








pia bl b

——

-

DICTIONARY

OF

NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY

Milman

I

Milman

MILMAN, Sir FRANCIS, M.D. (1746~
1821), physician, was born on 31 Aug. 1746 at
East Ogwell, Devonshire. His father, Francis
Milman, was rector of that parish, and vicar
of Abbots Kerswell,in the same county. On
30 June 1760 he matriculated at Exeter Col-
lege,Oxford, whence he graduated B.A.9 May
1764, M.A. 14 Jan. 1767, M.B. 7 July 1770,
M.D. 23 Nov. 1776. In 1765 he was elected
to a college fellowship, and in May 1771 a
Radecliffe travelling fellow. He was elected
physician to the Middlesex Hospital (1777-
1779), and a fellow of the College of Physi-
cians of London 30Sept.1778. He had made
the acquaintance of the Duke of Gloucester
at Rome, and by his influence obtained prac-
tice in London. In 1785 he was made phy-
sician extraordinary to the king’s household,
and in 1806 became physician in ordinary to
the king. At the College of Physicians he
delivered the Gulstonian lectures on scurvy
in 1780, was five times censor between 1779
and 1799, delivered the Croonian lectures in
1781, and the Harveian oration, which was
not printed, in 1782. He was elected presi-
dent in 1811 and 1812, and resigned 6 Oct.
1813. In 1800 he was created a baronet.
His published works are only two, and ap-
peared respectively in 1782 and 1799. The

former, ‘Animadversiones de Natura Hy-

dropis ejusque curatione,’ is dedicated to the
Radcliffe trustees, and is in part based upon
observations made during his travels abroad.
It never rises above the level of a moderately
good graduation thesis, and shows that its
author did not distinguish between dropsies
due to eirrbosis of the liver, to malignant
growth of the peritoneum, and to renal
disease. He recommends purgatives and
tonics, and thinks that the patient’s fluid
food need not be restricted. His other
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book, ‘An Enquiry into the Source from
whence the Symptoms of the Scurvy and of
Putrid Fevers arise, is dedicated to Lord
Southampton, and is a compilation showing
little practical acquaintance with the disease.
He agrees in general with James Lind [q. v.],
whom he quotes, and almost the only original
passage in the 230 octavo pages 1s one in
which he comments on a passage of Strabo,
bk. xvi.,and showsthat the disease from which
the army of Alius Gallus suffered in Arabia
in the reign of Augustus was a form of
scurvy. He died at Pinner Grove, Middlesex,
24 June 1821, and was buried in the church
of St. Luke at Chelsea. He was a courtly
person, of no great medical attainments.

Milman married, 20 July 1779, Frances,
daughter of William Hart of Stapleton,
Gloucestershire. His eldest son, William
George, succeeded him in the baronetey, and
was father of Robert Milman [q.v.]; his
youngest son, Henry Hart Milman [q. v.],
was dean of St. Paul’s.

[Works ; Munk’s Coll. of Phys. ii. 316 ; Gent.
Mag. 1821 ; Annual Reg. 1821 ; Foster’s Alumni
Oxon.; Boase’s Reg. Coll. Exon. xxiv. 107; in-
formation from Dr. J, B. Nias.]

MILMAN, HENRY HART (1791-
1868), dean of St. Paul’s, born in London
10 Feb. 1791, was the third son of Sir
Francis Milman, bart. [q. v.], physician to
George III. He was educated under Dr.
Burney at Greenwich, and subsequently at
Eton and Brasenose College, Oxford, where
his career was remarkably brilliant. He ma-
triculated 25 May 1810, and graduated B.A.
1814, M.A. 1816, B.D. and D.D. 1849. 1In
1812 he won the Newdigate prize with an
Englishpoem on the ‘Apollo Belvidere, which

was considered by Dean Stanley the most
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perfect of Oxford prize poems. In 1814 Mil-
man was elected fellow of Brasenose, and in
1816 was awarded the chancellor’s prize for
an English essay on ‘A Comparative Esti-
mate of Sculpture and Painting.” He wasan
early and intimate friend of Reginald Heber,
for whose ¢ Hymnal’ he wrote ¢ By thy birth
and early years, ¢Brother, thou art gone
before us,’ ¢ When our heads are bowed with
woe,’and other hymns, which have acquired
and retain high popularity. In 1821 he was
elected professor of poetry at Oxford, but
did not make the mark of Keble, who suc-
ceeded him in 1831. He had meanwhile
taken orders (1816), and was in 1818 pre-
sented to the important living of St. Mary’s,
Reading.

