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MALTHUS, THOMAS ROBERT (1766
' 1834), political economist, second son of
Daniel Malthus, was born on 17 Feh. 1766
at his father's house, the Rookery, near Guild-
. ford. Daniel’s eldest son, Sydenham Malthus,
. grandfather of Colonel Sydenham Malthus, |
C.B., died in 1821, in his sixty-eighth year.
Daniel Malthus, born in 1730, entered Queen'’s
College, Oxford, in 1747, but did not gra-
| duate. Ile lived quietly among his books,
. and wrote some useful but anonymous pieces
(O1TER, p. xxii). He had some acquaint-
ance with Rousseau, and according to Otter
. became his executor. He was an ardent be-
liever in the ¢ perfectibility of mankind,’ as
expounded by Condorcet and Godwin (zb.
| p.xxxviii),and some ¢ peculiar opinions’about
education were perhaps derived from the
. ‘Emile” He was impressed by his son’s abi-
lities, and undertook the boy’s early educa-
tion himself. e afterwards selected rather
remarkable teachers. In1776 Robert (as he
was generally called) became a pupil of
| Richard Graves (1715-1804) [q. v.], well
' known as the author of the ¢ Spiritual
| Quixote,’ 1772, a coarse satire upon the me-
| thodists. Malthus’s love of ‘fighting for
| ﬁghtillg’é'buu.-, : *ha Jeast malice, and
' his keen sense of humo.., " ~oribed by
| Graves to the father (6. p. xxx,, and he
appears to have been afterwards a cricketer
and a skater (4. p. xxv), and fond of row-
ing (Ricardo’s Letters to Malthus, p. 1568).
He kept up his friendship for Graves, and
- attended his old schoolmaster’s deathbed as a
. clergyman. Tewas afterwards a pupil of Gil-
. bert Wakefield, who became classical master
of the dissenting academy at Warrington in
1779. Malthus attended the academy for
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a time, and after its dissolution in 1783 re-
mained with Wakefield till he went tocollege.
A letter appended to Wakefield’s ¢Life’ 511
454-63)isattributed by Mr. Bonar to Malthus,
and if so Malthus highly respected his tutor,
and kept up a long friendship with him. On
8 June 1784 Malthus was entered a pensioner
of Jesus College, Cambridge, of which Wake-
field had been a fellow, and probably began
residence in October. One of his tutors was
William Frend [q. v.], who, like Wakefield,
became a unitarian. Malthus read history,
poetry,and modern languages, obtained prizes
for Latin and Greek declamations, and was
ninth wrangler in the mathematical tripos
of 1788. After graduating he seems to have
pursued his studies at hisfather’s house and at
Cambridge. On 10 June 1793 (not in 1797)
he was elected to a fellowship at Jesus, and
was one of the fellows who on 23 June 1794
made an order that the name of S. T. Cole~
ridge should be taken off the boards unless
he returned and paid his tutor’s bill. He
held his fellowship until his marriage, but
only resided occasionally (information from
the Master of Jesus). He took his M.A.
degree in 1791, and in 1798 he was in holy
orders, and held a curacy at Albury, Surrey.
Malthus’s opinions were meanwhile develop-
ing in a direction not quite accordant with
those of his father and his teachers. e wrote
a pamphlet called ¢ The Crisis’ in 1796, but
at his father’s request refrained from print-
ing it. Some passages are given by Otter
and Empson. He attacked Pitt from the
whig point of view, but supported the poor-
law schemes then under consideration in
terms which imply that he had not yet
worked out his theory of population. God-
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win’s ¢ Enquirer,’ published in 1797, led to
discussions between Malthus and his father
about some of the questions already handled
by the same author in his ¢ Political Justice,
1793. Malthus finally resolved to put his
reasons upon paper for the sake of clearness.
He was thus led to write the ¢ Essay on
Population,’ published anonymously in 1798.
Godwin had dreamt of a speedy millennium
of universal equality and prosperity. ~He
had already briefly noticed in his ¢ Political
Justice’ the difficulties arising from an ex-
cessive stimulus to population. Malthus
brought them out more forcibly and systema-
tically. He laid down his famous principle
that population increases in a geometrical,
and subsistence onlyin an arithmetical ratio,
and argued that population is necessarily
limited by the ‘checks’ of vice and misery.
The pamphlet attracted much notice. Mal-
thus was replying to an ‘ obliging’ letter from
Godwin in August 1798 (PAUL, Godwin, i.
321). In 1801 Godwin replied to Malthus
(as well as to Parr and Mackintosh) in his
¢ Thoughts on Dr. Parr’s Spital Sermon.” He
was both courteous and ready to make some
concessions to Malthus. Malthus soon came
to see, as his letter to Godwin already indi-
cates, that a revision of his arguments was
desirable. In 1799 he travelled in order to
collect information. Ile went with E. D.
Clarke [q.v.], J. M. Cripps [qg. v.], and Wil-
liam Otter [q. v.] to Hamburg, and thence
to Sweden, where the party separated. Mal-
thus and Otter went through Sweden to
Norway, Finland,and Russia. Malthusadded
some notes to the later editions of Clarke’s
‘Travels.” His father died in 1800. In 1802
he took advantage of the peace to visit France
and Switzerland. In 1800 he had published
a tract upon the ‘ High Price of Provisions,’
and promised in the conclusion a new edi-
tion of his essay. This, which appeared in
June 1803, was a substantially new book,
containing the results of his careful inquiries
on the continent and his wide reading of
the appropriate literature. He now expli-
citly and fully recognised the ¢prudential’
check implicitly contained to some degreein
‘the earlier essay, and repudiated the imputa-
tion to which the earlier book had given
some plausibility. The ¢checks’ no longer
appeared as insuperable obstacles to all social
improvement, but as defining the dangers
which must be avoided if improvement is
to be achieved. He always rejected some
doctrines really put forward by Condorcet
which have been fathered upon him by later

Malthusians, He made converts, and was,

especially proud (ExrsoN) of having con-
vinced Pitt and Paley.

On13March 1804 Malthus married Harriet,
daughter of John Eckersall of Claverton
House, St. Catherine’s, near Bath. At the
end of 1805 he became professor of history
and political economy at the newly founded
college of Haileybury. He took part in the
services of the college chapel, and he gave
lectures on political economy, which, as he
declares, the hearers not only understood,
but ‘did not even find dull” The lectures
led him to consider the problem of rent. The
theory at which he arrived is partly indicated
in two pamphlets upon the corn laws, pub-
lished in 1814 and 1815, and is fully given in
the tract upon ¢ The Nature and Progress of
Rent’ (which was being printed in January
1815). The doctrine thus formulated has
been generally accepted by later economists.
A similar view had been taken by James
Anderson (1739-1808) [q.v.] The same
doctrine was independently reached by Sir
Edward West, and stated in his ¢ Essay on
the Application of Capital to Land . .. by a
Fellow of University College, Oxford,” pub-
lished in the same year as Malthus’s pam-
phlet. Ricardo, in an essay on ‘The Influ-
ence of a Low Price of Corn on the Profits
of Stock,’ while replying to the two tracts in
which Malthus had advocated some degree of
protection, substantially accepted the theory
of rent, although they differed upon certain
questions involved (see BoNAR, pp. 238-45).
Malthus's ¢ Political Economy,” published in
1820, sums up the opinions to which he had
been led upon various topics, and explains
his differences from Ricardo, but is not a
systematic treatment of the subject.

Malthus lived quietly at Haileybury for
the rest of his life. He visited Ireland in
1817, and in 1825, after the loss of a daugh-
ter, travelled on the continent for his own
health and his wife’s. He was elected F.R.S.
in 1819, In 1821 he became a member of
the Political Economy Club, founded in that
year by Thomas Tooke ; James Mill, Grote,
and Ricardo being among his colleagues.
Professor Bain says that the survivors long
remembered the ¢ crushing’ attacks of James
Millupon Malthus’sspeeches. He waselected
in the beginning of 1824 one of the ten royal
associates of the Royal Society of Literature,
each of whom received a hundred guineas
yearly during the life of George IV, Wil-
liam I'V declining to continue the subscrip-
tion (JERDAN, Autobiography, iii. 159, 162).
He contributed papers to the society in 1825
and 1827 upon the measure of value. He was
also one of the first fellows of the Statistical
Society, founded in March 1834. He wrote
several papers and revised his ¢ Political Eco-
nomy’ during this period, and he gave some
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evidence of importance before a committee
of the House of Commons upon emigration
in 1827, but added nothing remarkable to
his previous achievements in political eco-
nomy.

Malthus died suddenly of heart disease on
23 Dec. 1834, while spending Christmas with
his wife and family at the house of Mr. Ecker-
sall at St. Catherine’s. He was buried in
the Abbey Church at Bath. He left a sonand
a daughter. The son, Henry, became vicar
of Eﬁ?ngham, Surrey, in 1835, and of Don-
nington, near Chichester, in 1837. He died
in August 1882, aged 76. DBrougham as-
serted (M. NAPIER, Correspondence, p. 187)
that he offered a living to Malthus, who de-
clined it in favour of his son, ¢ who now has

~it’ (31 Jan. 1837),

Malthus was a member of the French In-
stitute. He was elected in 1833 one of the
five foreign associates of the Académie des
Sciences Morales et Politiques, and a mem-
ber of the Royal Academy of Berlin. A
portrait by Linnell was engraved for the ‘ Dic-
tionnaire de 'Economie Politique ’ (1853).

Malthus appears to have been a singularly
amiable man. Miss Martineau,in her ¢ Auto-
biography’ (i. 327), gives a pleasant account
of a visit to him at Haileybury in 1834. She
says that although he bad a ‘defect in the
palate’ which made his speech ¢hopelessly
imperfect,’ he was the only friend whom
she could hear without her trumpet. He
had asked for an introduction, because, while
other friends had defended him injudiciously,
she had interpreted him precisely as he could
wish. (Mr. Bonar identifies the passage re-
ferred to as that in ‘A Tale of the Tyne,
p- 56.) He also told her (Autobiography,
p- 211) that he had never cared for the abuse
lavished upon his doctrine ‘after the first fort-
night,’ and she says that he was when she
knew him ‘one of the serenest and most
cheerful’ of men. Otter seys that during an
intimacy of nearly fifty years he never saw
Malthus ruffled or angry, and that in success
he showed as little vanity as he had shown
sensibility to abuse. Horner and Empson
speak in similar terms of his eandour and

humanity. His life was devoted to spreading
 the doctrines which he held to be essential

| to the welfare of his fellows. He never aimed

| at preferment, and it would have required
some courage to give it to a man whose doc-
trines, according to the prevalent opinion,
' were specially unsuitable to the mouth of
a clergyman, and therefore gained for him

| Cobbett’s insulting title of ¢ Parson Malthus.’

