piccadilly. Great curiosity
was excited, and many descriptions of Lam-
bert were published. ¢When sitting’ (ac-
cording to one account) ¢ he appears to be a
stupendous mass of flesh, for his thighs are
so covered by his belly that nothing but his
knees are to be seen, while the flesh of his
legs, which resemble pillows, projects in such
a manner as to nearly bury his feet.” Lam-
bert’slimbs,however, were well proportioned;
his face was ¢ manly and intelligent,’ and he
was ready in repartee. He revisited London
in 1807, when he exhibited at 4 Leicester
Square, and then made a series of visits in
the provinces. He was at Cambridge in June
1809, and went thence by Huntingdon to
Stamford, where,according to the local paper,
he ¢ attained the acme of mortal hugeness.’
He died there at the Waggon and Horses
inn on 21 July 1809. His coffin, which con-
tained 112 superficial feet of elm, was built
upon two axle-trees and four wheels, upon
which his body was rolled down a gradual
incline from the inn to the burial-ground of
St. Martin’s, Stamford Baron (for Lambert’s
epitaph see Notes and Queries, 4th ser. xi.
355).

Lambert’s sudden death was owing doubt-
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less to fatty degeneration of the heart. At
that time he was five feet eleven inches in
height, and weighed 739 lbs., or 52% stone.
He thus greatly exceeded in size the two
men who had hitherto been most famous for
their corpulence, John Love, the Weymouth
bookseller, who died in October 1793, weigh-
ing 26 stone 4 lbs., and Edward Bright of
Malden, who died 10 Nov. 1750, weighing
44 stone. 1
synonym for hugeness. Mr. George Meredith,
in ‘One of our Conquerors,’ describes London
as the ‘ Daniel Lambert of cities,’ Mr. Herbert
Spencer, in his ¢ Study of Sociology,” speaks
of a ¢Daniel Lambert of learning,” and Mr.
Donisthorpe, in his ‘Individualism,” of a
¢ Daniel Lambert view of the salus populi.’
A suit of Lambert’s clothes is preserved
at Stamford, and in the King’s Lynn Museum
is a waistcoat of his with a girth of 102
inches. There are several portraits of Lam-
bert ; the best is a large mezzotint in Liysons’s
¢ Collectanea’ in the British Museum Library,
where are also a number of coloured prints,
bills, and newspaper-cuttings relating to him.
Lambert’s portrait also figures on a large

number of tavern signs in London and the

eastern midlands.

[The Book of Wonderful Characters; Kirby’s
‘Wonderful Museum, ii. 408 ; Smeeton’s Biogra-
phia Curiosa; Granger's New Wonderful Mu-
seum; Notes and Queries, 6th ser. viii, 346;
Eccentric Mag. ii. 241-8; Miss Bankes’s Col-
lection of Broadsides, Brit. Mus.; Morning Post,
5 Sept. 1812.] : T, 8.

LAMBERT, GEORGE (1710-1765),
landscape- aud scene-painter, a native of
Kent, was born in 1710. He studied under
‘Warner Hassells [q. v.] and John Wootton
[g- v.], and soon attracted attention by his
power of landscape-painting. He painted
many large and finelandscapes in the manner
of Gaspar Poussin, and it is stated that Lam-
bert’s paintings have since been frequently
sold as the work of Poussin. At other times
he imitated the style of Salvator Rosa. Many
of his landscapes were finely engraved by
F. Vivares, J. Mason, and others, including
a set of views of Plymouth and Mount
Edgcumbe (painted conjointly with Samuel
Scott), a view of Saltwood Castle in Kent,
another of Dover, and a landscape presented
by Lambert to the Foundling Hospital, Lon-
don. Lambert also obtained a great reputa-
tion as a scene-painter, working at first for the
Lincoln’s Inn I'ields Theatre under John Rich
Eg. v.] When Rich removed to Covent Garden

heatre, Lambert secured the assistance of
Amiconi,and together they produced scenery
of far higher quality than any previously
executed. Lambert was a man of Jjovial

Since his death he has become a |

temperament and shrewd wit, and frequently
spent his evenings at work in his painting-
loft at Covent Garden Theatre, to which
men of note in the fashionable or theatrical
world resorted to share his supper of a beef-'
steak, freshly cooked on the spot. Out of
these meetings arose the well-known ¢ Beef-
steak Club,” which long maintained a high
social reputation. Most of Lambert’s scene-
paintingsunfortunatelyperished when Covent
Garden Theatre was destroyed by fire in
1808. Lambert was a friend of Hogarth,
and a member of the jovial society that met
at ‘Old Slaughter’s’ Tavern in St. Martin’s
Lane. Tn 1755 he was one of the committee
of artists who projected a royal academy of
arts in London. He was a member of the
Society of Artists of Great Britain, exhibited
with them in 1761 and the three foﬂowing
| years, and during the same period contribute
to the Academy exhibitions. In 1765 heand
other members seceded and formed the Incor-
porated Society of Artists of Great Britain,
of which he was elected the first president.
He died, however, on 30 Nov. 1765, before
its constitution had been completed.

In conjunction with Samuel Scott, Lam-
bert painted a series of Indian views for the
old East India House in Leadenhall Street.
He also etched two prints after Salvator
Rosa. Lambert was associated in 1735 with
G. Vertue, Hogarth, and Pine in obtaining
a bill from parliament securing to artists a
copyright in their works. Lambert’s por-
trait by Thomas Hudson is in the rooms.
occupied by the Beefsteak Club; another by
John Vanderbank was engraved in mezzotint
by John Faber the younger in 1727, and in
line by H. Robinson and others. Another
portrait of Lambert by Hogarth was in the
possession of Samuel Ireland [q.v.] in 1782.

| [Edwards’s Anecdotes of Painters; Walpole’s.
{ Anecdotes of Painting, ed. Wornum ; Red-
grave’s Dict. of Artists; Arnold’s Library of the
|‘F1ne Arts, i. 323; Pye’s Patronage of British
i Art; Austin Dobson’s William Hogarth ; Dodd’s
manuscript History of English Engravers (Brit.
Mus. Addit. MS. 33402).] L5C;
| LAMBERT, GEORGE JACKSON
| (1794-1880), organist and composer, son of
George Lambert, organist of Beverley Min-
ster, was born at Beverley, 16 Nov. 1794. He
had his first lessons from his father; after-
wards he studied in London under Samuel
T. Lyon and Dr. Crotch. In 1818 he suc-
ceeded his father as organist at Beverley, and
held the post until 1875, when ill health and
| deafness compelled him to retire. He died at
Beverley 24 Jan. 1880, and was interred in
the private burial-ground in North-Bar Street
Within. His wife and two sons predeceased
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him. His father, who died 15 July 1818, was
organist forty-one years, according to the
epitaph on his tombstone in the graveyard,
so that the office of organist at Beverley was
held by father and son for the almost unpre-
cedented period of ninety-eight years. The
younger Lambert was not only an excellent
organist, but a fine violoncello and violin
player. His published compositions include
overtures, instrumental chamber music, organ
fugues, pianoforte pieces, &c. Some quartets
and a septet were played at the meetings of
the Society of British Musicians; but, al-
though they were warmly praised by good
judges, he could never be induced to publish
any of them.

[Musical Times, 1880, p. 133; Grove’s Dict.
Mus. ii. 86, iv. 695 ; Beverley Guardian, 31 Jan.
1880.] J.C.H.

LAMBERT, HENRY (d. 1813), naval
captain, younger son of Captain Robert Lam-
bert (d. 1810), entered the navy in 1795 on
board the Cumberland in the Mediterranean,
and in her was present in the action oft Tou-
lon, 13 July 1795, when the Alcide struck to
the Cumberland. He afterwards served in
the Virginie and Suffolk on the East India
station,and having passed his examination on
15 April 1801 was promoted the same day
to be lieutenant of the Suffolk, from which
he was moved in October to the Vietorious,
and in October 1802 to the Centurion. Con- |
tinuing on the East India station, he was
promoted, 24 March 1803, to be commander
of the Wilhelmina, and on 9 Dec. 1804 to
be captain of the San Fiorenzo, in which he
was confirmed with seniority 10 April 1805.
In June 1806 he returned to England ; and
in May 1808 was appointed to the Iphigenia,
which he took out, in the first instance to |
Quebec, and afterwards to India. In 1810
the Iphigenia was employed in the blockade
of Mauritius; and was one of the squadron
under Captain Samuel Pym [q.v.; see also
‘WiLLoveusY, SR NIsBET JosIAH] in the
disastrous attack on the French squadron in
Grand Port on 22 Aug. and subsequent days,
resulting in the loss or destruction of three
out of the four frigates. On the afternoon
of the 27th, the fourth, the Iphigenia, with
the men of two of the others on hoard, and
with little or no ammunition remaining, was |
attempting to warp out of the bay, against
a contrary wind, when three other French
frigates appeared off the entrance. Disabled
and unarmed as she was, and erowded with
men, resistance was impossible; and after
twenty-four hours’ negotiation Lambert sur-
rendered,on an agreement that he, the officers
and crew should be sent on parole to the |
Cape of Good Hope or to England within |

a month (Jamss, v. 167; CHEVALIER, His-
toire de la Marine frangaise, iii. 378-9).
Notwithstanding this capitulation, which
does not seem to have been reduced to writ-
ing, the prisoners weredetained in Mauritius,
and were released only when the island was
captured by the English on 3 Dec., and the
{Phigenia, which had been taken into the
‘rench service [see CorRBET, ROBERT], was
recovered. Lambert was then tried by court-
martial for the loss of his ship, and was
honourably acquitted.

In August 1812 he commissioned the Java,
a fine 38-gun frigate, formerly the French
Renommée, captured off Tamataveon 21 May
1811. She was, however, very indifferently
manned ; and being crowded with passengers
and lumbered up with stores, her men were
still absolutely untrained when, on the voy-
age out to the East Indies, she fell in with
the United States frigate Constitution, off
the coast of Brazil, on 29 Dec., and was
brought to action. Labouring under almost
every possible disadvantage, the ship was
gallantly fought. After about an hour Lam-
bert fell mortally wounded by a musket-shot
in the breast, and the defence was continued

| by Chads, the first lieutenant, till the Java,

in a sinking condition, was forced to haul
down her colours [see CHADS, Sik HENRY
Ducie]. On the second day she was cleared
out and set on fire. On 3 Jan. 1813 the Con-
stitution anchored at San Salvador, where
the prisoners were landed, and where, on the
4th, Lambert died. On the 5th he was buried
with military honours, rendered by the Por-
tuguese governor, the American commodore
and officers taking, it is said, no part in the
ceremony (JAMES, v, 421). .

[Commission lists in the Public Record Office ;
Roosevelt's Naval War of 1812; James’s Naval
History, edit. 1860.] J. K. L.

LAMBERT, JAMES (1725-1788), mu-~
sician and painter, was born of very humble
parents at Jevington in Sussex in 1725, and
received little education. e early showed
a talent for art by roughly drawing sketches
of animals, landscapes, &ec., with such poor
materials as he eould obtain at Jevington ;
but when quite young he settled at Lewes
in order to practise as a painter. At Lewes
he was known as a ‘herald painter, and
painted many inn signs. Lambert is pro-
bably best known by a series of several
hundred water-colour drawings, which he
executed for Sir William Burrell, in illus-
tration of the antiquities of Sussex. Some
of these sketches are in the British Museum.
Other drawings by Lambert are to be found
in Watson’s ¢ History of the Earls of Warren’
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and in Horstield’s works. Seven of his
pictures appeared at the Royal Academy,
and he exﬁlbited frequently at the Society
of Artists and elsewhere from 1761 until the
year of his death. Lambert excelled as a
draughtsman, but his work suffered from un-
leasing mannerisms. His colour is said to
ave been excellent, but his extant paintings
have lost much of their brilliancy, probably
from long exposure to very strong lights.
Lambert was for many years organist of
the church of St. Thomas-at-Cliffe, Lewes.
Dunvan, in his ¢ History of Lewes,” p. 324, |
says that Lambert was a better painter than
musician, though excellent in both arts. As
amusician he was comparatively little known.
He died at Lewes on 7 Dec. 1788, aged 63,
and was buried in the churchyard of St.
John’s, near that town. The Society of Arts
and Sciences accepted a presentation picture |
of a landscape by Lambert about 1770. !

[Lower's Worthies of Sussex, 1865, p. 39;
Dunvan’s Hist. of Lewes, p. 324; Graves’s Diet. |
of Artists, p. 138.] R H. T, ‘

LAMBERT, JAMES (1741-1823), Greek

appointed in 1774 to consider schemes for
this and other improvements in the univer-
sity course of education; their proposals, how-
ever, were all thrown out by narrow majori-
ties in the senate. In 1789 he was appointed
bursar of his college, and held the office for
ten years ; a road near Cambridge, connecting
the Trumpington and Hill’s roads, is still
Inown by the name of the ¢ Via Lambertina.’
He latterly adopted Arian opinions, and
never accepted any preferment in the church,
but he kept his fellowship till his death.
This occurred on 8 April 1823 at Fersfield,
Norfolk, where he is buried. His portrait is
in the smaller combination room at Trinity
College.