Though attentive to his clerical duties,
Milman continued for some time to be known
principally as a poet. It was the day of
Scott, Byron, and Moore, who irresistibly
attracted all talent of the imitative order,
to which Milman’s poetical gift certainly be-
Jonged. His first poetical publication wasa
drama, ¢ Fazio,” composed at Oxford, and de-
scribed by the author as ¢ an attempt at re-
viving the old national drama with greater
simplicity of plot.” Though ¢written with
some view to the stage,” it was published in
book form in 1815 (2nd edit. 1816). It was
first acted at the Surrey Theatre, without the
author’s knowledge, under the title of ¢ The
Ttalian Wife.” Having succeeded there and
at Bath, it was appropriated by the managers
of Covent Garden, who astonished Milman by
the request that Charles Kemble might be al-
lowed to read the part of Fazioto him. The
imperfection of the law of copyright would
have frustrated any objections that he might
have entertained, but, though protesting, he
was flattered by the compliment, and the
play was performed for the first time in Lon-
don on 5 Feb. 1818, with triumphant effect,
mainly owing to the acting of Miss O’Neill,
who had seen the piece before publication
and had then discouraged Milman from an-
ticipating for it any success on the stage.
Fanny Kemble subsequently played the part
of Bianca with great effect, both in England
and America, while Madame Ristori, when
at the height of her fame in 1856, had it
translated into Italian and appeared with
much success as Bianca both in London
and abroad. The plot, indeed, which is taken
from a story in ¢ Varieties of Literature,’ re-
printed in 1795 by the ‘Annual Register,
where Milman saw it, is powerful, and much
the most effective element in the play. The
diction is florid, and full of the false taste
which had come in by perhaps inevitable
reaction from the inanimate style of the

eighteenth century. Milman’s next publica-
tion, ¢ Samor, the Lord of the Bright City’
(1818 ; 2nd edit. same year), an epic of the
class of Southey’s ¢ Madoc’ and Landor’s
¢ Geebir,’ though not recalling the manner of
either of these poets, had been begun at Eton,
and nearly finished at Oxford. The subject is
the Saxon invasion of Britain in Vortigern’s
days. The ¢bright city’ is Gloucester. The
poem contains much fine writing in both
senses of the term, and the author in after
life subjected it to a severe revision. Southey,
in criticising the poem, suggested that Mil-
man’s powers were ‘ better fitted for thedrama
than for narration’ (SouvrHEY, Corresp. chap.
xii.), and he told Scott that ¢ Samor’ was ¢ too
full” of power and beauty. Milman’s next
works were more mature 1n thought and in-
dependent in style, and the vital interest
of their subjects almost raised him to the
rank of an original peet. In ¢The Fall of
Jerusalem,’ a dramatic poem (1820), the con-
flict between Jewish conservatism and new
truth -is foreibly depicted (Corresp. of Jokn
Jebb and Alex. Knoz, ii. 434-44). In ¢ The
Martyr of Antioch,’ another dramatic poem
(1822), a no less effective contrast is de-
lineated in the struggle between human
affections and fidelity to conviction. The
description of Jerusalem put into the mouth
of Titushas been greatly admired, and with
reason, but is unfortunately too fair a sample
of the entire work. ¢ Belshazzar,’ also a dra-
matic poem (1822), is chiefly remarkable for
its lyries ; and ¢ Anne Boleyn ’ (1826), a poor
performance, terminated Milman’s career as
a dramatist.

But he was still to render an important
and an unprecedented service to English
poetry by his translations from the Sanserit.
These he was led to make by having ex-
hausted the subjects which he had preseribed
to himself for his lectures as Oxford profes-
sor of poetry. Having gained some acquain-
tance with Indian poetry from the works of
foreign scholars, he taught himself to a cer-
tain extent Sanserit, whose resemblance to
Greelk delighted him, and, with the assistance
of Professor H. H. Wilson [q. v.], produced
some very creditable versions of passages from
the Indian epics, especially the pathetic story
of Nala and Damayanti. These were pub-
lished in 1835. They have been long super-
seded, but the achievement was none the less
memorable. At a later period (1849) he pub-
lished an elegant edition of ‘Iorace, and in
1865 excellent translations of the ‘Agamem-
non’ and the ¢ Bacchz.