Politically he was a whig, though gene-
rally moderate and always a lover of the
‘golden mean’ He supported catholic

emancipation, and accepted the Reform Bill
without enthusiasm. He objected to reli
gious tests, and supported both of the rival
societies for education (HorNER,ii.97). He
was a theologian and moralist of the type
of Paley. Though a utilitarian he did not,
any more than Bentham, accept the abstract
principle of ladssez-faire which became the
creed of Bentham’s followers. He was in
favour of factory acts and of national edu-
cation, He was convinced, however, that
the poor laws had done more harm than
good, and this teaching had a great effect
upon the authors of the Poor Law Bill of
1834, In political economy Malthus ob-
jected to the abstract methods of Ricardo
and his school, although he was personally
on the most friendly terms with Ricardo,
and carried on a correspondence, Ricardo’s
share of whicli was edited by Mr. Bonar in
1889. He followed Adam Smithin the con-
stantreference to actual concrete facts. Mal-
thus’s doctrine of population had been antici-
pated by others, especially by Robert Wallace,
who had replied to Hume’s ¢ Essay on the
Populousness of Ancient Nations’ in 1753,
and published in 1761 his ‘Various Pro-
spects of Mankind, Nature, and Providence.’
In 1761 had also been published J. P. Siiss-
mileh’s ¢ Gottliche Ordnung,’ from which
Malthus drew many statistics. In the pre-
face to the second edition Malthus says that
the only authors whom he had consulted for
the past were Hume, Wallace, Adam Smith,
and Dr. Price; he had since found dis-
cussions of the same topic in Plato and Aris-
totle,in the works of the French economists,
especially Montesquieu and in Franklin, Sir
James Stewart, Arthur Young, and Joseph
Townshend, the last of whom published in
1786 a “Dissertation on the Poor Laws,’ and
whose ¢ Travels in Spain’ (1786-7) are no-
ticed by Malthus as making a fresh exami-
nation of the same country unnecessary.
Although more or less anticipated, like
most discoverers, Malthus gave a position to
the new doctrine by his systematic exposition,
which it has never lost. Franeis Place [q.v.],
the radical friend of James Mill, supported
it in 1822 in ¢ Illustrations and Proofs of the
Principle of Population.” It was accepted
by all the economists of the Ricardo and
Mill school, and Darwin states (Lfe, i. 63)
that Malthus’s essay first suggested to him
the theory which in his handsmade a famous
epoch in modern thought. In spite of his own
principles, Malthus had no doubt stated the
doctrine in too abstract a form ; but the only
question now concerns mnot its undeniable
importance, but the precise %)OSithIl which it

should occupy inany scientific theory of gocial
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development. In his own time Malthus’s
theory was exposed to much abuse and mis-
representation. He was attacked on one side
by the whole revolutionary school, Godwin,
Tazlitt, and Cobbett; and on the other, for
ratherdifferent reasons, by the conservatives,
especially such ‘sentimental ’ conservatives
as Coleridge and Southey. The ¢ Edinburgh
Review’ had supported Malthus; while the
¢«Quarterly,’ after attacking him in 1812, had
come round to him as an opponent of its
worst enemies (see BONAR, p.364). Among
the opponents to whom Malthus himself
replied may be noticed Godwin, who at-
tacked him again in 1820, James Grahame
(¢ Enquiry into the Principle of Population,’
1816, which gives a list of previous writers
at p.71), John Weyland (‘ Principles of Popu-
lation,” 1816), Arthur Young, and Robert
Owen. A review by Southey in Aikin’s
¢ Annual Review’ for 1803 embodies notes
by Coleridge in a copy of the second edition
now in the British Museum (see BONAR,
p- 374. Southey and Coleridge were living
together at Keswick when the review was
written. Southey claims thereview, Life, &c.,
1850,1i.251,284,294). Among others may be
mentioned W. Hazlitt’s ¢ Reply to Malthus,’
1807 ; Michael T. Sadler’s ¢ Treatise on the
Law of Population’ (1830), answered by
Macaulay in the ¢ Edinburgh Review’ for
July 1830, and again, in answer to a reply
from Sadler, in the ¢ Edinburgh’ for January
1831 (MACAULAY, Miscellaneous Writings);
Poulett Scrope, ¢ Principles of Political Eco-~
nomy’ (1833); Archibald Alison, ¢ Popula-
tion’ (1840) ; and Thomas Doubleday, ¢ True
Law of Population’ (1842). Attacks by later
socialists are in Marx’s ¢ Capital’ and Mr.
Henry George’s ¢ Progress and Poverty.” An
argument as to the final cause of Malthus’s
law, which agrees in great part with a similar
argument (afterwards omitted) in the first
essay, was expounded byJ.B. Sumner (after-
wards archbishop of Canterbury) in ‘A
Treatise on the Records of Creation . . .
with particular reference ... to the consis-
tency of the principle of population with the
wisdom and goodness of the Deity’ (2 vols.
8vo, 1816).

Malthus’s works are: 1. ‘Essay on the
Principle of Population as it affects the
future Improvement of Society’ (anon.),
1798. The titlein the second edition (1803)
is, ‘Essay on the Principle of Population, or
a View of its Past and Present Effects on
Human Happiness, with an Enquiry into our
Prospects respecting the future Removal or
Mitigation of the Evils which it occasions.’
The third edition (1806) contains various
alterations mentioned in the preface; the

fourth (1807) is apparently a reprint of the
third; the fifth (1817) recasts the articles
upon rent; the sixth (and last in his lifetime)
appeared in 1826. A seventh edition was
published in 1872; and an edition, with life,
analysis, &c., by G. T. Bettany,in 1890. 2.¢On
the High Price of Provisions,’1800. 3.¢Letter
to Samuel Whitbread, M.P., on his proposed
Bill for the Amendment of the Poor Laws,’
1807. 4. ‘Letter to Lord Granville . . / (in
defence of Haileybury), 1813. 5. ¢Obser-
vations on the Effects of the Corn Laws, 1814,
6. ‘Grounds of an Opinion on the Policy of
Restricting the Importation of Foreign Corn;’
1815. 7. ¢ An Inquiry into the Nature and
Progress of Rent, Principles by which it is
regulated,’ 1815. 8. ‘Statements respecting
the East India College . . . (fuller ex-
planation of No. 4),1817. 9. ¢ Principles of
Political Economy considered with a Viewto
their Practical Application, 1820 (2nd ed. re-
vised, with memoir by Otter, 1836). 10. ¢ The
Measure of Value stated and illustrated,
with an Application of it to the Alteration
in the Value of the English Currency since
1790, 1823. 11. Article on ‘Population’ in
supplement to the ‘Encyclopzdia Britan-
nica, 1824 ; reissued with little alteration as
¢Summary View of the Principle of Popu-
lation,’ 1830. 12. ‘On the Measure of the
Conditions necessary to the Supply of Com-
modities,” 1825, and ¢ On the Meaning which
is most usually and most correctly attached
to the term Value of Commodities,” 1827,
two papers in the ‘ Transactions of the Royal.
Society of Literature.” 13. ¢ Definitions in
Political Economy,’ 1827. Malthus contri-
buted to the ‘Edinburgh Review’ of July
1808 an article upon Newenham’s ¢ Popula-~
tion of Ireland,’ and some others (see Exe-
SON), including probably an article upon the
bullion question in February 1811. He
wrote another upon the same question in
the ¢ Quarterly Review’ of April 1823 (see
Bonag, p. 285), and reviewed McCulloch’s
‘Political Economy’ in the ‘ Quarterly’ for
January 1824. A correspondence with Mal-
thus, which forms the appendix to two lec-
tures on population by N, W. Senior (1829),
is of some importance in regard to Malthus’s
opinions,

[Malthus and his Work, by James Bonar, 1885,
givesafull and excellent account of Malthus’s life
and works, with references to all the authorities.

The chief original authorities for the biography

are a life by W. Otter, afterwards bishop of

Chichester, prefixed to the second edition of the .

Political Economy (1836), and an article by
Empson in the Edinburgh Review for January

1837, pp. 469-506. Sce also Miss Martineau’s :

Autobiography, i.209-11, 327-9 ; Horner's Me-
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moirs, 2nd ed. 1853, i. 433, 446, 463, ii. 69, 97,
220, 222; Charles Comte’s Notice Historique sur
la vie et les travaux, in Transactions of the Acad.
des Sciences Morales et Politiques, 28 Dec. 1836 ;
Dictionnaire de 1’Economie Politique, 1853;
Macvey Napier’s Correspondence, 1879, pp. 29,
31, 33, 187, 198, 226, 231; Ricardo’s Letters to
Malthus (Bonar), 1889.] TR

MALTON, THOMAS, the elder (1726-
1801), architectural draughtsman and writer
on geometry, born in London in 1726, is
stated to have originally kept an upholsterer’s
shop in the Strand. He contributed two
drawings of St. Martin’s Church to the ex-
hibition of the Free Society of Artists in
1761, and also architectural drawings to the
exhibitions of the Incorporated Society of
Artists in 1766 and 1768. In 1772 and the
following years he sent architectural draw-
ings to the Royal Academy. In 1774 he
published ¢ The Royal Road to Geometry; or
an easy and familiar Introduction to the
Mathematics,” a school-book intended as an
improvement on Euclid, and in 1775 ¢ A
Compleat Treatise on Perspective in Theory
and Practice, on the Principles of Dr. Brook
Taylor” He appears to have given lectures
on perspective at his house in Poland Street,
Soho. Subsequently, owing to pecuniary
embarrassment, it is said, Malton removed
to Dublin, where he lived for many years,
and obtained some naote as a lecturer on geo-
metry. He died at Dublin on 18 Feb, 1801,
in his seventy-fifth year. There are four
drawings by him in the South Kensington
Museum.

His eldest son, Thomas Malton the
younger, is noticed separately.

MarroN, James (d. 1803), architectural
draughtsman and author, was another son.
He accompanied his father to Ireland. Like
his father, he was a professor of perspective
and geometry, and, like his brother, produced
some very fine tinted architectural drawings.
In 1797 he published ¢ A Picturesque and
Descriptive View of the City of Dublin,’
from drawings taken by himself in 1791-5.
In 1795 he published ¢ An Essay on British
Cottage Architecture;’ in 1800 a practical
treatise on perspective, entitled ¢ The Young
Painter’s Maulstick,” and in 1802 ‘A Col-
lection of Designs for Rural Retreats or
Villas.” Malton died of brain fever in Norton
(nowBolsover) Street, Marylebone, on 28 July
1803. There are specimens of his drawings in
the British and South Kensington Museumns.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Graves's Diect.
of Artists, 1760-~1880 ; Pasquin’s Artists of Ire-
land; Gent. Mag. 1801 i. 277, 1803 ii. 791,
1804 i. 283 ; Catalogues of the Royal Academy,
&e.] L. C.

MALTON, THOMAS, the younger
(1748-1804), architectural draughtsman, son
of Thomas Malton the elder [q. V.E, was
born in 1748, probably in London, IHe was
with his father during the latter’s residence
in Dublin, and then passed three yearsin the
office of James Gandon [q. v.], the architect,
in London. In 1774 Malton received a pre-
mium from the Society of Arts, and in 1782
gained the Academy gold medal for a design
for a theatre. 1In 1773 he sent to the Aca-
demy a view of Covent Garden, and was
afterwards a_constant exhibitor, chiefly of
views of London streets and buildings, drawn
in Indian ink and tinted; in these there is
little attempt at pictorial effect, but their
extreme accuracy in the architectural details
renders them of great interest and value as
topographical records; they are enlivened
with groups of figures, in which Malton is
sald to have been assisted by F. Wheatley.
After leaving Ireland, Malton appears to
have always lived in London, with the ex-
ception of a brief stay at Bath in 1780;
from 1783 to 1789 he resided in Conduit
Street,and at an evening drawing-class which
he held there, received as pupils Thomas Gir-
tin and young J. M. W, Turner, whose father
brought him to be taught perspective. In
after-life Turner often said, ¢ My real master
was Tom Malton.” In 1791 Malton removed
to Gireat Titchfield Street,and finally,in 1796,
to Long Acre. He made a few of the draw-
ings for Watts’s ¢ Seats of the Nobility and
Gentry,’ 1779, &e., and executed some large
aquatints of buildings in the metropolis and
Bath, being one of the first to avail himself
of the newly introduced art of aquatinta for
the purpose of multiplying copies of his
views. Healso painted some successful scenes
for Covent Garden Theatre. In 1792 Malton
published the work by which he is now best
known, ‘A Picturesque Tour through the
Cities of London and Westminster, illus-
trated with a hundred aquatint plates. At
the time of his death he was engaged upon
a similar series of views of Oxford, some of
which appeared in parts in 1802, and were re~
issued with others in 1810. Malton died in
Long Acre on 7 March 1804, leaving awidow
and six children. His portrait, painted by
Gilbert Stuart, was engraved by W. Barney
in 1806; and a portrait of his son Charles,
when a child, drawn by Sir T. Lawrence, has
been engraved by F. C. Lewis. The South
KensingtonMuseum possessesthree character-
istic examples of Malton’s art, and a fine view
by him of the interior of St. Paul’s Cathedral
is in the print room at the British Museum.