[Documents in the Cambridge University Re-
gistry ; Gentleman’s Magazine for July 1823,
p. 84; Porson’s Correspondence (Camb. Antiq.
Soc.), pp. 125-32; Jebb’s Remarks upon the
present mode of education in the University of
Cambridge, 1774, p. 62.] He R

LAMBERT, JOHN (d. 1538), martyr,
whose real name was NICHOLSON, was born at
Norwich and educated at Cambridge, where
in 1521, at the request of Queen Catherine,

professor at Cambridge, was born on 7 March | he was admitted fellow of Queens’ College,
1741, the son of Thomas Lambert, vicar of | being then B.A. Bilney and Arthur are said
Thorp, near Harwich, and afterwards rector | to have converted him soon afterwards to
of Melton, Suffolk. Iis father wasa member | protestantism. He was ordained priest and
of Trinity College, Cambridge (B.A. 1723), | lived for some time, according to Bale, at
and the son, after being educated at the | Norwich, where he suffered some persecution,
grammar school of Woodbridge, was entered | probably for reading prohibited books. He
of Trinity College on 23 April 1760. He | found it convenient to take the name of
graduated B.A. as tenth wrangler and senior | Lambert, and passed over to Antwerp, be-
medallist in 1764, and proceeded M.A. in | coming chaplain to the English factory, and
1767, having obtained a fellowship in 1765. | a friend of Tindal and Frith. One John
For a short time he served the curacy of Al- | Nicholson was examined on a charge of heresy
derton and Bawdrey near Woodbridge. He | before convocation 27 March 1531 and fol-
was assistant tutor of Trinity College for | lowingdays(Zettersand Papers, Henry VIII,
some years, and on 7 March 1771 was elected | v. 928); but it is stated that Sir Thomas More
regius professor of Greek, after delivering a  caused Lambert to be brought to London
prelection ¢ De Euripide aliisque qui Philo-l about 1532 to answer an accusation made

sophiam Socraticam scriptis suis illustravisse
videntur.” There was no other candidate. In
1773, through Mr. Carthew of Woodbridge,
Porson was sent to him at Cambridge to be
tested as to his fitness to receive the education
which Mr. Norris was proposing to give him;
and it was through Lambert’s means that he
was examined by the Trinity tutors, and was
in consequence sent to Eton (Porsox, Cor-
respondence, pp. 125-32), Lambert gave up
his assistant tutorship in 1775, and for some
years superintended the education of SirJohn
Fleming Leicester g. v.], returning to college
with his pupilin 1782. e resigned the Greek
professorship on 24 June 1780. He was a
strong supporter of Mr. Jebb of Peterhouse in
his proposal for annual examinations at Cam-
bridge, and was a member of the syndicate

against him by one Barlow, Lambertseemsto
have been asked by the king’s printer whether
he was responsible for the translation of the
articles of Geneva; and although he denied
the charge was imprisoned in the counter.
Thence he was taken to the manor of Ottford
and afterwards to Lambeth, where he was
examined by Warham on forty-five articles.
To each of these he gave a separate answer,
showing considerable learning. The articles
and the answers are printed by Foxe. Ie
obtained his discharge on the death of the
archbishop (25 Aug. 1532),and for some time
taught children Latin and Greek near the
Stocks Market in London. He resigned his
priesthood, contemplated matrimony, and
seems to have entered the Grocers’ Company.
About March 1536, on the accusation of the
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Duke of Norfolk, the Earl of Essex, and the
Countess of Oxford, he was summoned before
Cranmer, Shaxton, and Latimer on a charge
of saying that it was sinful to pray to saints.
Latimer on this occasion was‘ very extreme’
against him (LATIMER, Works, Parker Soc.,
vol.i.pp. xvii,xxxii), but he was very quickly
discharged. In1538 Lambert heard a sermon
by Dr. Taylor, afterwards bishop of Lincoln,
at St. Peter’s, Cornhill, and, disagreeing with
the doctrine put forth, had some discussion
on transubstantiation with the preacher, who

by the advice of Barnes carried the matter |

beforethe archbishop. Lambert appealed from
the archbishop’s court to the king, who re-
solved to hear the case in person. The matter

excited the more attention as Lambert was |

branded as a ¢sacramentary,” and the king
desired to disavow any connection with the

foreign drift of opinion on the subject. Ac-

cordingly Lambert was examined on 16 Nov.
1538 in Westminster Hall before the peers.
The unfortunate man disputed for five hours
with ten bishops and the king, and at last,
being tired out with standing and conse-
quentlysaying little, was condemned to death
by Cromwell for denying the real presence.
He suffered a few days later at Smithfield,
having first breakfasted at Cromwell’s house.
The legend that Cromwell asked his forgive-
ness is probably unauthentic, but Cranmer
afterwards acknowledged, in his examination
before Brookes, that when he condemned
Lambert he maintained the Roman doctrine.
‘While in prison at Lambeth before his trial
Lambert was helped by one Collins, a crazy
man who was afterwards burnt, and at this
time he is said to have written ¢ A Treatyse
made by Johan Lambert vnto Kynge Henry
the VIIT concerninge hys opynyon in the
sacramét of the aultre as tﬁey call it, or
Supper of the Lorde as the Scripture nameth
it. Anno do.1538. Bale printed the work
at Marburg about 1547. Lambert is also
credited with various translations of the
works of Erasmus into English.

[Froude’s Hist. of Engl. iii. 152, &ec.; Strype’s
Crapmer, pp. 92, 93, 664; Foxe's Acts and
Mon. v. 181; Cooper’s Athene Cantabr.i. 67
(where he is called Nichols); Wright’s Three
Chapters of Suppr. Letters (Camden Soc.), pp. 36,
37, 38; Tyndale’s Works, Answer to More’s Dia-
logue, p. 187, Cranmer’s Works, ii. 218, Bale’s
Select Works, p. 394, Zurich Letters, 3rd ser.
P. 201, all in the Parker Society; Tanner’s Bibl.
Brit.] W. A. J. A.

LAMBERT, JOHN (1619-1683), soldier,
was baptised on 7 Nov. 1619 at Calton, near
Malham Tarn, in Yorkshire, where his father
resided (WHITAKER, History of Craven, ed.
Morant, p. 258). According to Whitelocke
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he studied law in one of the inns of court,
but his name does not appear in any printed
admission-lists (Memorial, ed. 1853, i1, 163).
On 10 Sept. 1639 he married Frances, daugh-
ter of Sir William Lister, knight, of Thornton
in Craven, Yorkshire (pedigree of Lambert
of Calton, WHITAKER, p. 256). When the
civil war began, Lambert took up arms for
the parliament in the army under the com-
mang of Lord Fairfax. Colonel Lambert is
said to have ¢carried himself very bravely’
in the sally from Hull on 11 Oct. 1643, and
he is praised by Sir Thomas Fairfax for his
services with the parliamentary horse at the
battle of Nantwich on 25 Jan. 1644, In
March 1644 Lambert and his regiment were
quartered at Bradford. On 5 March he beat
up the royalists’ quarters, and took two hun-
' dred prisoners. A few days later he repulsed
the attempt of Colonel John Bellasis, the
king’s governor of York, to recapture Brad-
ford (RusHwoRTH, v. 303,617 ; VIiCaRs, God's
Ark, pp. 40, 168, 199; Fairfaxr Correspond-
ence, 1. 945 Diary of Sir Henry Slingsby, ed.
Parsons, p. 103). At the battle of Marston
Moor Lambert’s regiment was part of the
cavalry of the right wing which was routed by
! Goring, but Lambert himself,with Sir Thomas
| Tairfax and five or six troops, cut their way
through the enemy, and joined the victorious
left wing under Cromwell (Vicags, God’s Ark,
P- 274; A full Relation of the late Victory . . .
on Marston Moor, sent by Captain Stewart,
1644, p.7). When parliament sent for Fair-
fax to command the new model army, Lam-
bert, then commissary-general of Fairfax’s
army, was ordered to take charge of the forces
in the north during his absence (Commons’
| Journals,iv. 27 ; WHITELOCKE, i. 369). But
this appointment was only temporary, as

| Colonel Poyntz was ultimately made com-
mander of the northern army. In March

| 1645, when Langdale raised the siege of Pon-
tefract, Lambert was wounded in attempt-
| ing to cover the siege (ib. p. 403). As the
war in Yorkshire was ended he sought em-
ployment in the new model, and succeeded
in January 1646 to the command of the foot
i regiment which had been Colonel Montagu’s.
He was one of the negotiators of the treaty
of Truro (14 March 1646), and of the capitu-
lations of Exeterand Oxford (Spr1GGE, Anglia
Rediviva, ed. 1854, pp. 236, 244, 258). It is
evident that he was from the first regarded
as an officer of exceptional capacity, and spe-
cially selected forsemi-political employments.
The dispute between the army and the
parliament in 1647 brought Lambert into
still greater prominence. In the meetings
between the officers and parliamentary com-
missioners during April and May 1647 he
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acted as spokesman of the discontented offi-
cers, and was entrusted by them with the
task of digesting the particular complaints

of each regiment into a general summary of |

the army's grievances ( Vindication of Sir
William Waller, pp. 83,116 ; Clarke Papers,
i. 36, 43,82). Having ‘a subtle and wor.kmg
brain, as well as a legal education, he assiste

Ireton in drawing up the ¢ Ileads of the Pro-
posals of Army’ (3. pp. 197,212,217; WHITE-
LOCKE, ii. 163). In July 1647 the soldiers
of the northern army threw in their lot with
the soldiers of the new model, seized General
Poyntz, and sent him a prisoner to Fairfax.
Lambert was despatched to replace Poyntz
and restore order. He took over the com-
mand at a general rendezvous on Peckfield

25 Aug. (¢b.p. 447). On Hamilton’s trial in
1649 it was disputed whether he had sur-
rendered to Lambert or been captured by
Lord Gray, but the evidence leaves no doubt
that Gray seized him after the signature of
the articles with Lambert’s officers (BURNET,
Lives of the Hamiltons, ed. 1852, pp. 461,
491). In October Cromwell sent Lambert
to Edinburgh, in advance of the rest of the
army, with seven regiments of horse, to sup-
portthe Argyll partyin establishinga govern-
ment, and left him there with a couple of
regiments to protect them against the Hamil-
tonians (CARLYLE, Cromuwell, Letters Ixxv.
Ixxvii.) At the end of November Lambert
returned to Yorkshire to besiege Pontefract,

| which surrendered on 22 March 1649. On

Moor on 8 Aug. 1647, and made a speech to | the earnest recommendation of Fairfax par-

his troops, in which he engaged himself to
command nothing but what should be for |
the good of the kingdom, and desired them |

liament rewarded Lambert’s services by a
grant of lands worth 300/, per annum from
the demesnes of Pontefract ( Commons’ Jour-

to signify their acceptance of himself as their | nals, vi. 174, 406; Tanner MSS. Bodleian

general. In a few weeks he disbanded the
supernumerary soldiers, reduced the insub-
ordinate to obedience, and succeeded in esta-
blishing a good understanding between the
soldiers and the country people. The news-
papers praised his ‘fairness, civility, and
moderation,” and his endeavours to reconcile
quarrels and differences of all kinds. ‘A
man so completely composed for such an em-
ployment could not have been pitched upon
besides’ (RusHWoRTH, vil. 777, 808, 824,
832).

Il)l May 1648 the northern royalists took
up arms again, and at the beginning of July
the Scottish army under Hamilton invaded
England. Against the former Lambert more
than held his own, driving Sir Marmaduke
Langdale, with the bulk of his forces, into
Carlisle, and recapturing Appleby and four
other castles (zb. vii. 1148, 1157,1185). But
the advance of Hamilton, which was preceded
by the surprise of Pontefract (1 June), and
followed by the defection of Scarborough
(28 July), obliged Lambert to fall back. In
aletter to which Lambert naturally returned
a somewhat sharp answer Hamilton sum-
moned him not to oppose the Scots in their
¢ pious, loyal, and necessary undertaking’ (.
pp.1189,1194). Lambert retreated on Bowes
and Barnard Castle, hoping to be able to hold
the Stainmore pass against Hamilton, but
was obliged in August to retire first to Rich-
mond and then to Knaresborough (2. pp. 1200,
1211; GARDINER, Great Civil War, iii. 416,
434). Cromwelljoined him on 13 Aug.,and the
two fell on the Scots at Preston and routed
them in a three days battle (17-19 Aug.
Lambert was charged with the pursuit of
Hamilton, who surrendered at Uttoxeter on

Library, lvi. f. 1). Though Lambert’s mili-
tary duties kept him at a distance during the
king’s trial, there can be little doubt that he
approved of it (RusEWoRTH, vii. 1367).
‘When Cromwell marched into Scotland in
July 1650, Lambert accompanied him with
the rank of major-general and as second in
command. Cromwell gave him the command
of the foot regiment, lately Colonel Bright's
(Memoirs of Captain Jokn Hodgson, p. 41).
In the fight at Musselburgh on 29 July
Lambert was twice wounded and was taken
prisoner, but was rescued almost immediately
(¢b. p. 39; CARLYLE, Letter exxxv.) At Dun-
barheheaded theattack onthe Scotsin person,
and was, according to one account, the man
whose advice decided the council of war to
give battle, and author of the tactics which
led to the victory (7b. Letter cxl.; Hopesox,
P-43). On1 Dec.Colonel Ker attacked Lam-
bert’s quarters at Hamilton, near Glasgow,
but was taken prisoner, and his forces com-
pletely scattered (CARLYLE, Letter cliii.) On
20Julyinthe followingyear Lambert defeated
Sir John Browne at Inverkeithing in Fife,
taking forty or fifty colours and fifteen hun-
dred prisoners (6. Letter clxxv.; Mercurius
Politicus, 24-31 July, contains Lambert’s
despatch). 'When Charles II started on his
march into England, Lambert and the cav
of Cromwell’s army were sent ahead to ¢ trouble
the enemy in the rear,’and if possible to join
Harrison in stopping their advance (CARY,
Memorials of the Civil War,ii. 295). At War-
rington Lambert and Harrison succeeded in
checking the Scots for a few hours, but they

) | were not strong enough in foot to venture

a regular engagement (Mercurius Politicus,
14-21 Aug.) On 28 Aug. Lambert captured
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Upton Bridge, seven miles from Worcester,
securing thereby the passage of the Severn,
and in the crowning victory of 3 Sept. he
had his horse shot under him ( Cromwelliana,
pp. 111, 115). ¢ The carriage of the major-
general,’ Cromwell had written to the speaker
after the battle of Inverkeithing, ‘as in all
other things so in this, is worthy of your
taking notice of’ (CARLYLE, Letter clxxxv.)
Parliament at last took the hint, and on
9 Sept. 1651 voted Lambert lands in Scot-
land to the value of 1,0001. a year (Commons’
Journals, vii, 14),

After Worcester, Lambert returned to
Scotland, but only for a short time. On
23 Oct. 1651 parliament appointed him one
of the eight commissioners to be sent thither
¢ for the managing of the civil government
and settlement of affairs there, in reality to

repare the way for the union of the two
Eingdoms (2b. vii. 20, 30). Lambert’s wife
had joined him in Scotland in the summer of
1651 (Lettersof Roundhead Officers from Scot-
land, Bannatyne Club, pp. 81, 36). But the
death of Ireton (26 Nov. 1651) rendered it
necessary to appoint a new lord deputy of
Ireland. On 30 Jan. 1652 parliament decided
to appoint Lambert, at the recommendation
of the council of state, and required Crom-
well, the lord-lientenant, to commission Lam-
bert as his deputy (Commons’ Journals, vii.
77,79). Lambertcame to London and made
great preparations, ¢ laying out five thousand
pounds for his own particular equipage’
(Memorrs of Colonel Hutchinson, ii. 188).
But on 19 May 1652 parliament, which had
appointed him for only six months, abolished
the lord-lieutenancy, and the post of deputy
necessarily ceased with it. Lambert might
have been reappointed as commander-in-
chief of the forces and one of the commis-
sioners for the civil government of Ireland,
but he refused to accept the diminished
dignity, and Fleetwood was appointed in his
place (Commons’ Journals, vil. 142, 152).
Mrs. Hutchinson attributes this slight to the
offence which Lambert gave the parliament
by ¢too soon putting on the prince,’ and to
a deep-laid plot of Cromwell to get Fleet-
wood the place (HurcHINsON, ii. 189). Lud-
low regards it as concerted by Cromwell in
order to create ill-feeling between Lambert
and the parliament, and make him willing
to assist in its overthrow (Memoirs, ed. 1698,
pp. 412-14). Cromwell certainly thought
Lambert hardly treated, and requested that
2,000Z. out of the arrears of salary due to
himself as lord-lieutenant should be paid to
Lambert (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1651-2,
p- 623). Lambert afterwards persuaded him-
self that Cromwell had really planned it all,

and asserted that Cromwell exasperated him
against the parliament, saying that ‘mnot
anything troubled him more than to see
honest John Lambert so ungratefully treated’
(Thurloe State Papers, vii. 660). There is
no doubt that Lambert began to. press for
the dissolution of the parliament and urged
Cromwell to effect it (Luprow, p. 459). On
the afternoon of 20 April 16563 he was with
Cromwell when the latter visited the council
of state and put a stop to their sittings. e
was the first president of the new council ap-
pointed by the officers of the army (6. p. 461 ;
Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1652-3, p. 301).

In the discussions which now took place
on the future form of government Lambert’s
political views became more clearly revealed.
‘While Harrison moved that the supreme
power should be entrusted to a council of
seventy, Lambert wished to give it to ten or
twelve persons. The conclusion was its de-
volution to 139 puritan notables composing
the ‘little parliament,” who immediately in-
vited Lambert to take his seat among
them (6 July 1653 ; Commons’ Journals, vii.
281; Luprow, p. 462). He was chosen a
member of the first council of state which
they appointed (9 July), but not of the se-
cond (1 Nov.) When the ¢little parliament ’
surrendered its powers back to Cromwell,
Lambert was the leading spirit in the council
of officers who now drew up the instrument
of government and offered the post of pro-
tector to Cromwell. Ile and a few of the
leaders had prepared the draft of a constitu-
tion beforehand, cut short all discussion, and
imposed it on the council at large (LupLow,
p- 476 ; The Protector Unveiled, 1655, 4to,
p- 12; THURLOE, i. 610, 754). Lambert be-
came a member of the Protector’s council of
state, and it was reported that he would be
general of the three nations, and was to be
made a duke (7. 1. 642, 645).

Observers supposed that Lambert had pro-
cured the dissolution of the ‘little parliament’
in order to get rid of his rival Harrison, and
that he supported Cromwell’s elevation be-
cause he hoped to succeed to his power, ‘His
interest, said a newsletter in April 1653,
‘was more universal than Harrison’s both in
the army and country; he is a gentleman
born, learned, well qualified, of courage, con-
duct, good nature, and discretion’ (Cal. Cla-
rendon Papers, ii. 206). ¢ This which Lam-
bert aimed at he hath effected,’ says a letter
written in December following. ¢ The general
will be governor and must stay here. He
will gain the command of the army, and it
cannot be avoided. Harrison is now out of
doors, having all along joined with the ana-
baptists’ (THURLOE, i. 632).
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Up to the summer of 1657 Lambert re- | would let this man continue protector, but

mained the strongest supporter of the
tector. In October 1654, when the ¢instru-
ment of government was under discussion, he
made a long speech to persuade the parlia-
ment that it was necessary to make the pro-
tectorship hereditary, but some

Pro- | that he would rule him as he pleased’ (CARTE,

Original Letters, ii. 89).
The question of kingship caused an open
breach between Lambert and Cromwell.

| Cromwell plainly asserted that the title of

believed he | king had been originally offered to him in

did so merely to remove all jealousy of his the first draft of the instrument of govern-
own uiming,yknowing it would be rejected | ment, and hinted that Lambert was respon-

for the other’ (¢b. ii. 681-5;

Cal. Clarendon | sible for the offer (BUrToN, i. 382 ; GoDWIN,

Papers, ii. 438). When the major-generals | History of the Commonwealtk, iv. 9). But

were appointed he was entrusted with the
care of the five northern counties, but acted
through deputies, Colonels Charles Howard
and Robert Lilburne (Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1655, p. 387). He was undoubtedly
one of the chief instigators of their establish-
ment, and in the parliament of 1656 no one
was more eager for their continnance. ‘I
wish,” he sai(i ¢ any man could propound an
expedient to be secure against your common
enemies by another way than as the militia
is settled.  The quarrel is now between light
and darkness, not who shall rule, but whether
we shall live or be preserved or no. Good
wordswillnotdo with thecavaliers’(BUrToN,
Cromuwellian Diary, ii. 240, 319; Cal. Claren-
don Papers, iii, 239; Cal. State Papers,Dom.
1653, p. 296). On questions of public policy
his views were much the same as the Pro-
tector’s. He advocated the war with Spain,
and wasanxious to keep the Sound from falling
into the possession of the Dutch or Danes or
of any single power (BURTON, iii. 400). Ie
was in favour of liberty of conscience, spoke
on behalf of James Nayler, and approved the
Protector’sintervention on his behalf (¢5.1.33,
218 ; HosBEs, Behemoth, p. 187, ed. Tonnies).
Like Cromwell, he firmly believed in the ne-
cessity of limiting the power of parliament by
constitutional restrictions (BUrToXx, i. 255,

281). Indealingwithrepublicanswhorefused |

to own the legitimacy of Cromwell’s govern-
ment no one of the Protector’s council wasless
conciliatory (Luprow, pp. 555, 573). At the
same time Lambert seemed to outsiders to be
independentof the Protector and almost equal
in power. He was ‘the army’s darling.” ~As
fast as recalcitrant officers were cashiered
he filled their places withhis supporters, He
was major-general of the army, colonel of two
regiments, a member of the council, and a
lord of the Cinque ports, enjoying from these
offices an income of 6,500Z a year (‘ A Nar-
rative of the Late Parliament, Harleian
Miscellany, ed. Park, iii. 452 ; Cal. Claren-
don Papers, ii. 380). ‘It lies in his power,
wrote a royalist, ‘to raise Oliver higher or
else to set upin hisplace. One of the council’s
opinion being asked what he thought Lam-
bert did intend, his answer wasthat Lambert

now, at all events, Lambert steadfastly op-
posed it, and people believed he would raise
a mutiny in the army rather than consent to
it. In the end Thurloe, who at first shared
these suspicions, announced to Henry Crom-
well that Lambert ‘stood at a distance’ and
allowed things to take their course, leaving
Fleetwood and Desborough to lead the oppo-
sition. But he joined with them in telling
the Protector that if the title were accepted
all three would resign (THURLOE, vi. 75,93,
219, 281 ; Clarendon State Papers, iii. 326,
333). Cromwell’s refusal of the dignity did
not put au end to Lambert’s discontent. On
24 June 1657 parliament determined to im-
pose an oath on all councillors and other
officials (Commons’ Journals, vii. 572). Lam-
bert strenuously opposed the oath in parlia-
ment, refused to take it when it was passed,
and absented himself from the meetings of
the council (Burrox,ii. 276, 295 ; Cal. State
Papers, Dom. 1657-8, pp. 13, 40). Finally
Cromwell demanded the surrender of his
commissions (23 July 1657 ; THURLOE, vi.
412, 425, 427 ; Hist. MSS. Comm. 3rd Rep.
p. 247).

For the rest of the protectorate Lambert
lived in retirement at his house at Wimble-
don, which he had purchased when the

ueen’s lands were sold. His regiment of
oot was given to Fleetwood, his regiment of
horse to Lord Falconbridge. To soften the
blow, or ‘to keep him from any desperate
undertaking, Cromwell allowed him a pen-
sion of 2,000L a year (LubrLow, p. 594).
About six months before he died Cromwell
sought a reconcilation with his old friend.
‘When Lambert came to Whitehall ¢ Cromwell
fell on his neck, kissed him, inquired of dear
Johnny for his jewel (so he calls Mrs. Lam-
bert) and for all his children by name. The
day following she visited Cromwell’s wife,
who fell immediately into a kind quarrel for
her long absence, disclaimed policy or state-
craft, but professed 'a motherly kindness to
her and hers, which no change should ever
alter’ (Clarendon State Papers, iii. 329).
But the breach was too wide to be closed.
Royalist agents tried to use it to win Lam-
bert to their cause, but without success. ¢I
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wish Lambert were dead,’ writes one of these
agents the day after Cromwell's death, ¢ for
I find the army much devoted to him, but I
cannot perceive that he is in any way to be
reconciled to the king, so that ’tis no small
danger that his reputation with the army may
thrust Dick Cromwell out of the saddle and
yet not help the king into it’ (5. iii. 408).
Richard Cromwell’s advisers were very sen-
sible of the danger. They sought to con-
ciliate Lambert, sent him mourning for the
late Protector’s funeral, and received in return
assurance of his fidelity (THURLOE, vii. 415;
Guizor, Rickard Cromwell, 1. 238).

Lambert took no part in the military in-
trigues of October and November 1658. He
was elected to the parliament of 1659 both
for Aldborough and Pontefract, but preferred
to sit for the latter.
recognition of the new protector was brought
in, he gave a general support toit. ¢ Weare
all,” he said, ¢ for this honourable person that
is now in power.” At the same time he urged
the house to limit the protector’s power over
the military forces, and his negative voice in
legislation. ‘The best man is but a man at
the best. Ihave had great cause to know it.’
Therefore, whateverengagement theyentered
into with the protector, ¢let the people’s
liberties be on the back of the bond’ (Buzr-
TON, iii. 185-91, 231, 323, 334). Inasimilar
spirit he supported the foreign policy of the
new government, but objected to the admis-
sion of the Irish and Scottish members to
parliament (2. iii. 400, iv. 174). It is evi-
dent that he endeavoured to ingratiate him-
self with the republican party, and to apolo-
gise for his share in turning out the Long
parliament (THURLOE, vii. 660). But he
was no longer a member of the army, and
was not in the councils of the Wallingford
House party. In spite of rumours and sus-

icions it is not clear that he took any part
1n concerting the coup d'état which obliged
Richard Cromwell to dissolve his parliament
(22 April 1659).

Lambert now recovered his old position.
Fleetwood and Desborough had laboured,
but he reaped the fruit of their victory. The
inferior officers obliged them to recall the
Long parliament and to restore Lambert to
his commands. e became once more colonel
of two regiments, and acted as the chief re-
presentative of the army in the negotiations
which preceded the restoration of the parlia-
ment (Guizor, Richard Cromuwell, 1. 374,
379 ; BAKER, Chronicle, ed. Phillips, 1670, p.
659; Luprow, p. 645). He presented to
Lenthall (7 May) the declaration in which
the army invited the members of the Long
parliament to return, and the larger declara-

tion in which the soldiers summed up their
political demands (13 May; BAKER, pp. 691—
694). Parliament in return elected Lambert
a member of the committee of safety (9 May),
and of the council of state (13 May), and one
of theseven commissioners for the nomination
of officers (4 June). He received on 11 June
the commissions for his own two regiments
from the hands of the speaker (Commons’
Journals, vii. 680). But this harmony did
not last long. Thepromised act of indemnity
was delayed, and seemed to him when passed
to leave those who had acted under Crom-
well at the mercy of the parliament. ‘I
know not,’ said he, ¢ why they should not be
at our mercy as well as we at theirs’ (Lup-
LOW, pp. 661, 677). But Lambert’s revela-

» ition of some offers made to him by the
‘When the bill for the

royalists restored the confidence of the par-
liament, and on 5 Aug. he was appointed
to command the forces sent to subdue Sir
George Booth’s rising (#. p. 691 ; Cal. State
Papers, Dom. 1659-60, p.75). He defeated
Booth at Winwick Bridge, near Northwich,
in Cheshire (19 Aug.), and recaptured Chester
city (21 Aug.) and Chirk Castle (24 Aug.)
(The Lord Lambert's Letter to the Speaker,
&e., 4to, 1659 ; a Second and Third Letter
Jrom the Lord Lambert, &c.; CARIE, Ori-
ginal Letters, ii. 195). Parliament voted
Lambert a jewel worth 1,0007., but rejected
a proposal of Fleetwood’s to appoint him
major-general (Lubprow, p. 695; Commons’
Journals, vii, 766 ; Guizor, i. 464). Lam-
bert’s officers thereupon agitated for his ap-
pointment, and assembling at Derby drew
up an address to the house (7The Aumble
Petition and Proposals of the Officers under
the command of the Lord Lambert in the
late Northern Expedition; BAKER, p. 677).
Parliament ordered Fleetwood to stop the
further progress of the petition (23 Sept.),
and some members even urged that Lambert
should besent to the Tower (Luprow, pp. 705,
719; Guizor,i.479,483). They also passed
a vote that to have any more general officers
would be ‘needless, chargeable,and dangerous
to the commonwealth’ (Commons’ Journals,
vii.785). The general council of thearmy now
met, vindicated the petition of the northern
brigade, and added many demands of their
own (5 Oct.; BAXER, p. 679). Some of these
the parliament granted, but learning that
the council were seeking subscriptions to
their petition from the officers throughout
the three kingdoms, they suddenly cashiered
Lambert and other leaders (12 Oct. 1659 ;
Commons' Journals, vii. 796). Lambert had
disavowed the Derby petition and remained
a passive spectator of the quarrel. He now
collected the regiments who adhered to him,
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marched to Westminster, displaced the regi-
ments of the parliament, and set guards on
the house. The speaker and the members
were forcibly debarred from entering (13 Oct.)

Lambert told Ludlow a few days later that
¢he had no intention to interrupt the parlia-
ment till the time he did it, and that he was
necessitated to that extremity for his own
preservation, saying that Sir Arthur Haslerig
was so enraged against him that he would
be satisfied with nothing but his b}opd’
(LupLow,pp. 720, 730, 739 ; CARTE, Original
Letters, pp. 246, 267). Vane also stated
that Lambert ¢ had rather been made use of
by the Wallingford House party than been
in any manner the principal contriver of the
late disorders’ (z6. p. 742). Milton, how-
ever, wrote of Lambert as the ¢ Achan’ whose
¢close ambition’ had ‘abused the honest
natures ’ of the soldiers (A Letter to a Friend
concerning the Ruptures of the Common-
wealtk).

The council of the army now made Lam-
bert major-general, and he became a member
of the committee of safety which succeeded
the parliament’s council of state. Bordeaux
thought his great position precarious because
the Fifth-monarchy men distrusted him ¢as
having no religion or show of it” (GuIzor, ii.
275). The royalists expected him to make
himself protector, and were eager to bribe
him to restore the king. Lord Mordaunt
proposed a match between the Duke of York
and Lambert’s daughter, and Lord Hatton
suggested that the king should marry her
himself. ¢No foreign aid,” wrote Hatton,
‘will be so cheap nor leave our master so
much at liberty as this way. The raceis a
very good gentleman’s family,and kings have
condescended to gentlewomen and subjects.
The lady is pretty, of anextraordinary sweet-
ness of disposition, and very virtuously and
ingenuously disposed ; the fatheris a person,
set aside his unhappy engagement, of very
great parts and very noble inclinations’
(Clarendon State Papers, iii. 592 ; CARTE,
Original Letters, ii. 200, 237; Cal. State
LPapers, Dom. 1659-60, pp. 235, 246). -

‘When Monck openly declared for the par-
liament, Lambert was sent north to oppose
his advance into England (3 Nov.) His
forces were larger than Monck’s, but he was
reluctant to attack, and negotiated till the
opportunity was lost. Portsmouth garrison
declared for the parliament (3 Deec.); the
fleet followed its example (18 Dec.), and the
authority of the parliament was again ac-
knowledged by the troopsin London (24 Dec.)
The Irish brigade under Lambert’s command
joined the rising of the Yorkshire gentlemen
under Lord Fairfax (1 Jan. 1660), and his

whole army dissolved and left him. People,
expected that Lambert would take some
desperate resolution, but the parliament
wisely included him in the general indemnity
promised to all soldiers who submitted be-
fore 9 Jan., and Lambert at once accepted
the offer (Commons’ Journals, vii. 802 ; Cla-
rendon State Papers, ili. 659). He was
simply deprived of his commands and ordered
to retire to his house in Yorkshire (7. 661).
On 26 Jan., he was ordered to repair to
Holmby in Northamptonshire,and on 13 Feb.
a proclamation was issued for his arrest on
the charge that he was lurking privately in
London, and had provoked the mutiny which
took place on 2 Feb. (Commons Journals,
vii. 806, 823; Mercurius Politicus, 9-16 Feb.
1660). On 5 March Lambert appeared be-
fore the council of state and endeavoured to
vindicate himself. He hoped to be permitted
to raise a few soldiers and enter the Swedish
service. The council ordered him to give
security to the extent of 20,000/ for his
peaceable behaviour, and as he professed his
inability to do so committed him to the
Tower (Commons' Journals, vii. 857, 864 ;
Clarendon State Papers, iii. 695).