[Redgrave’s Diet. of Artists; Thornbury’s
Life of Turner, 1862 ; Universal Cat. of Books
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on Art; Gent. Mag. 1804, i. 283 ; Imperial Diet.
of Biog. pt. xiii. p. 295; Royal Academy Cata-
G oy F. M. 0'D.

MALTRAVERS, JOHN, BarRox MAL-
TRAVERS (1290 P-1365), was son of Stk Jomx
MALTRAVERs (1266-1348 ?) of Lytchett Ma-
travers, Dorset, who was himself son of John
Maltravers (d. 1296), and a descendant of
Hugh Maltravers, who held landsat Lytchett
in 1086. The father was knighted with Ed-
ward, prince of Wales, on 12 May 1306; was
a conservator of the peace for Dorset in 1307,
1308,and 1314; served in Scotland on various
occasions between 1314 and 1322, and was
summoned to go to Ireland in February 1317
to resist Edward Bruce, and in1325forservice
in Guienne. He was again summoned for ser-
vice in Scotland in 1327 and 1331, and in
1338 had orders to guard his manors near
the sea againstinvasion. The statement that
he was ever summoned to parliament ap-
pears to be inaccurate. He died between
7 Sept. 1342 and 2 July 1344, having mar-
ried (1) Alianor before 1292, and (2) Joan,
daughter of Sir Walter Foliot. John was
his son by his first wife. Dugdale confuses
father and son.

John Maltravers the younger was born
about 1290, and was knighted on the same
occasion as his father, 12 May 1306. He is
said to have been taken prisoner at Bannock-
burn in 1314. On 20 Oct. 1318 he was chosen
knight of the shire for Dorset. He seems to
have sided with Thomas, earl of Lancaster[see
THoMAs],and was throughout his early career
an intimate associate of Roger Mortimer, earl
of March (d. 1330) [q. v.t] In September 1321
he received pardon for felonies committed in
pursuit of the Despensers, but in the follow-
ing December is described as the king’s
enemy (Parl. Writs,i,192,ii.165,172). In
the spring of 1322 he was in arms against
the king, and attacked and burnt the town
of Bridgnorth. Ie was present at the battle
of Boroughbridge on 16 March, and after
the execution of Earl Thomas fled over sea
(¢b. ii. 174-5, 201). He would appear to
have come back with Mortimer and the
queen in October 1326, for he received re-
stitution of his lands on 17 Feb. 1327, and
on 27 March had a grant out of the lands
of Hugh Despenser. On 3 April he was
appointed one of the keepers of the deposed
king, the other being Thomas Berkeley.
Murimuth and Baker say that while
Berkeley acted with humanity, Maltravers
treated his prisoner with much harshness.
Murimuth says that Edward was killed by
order of Maltravers and Thomas Gourney
gsee under GOURNEY, SIR MarTHEW], but

rom the circumstance that in 1330° Mal-

travers was condemned, not for this bhut
for another crime, it would appear that he
was not directly responsible for Edward’s
death, Edward was murdered on 21 Sept.
1327. Maltravers and Berkeley remained in
charge of the body till its burial at Gloucester
on 21 Oct. (see their accounts in Arckeologia,
1. 223-6).

During the next few years Maltravers was
employed on frequent commissions of oyer
and terminer, the most important occasion
being in February 1329, when, with Oliver de
Ingham [q. v.] and others, he was appointed
to try those who had supported Henry, earl
of Lancaster [see HENRY], in his intended
rising at Bedford (Chron. Iidward I and I1,
i. 243). He was also on several occasions a
justice in eyre for the forests (cf. Cal. Pat.
Rolls of Edward I1T), and wasin 1329 made
keeper of the forests south of Trent. On
4 April 1329 the pardon granted to him two
years previously was confirmed, in considera-
tion of his services to Queen Isabella and the
king at home and abroad. In May he accom-
panied the young king to France. He is
on this occasion spoken of as seneschal or
steward, and next year he appears as steward
of the royal household (¢b.p.517). About the
same time he had a grant of the forfeited
lands of John Gifford of Brimsfield. Mal-
travers was actively concerned in the cir-
cumstances which led to the death of Ed-
mund, earl of Kent [see Epmunn], in March
1330, and was on the commission appointed
for the discovery of his adherents (¢5. p. 556).
On 5 June 1330 he was summoned to parlia-
ment as Baron Maltravers; he was already
described as ¢John Maltravers, baron, in
November 1329 (7. p. 477). On 24 Sept. he
was appointed constable of Corfe Castle, but
on the fall of Mortimer shortly afterwards,
Maltravers, like the other supporters of the
queen-mother and her paramour, was dis-
graced. In the parliament held in November
he was condemned to death as a traitor on
account of his share in the death of the
Earl of Kent. On 3 Dec. orders were given
for his arrest, to prevent his going abroad
(Feedera, ii. 801), but he managed to escape
to Germany, and lived there and elsewhere
in Europe for many years (MurIMUTH, p. 54).
He would appear to have chiefly spent his
time in Ilanders, where he seems to have
acquired considerable wealth and sufficient
influence to make it worth the while of
Philip of France to offer him a large bribe
for his services. But, apparently during the
troubles which attended the death of Jacob
van Artevelde, he lost all his goods and suf-
fered much oppression. When Edward III
came to Flanders in July 1345, Maltravers
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met him at Swyn, and petitioned for leave
to return to England, pleading that he had
been condemned unheard. In consideration
of the great service he had done the king in
Flanders, he was granted the royal pro-
tection on 5 Aug., and allowed to return to
England (Fadera, iii. 56 ; Rolls of Parl. ii.
178 @). The confirmation of his pardon was
delayed owing to his employment in 1346 on
urgent business abroad, but the protection
was renewed on 28 Dec. 1347 (Fadera, iii.
146). In June 1348 he was sent on a mission
to the commonalties of Ghent, Bruges, and
Ypres (76. iii. 162). Final restitution of his
honour and lands was not made till 8 Feb.
1352 (Rollsof Parl. ii. 243). He wasgovernor
of the Channel Islands in 1351. A John
Maltravers fought at Crecy and Poictiers,
but there were other persons of the same
name (e.g. his own son, and a cousin, Sir
John Maltravers of Crowell), and it is not
clear which is meant. Maltravers died on
16 Feb. 1365, and was buried at Lytchett.

Maltravers married (1) Ela or Eva,
daughter of Maurice, lord Berkeley, and
sister of the keeper of Edward II, and (2)
Agnes, daughter of Sir William Bereford.
Maltravers's second wife had previously
married both Sir John de Argentine (d.
1318) and Sir John de Nerford (4. 1329).
She died after 1374, and was buried at Grey-
friars, London (Coll, Top. et Gen.) By his
first wife he had a son John, who died 13 Oct.
13850 (1360 according to Nicoras), leaving
by his wife Wensliana a son Henry and two
daughters, Joan and Eleanor. Henry Mal-
travers died before his grandfather, at whose
death the barony fell into abeyance, between
his granddaughters, Joan, who was twice
married but left no children, and Eleanor,
who married John Fitzalan, second son of
Richard, third earl of Arundel. John Fitz-
alan, her grandson, succeeded as sixth earl
of Arundel in 1415, and Thomas, son and
heir of William, ninth earl, sat in parliament
during his father’s life, from 1471 to 1488, as
Baron Maltravers. Mary, daughter of the
twelfth earl, carried the title to Philip
Howard, fourth duke of Norfolk. In 1628
the barony of Maltravers was by act of par-
liament annexed to the earldom of Arundel,
and the title is consequently still held by
the Duke of Norfolk.

Maltraversre-founded in 1351 the hospital
of Bowes at St. Peter’s Port in Guernsey
(DuapALE, Monasticon, vi. 711). His name
18 usually given by contemporary writers as
Mautravers or Matravers.

[Murimuth’s Chronicle (Rolls Ser.); Baker's
Chronicle, ed. E. M. Thompson ; Rolls of Par-
liament; Parliamentary Writs; Calendar of

Patent Rolls, Edward I1I, 1327-30; Rymer's
Federa (Record edit.) ; Dugdale’s Baronage,
ii. 101 ; Hutching’s Dorset, ii. 315-21 ; Collec-
tanea Top. et Gen, v. 150-4 ; Nicolas’s Historic
Peerage, pp. 308-9, ed. Courthope.] C.L. K.

MALVERN, WILLIAM oF, alias PAR-
KER (/1. 1535), last abbot of St. Peter’s, Glou-
cester, was born between 1485 and 1490, and
is said to have been of the family of Parker
of Hasfield in Gloucestershire. He was pro-
bably educated at the Benedictine abbey of
Gloucester, and was sent by the monks to
Gloucester Hall, Oxford, where he suppli-
cated for leave to use a ‘typett, 17 April
1507, being at that time B.C.L. He suppli-
cated for the university degrees of D.C.L.
29 Jan. 1507-8, B.D. 1 July 1511, D.D.
17 May 1514; he was not admitted to the
degree of D.D. until 5 May 1515. Meanwhile
he had returned to Gloucester, and entered
the Benedictine order at St. Peter’s Abbey.
Under the abbot John Newton, alias Brown,
Malvern was supervisor of the works, and
acquired a taste for building, which he was
afterwards able to gratify. On 4 May 1514
he was elected abbot, and in that capacity fre-
quently attended parliament. Wolsey visited
the abbey in 1525 and found the revenues to
be just over a thousand pounds. Malvern
added a good deal to the buildings. He re-
paired and in part rebuilt the abbot’s house
(now the palace) in the city, and also the
country house at Prinknash. At Barnwood
he built the tower, and in the cathedral the
vestry at the north end of the cross aisle
and the chapel where he was buried. He is
said to have been opposed to Henry VIII’s
ecclesiastical policy, but he paid 5007 as the
premunire composition, and on 31 Aug. 1534
he subseribed to the supremacy. He seems
also to have been friendly with Rowland
Lee [q. v.], bishop of Coventry, and attended
him when he was doing his best to sup-
port Henry's views (Letters and Papers of
Henry VIII, ed. Gairdner, viii. 915). Henry
himself seems to have been at Gloucester in
1535. During the year Malvern was charged
by an anonymous accuser with having tried
to hush up the scandal connected with Llan-
thony Abbey, about which Dr. Parker, the
chancellor of Worcester, perhaps a kinsman
of Malvern, had been appealed to in vain.
The accusation is preserved in the Record
Office. St. Peter’s Ahbey surrendered 2 Dec.
1539, and the deed was signed by the prior,
but not by Malvern. He does not seem to
have had a pension, and this gives credibility
to the account that at the dissolution he re-
tired to Hasfield, and there died very shortly
afterwards. He was buried in the chapel he
had built on the north side of the choir of
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Gloucester Cathedral; his tomb is an altar-
monument with a figure in white marble.

Malvern wrote in 1524 an account in
English verse of the foundation of his mo-
nastery, which Hearne printed in his edition
of ¢ Robert of Gloucester’ from a manuseript
at Caius College, Cambridge.