The evident approach of the Restoration
alarmed the republicans, and many were
ready to reconcile themselves with Lambert
in order to employ him against Monck (Lun-
Low, p. 865). On 10 April he escaped from
the Tower, sent his emissaries throughout
the country, and appointed a rendezvous of
his followers for Edgehill. He succeeded in
collecting about six troops of horse and a
number of officers, when Colonel Ingoldshy
and Colonel Streeter came upon him near Da-
ventry (22 April). But for a well-grounded
distrust of his aims, a larger number of re-
publicans would have flocked to his standard.
As it was, his soldiers declined to fight, and
Lambert himself, after an unsuccessful at-
tempt at flight, was overtaken by Ingoldsby,
prayed in vain to be allowed to escape, and
wasbroughta prisoner to London (KexxErT,
Register, pp. 114-21 ; BAKER, p. 721 ; Lubp-
Low, pp. 873, 877 ; Guizor, ii. 411, 415).
The shouting crowds which received him
there reminded Lambert of the crowds which
had cheered himself and Cromwell when
they set forth against the Scots. ‘Do not
trust to that,’Cromwell had said ; ‘these very
persons would shout as much if you and T
were going to be hanged.’ ILambert told
Ingoldsby ¢ that he looked on himself as in
a fair way to that, and began to think Crom-
well prophesied’ (BurxeT, Own Time, ed.
1833, 1. 155).

But though Lambert had been politically
more harmful than most of his associates, he
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had taken no part in the king’s trial, and so
escaped with comparatively light punish-
ment. The commons included him among
the twentX culprits who were to be excepted
from the Act of Indemnity for punishment
not extending to life (16 June 1660). The
lords voted that he should be wholly ex-
cepted from the act (1 Aug.) A compromise
was finally arrived at by which the two
houses excepted Lambert, but agreed to peti-
tion that if he was attainted the death penalty
might be remitted (Old Parliamentary His-
tory, xxii. 443, 472). Lambert himself peti-
tioned for pardon, declaring that he was
satisfied with the present government, and
resolved to spend the rest of his days in peace
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1660-1, pp. 8,175).
In October 1661 he was removed from the
Tower to Guernsey, where he was allowed
to take a house for himself and his family
(¢b. 1661-2, %p 118, 276), On 1 July 1661
the House of Commons, more unforgiving
than the Convention parliament had been,
ordered that Lambert, having been excepted
from the Act of Indemnity, should be pro-
ceeded against according to law. In answer
to their repeated requests the kingreluctantly
ordered him to be brought back from Guern-
sey to the Tower (Commons’ Journals, viii.
287, 317, 342, 368 ; Lister, Life of Claren-
don, ii. 118 ; Cal. State Papers, Dom.1661-2,
p- 329). On 2 June 1662 Lambert was
arraigned in the court of king’s hench for
high treason in levying war against the king.
His behaviour was discreet and submissive ;
he endeavoured to extenuate but not to justify
his offences, and when sentence had been
pronounced the lord chief justice announced
that the king was pleased to respite his exe-
eation (State Treals, vi. 138, 136; The King-
dom’s Intelligencer,9-16 June 1662). Lam-
bert was then sent back to Guernsey, where
Lord Hatton, the governor, was empowered
to give him ‘such liberty and indulgence
within the precincts of the island as will
consist with the liberty of his person’ (Cal.
State Papers, Dom, 1661-2, p. 555). This
he attributed in a grateful letter to the inter-
vention of Clarendon, to whom he praised
Hatton’s ‘candid and friendly deportment’
(Lxster, Life of Clarendon, iii. 310; cf.
HarroN, Correspondence,i. 35,38). In 1664
he was again closely confined for a time, and
in 1666, a plot for his escape having been
discovered, Hatton was instructed to shoot
his prisoner if the French effected a landing
( Cul. State Papers,Dom.1663-4 pp.508, 514,
1665-6 pp. 480, 522 ; Notes and Queries,
3rd ser.iv. 90). The clandestine marriage
of Mary Lambert with the governor’s son,
Charles Hatton, further strained Lambert’s
VOL. XXXII

relations with the governor, and in 1667 he
was removed to the island of St. Nicholas in
Plymouth Sound (#5.) There he was visited
in 1673 by Miles Halhead, a quaker, who
came to charge him with permitting the per-
secution of that sect in the time of his power
(Notes and Queries, 1st ser. vi.103). Rumour,
however, had persistently accused Lambert
of favouring the catholics, and Oates in 1678
asserted that he was engaged in the popish
lot, ‘but by that time, adds Burnet, ‘he
Ead lost his memory and sense’ (Own Time,
ed. 1833, ii. 159; cf. CARTE, Original Letters,
ii. 225). He died a prisoner in the winter of
1683 (Notes and Queries, 1st ser. iv. 339).

Among his own party Lambert was known
as ‘honest John Lambert.” To the royalists
he was a generous opponent, and showed
much kindness to his prisoners in 1659,
Mrs. Hutchinson mentions his taste for gar-
dening ; he is credited with introducing the
Guernsey lily into England, and Flatman
describes him in his satirical romance as ‘the
Knight of the Golden Tulip’ (Don Juan Lam-
berto, or a Comical History of our late Times,
ed. 1664, p. 2; Life of Colonel Hutchinson,
ii, 205 ; Notes and Queries, 1st ser. vii. 459).
He was fond of art, too, bought ¢ divers rare
pictures’ which had belonged to Charles I,
and is said himself to have painted flowers,
and even a portrait of Cromwell (st MSS.
Comm. Tth Rep. p. 189; Notes and Queries,
2nd ser. iii. 410). Asa soldier he was distin-
guished by great personal courage, and was
a better general than his rivals, Harrison and
Fleetwood. He was a good speaker, but rash,
unstable, and shortsighted in his political
action. Contemporaries attributed his ambi-
tion to the influence of his wife, whose pride is
often alluded to (Life of Colonel Hutchinson,
i1, 189). She and her husband are satirised in
Tatham’s play ¢ The Rump,’and in Mrs. Behn’s
¢ The Roundheads, or the Good Old Cause.’

A portrait of Lambert by Robert Walker,
formerly in the possession of the Earl of
Hardwicke, is now in the National Portrait
Gallery, London. Other portraits belong to
Sir Matthew Wilson and Lord Ribblesdale.
A list of engraved portraits of Lambert is
given in the catalogue of the Sutherland col-
lection (i. 678). The best known is that in
Houbraken’s ¢ Heads of Tllustrious Persons
of Great Britain,” 1743.

Lambert left ten children. At the Restora-
tion he lost the lands he had purchased at
‘Wimbledon and at Hatfield Chase, but his
ancestral estates were granted by Charles IT
to Lord Bellasis in trust for Mrs. Lambert
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1661-2 p. 478,
1663-4 pp. 30, 41, 166). These were in-
herited by his eldest son, Jobn Lambert of
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Calton, described by his friend Thoresby as
a great scholar and virtuoso, and ¢ a most
exact limner’ (Diary,i. 131). He died in
1701, and the Lambert property passed to
his daughter Frances, the wife of Sir John
Middleton of Belsay Castle, Northumberland
(WHITAKER, p. 256). Lambert’s second
daughter married Captain John Blackwell,
who was appointed in 1688 governor o
Pennsylvania (Massachusetts Historical Col-
lections, 111 i. 61; WiNsoRr, Narrative and
Critical History of America, v. 207).

[Authorities are chiefly cited in the text. T.he
best life of Lambert is that contained in Whit~
aker’s History of Craven, ed. Morant. See also
Noble’s House of Cromwell, ed. 1787, i. 336.
Autograph letters of Lambert are among the
Tanner and Rawlinson MSS. in the Bodleian
Library.] (G5, 155110

LAMBERT, JOHN ( #. 1811), traveller,
born about 1775, visited the North American
continent in 1806, under the sanction of the
board of trade,with a view to fostering the eul-
tivation of hemp in Canada,and so rendering
Great Britain independent of the supply from
Northern Europe,which had been endangered
by Napoleon’s Berlin decree. Failing in his
immediate object, Lambert determined tore-
main in America and explore ¢ those parts
rendered interesting by the glories of a Wolfe
and a Washington.” After a year in Lower
Canada he proceeded to the United States to
¢ study the effect of the new government’
there. Returning to England in 1809, he
published in the following year ¢Travels
through Lower Canada and the United States
of North America, 1806-1808,’3 vols. London,
1810. The book is singularly free from bias,
and throws much light upon the social con-
dition of America at the time. It is illus-
trated by lithographs from drawings by the
author, and includes biographical notes on
Jefferson, Adams, and other American states-
men, in addition to a general statistical view
of the country since the declaration of inde-
pendence. This work rapidly passed through
three editions. In the second volume of his
travels Lambert had spoken very apprecia-
tively of Washington Irving’s ¢ Salmagundi,
and 1n 1811 he issued an English edition of
Irving’s ‘ Essays,’¢ as a specimen of American
literature,’ with a long introduction, lauda-
tory of American manners, by himself (2 vols.
London, 8vo). ‘The American collector,’ says
Allibone,  should possess this edition.” Both
of Lambert’s books are specially interesting as
showing the extremely different impressions
produced upon Englishmen by Americans of
the second and third generations after the
revolution respectively. Nothing further is
Imnown of Lambert’s life.

[Appleton’s Amer. Cyclop. iii. 600 ; Biog. Dict.
of Living Authors, 1816, p. 194 ; Allibone’s Dict.
i. 1052 ; Lambert’s Works.] T. (58

LAMBERT, Sir JOHN (1815-1892),
civil servant, son of Daniel Lambert, surgeon,
of Hindon, and afterwards of Milford Hall,
Salisbury, Wiltshire, by Mary Muriel, daugh-
ter of Charles Jinks of Oundle, Northampton~

f | shire, was born at Bridzor, Wiltshire, on

4 Feb. 1815, He was a Roman catholic,
and in 1823 he entered St. Gregory’s College,
Downside, Somerset. In 1831 hewas articled
to a Salisbury solicitor, and practised in Salis-
bury till 1857. He took a leading part in
local politics, was a strong advocate of free
trade, and reformed the sanitary condition of
the eity. In 1854 he was elected mayor of
Salisbury, and was the first Roman catholic
who was mayor of a cathedral city since the
Reformation. TIn 1857 he was appointed a
poor-law inspector. In 1863 Lambert went
to London at the request of Mr. C. P. Villiers,
then president of the poor-lawboard, to advise
onthe measures necessary to meet the poverty
due to the American civil war, and the Union
Relief Acts and Public Works (Manufactur-
ing Districts) Act of that year were prepared

in conformity with his recommendations. .

After the passing of the Public Works Act
Lambert superintended its administration. In
1865 he was engaged inpreparing statistics for
Earl Russell’s Representation of the People
Acts,which wereintroduced in 1866,and gave
similar assistance to Disraeli in connection
with the Representation of the People Bill
of 1867. Prior to the resignation of Lord
Russell’s administration, he was offered the
post of financial minister for the island of
Jamaica, which he declined. In 1867 he
drew up the scheme for the Metropolitan
Poor Act, and under it was appointed re-
ceiver of the metropolitan common poor fund.
About this time, too, he elaborated schemes
for the poor-law dispensary system.
Lambert was a member of the parlia-
mentary boundaries commission of 1867, and
of the sanitary commission which sat for two
or three years. In 1869 and 1870 he went
to Ireland at the request of Mr. Gladstone to
obtain information in connection with the
Irish Church and Land Bills, and prepared
special reports for the cabinet. In 1870 he
was nominated C.B., and in 1871, when the
local government board was formed, he was
appointed its first permanent secretary, and
was entrusted with the organisation of the
department. As a member of the sanitary
commission he compiled in 1872 a digest of
the sanitary laws, and in the same year was
chairman of the commission which drew up
the census of landed proprietors in Great
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Britain. This was issued as a blue book, and
is now known as ‘The Modern Domesday
Book.” In1879 Lambert was made K.C.B. In
the same year he prepared the report for the
select committee of the House of Lords on the
conservancy of rivers,and also reorganised the
audit staff of the local government board. In
1882, in consequence of failing health, he re-
signed the secretaryship of the local govern-
ment board. He continued, however, to
advise in parliamentary matters, and was
chairman of the boundaries commission of
1884-5; which did its work with extraordi-
nary rapidity. In 1885 he was sworn in of
the privy council. Lambert was a gifted
and highly accomplished musician, and pro-
foundly versed in the ecclesiastical music of
the middle ages. He was a member of the
Academy of St. Cecilia at Rome, and received
a gold medal from Pius IX for his services in
promoting church music. e was very fond
of flowers, and devoted much attention to
their cultivation. Lambert died at Milford
House, Clapham Common, on 27 Jan. 1892,
and was buried at St. Osmund’s Church, Salis-
bury,of which he was founder. He married in
1838 Ellen Read (d. 1891), youngest daugh-
ter of Henry Shorto of Salisbury, and left
two sons and three daughters. The best por-
trait of Lambert is a photograph taken by
Maull & Co.

Lambert’s chief musical publications were:
¢Totum Antiphonarium Vesperale Organis-
tarum in ecclesiis accommodatum, cujus ope
cantus Vesperarum per totum annum sono
Organi comitari potest,” 4to, 1849; ‘ Hymna-
rium Vesperale, Hymnos Vesperales totius
anni complectens, ad usum Organistrarum
accommodatum, 8vo; ‘Ordinarium Misse e
Graduale Romano in usum organistrarum
adaptatum,’8vo, 1851. With Henry Formby
he prepared: ¢ Missa pro Defunctis e Graduale
Romano, cum discantu proOrgano’; ¢ Officium
Defunctorum usui Cantorum accommoda-
tum’; ‘ The Vesper Psalter, &ec., &c., with
musical notation,” 18mo, 1850; ¢ Hymns and
Songs,” with accompaniment for organ or
pianoforte, 1853; ¢ Catholic Sacred Songs,’
1853; and several brief collections of hymns
and songs for children. His other works in-
clude: ‘The true mode of accompanying the
Gregorian Chant,’ 1848 ; ¢ Harmonising and
singing the Ritual song;’ ¢A Grammar of
Plain Chant ;’ ‘Music of the Middle Ages,
especially in relation to its Rhythm and
Mode of Execution, with Illustrations,” 1857 ;
‘Modern Legislation as a Chapter in our Tis-
tory,” 1865; and ¢ Vagrancy Laws and Va-
grants,” 1868. He also made various contri-
butions to periodical literature, including an
article on ¢ Parliamentary Franchises past

and present,’in the‘Nineteenth Century,’ De-
cember 1889, and a series of ‘Reminiscences’
in the ‘ Downside Review.’

[Times, 29 Jan. 1892; Downside Review, vol.
viil. No. 1, xi. No. 1 (on p. 81 is a list of his
contributions to the Review); Burke’s Knight-
age, 1890, p. 1588; Cosmopolitan, vol. iii. No. 8,
p- 153 ; Men of the Time, 1884, p. 670.]

W.A. J. A,

LAMBERT, MARK (1601), Benedictine.
[See BARKWORTH.

LAMBERTON, WILLIAM pr(d.1328),
bishop of St. Andrews, helonged to a family
that was settled in Berwickshire towards the
close of the eleventh century which took its
name from the estate of Lamberton, in the
parish of Mordington, near Berwick. In
1292 Lamberton was chancellor of Glasgow
Cathedral. Lamberton swore fealty to Ed-
ward I in 1296, but afterwards supported Sir
‘William Wallace, and through Wallace’s in-
fluence he was elected bishop of St. Andrew’s
in1297. A rival candidate, William Comyn,
whom the Culdees, claiming to exercise an
ancient right, had nominated to the see at
the same time, set out in person to Rome to
secure the confirmation of his own appoint-
ment, but Pope Boniface VIII confirmed the
election of Lamberton, and consecrated him
on 1 June 1298. In August 1299 he was pre-
sent at a meeting of the Scottish magnates
at Peecbles, and after a violent dispute with
William Comyn’s brother John, third earl of
Buchan [q.v.], he was elected one of the
chief guardians of Scotland, and had the for-
tified castles in that kingdom placed under
his charge.

About the same time he went as envoy to
France to ask the aid of King Philip in re-
sisting the English invasion, and Edward I
issued striet orders to have the ship in which
he returned from Flanders intercepted. In
November 1299 he wrote to Edward, in con-
junction with the other guardians, offering to
stay hostilities, and to submit to the media-
tion of the king of France, but this offer was
ignored. The claim of Robert de Bruce, earl
of Carrick, to the throne of Scotland was
covertly supgorted by Lamberton, although
both were then acting as guardians in the
name of John de.Balliol, another claimant.
In hisofficial capacity he again visited France,
returning thence with a letter from King
Philip, dated 6 A.pril 1302, in which referenee
is made to private verbal messages with
which the bishop was entrusted. From the
seal attached to a letter sent from the Scot-
tish ambassadors at Paris on 25 May 1303,
it is evident that Lamberton had then re-
turned to France on an important political
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mission,and thathe concurred in encouraging
Wallace to offer a determined resistance to
Edward I. On 17 Feb. 13034 he obtained
a safe-conduct to return peaceably through
England, and while on this journey he pre-
sented a splendid palfrey to King Edward—
repeatedly alluded to in documentsof thetime
—asapeace-offering. On 4 May 1304 heagain |
swore fealty to Edward, and obtained resti- |
tution of the temporalities belonging to the
see of St. Andrews, including lands in twelve
counties, and the castle of St. Andrews,
which were all to be held from the king of |
England. As one of the Scottish commis-
sioners sent to the parliament of Westmin-
ster in 1305, he assented to the ordinance for
the settlement of Scotland propounded by |
King Edward, and shortly afterwards was |
appointed one of the custodians of Scotland |
to maintain order till John de Bretagne, the
king’s nephew, should arrive there as go-
vernor. Yet, on 27 March 1306, he assisted at
the coronation of Robert the Bruce at Scone.
So greatly did his treachery enrage Ed-
ward, that on 26 May of that year he issued
strict orders to Aymer de Valence to take |
the utmost pains to secure the person of the l
bishop, and tosend him undera strict guard to

| which he gave when under examination at

Newecastle. He admitted that he commu-
nicated the mass to Bruce after the murder
of Comyn ; that he had done homage to Bruce
and sworn fealty to him, though Bruce was
then a rebel ; and that he had withheld the
fruits of the provostry of St. Andrews till the
provost would ackowledge Bruce as king.
After his arrival at Winchester on 24 Aug.
1306, he was placed in close confinement,
charged with perjury, irregularity, and re-
bellion. The death of Edward I did not
release him from prison, and it was not till

| 23 May 1308 that Edward II consented to

liberate him from Winchester Castle, accept-
ing security that he would remain within
the bounds of the county of Northampton.
He was set free on 1 June, and on 11 Aug.
he swaore fealty to Edward II ‘on the sacra-
ments and the eross ¢ Gnayth,”’ undertak-
ing to remain in the bishopric of Durham,
and giving a bond for six thousand marks
sterling to be paid within three years. The
pope had again interceded for Lamberton, but
the king replied that on no account would
he permit him to enter Scotland. It wasnot
until the following year (1309) that the bishop
was allowed to return, and then only after

‘Westminster. During the succeeding month | he had undertaken to pronounce sentence of
these orders were repeated, and De Valence | excommunication against Bruce and his ad-
was instructed to seize upon the temporalities | herents. Almost his first action was to take

of the bishopric, and confer them upon Sir '
Henry de Beaumont, hushand of Alice Comyn, |
Buchan’s niece. Meanwhile the bishop ad-
dressed a letter from Scotland Well, Kinross-
shire, on 9 June, to Valence, protesting that
he was innocent of any complicity in the death
of John Comyn ‘the Red’ [q.v.] or Sir Robert
Comyn, his uncle. On 22 June three of the
Scottishmagnates, Henry de Sinelair, Robert
de Keith, and Adam de Gordon, became
surety for him that he would render himself

risoner; and though the pope, Clement V,
interceded for him, Lamberton was captured
in the month of July, and conveyed to New-
castle, in company with the Bishop of Glas-
gow (Wishart) and the Abbot of Scone. On
7 Anug. 1306 orders were given that these
three prisoners should be conveyed to Not-
tingham, and on the same day the king gave

part in a meeting of the clergy at Dundee, in
February 1309, at which the claims of Bruce
to the Scottish throne were asserted. He
played a double part so well that he retained
the confidence of Edward II, who wrote to
the pope, in July 1311, desiring that the
bishop might be excused from attending the
general council, as his presence in Scotland
was necessary ‘ to avoid the danger of souls
that might chance through his absence.” The
esteem in which the English king held him is
shown by his sending Lamberton as an envoy
to Philip, king of France, on 30 Nov. 1313
and by his granting him a safe-conduct for
one year, from 25 Sept. 1814. The bishop
officiated at the consecration of the cathe-
dral of St. Andrews on 5 July 1318, in the
presence of Robert I and the principal eccle-
siastics and nobles of the realm. In 1323

personal instructions that the two bishops | he was one of the ambassadors sent from
should be put in irons, Lamberton being sent ‘ Seotland to treat with Edward II for peace;
to Winchester Castle, and Wishart to Por- | and on 15 July 1324 he was again in Eng-,
chester, the daily allowances for their sus-|land on the same errand, his retinue then
tenance being carefully detailed. The docu- 1 consisting of fifty horsemen. According to
ments by which Lamberton’s treason was | Wyntoun, he died in St. Andrews, ¢in the
made evident are still .preserved among the | prior’s chamber of the abbey, in J une 1328
Chapter-house papers in the exchequer office, | and was buried on the north half of the
and consist of his oath of fealty to Edward, ' high kirk,’ and this statement has been ac-
his secret compact with Bruce at Cambus- | cepted without question by the historians
kenneth on 11 June 1304, and the answers | who have dealt with the s,u'bject. 1t is cer-
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tain that the bull of Pope Johun XXII, ap-
pointing his successor, is dated ¢ the lalends
of August 1328’

Lamberton was a typical priest-politician,
whose patriotism so far exceeded his piety
that he violated the most solemn oaths for
the purpose of aiding in the liberation of
his country. Besides completing the cathe-
dral of St. Andrews, he repaired the castle
there, and built, it is said, no less than ten
episcopal residences, and reconstructed ten
churches within his diocese.

[J. F. 8. Gordon’s Scotichronicon, i. 179-89 ;
Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland,
vols. ii. iii. ; Gough’s Scotland in 1298; Lyon’s
History of St. Andrews ; Rymer's Feedera ; Hist.
MSS. Comm. 4th and 9th Reps.; Registrum
Prior. S. Andree.] A. H. M.

LAMBORN, PETER SPENDELOWE
{1722-1774), engraverand miniature-painter,
born at Cambridge in 1722, was son of John
Lamborn (4.17683), a watchmaker, and Eliza-
beth Susanna Spendelowe, his second wife.
Lamborn came to London and studied en-
graving under Isaac Basire gq. v.], but re-
turned to practise at Cambridge, where he
obtained some note as anengraver. He also
showed considerable skill as a miniature-
painter. Lamborn was a member of the In-
corporated Society of Artists,and signed their
declaration roll in 1765 ; he exhibited with
them first in 1764, sending a miniature of a
lady and a drawing of the church at St.
Neot’s, Huntingdonshire. He continued to
exhibit there annually up to his death. His
architectural drawings were much esteemed.
Lamborn engraved two sets of views of uni-
versity buildings in Cambridge, a large view
of the Angel Hill at Bury St. Edmunds (after
John Kendall), and some landscapes after
Poelenburg and Jan Both. He also engraved
the plates to Sandby’s edition of ¢ Juvenal’
(1763), Bentham’s ‘ History of Ely Cathe-
dral’ (1771), and Martyn and Lettice’s ¢ Anti-
quities of Herculaneum’ (1773). He etched
a few portraits, including those of Samuel
Johnson (drawn from life), Oliver Cromwell
(from the picture by Samuel Cooper at Sidney
Sussex College), John Ives, F.IR.S., Thomas
Martin, F.R.S., Dr. Richard Walker, vice-
master of Trinity College (after D. Heins),
the Rev. Charles Barnwell, and Richard Pen-
derell; impressions of all these etchings are
in the print room at the British Museum.
Lamborn married, on 6 Jan. 1762, Mary,
daughter of Hitch Wale, and granddaughter
of Gregory Wale of Little Shelford, Cam-
bridgeshire, by whom he had three sons and
one daughter. The latter married James
Cock, and was mother of James Lamborn

London. Lamborn died at Cambridge on
5 Nov. 1774. A miniature portrait of him
is in the possession of Mrs. Lamborn Cock.
[Dodd’s manuseript History of English En-
gravers (Brit. Mus. Addit. MSS, 33402) ; Willis
and Clark’s Architectural Hist. of the University
of Cambridge; Catalogues of the Society of
Artists; information kindly supplied by Mrs.
Lamborn Cock.] L. C.

LAMBORN, REGINALD, D.D. (A.
1363), astronomer, studied under the astro-
nomers William Rede and John Aschendon,
at Merton College, where he became B.D. In
1363 and 1367 he was a monk in the Bene-
dictine monastery of Eynsham, Oxfordshire;
in 1876 he appears as D.D. and monk of St.
Mary, York. Some time after this he entered
the Franciscan order at Oxford, and died at
Northampton. Two letters of his on astro-
nomical subjects are extant in manuscript;
the first, written in 1363-4, and addressed to
John London, treats of ¢ the signification of
the eclipses of the moon in the months of
March and September of the present year;’
the second, written in 1367, probably to
‘William Rede, deals with ¢ the conjunctions
of Saturn, Jupiter, and Mars, with a prog-
nostication of the evils probably arising there-
from in the years 1368 to 1374.

[Bodl. MS. Digby, 176, ff. 40, 5C ; Mon. Francise.
1. 543 ; Tanner’s Bibliotheca.] A.G. L.

LAMBTON, JOHN (1710-1794),general,
born 26 July 1710, was fourth son of Ralph
Lambton and his wife, Dorothy, daughter of
John Hedworth of Harraton, Durham, Wil-
liam Lambton (d.1724) was his uncle. His
elder brothers were Henry Lambton, M.P.
for Durham (4.1761),and Ma{'xor—geneml Hed-
worth Lambton (d.1758), who was an officer
in the Coldstream guards from 1723 to 1753,
and in 1755 raised the 52nd, originally 54th,
foot at Coventry (cf. MoorsoM, Hist. 52nd
Light Infantry). John wasappointed ensign
inthe Coldstream guards 12 Oct. 1732, became
lieutenant in 1739, was regimental quarter-
master from February 1742 to January 1745,
and became captain and lientenant-colonel
24 Jan. 1746. On 28 April 1758 he was ap-
pointed colonel of the 68th foot (now lst
Durham light infantry), then made a separate
regiment. It had been raised two years pre-
viouslyasasecond battalion 28rd royal Welsh
fusiliers, but had been chiefly recruited in
Durham, a local connection since maintained.
Lambton commanded the regiment at the
attack on St. Malo. When county titles
were bestowed on line regiments in 1782, it
was styled the ‘Durham’ regiment. Lamb-
ton, who became a full general, retained the

Cock, music publisher, of New Bond Street, | coloneley until his death. He succeeded to
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the Lambton estates after the death of his
elder brothers. In December 1761 he con-
tested Durham city on the death of the sitting
member, his brother Henry, and was duly
elected. He represented the city in five suc-
ceeding parliaments, until his acceptance of
the Chiltern hundreds in February 1787, and
¢was deservedly popular with the citizens for
the gallant stand he made for their dearest
rightsand privileges’ (Ricuarpsox). Hedied
29 April 1794,

Lambton married, 5 Sept. 1763, Lady Susan
Lyon, daughter of Thomas, earl of Strath-
more, by whom he had two sons and two
daughters. Ilis elder son, William Henry
Lambton, M.P. for Durham city, was father
of John George Lambton, first earl of Durham
[q.v.]

[Debrett’s Peerage, ed. 1831, under ‘Durham;’
Mackinnon’s Origin and Hist. Coldstream Guards,
London, 1832, 2 vols. ; Official List of Members
of Parliament; Parl. Hist. under dates; Richard-
son’s Local Table Book, historical portion, ii.
365; Gent. Mag. 1794, pt. i. p. 385.] H. M. C.