[Letters and Papers of Henry VIII, ed. Gaird-
ner; Hart’s Histor. et Cartul. Monast. S. Petri
Glouces. (Rolls Ser.), iii. 296, 305, 307 ; Gasquet’s
Henry VIII and the Engl. Monasteries; Tanner's
Bibl. Brit.; Dugdale’s Monasticon, i. §36; Le-
land’s Itin.iv. 77 ; Rudder’s Hist. of Gloucester-
shire, p. 138; Hearne’s Robert of Gloucester,
Pref. p. vi, and ii. 578 sqq.] W. A J. A

MALVERNE, JOIN (d. 1415°), his-
torian, was according to Pits a student of
Oriel College, Oxford; he was a monk of
Worcester, and is no doubt the John Mal-
verne who was sacrist, and became prior,
19 Sept. 1895 (Liber Albus,f.3805). There
was a John Malverne who was ordained aco-
Iyte in Worcester in 1373 (Reg. Prior. et
Conv. Wigorn. f.17156). As prior of Wor-
cester he was present in 1410 at the trial of
the lollard, John Badby [q. v.], before the
diocesan court (FoxEg, Acts and Monuments,
iii. 236). Ileseems to have died in or before
1415. Malverne was the author of a con-
tinuation of Higden’s ¢ Polychronicon’ from
1346 to 1394, which is printed in the edition
in the Rolls Series, viii. 356-428, iv. 1-283
from MS. 197 at Corpus Christi College, Cam-
bridge: it is a work of considerable value.
Stow makes him the author of ¢ Piers Plow-
man,” an error in which he is followed by
Tanner [see LANeraNp, WirLiam]. Prior
Malverne’s register from 1395 as far as 1408
is continued in the ‘Liber Albus,’ {f. 380-435,
preserved in the muniments of the Worcester
Cathedral chapter. The historian is clearly a
different. person from his contemporary and
namesake the physician,

MALVERNE, Joux (d. 1422°?), who was
perhaps the true alumnus of Oriel. He is
said to have been a doctor of medicine (Digdy
MS. 147), and of theology (NEWCOURT, 1.
134). He was made rector of St. Dunstan’s-
in-the-East, London, on 8 March 1402, and
received the prebend of Chamberlainwood
at St. Paul’s, 8 Jan. 1405 ; he also held the
prebend of IHolywell there, and may be the
John Malverne who was made canon of
Windsor, 20 March 1408 (Lt NuvE, Fasts,
iii. 384). He was present at the examination
of William Thorpe [q. v.] in 1407, and took
part in the controversy. He is described as
a ¢ phisician that was called Malueren per-
son of St. Dunstan’s’ (Foxx, Acts and Monu-
ments, iii. 251, 274-b, 278-80). Ile seems
to have died early in 1422, He is no doubt

the author of a treatise ¢ De Remediis Spiri-
tualibuset Corporalibus contra Pestilentiam,’
inc. ¢ Nuper fuit quedam scedula publice
conspectui affixa continens consilia’ in Digby
MS. 147, ff. 53 6-56 @, in the Bodleian Li-
brary. This tract also appears in Sloane
MS. 57, ff. 186-8 at the British Museum as
¢ Consilium contra Pestem,” but there begins
¢ Ipsius auxilio devocius invocato.”

[Pits, p.878; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib. p. 504 ;
Lumby’s Pref. to the Polychronicorn; Newcourt’s
Repertorium,i. 134,160,233 ; information kindly
supplied by R. L. Poole, esq.] C. L K.

MALVOISIN, WILLIAM (d. 1238),
chancellor of Scotland and archbishop of
St. Andrews, was of Norman origin, and was
said to have been educated in France. IHe
became one of the clerici regis in Scotland, and
he was made chancellor of Scotland in Sep~
tember 1199. During the following month he
waselected bishop of Glasgow. Suhsequently,
while at Lyons, he was ordained priest and
consecrated to the see of Glasgow 23 Sept.
1200 by John Belmeis [q. v.], archbishop of
Lyons, at the order of Innocent III. He
landed at Dover on his return home on 1 Feb.
following. He was a frequent correspondent
of the Archbishop of Lyons, one of whose
letters to him, written about this time, has
been reproduced by Mabillon in his ¢ Ana-
lecta, p. 429. The letter contains two
replies made to inquiries by Malvoisin :
one referring to the working of the consis-
torial courts in the diocese of Lyons, ¢de
temporali regimine ecclesiee Lugdunensis ;’
and the other as to how far those in holy
orders ought to take part in civil disputes or
to bear arms—a question which the arch-
bishop answered wholly in the negative.
In 1201 he, as bishop, was party to an
arrangement, made in confirmation of one
previously existing, in presence of the papal
legate, John de St. Stephanus, at Perth, by
which the monks of Kelso held the property
of the churches within that borough treefrom
dues or charges of any kind. In 1202 Mal-
voisin was transferred on the king’s recom-
mendation to the archbishopric of St. An-
drews. He showed much wisdom and energy
in ruling the church. Many rights and pri-
vileges that had lapsed through the remiss-
ness of his predecessors were vindicated anew
by him and zealously defended. He was in
constant communication with the holy see,
asking instructions on points of doctrine,
forms of procedure, or legal opinions, such as
whether or no he could allow proof by wit-
nesses in establishing contracts of marriage.
A long-standing dispute between the see
of St. Andrews and Duncan of Arbuthnot
regarding the kirklands of Arbuthnot was
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settled, after inquiry by the legate and the
king. A bull of Innocent III, addressed to
Duncan in July 1203, describes the settle-
ment as a compromise. Other authorities
state that it was in favour of the bishop.
Malvoisin, who was abroad during the greater
part of 1205, was afterwards confirmed in
all his prerogatives and immunities by bulls
of Innocent ITI, dated 2 April 1206 and
12 Jan. 1207, which were doubtless sug-
gested by him while at the papal court.
The later bull is termed ‘De confirmatione
privilegiorum Episcopi Sancti Andrex ejus-
que successoribus in perpetuum.” The pro-
perties belonging to the see are thus stated:
¢In Fife—Kilrymond, with all the shire,
Derveisin, Uhtredinunesin, the island of
Johevenoh, with its appurtenances, Mune-
mel, Terineth, Morcambus, Methkil, Kileci-
neath, Muckart, Pethgob, with all the church
lands, Strathleihten, Rescolpin, Cas, Dul-
brudet, Russin, Lossie, and Longport, near
Perth ; in Maret—DBuchan, Monymusk, Cul-
samuel, Elon, with the church lands and all
their appurtenances; in Lothian—Listune,
Egglesmaniken, Keldeleth, Raththen, Lass-
wade, Wedale, Clerkington, Tyningham,
with their appurtenances.” The bull finally
provides that Can (cain, superior duties)
and Cuneveth (cean-mhath), first-fruits for
the bishop’s table, are to be duly levied. The
bishop was always fastidious about the supply
to his table. Fordun says that he with-
drew from the abbey of Dunfermline the
patronage of two livings—IKinglassie and
Hales—because the monks had stinted his
supply of wine. He was empowered by a
bull, November 1207, to fill up any vacant
charges caused by the decease of vicars, if
the titulars of such charges did not do so
within the proper time. In 1208 he conse-
crated the cemetery of Dryburgh Abbey.
His name is appended to a bond given by
‘William, king of Scotland, for the payment
of fifteen thousand marks to John of Eng-
land, dated Northampton, 7 Aug. 1209. In
1211 he resigned the chancellorship of Seot-
land. During the following year he presided
at a provincial council of the church held
at Perth, when the pope’s order was read
regarding a new crusade—a proposal coldly
received by the nobles present. In 1212 he
was empowered by bull (1 June) to conse-
crate John, archdeacon of Lothian, as bishop
of Dunkeld, and in the following year he
consecrated Adam, abbot of Melrose, as
bishop of Caithness. He was sent, 7 July
1215, to treat with King John of JEngland.
During the same year he went to Rome to
attend a general council, accompanied by
the bishops of Glasgow and Moray. He re-

turnedinJanuary 1218and found the country
under papal interdict, but with the help of
the legate he succeeded in having the inter-
dict removed. He gave absolution to the
monks of the Cistercian order on their sub-
mitting to the authority of the church. He
signed the act of espousals between Alex-
ander IT of Scotland and Joan (1210-1238)
[q. v.], sister of Henry III, at York, 15 June
1220; and 18 June1221 he witnessed a charter
of dowry granted by Alexander to his bride.
The bishop founded the hospital of St. Mary
at Lochleven, called Scotland Wall. He
also confirmed to the master and brethren
of Soltre both the church of St. Giles at Or-
miston in East Lothian with its revenue for
their proper use, and the church of Strath-
martin in Forfarshire, which was confirmed
by Pope Gregory 14 Oct. 1236. He gave to
the canons of Lochleven the revenue of the
church of Auctermoonzie for the support of
pilgrims. He continued the building of the
cathedral at St. Andrews, begun by his pre-
decessor, and devoted a part of the revenue
of his see to that purpose. He died at his
residence at Inchmurtach 5 July 1238, and
was buried in the cathedral. Dempster says
that he wrote the lives of St. Ninian and
St. Kentigern, but Ilardy, the compiler ot
the catalogue of the Rolls publications, says
that of the two anonymous lives of these
saints he has been unable to assign either of
them to him.

[Fordun’s Scotichronicon, 1ib. viii.; Rymer’s
Feedera, vol. 1. ; Melrose Chronicle ; Midlothian
Charters of Soltre (Bannatyne Club); Patrologie
Cursus Completus; Spotiswood’s History of
Church of Scotland, vol. i.; Gordon's Ecel.
Chronicle of Scotland, i. 146-54; Tanner’s Bibl,
Brit.] J. G. F.

MALYNES, MALINES, or DE
MALINES, GERARD (7. 1586-1641),
merchant and economic writer, states that
his ‘ancestors and parents’ were born in
Lancashire (Lex Mercatoria, 1622, p. 263).
His father, a mint-master (2b. p. 281), pro-
bably emigrated about 1552 to Antwerp,
where Gerard was born, and returned to
England at the time of the restoration of
thecurrency (1561), when Elizabeth obtained
the assistance of skilled workmen from Flan-
ders. Gerard was appointed (about 1586)
one of the commissioners of trade in the
Low Countries ‘for settling the value of
monies’ (OLDYs, p. 96), but he was in Eng-
land in 1587, for in that year he purchased
from Sir Francis Drake some of the pearls
which Drake brought from Carthagena. Ma-
lynes is probably identical with ¢ Garet de Ma-~
lines, who subscribed 2007 to the loan levied
by Elizabeth in 1588 on the city of London
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(J. S. Burx, p. 11). He was frequently con-
sulted on mercantile affairs by the privy
council during her reign and that of James 1.
In 1600 he was appointed one of the commis-
sioners for establishing the true par of ex-
change, and he gave evidence before the
committee of the House of Commons on the
Merchants’ Assurance Bill (November and
December 1601). While the Act for the
True Making of Woollen Cloth (4Jac.1,c¢.2)
was passing through parliament he prepared
for the privy council a report showing the
weight, gength, and breadth of all kinds of
cloth.