LAMBTON, JOHN GEORGE, first EARL
oF DurHANM (1792-1840), eldest son of Wil-
liam Henry Lambton, of Lambton, co. Dur-
ham, M.P. for the city of Durham, by his
wife, Lady Anne Barbara Frances Villiers,
second daughter of George, fourth earl of
Jersey, was born in Berkeley Square, London,
on 12 April 1792, On the death of his father
at Pisa in November 1797, he inherited the
family estate, which had been held in unin-
terrupted male succession from the twelfth
century. He was educated at Eton, and on
8 June 1809 was gazetted a cornet in the
10th dragoons. He became a lieutenant in
the same regiment on 3 May 1810, but re-
tired from the army in August 1811. At a
by-election in September 1813 he was re-
turned to the House of Commons in the whig
interest for the county of Durham, and con-
tinued to represent the constituency until his
elevation to the peerage in 1828. On 12 May
1814 Lambton, in a maiden speech, seconded
C.W. Wynn’s motion for an address to the
crown in favour of mediation on behalf of
Norway (Parl. Debates, 1st ser. xxvii.842-3),
and on 21 Feb. 1815 moved for the production
of papers relating to the transfer of Genoa,
which he stigmatised as ‘a transaction the
foulness of which had never been exceeded
in the political history of the country’ (:5.
xxix, 928-31). In March 1815 he unsuceess-
fully opposed the second reading of the Corn
Bill (4. xxix. 1209,1242), and in%[ay1817 his
resolutions condemning Canning’s appoint-
ment as ambassador extraordinary to Lis-
bon were defeated by a large majority (6.
xxxvi. 160-7, 283-4)." In March 1818 he led

the opposition to the first reading of the
Indemnity Bill (¢6. xxxvii. 891-9), and in
May of the same year unsuccessfully opposed
the second reading of the Alien Bill (2.
xxxix, 785-41). At a public meeting held
at Durham on 21 Oct. 1819, Lambton de-
nounced the government for their share in
the Manchester massacre. His speech on this.
occasion was severely criticised by Henry
Phillpotts, afterwards bishop of Exeter, and
at that time a prebendary of Durham, in a.
¢ Letter to the Freeholders of the County of
Durham,” &e. (Durham, 1819, 8vo).

In July 1820 Lambton fought a duel with .

T. W. Beaumont, who had made a personal
attack uponhim in a speech during the North-
umberland election (Life and Timesof Henry,
Lord Brougham, ii1. 505-7). In February
1821 he seconded the Marquis of Tavi-
stock’s motion censuring the conduct of the
ministers in their proceedings against the
queen (Parl. Debates, 2nd ser. iv. 368-79),
and on 17 April 1821 brought forward his
motion for parliamentary reform, which was
defeated by a majority of twelve in a small
house on the following day (¢b. v. 359-85).
Lambton was in favour of electoral districts,
household suffrage,and triennial parliaments,,
and his proposed bill ‘for effecting a reform
in the representation of the people in parlia-
ment’ is given at length in the appendix to.
2nd ser. vol. v. of ¢ Parliamentary Debates’
(pp. ciii~cxxviii). For the next few years
Lambton took little or no part in the more
important debates in the house, and in 1826
went to Naples for the sake of his health,
remaining abroad about a year. Though he
is said to have warmly supported the Can-
ning and Goderich administrations, his name
does not appear as a speaker in the ‘Par-
liamentary Debates’ of that period. On
Goderich’s resignation Lambton was created
Baron Durham of the city of Durham and
of Lambton Castle, by letters patent dated.
29 Jan. 1828, and took his seat in the House
of Lords on the 31st of the same month (Jour-
nals of the House of Lords, 1x. 10). On the

formation of the administration of Earl Grey,.-

who was father of Durham’s second wife,
Durham was sworn a member of the privy
council,and appointed lord privyseal (22 Nov.
1830). In conjunctionwith Lord John Russell,
Sir James Graham,and Lord Duncannon, he
was entrusted by Lord Grey with the prepara~
tion of the first Reform Bill. A copy of the
draft plan, with the alterations which were
subsequently made init, is given in Lord John
Russell’s ¢ English Government and Consti~
tution,’ 1866 (pp. 225-7). When the pro-
posals were completed Durham wrote a re-
port on the plan, which, with the exception.
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of Durham’s proposition of vote by ballot,
was unanimously adopted by the cabinet.
On 28 March 1831 Durham made an elabo-
rate speech in the House of Lords in defence
of the ministerial reform scheme (Parl. De-
bates, 3rd ser. iii. 1014-34). Ie was present
at the interview on 22 April 1831, when the
king was persuaded to dissolve parliament
(MARTINEAU, History of the Peace, ii. 430-1).
Durham was one of those in the cabinet who
desired tosecure the passage of the Reform Bill
through the House of Lords by an unlimited
creation of peers. It was Grey’s objection
to this course that probably led to a violent

“scene at the cabinet dinner at Lord Althorp’s

in December 1831, when ¢ Durham made the
most brutal attack on Lord Grey’ (Sir D. Le
MARCHANT, Memotr of John Charles, Viscount
Althorp, third Earl Spencer, 1876, p. 374; cf.
GREVILLE, Memotrs, 1875, pt.i. vol.ii. p. 226).
Though his colleagues thought that he would
resign, he merely absented himself for some
days from the cabinet,and wrote to his father-
in-law (over whom he exercised considerable
influence) a formal declaration in fayour of
‘a large creation of peers,” which was read
at the cabinet meeting on 2 Jan. 1832 (ZLife
and Times of Henry, Lord Brougham,iii.158—
164). On 13 April 1832 he made an ani-
mated speech in favour of the second reading
of the third Reform Bill, and violently at-
tacked his old antagonist, Phillpotts, the
Bishop of Exeter (Parl. Debates, 3rd ser.
xii. 351-65). Durham was appointed am-
bassador extraordinary to St. Petersburg on
3 July 1832, and to Berlin and Vienna on
14 Sept. 1832, but returned to England in the
followinimonth without accomplishing the
object of his mission. He objected stronglyto
Stanley’sIrish Church Temporalities Bill,and
much of the other poliey of the government.
At length, irritated by the perpetual compro-
mises of the cabinet, his health gave way, and
he became anxious to retire. Upon Lord Pal-
merston’s refusal to cancel the apgointment
of Stratford Canning as minister to St. Peters-
burg (anappointment which Durham had pro-
mised the Emperor of Russia should be re-
voked), Durham resigned (14 March 1833),
and was created Viscount Lambton and Earl

of Durham by letters patent dated 23 March’

1833 (Journals of the House of Lords,1xv.389).
According to Lord Palmerston, Durham in-
duced Ward to bring forward his appropria-
tion resolution in May 1834, which led to
the resignation of Stanley, Graham, Rich-
mond, and Ripon (Sir H. L. BuLwer, Life
of Lord Palmerston, 1871, ii. 195, but see
ante, p. 193). It appears that Lord Grey
soon afterwards wished to have Durham
back again in the cabinet, but was overborne

by Brougham and Lansdowne (MARTINEAT,
History of the Peace, iii. 42). Durham’s
opinions were not, however, in accord with
those of the cabinet, for during the debate in
July on the second reading of the bill for the
suppression of disturbances in Ireland, he ex-
pressed his strong disapproval of the clause
authorising interference with public meetings
(Parl. Debates, 3rd ser. xxiv. 1118-9). At
the Grey banquet in Edinburgh in September
1834, Durham replied to Brougham’s attack
upon the radical section of the party, and
after frankly declaring that he saw ‘with
regret every hour which passes over the ex-
istence of recognised and unreformed abuses,’
declared his objection to compromises, and
to ‘ the clipping, and paring, and mutilating
which must inevitably follow any attempt to
conciliate enemies who are not to be con-
ciliated’ (Ann. Register,1834, Chron. p. 147).
This controversy, whichled toalastingenmity
between them, was renewed by Brougham in
a subsequent speech at Salisbury, when he
challenged Durham to a debate in the House
of Lords, and in the ‘Edinburgh Review’
for October 1834 (1x.248-51),and by Durham
in a speech delivered at the Glasgow banquet
given in his honour on 29 Oct.1834. Durham
was now the head of the advanced section of
the whigs, and under his auspices an election
committee sat to promote the return of can-~
didates who favoured his pretensions to the
leadership of the party (TorrENS, Life of Vis-
count Melbourne,11.66). Failingin this object
of his ambition, Durham was appointed am-
bassador extraordinary and minister pleni-
potentiary to St. Petersburg on 5 July 1835 ;
but the Emperor of Russia’s consent having
been obtained before Durham was named to
the king, there was, according to Lord Mel-
bourne, ¢ the devil to pay about this appoint-
ment’ (¢5. p. 116). Durham resigned his post
at St. Petersburg in the spring of 1837, and
was invested by the new queen with the
order of G.C.B. at Kensington Palace on
27 June 1837. Though stronglyurged at this
time to give the government a more radical
character by the admission of Durham and
other advanced liberals, Melbourne refused
to do so, and in a letter to Lord John Russell,
dated 7 July 1837, significantly remarks that
¢ everybody, after the experience we have had,
must doubt whether there can he peace or
harmony in a cabinet of which Lord Durham
is a member’ (WaLrorE, Life of Lord John
Russell, 1. 285 n.) In consequence of the in~
surrection of the I'rench Canadians an act
of parliament was passed in February 1838 -
(1 & 2 Vict. c. 9), by which the legislative
assembly of Lower Canada was suspended for
| more than two years, and temporary pro-
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vision was made for the government of the
province by the creation of a special council,
and by letters patent dated 81 March 1838
Durham wasappointed high commissioner ‘for
the adjustment of certain important questions
depending in the said provinces of Lower and
Upper Canada, respecting the form and future
government of the said provinces,” and also
governor-general of the British srovmces in
North America. Durham landed at Quejbec
on 29 May, and two days afterwards having
dismissed the executive council which his
predecessor had appointed, selected a new
one from among the officers of the govern-
ment. On 28 gune he appointed his chief
secretary, Charles Buller, and four officers
attached to his own person, who were en-
tirely ignorant of Canadian politics, members
of the special council, and persuaded them

on the same day to pass an ordinance autho- |

rising the transportation to Bermuda of Wol-
fred, Nelson, Bouchette, Gauvin, and five
others of the leading rebels then in prison
at Montreal, and threatening the pénalty of
death on Papineau and fifteen othersif they re-
turned to Canada without permission. These
high-handed proceedings were known in Eng-
landinJuly, and were immediately denounced
by Brougham,whose Canada Government Act
Declaratory Bill was carried on the second
reading against the government by a majority
of eighteen (Parl. Debates,3rdser. xliv. 1102).
On the following day (10 Aug.) Lord Mel-
bourne declared the intention of the govern-
ment to disallow Durham’s ordinance, and
to accept the indemnity clause of Brougham'’s
bill (5. pp. 1127-31), which was shortly after-
wards passed into law (1 & 2 Viet. c. 112).
Having been virtually abandoned by the
ministers who had appointed him, Durham
sent in his resignation, and issued a proclama-
tion, dated 9 Oct. 1838, in which he injudi-
ciously appealed from the government to the
Canadians, and declared that from the outset
the minutest details of his administration had
been ‘exposed to incessant ecriticism, in a
spirit which has evineed an entire ignorance
of the state of this country’ (Ann. Register,
1838, Chron, pp. 311-7). " He sailed from
Canada on 1 Nov., leaving Sir John Colborne
in charge, and reached England on the 26th
of the same month. Though he was received
without the usual honours, a number of ad-
dresses were presented to him on his return,
and while boasting at Plymouth, in answer
to one of them, that he had put an end to
the rebellion, the news arrived that it had
already broken out again. On 31 Jan. 1839
Durham sent in his ‘Report on the Affairs
of British North America’ to the Colonial
oftice (Parl. Pupers, 1839, xvii. 5-119). The

whole of this celebrated report, which bears
Durham’s name, and has guided the policy of
all his successors, was written by Charles
Buller, ¢ with the exception of two para-
graphs on church or crown lands,’ which were
composed by Edward Gibbon Wakefield and
Richard Davies Hanson [q.v.] (GREVILLE,
Memoirs, pt. ii. vol.i. pp.162-8n.) Two un-
official editions of this report were also pub-
lished, one with and the other without the
despatches (London, 1839, 8vo).

Durham spoke for the last time in the
House of Lords on 26 July 1839, during the
debate on the bill for the government of
Lower Canada. At the conclusion of his
speech he alluded to ¢ the personal hostility to
which he had been exposed,” and to his own
anxiety that the Canadian question ¢should
not be mixed up with anything like party
feeling or party disputes,’ and asserted that
it was ‘on these grounds that he had ab-
stained from forcing on any discussionrelative
to Canada’ (Parl. Debates, 8rd ser. xlix. 8756—
882). He died at Cowes on 28 July 1840,
aged 48, and was buried at Chester-le-Street,
| Durham.

Durhamwasan energetic, high-spirited man,
with great ambition, overwhelming vanity,
and bad health. ‘¢ When he spoke in parlia-
ment, which he did very rarely,’ says Broug-
ham, ‘he distinguished himself much, and
when he spoke at public meetings more than
almost anybody’ (Life and Times, iii. 500).
His undoubted abilities were, however, ren-
dered useless by his complete want of tact,
while his irritable temper and overbearing
manner made him a most undesirable col-
league. Lord Dalling, who with Buller,
‘Ward, Grote, Duncombe, and Warburton he-
longed to the ¢ Durham party,’ had a very
high opinion of Durham’s capacity, while
Greville never loses an opportunity in his
Memoirs to disparage him.

Durham was elected high steward of Hull
in 1836, and was a knight of the foreign
orders of St. Andrew, St. Alexander Newsky,
St. Anne, and the White Eagle of Russia, Leo-
pold of Belgium, and the Saviour of Greece.
He married, first, in January 1812, Miss
Harriet Cholmondeley (see Journal of Thomas
Ratkes, 1857, iii. 83, and Letters from and to
C. K. Sharpe, 1888, i. 526), by whom he had
three daughters: 1. Frances Charlotte, who
married on 8 Sept. 1835 the Hon. John
George Ponsonby, afterwards fifth earl of
Bessborough, and died on 24 Dec. 1835, aged
28; 2. Georgina Sarah Elizabeth, who died
unmarried on 3 Dec. 1832; and 3. Harriet
Caroline, who died unmarried on 12 June

1832, His first wife died on 11 July 1815,
and on 9 Dec. 1816 Lambton married,
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secondly, Lady Louisa Elizabeth Grey,eldest
daughter of Charles, second earl Grey, by
whom he had two sons ;. namely, 1. Charles
‘William, the ‘Master Lambton’ of Sir Thomas
Lawrence's celebrated picture (Catalogue of
the Loan Collection of National Portraits at
South Kensington, 1868, No. 242), who died
on 24 Dec. 1831, aged 13; and 2. George
Frederick D’Arcy, who succeeded his father
as the second earl; and three daughters:
1. Mary Louisa, who became the second wife
of James, eighth earl of Elgin, on 7 Nov.
1846; 2. Emily Augusta, who married, on
19 Aug. 1843, Colonel William Henry Fre-
derick Cavendish, and died on 2 Nov. 1886;
and 3. Alice Anne Caroline, who became
the second wife of Sholto, twentieth earl of
Morton, on 7 July 1853. Lady Durham,who
was appointed a lady of the bedchamber on
99 Aug. 1837, but resigned the appointment
immediately after her return from Canada,
died at Genoa on 26 Nov. 1841, aged 44, A
portrait of Durham by Sir Thomas Lawrence

was exhibited in the Loan Collection of Na- |

tional Portraits at South Kensington in 1868
{Catalogue, No. 325). It has been engraved
by S. ¥
collection of his speeches delivered between
1814 and 1834 will be found in Reid’s¢ Sketch
of the Political Career of the Earl of Dur-
ham ’ (Glasgow, 1835,12mo) ; several of his
speeches were published separately.
[Martineau’s Hist. of the Thirty Years’ Peace,
1877-8 ; Walpole’s Hist. of England, ii. iii. and
v. 134 ; Torrens’s Memoirs of William, Visecount
Melbourne, 1878 ; Walpole’s Life of Lord John
Russell, 1889 ; Sir Denis Le Marchant’s Memoir
of John Charles, Viscount Althorp, third Earl
Spencer, 1876; The Life and Times of Henry,
Lord Brougham, 1871, vol.iii.; The Greville
Memoirs, pts. i. and ii. ; The Duke of Bucking-
ham’s Courts and Cabinets of William IV and Vie-
toria, 1861 ; Harris’s Hist. of the Radical Party,
1885; Major Richardson’s Eight Yearsin Canada,
&e. (Montreal, 1847), pp. 28-57 ; Macmullen’s
Hist. of Canada, 1868, pp. 423-6 ; Morgan’s
Sketches of Celebrated Canadians, 18562, pp. 364—
370; Parl. Papers, 1837-8, vol. xxxix. ; Surtees’
Hist. of Durham, 1820, ii. 170, 174-5; Jerdan’s
Nat. Portrait Gallery, 1833, vol. iv.; Times,
29 and 30 July 1840 ; Morning Chronicle, 30 July
1840; Gent. Mag. 1792, vol. Ixii. pt. i. p. 383,
1812, vol. Ixxxii. pt.i. p. 188, 1816, vol. Ixxxvi.
pt. ii. p. 563, 1840, new ser. xiv. 316-20, 1842,
new ser. xvii. 209; Ann. Reg. 1840, App. to
Chron. pp. 173-4; Official Return of Lists of
Members of Parliament, pt. ii. pp. 260, 274, 287,
303; Doyle's Official Baronage, 1886, i. 650-1;
Burke’s Peerage, 1890, p. 462 ; Foster’s Peerage,
1883, p. 247 ; Notes and Queries, 7th ser. x. 69,
154, 273 ; Stapylton’s Eton School Lists, 1864,
pp- 48, 55; Army Lists, 1810, 1811; London
Gazettes; Brit. Mus. Cat.] G. F. R. B.

. Reynolds, Turner, and Cousins. A |

LAMBTON, WILLIAM (1756-1823),
! lientenant-colonel, Indian geodesist, was
| born in 1756 at Crosby Grange, near North-
allerton, in the North Riding of Yorkshire,
of humble parents, and learnt his letters at
Borrowby. Some neighbouring gentlemen,
hearing of him as a promising lad, entered
him at the grammar school at Northallerton,
where there was a foundation for four free
scholars. He finished his studies under Dr.
Charles Hutton [q. v.], then mathematical
master at the high school or grammar school
at Newcastle-on-Tyne. On 28 March 1781
Lambton was appointed ensign in Lord Fau-
| conberg’s foot, one of the so-called ¢provin-
| cial” or home-service regiments then raised on

the footing of the later ‘fencible’ regiments.
| Fauconberg’s regiment was disbanded in
1783. Meanwhile Lamhton had been trans-
{ ferred to the 33rd (West Riding) regiment,
now the 1st battalion Duke of Wellington’s
regiment, in which he became lieutenant in

1794. Lambton appears on the muster-rolls
' of the regiment in 1782-3 as in ¢ public em-
ploy,” and afterwards as barrack-master at
St. John's, New Brunswick, a post which he
held with his regimental rank until about
1795. He joined and did duty with the 33rd,
when commanded by Wellesley, at the Cape
in 1796, and accompanied it to Bengal, and
subsequently to Madras in September 1798.
Two papers on the ‘Theory of Walls’ and on
the ‘Maximum of Mechanical Power and the
Effects of Machines in Motion,” were com-
municated by Lambton to the Asiatic Society
about this time (Asiatic Researches, vol. vi.),
and were printed in the‘Philosophical Trans-
actions.” Lambtonserved as brigade-major to
General David Baird [q. v.] in the expedition
against Seringapatam. Ilis knowledge of the
stars saved his brigade during a night-march
in the course of the campaign (Ilook, Life of
Baird,vol. 1.) After the storm and capture
of Seringapatam, 4 May 1799, Lambton ac-
companied his brigade in its march to secure
the surrender of the hill-forts in Mysore. His
journal from Angust to December 1799 is
among the Mornington Papers (Brit. Mus.
Add. MS. 13658). When the brigade was
broken up, Lambton was appointed brigade-
major of the troops on the Coromandel coast,
ante-dated from 22 Aug. 1799.

At this time Lambton presented a memo-
rial to the governor of Madras in council,
suggesting a survey connecting the Malabar
and the Coromandel coasts,and was appointed
to conduct the work (Asiat. Res. vol. viii,
1801). Preparations were already in progress
on New-year's day 1800 (WELLINGTON, Sup-
plementary Despatches,i.562-3). Pending the
arrival of instruments from Bengal, a base-
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line seven and a half English miles in length
was measured near Bangalore in October to

LAMONT, DA VID (1752-1837),Scottish

! divine, born in 1752, was son of John Lamont,

December 1800. The records of the measure- | minister of Kelton, Kirkcudbrightshire, by

ment are now in the map room at the India
office. In 1802, the necessary instruments
having arrived, operations commenced with
the measurement of a base near St. Thomas’
Mount, Madras, in connection with the Ban-
galore base. Lambton was assisted by lieu-
tenants Henry Kater [q.v.], 12th foot, and
John Warren, 33rd foot. From this time the
survey operations, combined with the mea-
surement of an arc of the meridian, were
carried on without any important inter-
mission, in the face of numberless technical
difficulties which later experience has over-
come. The reports and maps are preserved
in the map room of the India office (see Aec-
count of Trigonometrical Operations, 1802—
1823). The survey reports include particu-
lars of several base measurements, the last
taken at Beder in 1815 ; the latitudes, longi-
tudes, and altitudes of a great number of
places in southern and central India; and
observations on terrestrial refraction and
pendulum observations.

Lambton became captain in the 33rd foot,
without purchase, 25 June 1806, and pur-
chased his majority in the regiment 1 March
1808. 'When the 33rd returned home from
Madras in 1812, Llambton remained behind
as superintendent of the Indian survey. He
became lieutenant-colonel by brevet 4 June
1814, and was placed on half-pay in conse-
tlluence of the reduction of the army, 25 Dec.

818. He was a F.R.S. (see THoMsoN, Hist.
Ray. Soc.), a fellow of the Asiatic Society,
and a corresponding member of the French
Academy.

Lambton died of lung-disease at Hingan-
ghat, fifty miles from Nagpore, on 26 Jan.
1823, at the age of sixty-seven. His beau-
tiful instruments and well-selected library
were disposed of at a camp auction, and a few
autobiographical notes, known to be among
his papers, have not been traced.

Sir George Everest [q. v.], who was ap-
gointed Lambton’s chief assistant in 1817,

escribes him at that period as six feet high,
erect, well-formed, bony and muscular.. He
was a_fair-complexioned man, with blue
eyes. He seemedp ‘atranquil and exceedingly
good-humoured person, very fond of his joke,
agreat admirer of the fair sex, partial to sing-
ing glees and duets, and everything, in short,
that promoted harmony and tended to make
life pass easily.’

[Ingleden’s Hist. of North Allerton; Clement
Markham’s Indian Surveys, London; Memoirin
the Army and Navy Mag. December 1885, Lon-
don, 8vo.] H. M. C.

| Margaret, daughter of John Afleck of White-

park. Hisgrandfather,John Lamont of New-
ton in Fifeshire, was descended from Allan
Lamont, second minister of Scoonie, Fife-
shire,after the Reformation. Ie was licensed
by the presbytery of Kirkcudbright in 1772,
and inducted to the parish of Kirkpatrick-
Durham in that county in1774, Hewas made
D.D. by the university of Edinburgh in 1780,
was appointed chaplain tothe Prince of Wales
in 1785, moderator of the general assembly
in 1822, chaplain-in-ordinary for Scotland in
1824, and died in 1837 in the eighty-fifth year
of his age and sixty-third of his ministry. As
moderator of the general assembly he read
an address to George I'V, and preached before
him in St. Giles’s, Edinburgh, during his
visit to Scotland. Lamont was a liberal in
politics and theology, a popular preacher, an
able debater in church courts, an eloquent
platform speaker, and held a prominent place
among the cultivated and dignified clergy
of the time., A considerable landowner, he
divided his property into small holdings, pro-
moted local manufactories,formed benevolent
societies among his tenants and parishioners,
and ¢ gained the affection and esteem of all
who witnessed his generous and enlightened
exertions” In 1799 he married Anne,
daughter of David Anderson, esq., H.M.
Customs, and had a son John, an advocate,
afterwards a brewer in London. His works
are: 1. Two Sermons, Dumfries, 1785-97.
2. ‘Sermons on the most prevalent Vices,’
London, 1780. 3. ‘Sermons on Important
Subjects,’ 2 vols. 1780-87. 4. ‘Subscription
to the Confession of Faith consistent with
Liberty of Conscience,” Edinburgh, 1790.
5. ¢ Account of the Parish of Kirkpatrick-~
Durham’ (Sir John Sinclair's Statistical Ac-
count of Scotland, vol. ii.). 6. Sermon, in
Gillan’s ¢ Scottish Pulpit.’

[Scott’s Fasti; Preface to Lamont’s Diary;
Heron’s Journey ; Caledonian Mercury, January
1837.] G. W. 8,

LAMONT, JOHANN vox (1805-1879),
astronomer and magnetician, was born at
Braemar, Aberdeenshire, on 13 Dec. 1805.
His father, a custom-house officer, belonged
to an old but impoverished family, and after
his death in 1816 the son was removed to
the Scottish Benedictine monastery of St.
James at Ratisbon, where the prior, Father
Deasson, devoted himself to his mathematical
education. Having passed with distinction
through all his studies, he was admitted in
1827 an extraordinary member of the Munich
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Académy of Sciences, wasappointed in March
1828 assistant astronomer at the observatory
of Bogenhausen, near Munich, and through
Schelling’s influence, on 18 July 1835, di-
rector o% the same establishment, with a
yearly salary of elevenhundred florins. . With
a ten and a half inch equatoreal telescope by
Merz, mounted in 1835, Lamont observed
Halley’s comet from 27 Jan. to 17 May 1836,
Encke’s comet in 1838, and the satellites of
Saturn and Uranus respectively in 1836 and
1837, deducing the orbits of Enceladus and
Tethys, besides an improved value for the
mass of Uranus (Memoirs Royal Astronomical
Society, xi. 51). In 1836-7 he measured some
of the principal nebulae and clusters (Annalen
der kin. Sternwarte, xvii. 305), His zone-
observations of 34,674 small stars between
latitudes + 27° and —33°, in the course of
which he twice, in 1845-6, unconsciously ob-
served the planet Neptune, were his most
important astronomical work, The resulting
eleven cataloguesare contained in six volumes
(1866-74) supplementary to the ¢ Annalen’
of theobservatory. Some additional observa-
tions by Lamont were published by Seeliger
in 1884 (Suppl. Band xiv.) Lamont ob-
served the total solar eclipses of 8 July 1842
and 18 July 1860, the latter at Castellon de
la Plana in Spain,and discussed theattendant
phenomena (Pril. Mag.xix.416, 1860 ; Fort-
schritte der Physik, xvi. 569). Ile led the
way in adopting the chronographic mode of
registering transits; described in 1839 the
¢ ghost-micrometer’ (Jahrbuck der Stern-
warte, iil. 187) ; and received the order of
the Iron Crown from the emperor of Austria
for conmecting the Austrian and Bavarian
surveys.

His services ta terrestrial magnetism began
in 1836 with the establishment of a system
of daily observations adopted internationally
in 1840, when a magnetic observatory was
built, under his directions, at Bogenhausen.
A set of instruments designed by him for de-
termining the magnetic elements came into
extensive use, and with his ¢ travelling theo-
dolite’ he executed magnetic surveys of Ba-
varia (1849-52), France and Spain (1856-7),
North Germany and Denmark (1858). The
results were published at Munich, 18546,
in ¢Magnetische Ortsbestimmungen ausge-
fiihrt an verschiedenen Punkten des Io-
nigreichs Baiern’ (with an Atlas in folio);
followed in 1858 by ¢ Untersuchungen iiber
die Richtungund Stérke des Erdmagnetismus
an verschiedenen Punkten des siidwestlichen
Europa, and in 1859 by ¢ Untersuchungen
in Nord-Deutschland.” The discovery of the
decennial magnetic period was announced
by Lamont in September 1850 (Annalen der

Physik, lxxxiv. 580); that of the ¢earth-
current’ in ‘Der Erdstrom und der Zusam-
menhang desselben mit dem Magnetismus
der Erde’ (Leipzig, 1862), a work of great
practical importance in telegraphy; while his
studies in atmospheric electricity led him to
the conclusion of a constant negative charge
in the earth (76, Ixxxv.494). TFrom 1838
Bogenhausen became, through his exertions,
a meteorological centre; he founded a me-
teorological association which spread over
Germany, but was obliged, for lack of funds,
to suspend after three years the publication
of the valuable ¢ Annalen fiir Meteorologie
und Erd-Magnetismus’ (1842-4).

Lamont was associated with the Royal
Astronomical Societyin 1837, with the Royal
Societies of Edinburgh and London respec-
tively in 1845 and 1852, and was appointed
in 1852 professor of astronomy in the uni-
versity of Munich. He was a member of
most of the scientific academies of Europe,
and among the orders with which he was
decorated were those of Gregory the Great
(conferred by Pius IX), of the Northern Star
of Sweden, and of the Crown of Bavaria, the
last carrying with it a title of nobility. Ile
led a tranquil, solitary life, never married,
and was indifferent to ordinary enjoyments.
He often, however, took part in the reunions
of the ¢ catholic casino’ at Munich. He was
personally frugal, liberal to charities, and en-
dowed the university of Munich with a sum
of forty-two thousand florins for the support
of mathematical students. e established a
workshop at the observatory, and was his
own mechanician. Small in stature, with
sharply cut features, and large, mild blue
eyes, he possessed a constitution without flaw,
except through an injury to the spinal marrow,
received in a fall from horseback when a boy.
He died from its effects on 6 Aug.1879,and
wasburiedin the churchyard at Bogenhausen.