During the reign of James I Malynes took
part in many schemes for developing the
natural resources of the country. Among
them was an attempt to work lead mines in
Yorkshire and silver mines in Durham in
1606, when at his own charge he brought
workmen from Germany. e was joined by
Lord Eure and some London merchants, but
the undertaking failed, although ¢ his action
was applauded by a great person then in au-
thoritie, and now [1622] deceased, who pro-
mised all the favour he could do’ (Lex Mer-
catoria, p. 262). The object of these schemes
was probably to make Iingland independent
of a foreign supply of the precious metals.
Monetary questions were indeed his chief
care. He was an assay master of the mint
(¢6. p. 281). In 1609 he was a commis-
sioner on mint affairs, along with Thomas,
lord Knyvet, Sir Richard Martin [q.v.], John
Williams, the king’s goldsmith, and others.
Shortly afterwards he engaged in a scheme
for supplying a deficiency in the currency,
of coins of small value, by theissue of farthing
tokens, Private traders had for some years
infringed the royal prerogative by striking
farthing tokens in lead. A “modest proposal,
which seems tohave beeninspired by Malynes,
was put forth in 1612 to remedy thisevil. The
scheme was adopted, and John, second lord
Harington [q.v.],obtained the patent for sup-
plying the new coins (10 ApriF 1613), which
heassigned to Malynesand William Cockayne,
in accordance with an agreement previously
made with the former. l%pon the withdrawal
of Cockayne, who did not like the terms of the
original grant, Malynes was joined by John
Couchman, But from the first the contrac-
tors were unfortunate. The Duke of Lennox
tried to obtain the patent from Lord Har-
ington by offering better terms than Malynes.
The new farthings, which were called ¢ Har-
ingtons,” were unpopular, They were re-
fused in Staffordshire, Derbyshire, Flint, and
Denbigh ; and even in counties where they
were accepted the demand for them was so
small that in six months the issue was less

than 600. The death of Lord Harington
in 1614 gave rise to new difficulties, the
patent was infringed, and private traders
continued to issue illegal coins. Malynes
spared no pains to make the scheme suc-
cessful, but the loss resulting {rom its failure
fell chiefly upon him. In a petition which he
addressed to the king from the Fleet Prison
(16 Feb. 1619) he complained that he had
been ruined by his employers, who insisted
on paying him in his own farthings. But
he appears to have surmounted these diffi-
culties. In 1622 he gave evidence on the
state of the coinage before the standing com-
mission on trade. Malynes was deeply im-
pressed with the evils which the exactions of
usurers inflicted on the poorer classes. ¢The
consideration hereof,” he writes, ¢ hath moved
my soul with compassion and true commise-
ration, which implyeth a helping hand. For
it is now above twentie years that I have
moved continually those that are in au-
thoritie, and others that have beene, to be
pleased to take some course to prevent this
enormitie ’ (z5. p. 339). Iopeless of success
and ‘stricken in years,’ he had to content
himself with publishing his last project.
IIe proposed the adoption of a system of
pawnbroking and a ‘Mons Pietatis,” under
government control. In this way he hoped
to enable poor people to obtain loans at a
moderate rate of interest. Malynes lived to
a great age, for in 1622 he could appeal to his
‘fiftie yeares’ observation, knowledge, and
experience,’and he addressed a petition to the
House of Commons of 1641.

Malynes was one of the first English
writers in whose works we find that con-
ception of natural law the application of
which by later economists led to the rapid
growth of economic science. He doubtless
borrowed it from Roman law, in which he
appears to have been well read. But in his
numerous works all other subjects are sub-
ordinate to the principles of foreign exchange,
of which he was the chief exponent. Malynes
recognised that certain elements,such as time,
distance, and the state of credit, entered into
the determination of the value of bills of ex-
change, but he overlooked the most important,
namely, the mutual indebtedness of the trad-
ing countries. The condition of trade and the
method of settling international transactions
at that time also gave an appearance of truth
to his contention that ¢exchange dominates
commodities,” In his view the cambists and
goldsmiths, who succeeded to the functions
of the king’s exchanger and his subordinates,
defranded the revenue and amassed wealth
at the expense of the king. Throughout his
life he maintained the ¢ predominance of ex«
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change,’exposed the ‘ tricks of the exchangers,”
and urged that exchanges should be settled
on the principle of ¢ par pro pari, value for
value.” Naturally, therefore, he sought to re-
vive the staple system, and appealed to the
government to put down the exchangers, He
also severely eniticised the views of Jean Bo-
din. The appointment in 1622 of the standing
commission on trade gave rise to numerous
pamphlets dealing with the subjects of in-
quiry. When, among other writers, Edward
Misselden [q. v.] discussed the causes of the
supposed decay of trade, Malynes at once
attacked his views, on the ground that he
had omitted ‘to handle the predominant
part of the trade, namely, the mystery of
exchange,” which ¢ over-ruled the price of
moneys and commodities,” Misselden easily
enough refuted his arguments, which, he
said, were ‘as threadbare as his coat;’ but
Malynes was not to be daunted, and he re-
newed the attack. Although his theory of
exchange was demolished, his works are full
of valuable information on commercial sub-
jects, and are indispensable to the economic
historian. e published: 1. ¢ A Treatise of
the Canker of England’'s Commonwealth.
Divided into three parts,’ &c., London, 1601,
8vo. 2. ‘St. George for England, allegori-
cally described,’ London,1601,8vo. 3. ‘Eng-
land’s View in the Unmasking of two
Paradoxes [by De Malestroict]; with a Re-
plication unto the Answer of Maister J.
Bodine, London, 1603, 12mo. 4. ¢The
Maintenance of Free Trade, according to
the three essentiall parts of Traffique . . .
or, an Answer to a Treatise of Free Trade
[by Edward Misselden] . . . lately published,’
&e., London, 1622, 8vo. 5. ¢ Consuetudo vel
Lex Mercatoria, or the Ancient Law Mer-
chant. Divided into three parts; according
to the essentiall parts of Trafficke,’ &c., Lon-
don, 1622, fol. A second edition of this work
appeared in 1629. It was republished with
Richard Dafforne’s ‘Merchants Mirrour,
1636, and in 1686 with Marius’s ¢ Collec-
tion of Sea Laws: Advice concerning Bills,
with J. Collins’s ‘Introduction to Merchants
Accounts,’ and other books. Malynes’s ¢Phi-
losophy’ (¢ Lex Mercatoria,’ pt. ii. cap. i.)
was reprinted in ‘A Figure of the True
and Spiritual Tabernacle, London, 1655;
and ‘his advice concerning bee-keeping ’ (5.
pPp. 231 sqq.) in Samuel Hartlib’s ¢ Re-
formed Commonwealth of Bees,’ London,
1655, 4to. 6. ¢The Center of the Circle of
Commerce, or the Ballance of Trade, lately
published by E[dward] M[isselden], Lon-
don, 1623, 4to.

[Foreigners Resident in England, 1618-1688
(Camd. Soc.), p. 71; J. S. Burn's Foreign Pro-

testant Refugees, London, 1846, p. 11; Wil-
liam Oldys’s British Librarian, 1737, pp. 96,97 ;
Ruding’s Annals of the Coinage, 3rd ed. i. 365_.
370; Snelling’s View of the Copper Coin and
Coinage of England, 1763, pp. 5-11; Brydges's
Censura Literaria, 2nd ed. v. 151; Notes and
Queries, 2nd ser. ii. 148, 6th ser.v. 437 ; Archwzo-
logia, xxix. 277, 297; State Papers, Dom.
Jace.I,1xix. 7, xe. 158, ev. 113, Car. I, cceelxxxiii.
111; Hist. MSS. Comm. 3rd Rep. p. 166, 7th Rep.
p-1880, 8th Rep. i. 435. Numerous biographi-
cal details will be found throughout Malynes’s
works. Iis views were noticed or ecriticised in
the following seventeenth-century pamphiets, in
addition to those of Edward Misselden: Lewis
Roberts's Merchants Mappe of Commerce, &e.,
London, 1638, p. 47; Thomas Mun’s England’s
Treasure by Foreign Trade, London, 1664, pp.
126 sqq.; Simon Clement’s Discourse of the
General Notions of Money, Trade, and Ex-
ehanges, &ec., London, 1695,p.17; W.Lowndes’s
Further Essay for the Amendment of the Gold
and Silver Coins, London, 1695. For the con-
troversy between Malynes and Misselden vide
John Smith’s Memoirs of Wool, 2nd ed. 1757,
i. 104-18; Anderson’s Deduction of the Origin
of Commerce, ed. 1801, ii. 117, 203, 259, 270,
297 ; MecCulloch’s Literature of Political Eco-
nomy, 1845, p. 129; Travers Twiss’s View of
the Progress of Political Economy, 1847, p. 35;
Richard Jones’s Lectures on Political Economy,
1859, pp. 323, 324 ; Heyking’s Geschichte der
Handelsbilanztheorie, 1880, pp. 60—4 ; Schanz’s
Englische Handelspolitik, 1881, i. 334 sqq.;
Cunningham’s Growth of English Industry and
Commerce, 1885, pp. 279, 309 sqq.; Stephen
Bauer’s art. ¢ Balance of Trade’ (Dict. Pol. Econ.
pt.i.1891); Hewins’s English Trade and Finance
in the 17th Century, 1892, pp. xx sqq., 9, 10, 12.]
W. A.S. H.

MAN, HENRY (1747-1799),author, born
in 1747 in the city of London, where his
father was a well-known builder, was edu-
cated at Croydon under the Rev. John Lamb,
and distinguished himself as a scholar. At
the age of fifteen he left school and became
a clerk in a mercantile house in the city. In
1770 he published a small volume called
¢The Trifler, containing essays of a slight
character. In 1774 he contributed to Wood-
fall’s ¢ Morning Chronicle’ a series of letters
on education. The following year he pub-
lished a novel bearing the title of ‘ Bentley,
or the Rural Philosopher” In 1775 he re-
tired from business for a time, but after his
marriage in 1776 he obtained a situation in
the South Sea House, and the same year was
elected deputy secretary of that establish-
ment. Here he was the colleague of Charles
Lamb, who pays a tribute to his wit and

enial qualities in his essay on the South

ea ITouse (LaxB, Lssays, ed. by Ainger,
London, 1883, p. 8). He had published a
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dramatic satire called ¢ Cloacina’in 1775, and
he continued to write essays and letters for
the ¢ Morning Chronicle’ and the ‘ London
Gazette’ till his death on 5 Dec. 1799. In
1802 his collected works were published in
two volumes, consisting of essays, letters,
poems, and other trifles. Man’s daughter,
Emma Claudiana, died at Sevenoaks on
14 Aug. 1858.

[Collected Works of Henry Man, with Memoir,
London, 1802; Gent. Mag, 1799 ii. 1092, 1858
ii. 536.] AEL

MAN or MAIN, JAMES (1700?-1761),

philologist, born about 1700 at Whitewreath,
in the parish of Elgin, Morayshire, was edu-
cated first at the parish school of Longbride,
and afterwards at King’s College, Aberdeen,
where he graduated M.A. in 1721. e was
then appointed schoolmaster of Tough, Aber-
deenshire, and in 1742 master of the poor’s
hospital in Aberdeen. He proved a very use-
ful superintendent of the hospital, to which
at his death in 1761 he left more than half
the little property he had accumulated.
- Man’s zeal for the character of George Bu-
chanan led him to join the party of Scottish
scholars who were dissatisfied with Thomas
Ruddiman’s edition of Buchanan’s works
published in 1715. Man exposed the errors
and defects of Ruddiman’s edition in ‘A
Censure and Examination of Mr. Thomas
Ruddiman’s Philological Notes on the Works
of the great Buchanan . . . more particularly
on the History of Scotland’, . . containing
many particulars of his Life, 8vo, Aberdeen,
1753. This treatise, which extends to 574
pages, is learned and acute, but very abusive.
Ruddiman replied in his ¢ Anti-crisis,” 1754,
and in ‘Audi alteram partem, 1756 [see
RuppimaN, THoMAS].

Man made collections for an edition of
Arthur Johnston’s poems, which were in the
possession of Professor Thomas Gordon of
Aberdeen, and was encouraged by many
preshyterian ministers to undertake a history
of the church of Scotland. He only com- |

leted an edition of Buchanan’s ‘ History of |

cotland,” which was issued at Aberdeen in |
1762,
[Chalmers’s Life of Ruddiman, p. 248.]
G.

MAN, JOIIN (1512-1569), dean of
Gloucester, was born in 1512 at Laycock,
‘Wiltshire, according to Wood, though the
records of Winchester College name Winter-
bourne Stoke, in that county, as his birth-

lace (KIRBY, Winchester Scholars, p. 112).
He was admitted into Winchester College
in 1523, and was elected to New College,
Oxford, where he becamea probationer fellow,

28 Oct. 1529, being made perpetual fellow
two years afterwards. He graduated B.A.
20 July 1533, and M.A. 13 Feb. 1537-8
(Woop, Fasti Oxon. ed. Bliss, i. 95, 105).
On9 April1540he wasappointed the southern
proctor of the university. Being suspected of
heresy, he was expelled from New College,
but in 1547 he was made principal of White
Hall, afterwards absorbed in Jesus College.