Among his principal works are: 1.‘Hand-
buch des Erdmagnetismus, Berlin, 1849.
2. ¢ Astronomie und Erdmagnetismus,” Stutt-
gart, 1851. 3. ‘Handbuch des Magnetis-
mus’ (Allgemeine Encyclopédie der ’hysik,
Band xv.), Leipzig, 1867. The titles of 107
memoirs by him—many of them highly au-
thoritative—are enumerated in the Royal
Society’s Catalogue of Scientific Papers, and
he published from the observatory ten volumes
of ¢Observationes Astronomice,’ thirty-four
of ‘Annalen der Sternwarte,’and four volumes
of ¢ Jahrbiicher’ (1838-41).

[Allgemeine Deutsche Biographie (Giinther);
Historisch-Politische Blitter, Band Ixxxv.(Schaf-
hautl) ; Vierteljahrsschrift der Astronomischen
Gesellschaft, xv. 60 (C. von Orff); Monthly No-
tices Royal Astronomical Soc. x1. 203 ; Nature,



Lamont

28

La Motte

xx. 425; Observatory,iii. 155 ; Athenzum, 1879,
ii. 214; Times, 12 Aug. 1879 ; Quarte_rlyJournal
Meteorological Soe. vi. 72; Proceedings Royal
Soe, of Edinburgh, x. 358 ; Poggendorff’s Biog.
Lit. Handworrerbuch; Wolf's Geschichte der
Astronomie, p. 657, &e.; Midler's Gesch. der
Himmelskunde, Bd. ii.; Sir F. Ronaldss Cat. of
Books relating to Electricity and Magnetism,
pp. 281-3; Royal Society’s Cat. of Scientific
Papers, vols. iii. vii.] A. M. C.

LAMONT, JOHN (. 1671), chronicler,
was probably son of John Lamont, who was
described in 1642 as ¢ destitute of any means
for his wife and children, having been chased
out of Ireland by the rebels,” and died at
Johnston’s Mill in 1652. - His grandfather,
Allan Lamont or Lawmonth (d. 1632), was
minister of Kennoway, Fifeshire, in 1586, and
afterwards of Scoonie conjointly. His great-
grandfather, Allan Lawmonth (d. 1674),
second son of Lawmonth of that ilk in
Argyllshire, entered the college of St. An-
drews in 1536, settled in the city of St. An-
drews about 1540, and was the first of the
family to associate himself with Fifeshire.
The intimate acquaintance shown by Lamont
in his extant ¢ Chronicle’ with the affairs of
the Lundins of that ilk has led to the sug-
gestion that he was factor to that family,
and his interest in and knowledge of the
prices paid for properties purchased in Fife
support the theory that he was a landed
estate agent of some kind. The ¢ Diary’ by
which he is known ostensibly begins in
March 1649 and terminates in April 1671,
but it is evident that both the beginning
and end are incomplete as published. It
supplies dates of the births, marriages, and
deaths that occurred not only in Fifeshire
families, but also among the nobility of
Scotland, and is of great value to the Scot-
tish genealogist. It also gives accounts of
Lamont’s brother Allan, and of his sisters
Margaret and Janet, and of their families.
The absence of any reference to his own
marriage implies that he died a bachelor, pro-
bably about 1675. His brother’s eldest son,
John (6. 1661), was his heir, and doubtless
inherited his uncle’s manuscripts, including
the ¢ Diary’ This John was at one time a
skipper of Largo, but in 1695 acquired the
estate of Newton, in the parish of Kennoway.
The ¢ Diary’ was first published, under the
title of the ‘Chronicle of Fife,’ by Constable
in 1810, and was ascribed to John Lamont
‘of Newton,’ a confusion of the nephew with
the uncle, the real author. Another edition
from early manuseripts, then in the posses-

|

[The Rev. Walter Wood of Elie, in his East
Neuk of Fife, 1888, first distinguished accurately
between the two John Lamonts,uncle and nephew,
and identified the former with the author of the
Chronicle.] A.H. M.

LA MOTHE, CLAUDE GROSTETE pe
(1647-1713), theologian, was born at Orleans
in 1647, and was the son of Jacques Grostéte
de 1a Buffitre, a member of the Paris bar,
and an elder of the protestant church at
Charenton. He assumed, according to cus-
tom, the name of one of his father’s estates.
He graduated in law at Orleans University
1664, and in the following year joined the
Paris bar; but in 1675, having abandoned
law for theology, he became protestant pastor
at Lizy, near Melun. In 1682 he accepted
a call to Rouen, but returned to Lizy on find-
ing that no successor could be obtained, and
was secretary of the provincial synod held
there. On the revocation of the edict of
Nantes in 1685, he sought refuge in London
with his wife, Marie Berthe, daughter of a
Paris banker, was naturalised in 1688, and
was minister first of the Swallow Street, and
then, from 1694 till his death, of the Savoy
Church. In 1712 he was elected a member of
the Berlin Royal Society ; in1713he collected
subscriptions in England for the Huguenots
released from the French galleys; and he died
in London 30Sept. 1718.” La Mothe’s father
abjured protestantism,and his brother, Marin
des Mahis, an ex-pastor, becamea canon of Or-
leans. La Mothe published ¢ Two Discourses
relating to the Divinity of our Saviour,’ Lon-
don, 1698, ¢ The Inspiration of the New Testa-
ment asserted and explained, London, 1694,
and several treatises in French, one of them
in defence of the Camisard prophets.

[Biography prefixed to his Sermons sur divers
Textes, Amsterdam, 1715 ; Agnew’s Prot. Exiles
from France, 3rd edit. London, 1886; Haag’s
La France Protestante, Paris, 1855; Encye. des
Sciences Religieuses, v. 749, Paris, 1878.]

U EAS

LA MOTTE,JOHN (1570 ?-1655), mer-
chant of London, born about 1570, was the
son of Francis La Motte of Ypres in Flanders,
who came over to England about 1562, took
up his residence at Colchester, and died in
London. La Motte was sent to a school in
Ghent under the Dutch protestant church.
His master, Jacobus Reginus (Jan de Konink),
in a letter dated 11 July 1583 to Wingius,
the minister of the Dutch Church at London,
mentions him as a very promising pupil, ex-
celling his schoolfellows in talent and dili-
gence (Eeclesie Londino-Batave Archivum,

sion of General Durham of Largo and James | ed. Hessels, ii. 754-5). He appears to have

Lumisdaine of Lathallan, was issued by the
Bannatyne Club in 1830,

finished his education at the university of

l Heidelberg (ib. i. 372).
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La Motte was a successful merchant. On
7 Dec. 1611 he wrote to the Earl of Salisbury,
¢desiring an audience, to disclose some secrets
he heard beyond the seas,’ and suggested a
tax upon black and brown thread, that the
English poor might be employed in its manu-
facture. At the same time he solicited a
warrant to seize all thread imported from
such foreign countries as banished English
cloth, and the farm of the tax of that manu-
facture in England (Cal. of State Papers,
Dom. 1611-18, p. 98). In April 1616 La
Motte, with three others, petitioned the king
for permission to export and import mer-
chandise, 11])9Lying; only such customs as Eng-
lish merchants pay, on the ground that he
was born in England, though of foreign
parents,and that he submitted tolaw, chureh,
and government taxes (ib. p. 363).

La Motte afterwards became a permanent
member of the Reformed Dutch Church in
Austinfriars, and his name appears in the
list of elders for 1626 (MoENs, Reyisters of
the Dutch Church,p.209). On24 March 1636
the king granted a license to La Motte and five
others, including Sir William Courten [q. v.]
and Alderman Campbell, to establish a foreign
church at Sandtoft for celebrating divine
serviceeither in the English or Dutch tongues,

according to the rites of the established |

church of England (Huguenot Soc. Proc. ii.

293-4). He resided within the parish of St. |

Bartholomew by the Exchange, in one of the
largest houses in that parish, standing due
east of the eastern entrance to the Royal
Exchange, and in the middle of the broad
pavement which now extends from Thread-
needle Street to Cornhill. He paid 37. 9s. 44.
to the poor-rate, so that his house must have
been assessed at about 104/ a year (Vestry
Minute Books of the Parisk of St. Bartholo-
mew, edited by Edwin Freshfield, p. xI).
His name first occurs in the books of the
parish in May 1615. He served the chief
parish offices, viz. constable in 1619, and
churchwarden in 1621. La Motte died in
July 1655, and was buried on the 24th of
that month in the church of St. Bartholo-
mezv )by the Exchange (Smyrn, Obituary,
p. 40).

He married Anne Tivelyn of Canterbury.
By her he had two daughters, who were
baptised in the Duteh church in Austinfriars,
viz. Hester, married to John Manyng and
(according to La Motte’s will) to Sir Thomas
Honywood, and Elisabeth, who married
Maurice Abbot, second son of Sir Maurice
Abbot, lord mayor of London ( Visitation of
London, Harl. Soc., ii. 42). Only the elder
survived her father (MoENs, Registers of the
Dutch Church, 1884, p. 43). William King

| (1663-1712) [q. v.] claims La Motte as his
great-grandfather (Adverseria). His will,
dated 23 May 1655, was proved in the
{P. C. C. 8 Aug. 1655 (86, Aylett). One
half of his estate was bequeathed to his
| grandchild, Maurice Abbot ; the other half
| was distributed in numerous legacies to re-
latives and friends, and in bequests of a
charitable nature. Twenty-five pounds were
left to the parish of St. Bartholomew, the
interest to be employed in providing a lec-
ture to be delivered in the church every
‘ Sunday afternoon. Other bequests were made
to the poor of Bridewell Hospital (of which
' he was a governor), and of Christ’s Hospital;
| endowments towards the ministers’ stipend,
a parsonage-house, and relief of the poor of
the Dutch church of London. The follow-
ing also were legatees: the three ministers
of the Duteh church; the poor of St. James's,
| Colchester ; the poor of Foulmer in Cam-
| bridge ; the Dutch congregations and their
- ministers and poor at Colchester, Sandwich,
and Canterbury ; the clerk and beadle of the
‘Weavers’ Company, of which he appears to
have been a member ; and a very large num-
ber of apprentices, servants, and other de-
pendents. e was possessed at the time of
his death of various properties in Essex and
Cambridgeshire, including the manors of
Ramsey and Brudwell in the former county,
and an estate at Foulmer in the latter.
Administration of his will was granted to
his executors, James Houblon and Maurice
Abbot.
A portrait of La Motte by Faithorne is
prefixed to Fulk Bellers’s ¢ Life’ and funeral
sermon, 1656.

[Authorities above cited ; Fulk Bellers’s Life of
l La Motte, 1656, 4to; Granger's Biog. Hist.ii.276;

Clark’s Lives of Eminent Men.] C. W-n.
LAMPE, JOHN FREDERICK (1703 ?-

| 1751), musical composer, was a native of

Saxony, and, according to the epitaph on his
l tombstone, was born in or about 1703. The
| place of his birth is stated to have been
Helmstadt, but a search of the baptismal
records there has not revealed the name of
Lampe (Love). Hawkins says ¢ he affected
to style himself sometime a student of music
at Helmstadt,” and this may have led to the
belief that he was born there. Nothing is
known of his career before he arrived in Lon-
don about 1725, when he became a bassoon-
player in the opera band. He is reported to
have been one of the finest bassoonists of his
time. About 1730 he was engaged by Rich,
manager of Covent Garden, to compose music
for pantomimes and other entertainments
performed there. In1732he wrote the music
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for Henry Carey’s ¢ Amelia’ (HAWEINs states
that Carey was a pupil of Lampe’s), and in
1737 he set the same writer’s burlesque opera,
the “Dragon of Wantley.” The latter work,
said to have been a favourite with Handel,
and written in imitation of the ¢ Beggar’s
Opera, had an extraordinary success. ilit;
was followed in 1738 by a sequel entitled |
¢ Margery, or a Worse Plague than the |

[Hawkins's Hist. Music, v. 371; Burney’s Hist.
Musie, iv. 655; Grove’s Dict. Music; Love's Scot-
tish Church Musie, its Composers and Sources,
p. 188, and article in Scottish Church, June 1890;
Dibdin's Annals of the Edinburgh Stage. The
epitaph in the Canongate churchyard states that
Lampe was in his forty-eighth year when he
died.] J.c

LAMPHIRE, JOHN, M.D.(1614-1688),

Dragon.” Tn 1741 he wrote music for the | principal of Hart Hall, Oxford, son of George
masque of the ¢ Sham Conjuror,’ and in 1745 | Lamphire, apothecary, was born in 1614 at

composed ‘Pyramus an

Thisbe, a mock Winchester, and was admitted scholar of

Opera, the words taken from Shakespeare.” | Winchester College in 1627 (KirsY, Win-
e was the composer of many now-forgotten | chester Scholars, p. 172). He matriculated
songs, several of which appeared in collec- | from New College, Oxford, on 19 Aug. 1634,

tions, like ¢ Wit Musically Embellish’d : a
collection of forty-two new English ballads,’

the ¢ Ladies’ Amusement,’ ¢ Lyra Britannica,’ |
the ¢ Vocal Mask,” and the ¢ Musical Miscel-

lany, &e. Hawkins attributes to him an
anonymous cantata entitled ‘In Harmony
would you excel,” with words by Swift. He
was the author of two theoretical works: ¢ A
Plain and Compendious Method of Teaching
Thorough-Bass,’ London, 1737, and the ¢ Art
of Musick,’ London, 1740. ¢Hymns on the
Great Festivals and other Occasions’ (Lon-
don, 1746) contains twenty-four tunes in two
parts, specially composed by him, to words
by the Rev. CharlesWesley. In1748 or 1749,
with his wife and a small company, he went
to Dublin, where he conducted theatrical
performances and concerts, and in November
1750 he moved to Edinburgh to take up a
similar engagement at the Canongate Theatre.
He died in Edinburgh on 25 July 1751, and
was buried in the Canongate churchyard,
where a monument, now iun a dilapidated
state, was erected to his memory. The pre-
diction of the epitaph that his ‘harmonious
compositions shall outlive monumental regis-
ters,and, with melodiousnotes through future
ages, perpetuatehisfame,’ has only been partly
fulfilled, for, with the exception of the long-
metre hymn-tune, ¢ Kent, none of his com-
positions are now heard. From contem-
porary notices we gather that Lampe was an
excellent musician, and a man of irreproach-
able character. He was greatly esteemed by
Charles Wesley, who wrote a hymn on his
death, beginning ¢’Tis done! the sov'reign
will’s obeyed !’ This hymn was afterwards
set to music by Dr. Samuel Arnold.
Lampe’s wife, Isabella, was daughter of
Charles Young, organist of All-Hallows,
Barking, and sister of Mrs. Arne. She was
noted both as a vocalist and as an actress.
Lampe’s son, Charles John Frederick, some-
times confounded with his father, was or-
ganist of All-Hallows, in succession toYoung,
from 1758 to 1769. “

aged 20; was elected fellow there in 1636;
proceeded B.A. in 1638, and M. A. in January
1641-2. He is apparently the John Lanfire
who was appointed prebendary of Bath and
‘Wells in 1641. In 1648 he was ejected from
his fellowship by the parliamentary visitors,
but during the Commonwealth practised

hysic with some success at Oxford. Wood
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