Soon after Elizabeth’s accession he was
appointed chaplain to Archbishop Parker,
who nominated him to the wardenship of
Merton College in 1562 (Woob, Annals, ed.
Guteh, ii. 149). On 2 Feb. 1565-6 he was
installed dean of Gloucester (LL.E NEVE, Fastt,
ed. Hardy, i. 443). Queen Elizabeth on
12 Jan. 1566-7 despatched him to Spain as
her ambassador, ¢ with 3/ 6s.8d. diet.” Her
majesty is reported to have punned upon his
mission, saying that as the Spaniard has sent
her a goose-man (Guzman) she could not re-
turn the compliment better than by sending
him a man-goose. While at Madrid he was
accused of having spoken somewhat ir-
reverently of the pope, and was in conse-
quence first excluded from court, and subse-
quently compelled to retire from the capital
to a country village where his servants were
forced to attend mass (CAMDEN, Annals, ed.
1635, p. 91). On 4 June 1568 the queen
recalled him to England. The bill of the
costs of transportation of himself, his men,
and his ¢ stuffe’ from the court of England
to the court of Spain is preserved among
the Cottonian manuscripts in the British
Museum (Vespasian C. xiii. f. 407), and was
printed by Sir Henry Ellis in the ¢ Gentle-
man’s Magazine’ for October 1856. The
total expense,including diet, was 3997, 85.10d.
Many of his official letters from Spain are
preserved among the manusecripts in the
University Library, Cambridge (Mm. iii. 8).
Man died in London on 18 March 1568-9,
and was buried in the chancel of St. Anne’s
Church, near Aldersgate.

By his wife Frances, daughter of Edmund
Herendon, mercer, of London, he had several
children, and Wood states that some of his
posterity lived at Hatfleld Broad Oak, Essex.

He published : ¢ Common places of Chris-
tian Religion, gathered by Wolfgungus Mus-
culus, for the vse of suche as desire the
knowledge of Godly truthe, translated out
of Latine into Englishe. Hereunto are added
two othertreatises, made by the same Author,
one of Othes, and an other of Vsurye,” Lond.
1563, fol., with dedication to Archbishop
Parker ; reprinted London, 1578, 4to.

[Ames’s Typogr. Antiq. (Herbert), pp. 608,
982; Cat. of MSS. in Univ. Libr. Cambridge,
iv. 178, 179; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714,
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iii. 963; Haynes’s State Papers, p. 472; Lodge’s
Illustrations, 2nd edit., i. 437; Murdin’s State
Papers, pp. 763, 765; Oxford Univ. Register
(Boase), 1. 160; Walcott’s Wykeham, p. 396 ;
Watt's Bibl. Brit,; Wood’s Hist. et Antig. Univ.
Oxon. i. 285; Wood’s Athene Oxon. (Bliss), i.
366; Wright's Elizabeth, i. 247, 249.] T. C.

MANASSEH ey ISRAEL (1604-
1657), Jewish theologian and chief advocate
of the readmission of the Jews to England
under the Commonwealth, born in 1604 in
Portugal, probably at Lishon, was son of
Joseph ben Israel, one of the Marafios (i.e.
Jews who professed Christianity but secretly
practised Judaism in the Spanish peninsula),
by his wife Rachel Soeira. The family sub-
sequently emigrated to Amsterdam, where
the education of Manasseh was entrusted to
Rabbi Isaac Uziel, a distinguished talmudist
and physician. Manasseh proved an apt

upil ; he studied almost every branch of
£110W1edge, while his attractive manners and
high-minded character gained him numerous
friends in the best society of Amsterdam.
Besides Hebrew and other Semitic dialects,
he was thoroughly acquainted with Latin,
Spanish, Dutch, and English. His master,
Rabbi Isaac, died in 1620, and two years
later Manasseh, although only eighteen
years old, was appointed his successor as
minister and teacher of the Amsterdam
synagogue known as Neveh-Shalom. He
interested himself in all the theological
controversies of the day, and Christian
scholars listened with interest to his argu-
ments. He soon counted Isaac Vossius and
Hugo Grotius among his friends. With
many of his contemporaries he shared an in-
clination towards mysticism, but his works
do not show much knowledge of the Kabba-
lah. He was convinced of the imminent ful-
filment of the Messianic prophecies of the
Bible, and was confirmed in this belief by the
story told by a certain Aaron Levi, alias An-
tonius Montezinus, and readily accepted as
true by Manasseh, of the discovery of the lost
ten tribes in the American Indians (see
MANAsSsEH, Spes Israelis). His salary being
small, he supplemented his income by esta-
blishing in 1626, for the first time, a Hebrew
printing-press at Amsterdam, and thus was
the founder of Hebrew typography in Hol-
land. When in course of time competition
reduced this source of income, he resolved
(1640) to emigrate to Brazil, but was dis-
suaded by his friends.

Manasseh at an early age resolved to do
what he could to improve the condition of
the Jews in Europe, by securing for them re-
admission to countries still closed to them.
He imagined that the restoration of the Jews

must be preceded by their dispersion into all
parts of the earth. So that this condition
might be fulfilled, he was especially desirous
that England should be opened to them.
Since Edward I's edict of 1290, the Jews
had no legal right to reside in England, and
although a few had settled there [see Lorrz,
RopERI60], their position was insecure. The
relations between Holland and England had
long been close, both socially and commer-
cially, and Manasseh followed with great
attention the course of the civil war in Eng-
land. He had watched the growth of the
demand for liberty of conscience, and soon
found that the readmission of the Jews into
England had some powerful advocates there
from a religious point of view (cf. Rights of
the Kingdom, by JoHN SADLER; An Apology
Sfor the Honourable Nation of the Jews, by
Ep. N1cHOLAS, and the petition of Johanna
and Ebenezer Cartwright, dated 5 Jan. 1649,
for the readmission of the Jews). In a letter
to an English correspondent in September
1647 he ascribed the miseries of the civil wars
to divine punishment for wrongs done to the
Jews (Harl. Miscellany, vii. 584). Encour-
aged by English friends ( Vind. Jud. 37) he
undertook after the death of Charles I to
petition the English parliament to grant
permission to the Jews to settle in England
freely and openly. Thurloe records (State
Papers,ii.520)that an offer was made in 1649
to the council of state by Jews to purchase
St. Paul’s Cathedral and the Bodleian Li-
brary for 500,0007., but the story seems im-
probable, and Manasseh was at any rate not
concerned in the matter. In 1650 he pub-
lished, in Latin and Spanish, ‘Spes Israelis,’
which was at once issued in London in
an English translation. In the dedication
to the English parliament Manasseh, while
acknowledging their ‘charitable affection’
towards the Jews, begged that they would
‘favour the good of the Jews. The work,
despite some adverse criticism, was favour-
ably received. On 22 Nov. 1651, and again
on 17 Dec. 1652, Manasseh secured a pass
for travelling from Holland to England, but
circumstances prevented his departure. On
the second occasion, however, Emanuel Mar-
tinez Dormido, alias David Abrabanel, ac-
companied by Manasseh’s son, Samuel, went
to London to personally present Manasseh’s
petition to parliament. It wasrecommended
by Cromwell, but its prayer was refused by
the council of state,

Manasseh himself visited London (October
1655) with his son Samuel, and some in-
fluential members of the Jewish community
in Amsterdam. On 31 Oct. he presented
an ‘Humble Address’to the Lord Protector,
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in which he entreated that the Jews should
be allowed to ¢ extol the Great and Glorious
Name of the Lord in all the bounds of the
Commonwealth, to have their Synagogues
and the free exercise of their religion.” With
the address he published ‘A Declaration to
the Commonwealth, showing his Motives for
his coming to England, how Profitable the
Nation of the Jews are, and how Faithful
the Nation of the Jews are” On 13 Nov.
1655 Manasseh presented a further petition
to the Lord Protector, asking him (1) to pro-
tect the Jews; (2) to grant them free public
exercise of their religion ; (8) the acquisition
of a cemetery; and (4) freedom to trade as
others in all sorts of merchandise; (5) to
appoint an officer to receive their oath of
allegiance; (6) to leave to the heads of the
synagogue to decide about differences be-
tween Jews and Jews; (7) to repeal the
laws adverse to the Jews. ‘

An assembly of lawyers and divines, in-
cluding Hugh Peters, Owen, Manton, and
others, was convened by Cromwell for the
purpose of considering Manasseh’s argu-
ments, and it met thrice in December.
Cromwell, who presided, submitted two
questions: 1. ‘Is it lawful to readmit the
Jews?? 2. ¢Under what conditions shall
such readmission take place?’ The first
was answered in the affirmative; on the
second point there was such divergency of
opinion that no decision was arrived at
(see CoLLIER, Eecclesiastical Hist. viii. 380;
Mercurius Publicus, 1655). A heated pam-
phlet war followed. Prynne opposed Ma-
nasseh in ¢ A Short Demurrer to the Jews’
long-discontinued Remitter into England,
and Manasseh replied in his ¢ Vindiciee Ju-
deeorum.’

The halting result of the conference seemed
unsatisfactory to Manasseh. But Evelyn,
under date 14 Dec. 1655, wrote, ¢ Now were
the Jews admitted’ (Diary, i. 297), and it
is certain that Jews forthwith settled in
London. Cromwell made important conces-
sions to them. They bought a site for a
cemetery, and soon afterwards opened a
synagogue. Manasseh’s efforts thus proved
successful. Meanwhile he was left by his
friends in London without means,and on an
appeal to Cromwell he was granted an annunal
pension of 1007, but on 17 Nov. 1657, just
after the death of his son Samuel, when he
was in need of means to carry the body to
Holland for burial, he appealed asecond time,
and received 200 in lieu of the annual pen-
sion. He returned to Holland, and died on
his way home in Middleburg, 20 Nov. 1657.
He married Rachel, a great-granddaughter of
Don Isaac Abrabanel, who claimed to trace

‘xxx., Amsterdam, 1635.

his pedigree to King David. e had two
sons: Joseph (d.1648 in Lublin) and Samuel
(d.16571n London),and one daughter named
Grace. An etched portrait of Manasseh by
Rembrandt belongs to Miss Goldsmid. A
painting entitled ¢ Manasseh ben Israel before
Cromwell and his Council,’ by S. A. Hart,
R.A., is in possession of the Rev. J. de K,
Willians. A replica belongs to Mr. F. D.
Mocatta. .
Manasseh’s works, apart from those already
noticed, are: 1. ‘P’'ne Rabba,’ in Hebrew,
the revised edition of a biblical index to
Rabboth, Amsterdam,1628. 2. ¢El Concilia-
dor,’ in Spanish, a reconcilement of apparent
contradictions in the scriptures, Frankfurt,
1632,and Amsterdam,1651; an English trans-
lation, by E. H. Lindo, was published in
London, 1842, 3. ¢De Creatione, Problemata
4. ‘De Resurrec-
tione Mortuorum, libriiii.,’Latin and Spanish,
Amsterdam, 1636. 5. ¢ De Termino Vitee,’
in Latin, on the length of man’s life, whether
it is predetermined or changeable, Amster-
dam, 1639. 6. ‘La Fragilitad Humana,’ on
human weakness and divine assistance in
good work, Amsterdam,1642. 7.‘Nishmath-
“hayyim,” on the immortality of the soul,
in Hebrew, Amsterdam, 1651. 8. ‘Piedra
gloriosa o de la estatua de Nebuchadnesar,
an explanation of passages in the book of
Daniel, 1655. A German translation of the
‘Vindicie Judeorum,’ by Marcus Herz, with
a preface by Moses Mendelssohn, was pub-
lished both at Berlin and Stettin in 1782.

[Wolf’s Bibl. Hebr. iii. 703; Steinschneider’s
Cat. Bibl. Hebr. in Bibl. Bodl. p. 1646; Kay-
serling’s Manasseh ben Israel (Jahrbuch fur die
Gesch. der Juden, ii. 83 sgq.); Graetz's Ge-
schichte der Juden, x. 83 sqq.; Lucien Wolf’s
Resettlement of the Jews (Jewish Chronicle,
1887,1888); Cal. State Papers,1650-7; Tovey’s
Anglia Judaica ; Picciotto’s Sketches of Anglo-
Jewish History; Aa’s Biographisch Woorden-
book der Nederlanden, xii. 121.] M. F-r.

MANBY, AARON (1776-1850), engi-
neer, second son of Aaron Manby of Kings-
ton, Jamaica, was born at Albrighton, Shrop-
shire, 156 Nov. 1776. His mother was Jane
Lane, of the Lanes of Bentley, who assisted
Charles IT to escape from Boscobel after the
battle of Worcester [see under LANE, JANE].
Manby’s early years were, it is believed, spent
in a bank in the Isle of Wight, but in 1813
he was in business at Wolverhampton as an
ironmaster, and under that description took
out a patent in that year (No. 8705) for
utilising the refuse ‘slag’ from blast furnaces
by casting it into bricks and building blocks.
About this time he founded the Horseley
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ironworks, Tipton, where he carried on the
manufacture of steam engines, castings, &e.
The concern is still in existence.

In 1821 he took out a patent (No. 4558)
for a form of steam engine specially applic-
able for marine purposes, which he called an
oscillating engine, by which name it has been
known ever since. Ile was not the original
inventor of this form of engine, which had
been proposed by William Murdoch [q. v.]
in 1785, and patented by R. Witty in 1811,
but he was the first to introduce it practi-
cally. He also patented the oscillating en-

ine in France in the same year, and included
in the specification a claim for making ships
of iron, and an improved feathering paddle-
wheel. He now commenced the building of
iron steamships, and the first, the Aaron
Manby, 120 feet long and 18 feet beam, was
made at Horseley and conveyed in pieces to
the Surrey Canal Dock, where it was put
together. It was tried on the Thames on
9 May 1822 (Morning Chronicle, 14 May
1822). Manby was endeavouring to form a
company to establish a line of steamers to
France, and among the persons interested in
the scheme was Captain (afterwards Admiral)
Charles Napier [q.v.] The Aaron Manby,
with Napier in command and Charles Manby
[q. v.] as engineer, left the Thames in the
early part of June 1822, and arrived in Paris
to the surprise of the inhabitants on the
11th of that month, as recorded in the ¢ Con-
stitutionnel’ of the 13th and the ¢ Débats’ of
the 16th. This was the first iron ship which
ever went to sea, and it was also the first
vessel of any kind which had made the
voyage from London to Paris. The boat
continued to ply upon the Seine for many
years, and it was still running in 1842.
Another iron vessel was afterwards made.

In 1819 Manby founded an engineering
works at Charenton, near Paris, the manage-
ment of which he entrusted to Daniel Wilson
of Dublin, a chemist who was the first to
patent the use of ammonia for removing sul-
phuretted hydrogen from gas. The Charen-
ton establishment was of great importance,
and gave rise to the formation of many
similar works in France. In 1825 a gold
medal was awarded to the founders by the
Société d’Encouragement A very full ac-
count of the foundry is given in the ¢ Bulle-
tin’ of the society for that year, p. 123.
Upwards of five hundred workmen were
then employed (see also Bulletin, 1826 p.
295, and 1828 p. 204). The effect of Manby’s
efforts was to render France largely inde-
pendent of English engine-builders, who for
& time displayed some resentment against
him. This feeling comes out strongly in the

evidence given before the parliamentary com-
mittee on artisans and machinery in 1824
(see Report, pp. 109-32). On 12 May 1821
Manby, in conjunction with Wilson and one
Henry, took out a patent in France for the
manufacture and purification of gas, and also
for what was then called ¢ portable gas’'—
that is, compressed gas to be supplied to
consumers in strong reservoirs. In May 1822
Manby and Wilson obtained a concession for
lighting Paris with gas, and, notwithstand-
ing the strong opposition of a rival French
company, the Manby-Wilson Company, or
Compagnie Anglaise, existed until 1847. A
copy of the report of the legal proceedings
between the two companies 1s preserved in
the library of the Institution of Civil Engi-
neers. It was presented by Daniel Wilson
to. Thomas Telford, and bequeathed by the
latter to the institution. It is said that the
English company was actually the first to
supply gas to the French capital. In 1826
Manby and his friends purchased the Creusot
Ironworks, which were reorganised and pro-
vided with new and improved machinery
made at Charenton, and about two years
afterwards the two concerns were amalga-
mated under the title of Société Anonyme
des Mines, Forges et Fonderies du Creusot
et de Charenton. A report dated 1828, giv-
ing a history of the enterprise, is preserved
among the Telford tracts in the library of
the Institution of Civil Engineers. Manby
returned to England about 1840, when he
went to reside at Fulham, removing after-
wards to Ryde, Isle of Wight, and subse-
quently to Shanklin, where he died 1 Dec.
1850.

Manby was twice married : first, to Julia
Fewster, by whom he had one son, Charles
[q. v.]; and, secondly, to Sarah Haskins, by
whom he had one daughter, Sarah, and three
sons, John Richard (1813-1869) (see Proc.
Inst. Civ. Eng. xxx.446), Joseph Lane (1814-
1862) (z6. xxii. 629), and Edward Oliver
(1816-1864) (¢b. xxiv. 533). They were all
civil engineers, practising mostly abroad.

A portrait was exhibited at the Loan Col-
lection of Portraits at South Kensington in
1868.

[Manby’s early engineering work is deseribed
in Proc. Inst.Civ. Eng. 1842 p. 168, 1843 p. 180,
1846 pp. 89, 96; Grantham’s Shipbuilding in
Iron and Steel, 1842, pp. 6-9; Gill’s Technical
Repository, 1822, i. 398, 411, ii. 66. The Gas
Engineer for December 1882 contains a notice
of his work in connection with the lighting of
Paris with gas. See also Maxime du Camp’s
article ¢ I'Eclairage & Paris’ in Revue des deux
Mondes, June 1873, p. 780. Private informa-
tion from a member of the family.] R.B. P,
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MANBY, CHARLES (1804-1884), civil
engineer, and secretary to the Institution of
Civil Engineers, eldest son of Aaron Manby
[q. v.], was born on 4 Feb.1804. He re-
ceived his early education at a Roman
catholic seminary, whence he was sent in
1814 to the semi-military college of St. Ser-
van, Brittany. Iis uncle, Captain Joseph
Manby, private secretary and aide-de-camp
to the Duke of Kent, had already obtained
a commission for him, but the prospect of

eace caused him to change his plans, and

e joined his father at Horseley ironworks,
and assisted in building the first iron steam-
boat [see MANBY, AARoxf]. He also super-
intended the erection of the first pair of
oscillating marine engines ever made, which
were placed in 1820 in the Britannia, a
packet on the Dover and Calais station.
Manby’s drawings of these engines are in
the possession of the Institution of Civil En-
gineers. About 1823 Manby proceeded to
Paris to take charge of the gasworks esta-
blished there by his father, and he subse-
quently superintended his father’s foundry
at Charenton. After a short stay at the
Creusot ironworks, which his father had
undertaken to reorganise, he was employed
by the tobacco department of the French
government, and he also received a commis-
sion in the French military engineers. In
1829 he returned to England and took the
management of the Beaufort ironworks in
South Wales, and, after spending a short
time at the Ebbw Vale ironworks and the
Bristol ironworks, he established himself in
London in 1835 as a civil engineer. In 1838
he became connected with Sir John Ross’s
enterprise for running steamers to India,
which was eventually absorbed by the Pen-
insular and Oriental Company. He relin-
quished his private practice in 1839, when
he was appointed secretary to the Institution
of Civil Engineers. He performed the duties
of the office for seventeen years with con-
spicuous success. Upon his retirement in
1856 a service of plate and a purse of 2,000/
were presented to him, and he was elected
honorary secretary. In 1853 the Royal
Society elected him a fellow. He was a
member of the International Commission
which met in Paris for the purpose of con-
sidering the feasibility of constructing the
Suez Canal. His perfect command of the
French language was of considerable service
in maintaining a good understanding be-
tween the engineers’ societies of London and
Paris. In 1864 he helped to establish the
Engineer and Railway Volunteer Staff Corps,
in which he held the post of adjutant with
the rank of lieutenant-colonel.

He died in London on 31 July 1884. Iie
was twice married: first, in 1830, to Miss
Ellen Jones of Beaufort; and secondly, in
1858, to Harriet, daughter of Major Nicholas
‘Willard of the Grays, Eastbourne,and widow
of Mr. W. C. Hood, formerly a partner in
the publishing house of Whitaker & Co. He
left no issue.

[Proc. of the Institution of Civil Engineers,
Ixxxi. 327 (portrait).] RBRE

MANBY, GEORGE WILLIAM (1765~
1854), inventor of apparatus for saving life
from shipwreck, son of Matthew Pepper
Manby, captain in the Welsh fusiliers, was
born at Denver,near Downham Market, Nor-
folk, 28 Nov.1765. Thomas Manby (1766¢-
1834)[q. v.]was his younger brother. He was
sent to a school at Downham kept by Thomas
Nooks and William Chatham, where he had
for his schoolfellow Horatio Nelson, with
whom he formed a close intimacy (cf. Descrip-
tion of the Nelson Museum at Yarmouth,1849,
Preface). He was subsequently transferred
to a school at Bromley, Middlesex, and was
afterwards placed under Reuben Burrow
[q.v.], then teacher of mathematics in the
military drawing-room at the Tower. After
a short time he entered the Royal Military
Academy at Woolwich, but in consequence
of a delay in obtaining a commission in the
artillery he joined the Cambridgeshire mi-
litia, eventually attaining the rank of cap-
tain. He married in 1793 the only daugh-
ter of Dr, Preston, and went to reside near
Denver, but in 1801 domestic troubles, whose
character is unknown, caused him to leave
home. He settled at Clifton, near Bristol,
devoting himself to literary pursuits as a
means of distraction. In 1801 he brought
out ‘The History and Antiquities of St.
David’s,” followed by ¢ Sketches of the His-
tory and Natural Beauties of Clifton,’ 1802,
and ‘A Guide from Clifton to the Counties
of Monmouth, Glamorgan, &e.,” in 1802, all
of which are illustrated by engravings from
his own drawings. In 1803 he wrote a pam-
phlet entitled ‘ An Englishman’s Reflexions
on the Author of the Present Disturbances,’
in which he dealt with the threatened inva-
sion of England by Napoleon. This work
attracted the notice of Charles Yorke, then
secretary at war, and in August 1803 Manby
received the appointment of barrack-master
at Yarmouth.

His attention was first turned to the sub-
ject of shipwrecks by witnessing the loss of
the Snipe gun brig off Yarmouth during the
storm of February 1807, when sixty-seven
persons perished within sixty yards of the
shore, and 147 bodies were picked up along

—
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the coast. In considering a means of rescue
it occurred to him that the first thing was
to establish a communication with the shore.
Remembering that he had when a youth

‘he was the first to suggest the apparatus
now known as the ‘extincteur,’ consisting
of a portable vessel holding a fire-extinguish-
ing solution under pressure. This was ex-

once fired a line over Downham Church, he | hibited before the barrack commissioners in
obtained from the board of ordnance the loan l March 1816, and also at Woolwich, before a
of & mortar, and in August and September | joint committee appointed by the admiralty
1807 he exhibited some experiments to the | and the board of ordnance, on 30 Aug. 1816,
members of the Suffolk Humane Society. The | On the same occasion he showed his jump-
apparatus was successfully used on 12 Feb. | ing-sheet,” for catching persons when jum
1808 at the wreck of the brig Elizabeth. The | ing from burning buildings (Gent. Mag. 1816
invention had been submitted to the board of pt. i. p. 271, pt. ii. p. 270, 1819 pt. i. p. 351 ;
ordnance, who reported upon it in January =Mech. Mag. 2 Oct. 1824, p. 28). The sub-
1808, and it made such rapid progress in ject is further dealt with in Manby’s ¢ Essay
public favour that the navy board began to | on the Extinction and Prevention of Fires,
supply mortars, &c., to various stations round | with the Description of the Apparatus for
the coast in the early part of that year. In | Rescuing Persons from Houses enveloped in
1810 the apparatus was’ investigated by a | Flames,” London, 1830.

committee of the House of Commons,and the |  About 1813 he commenced experiments
report was ordered to be printed 26 March | with a view to the prevention of accidents
of the same year. Further papers were issued | on the ice, and on 19 Jan. 1814 he read a
7 Dec. 1813 and 10 June 1814. Manby em- | paper before the Royal Humane Society, em-
bodied the results of his work in a pamphlet  bodying the results of his useful labours.

published in 1812, entitled ‘ An Essay on the
Preservation of Shipwrecked Persons, with
Descriptive Account of the Apparatus and
the Manner of Using it,” which has been re-
printed in many different forms. In 1823 the
subject again came before the House of Com-
mons, on Manby’s petition for a further re-
ward. Up to that time 229 lives had been
saved by his apparatus. The committee re-
commended the payment to Manby of 2,0001.
(cf. Parliamentary Paper No. 260 of 1827).
The use of the apparatus gradually extended
to other countries, and Manby received
numerous medals, which are described and
illustrated in a pamphlet published by him
in 1852. There are now 302 stations in the
United Kingdom where the apparatus is in
use. Since 1878, however, the mortars have
been superseded by rope-carrying rockets.
Manby’s claim has been disputed by the
friends of Lieutenant Bell, who in 1807 pre-
sented a somewhat similar plan to the So-
ciety of Arts (see vol.x. of the Transactions
of that body), and a gratuity of 50/ was
awarded to the inventor. Bell’s idea was to
throw a rope from the ship to the shore;
Manby’s planreverses this order of procedure.
Manby also interested himself in the im-
provement of the lifeboat, and about 1811 he
submitted his new boat to the navy board.
The report of the trial is contained in the

The paper, which contains numerous illus-
| trations, was printed in the ¢ Gentleman’s

Magazine,” 1814, pt. i. p. 428, and also in the
l ‘Mechanics’ Magazine,” January 1826, p. 216.

In 1832 he published ¢ A Description of In-
struments, Apparatus,and Means for Saving
Persons from Drowning who break through
the Ice,” &c. He was elected a fellow of the
Royal Society in 1831. Manby died at his
house at Southtown, Yarmouth, 18 Nov.
1 1854. Ilis first wife died in 1814, and in
. 1818 he married Sophia, daughter of Sir
Thomas Gooch of Benacre Hall, Suffolk. She
died 1 Oct. 1843.

There is a portrait of Manby in the ¢ Euro-
| pean Magazine,” July 1813, and another in
| his pamphlet describing the medals presented

to him, already referred to. The print room
at the British Museum possessesthree others.

In addition to the works already men-
tioned Manby wrote: 1. ‘Journal of a Voy-
age to Greenland, 1822. 2. ¢‘Reflectionsupon
the Practicability of Recovering Lost Green-
land, 1829. 3. ¢ Hints for Improving the
Criminal Law, with Suggestions for a new
Convict Colony, 1831. 4. ‘ Reminiscences,’
1839. 5. ‘A Description of the Nelson
Museum at Pedestal House,” Yarmouth, 1849.

The chief contents are now in the museum at
i Lynn. A volume lettered ¢ Captain Manby’s
Apparatus 1810t01820, preserved among the

‘Navy Experiment Book No. 8, preserved | Ordnance Pupers at the Public Record Office,
among the admiralty papers at the Public | contains a large number of Manby’s original
Record Office. The boat was tried again at | letters and official reports of the trials of his
Plymouth in 1826 (Meck. Mag. Augnst 1826, ' apparatus.

P- 252), but it does not appear to have | [Authorities in addition to those cited : Euro-
come into general use. He also directed ' pean Mag. July 1813; Gent. Mag. 1821 pt. ii.

. his attention to the extinction of fires, and . passim, 1855 pt. i. p. 208 ; Reminiscences, 1839;
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The Life Boat, January 1855, p. 11; Tables re-
lating to Life Salvage on the Coasts of the United
Kingdom during the year ended 30 June 1892,
published by the Board of Trade; General Re-
port on the Survey of the Eastern Coast of Eng-
land for the Purpose of Establishing the System
for Saving Shipwrecked Persons, London, 1813.
The only known copy of this tract is bound up
with the volume of Ordnance Papers referred to
above.] B P,

MANBY, PETER (4. 1697), dean of
Derry, son of Lieutenant-colonel Manby,
became a scholar of Trinity College, Dublin,
where he took the degrees in arts, though his
name does not appear in the printed cata-
logue of graduates. Archdeacon Cotton and
other wfriters style him D.D.,but it does not
appear that he proceeded to that degree.
After taking orders in the established church,
he was appointed on 23 Nov. 1660, being
then B.A.,to a minor canonry of St. Patrick’s,
Dublin; and on 9 April 1666, being then
M.A., hewas collated to the chancellorship of
that church (CorroN, Fasti Ecel. Hibern. ii.
118). He became chaplain to Dr. Michael
Boyle, archbishop of Dublin, who, during
his triennial visitation in 1670, collated him
to a canonry of the cathedral of Kildare.
Manhy was presented to the deanery of
Derry on 17 Sept. 1672, and installed on
21 Dec. He afterwards joined the com-
munion of the church of Rome in conse-

uence, as his adversaries alleged, of his
ailure to obtain a bishopric. James II
granted him a dispensation under the great
seal, dated 21 July 1686, authorising him to
retain the deanery of Derry, notwithstand-
ing his change of religion. In 1687 he pub-
lished ‘The Considerations which obliged
Peter Manby, Dean of Derry, to embrace the
Catholique Religion. Dedicated to his Grace
the Lord Primate of Ireland, Dublin and
London, 1687, 4to, pp. 19. The imprimatur
is dated from Dublin Castle,11 March 1686-
1687. The treatise, although regarded by
his friends as incontrovertible, contains only
the usual arguments adduced by advocates of
the papal claims. William King [q.v.], then
chancellor of St. Patrick’s, and afterwards
archbishop of Dublin, published a reply,
which led Manby to rejoin in a book entitled
¢ A Reformed Catechism, in two Dialogues,
concerning the English Reformation, col-
lected, for the most part Word for Word, out
of Dr. Burnet, John Fox, and other Protestant
Historians, ;published for the information of
the People,” Dublin and London, 1687, 4to.
This was answered by King in ¢ A Vindica-
tion of the Answer to the Considerations.’
Dr. William Clagett [q.v.] in England wrote
‘Beveral captious Queries concerning the

English Reformation, first proposed by Dean
Manby .. . briefly and fully answered,
London, 1688, 4to. In 1688 James made
Manby an alderman of Derry. After the
battle of the Boyne, Manby retired to France. -
He died in London in 1697, according to an
account given by Dr. Cornelius Nary [q.v.], :
who attended him in his last moments.

His works are: 1. ‘A Letter to a Non-
conformist Minister,’ London, 1677, 4to.
2. ¢ A brief and practical Discourse of Abs-
tinence in Time of Lent; wherein is shewed
the popular Mistake and Abuse of the Word
Superstition,’ Dublin, 1682, 4to. 3. ¢ Of Con-
fession to a lawful Priest : wherein is treated
of the last Judgment,” London, 1686, 24mo.
4. ¢ A Letter to a Friend, shewing the Vanity
of this Opinion, that every Man’s Sense and
Reason is to guide him in matters of Faith,’
Dublin, 1688, 4to.

Manby induced his brother Robert, a
clergyman of the establishment, to join the
Roman church. Robert Manby became a
friar; he left two sous, both of whom joined
the Society of Jesus. One of these sons,
PerER MANBY (/. 1724), born in Leinster
in 1681, studied at Coimbra, and on his re-
turn to Ireland published ¢ Remarks on Dr.
Loyd’s Translation of the Mountpelier Cate-
chism,” Dublin, 1724, 8vo, in which he at-

_tempts to show that this catechism contains

the condemned propositions of Jansenius and
Quesnel.

[Cotton’s Fasti, ii. 197, 249, iii. 332; D’Alton’s
Archbishops of Dublin, p. 301; Dodd’s Church
Hist. iii. 461 ; Hogan’s Cat. of the Irish Province
S. J., pp. 63, 64; Jones’s Popery Tracts, pp. 150,
151, 459, 484; Oliver’s Jesuit Collections, p.
258; Cat. of Library of Trin. Coll. Dublin ;
Ware’s Writers (Harris), p. 257.] T. C.

MANBY, THOMAS (7. 1670-1690),
landscape-painter, is spoken of as ‘a good
English landskip-painter, who had been
several times in Italy, and consequently
painted much after the Italian manner.
From Vertue’s extracts from the diaries of
Mr. Beale, the hushand of Mary Beale [qa v.),
it appears that Manby was employed to
paint in landscapes in the background of the
portraits by her and probably other painters
of the time. Manby brought from Italy a
large collection of pictures, which were sold
%% ghe Banqueting House in Whitehall about

0.

[Buckeridge’s Supplement to De Piles’s Lives
of the Painters; Walpole’s Anecdotes of Paint-
ing, ed. Wornum.] L. C.

MANBY, THOMAS (1766 ?—1834),rear-
admiral, of a family settled for many cen-
turies at Manby in Lincolnshire, was the
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son of Matthew Pepper Manby of Hilgay in
Norfolk, lieutenant of marines, captain in
the Welsh fusiliers, and afterwards aide-
de-camp to Lord Townshend when lord-
lieutenant of Ireland (1767-72). George
‘William Manby [q. v.] was his elder brother.
When lieutenant-general of the ordnance,
Townshend gave his aide-de-camp’s son,
Thomas, a post in the department, but the
boy, preferring to go to sea, was entered
on board the Hyzna frigate on the Irish
station, in 1783, In 1785 he was moved
into the Cygnet sloop, in which he went to
the West Indies. He was afterwards in the
Amphion, and, returning in her to England,
served for a short time in the Illustrious.
Towards the end of 1790 he joined the Dis-
covery, then fitting out for a voyage to the
Pacific and the north-west coast of America,
under the command of Captain George Van-
couver [q. v.] In the beginning of 1793,
when it was necessary to send some of the
officers of the expedition to England and to
China [see BRou¢HTON, WILLIAM ROBERT;
MupeE, ZacuARY], Manby was appointed
master of the Chatham brig, the Discovery’s
consort, in which he remained for the next
two years, engaged in the arduous and try-
ing work of the survey. In 1795 he was
moved back into the Discovery as acting
lieutenant, and on his arrival in England
was confirmed to that rank, 27 Oct. 1795,
In 1796 he was a lieutenant of the Juste,
and when Lord Iugh Seymour [q. v.] was
preparing for an expedition to the Pacific,
Manby, at his request, was promoted, 5 Feb.
1797, to command the Charon, a 44-gun
ship, but armed en fliite, as a store-ship. The
proposed expedition wasafterwards counter-
manded, and the Charon was employed in
transporting troops to Ireland during the
rebellion. It is mentioned that on one occa-

sion she took on board a thousand men at’

Portsmouth, landed them at Guernsey within
twenty-four hours, embarked another thou-
sand in their stead, and landed these on the
following day at Waterford. She was also
frequently engaged in convoying the local
trade, and in cruising against the enemy’s
privateers. In the two years during which
Manby commanded her he is said to have
given ¢ protection to no less than 4,753 ves-
sels, not one of which was l<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>