In 1827 Milman was selected to deliver
the Bampton lectures, and took as his sub-
ject the evidence for Christianity derived
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from the conduct and character of the
apostles. The treatment was no more original
than the theme. Three yearsafterwards, how-
ever, a book appeared from his pen, to which,
though not in itself of extraordinary merit,
the epithet ¢ epoch-making ” might be applied
with perfect propriety. It is his ¢ Histo
of the Jews’ (1830), written for Murray’s
¢ Family Library.” In this unpretending book
for the first time ‘an English clergyman
treated the Jews as an oriental tribe, recog-
nised sheiks and emirs in the Old Testament,
shifted and classified documentary evidence,
and evaded or minimised the miraculous.’
Consternation, which the author had not an-
ticipated, spread among the orthodox ; the
sale of the book was not only stopped, but
the publication of the series in which it ap-
peared ceased. Bishop Mant and Dr. Faussett
were among the more conspicuous of his as-
sailants,and a greater man,John Henry New-
man, who reviewed it in the ¢ British Critic’
so late as January 1841, has recorded in his
¢ Apologia’ the unfavourable impression it
produced upon him at the time. It was,
however, well reviewed in the ¢ Gentleman’s
Magazine’ (1830, i. 134-7) as an ¢ excellent
work,” ¢ written upon those enlightened prin-
ciples which alone will be regarded in modern
times,” while some representative Jews pre-
sented Milman with a piece of plate in re-
cognition of his liberal treatment of their
history. The book was republished in 1863
and again in 1867, with great improvements,
and an able introduction, in which Milman
clearly defined his own position. This he
further illustrated in his university sermon
on Hebrew prophecy, preached in 1865.

Milman’s preferment seemed likely to be
long impeded, but in 1835 Sir Robert Peel
took advantage of his brief tenure of office
to make him canon of Westminster and
rector of St. Margaret’s, Westminster, dig-
nities invariably conferred on men of special
eminence. Iewasstill, nevertheless,regarded
with distrust and dislike, and when his ¢ His-
tory of Christianity under the Empire’ ap-
pearedin 1840, it was, said Lord Melbourne,
as completely ignored as if the clergy had
taken a universal oath never to mention it
to any one. In 1849, however, Lord John
Russell advanced Milman to the deanery of
St. Paul’s. No position in the church could
have better become him than the charge of
a great historical cathedral, and he speedily
obtained the general recognition which his
talents and accomplishments had always
merited.

The historical character of Milman’s mind
was shown by the principal literary labours
of his later years. In 1838 he had edited

Gibbon, a task which hardly admits of satis-
factory performance. So vast is the theme,
$0 enormous the amount of illustration sup-
ph‘ed by recent research, that either the
editor’s labours must appear inadequate, or
the text must disappear beneath the com-
mentary. Milman chose the former alterna-
tive, but his edition, with the reinforcement
of Guizot’s notes, is still, perhaps, the stan-
dard one, though this isnot a position which
it can ultimately retain. In 1839 he pub-
lished the ‘Life of E. Gibbon, Esq., with Se-
lections from his Correspondence and Illus-
trations” There followed in 1855 his own
great historical work, ¢ The History of Latin
Christianity down to the Death of Pope
Nicholas V> Milman here selected a subject
on which libraries might be written, but the
necessity for a comparatively brief general
survey will always exist, and Milman’s book,
while meeting this want, is at the same time
executed on a scale and in a style answer-
able to the dignity of history.  Macaulay
deemed the substance ¢excellent,’ although
thestyle was, in hisopinion,‘ very muchother-
wise.” The call for a second edition in 1856
was described by Macaulay as ‘creditable to
the age’ (Life, p.626). The task was one for
which the cast of Milman’s mind and the
tenor of his studies fully qualified him. The
shortcomings and minor inaccuracies are
amply compensated by qualities till then
rare in ecclesiastical historians—liberality,
candour,sympathy, and catholic appreciation
of every estimable quality in every person
or party—which not only contributed an es-
pecial charm to the work, but may be said
to have permanently raised the standard of
ecclesiastical history. Milman also possessed
the fine sense of historical continuity, and
the power of endowing institutions with per-
sonality, so necessary to the historian of an
august corporation like the Latin church.
The fundamental distinctions between Latin
and Greek or oriental Christianity and the
parallelisms between Latin and Teutonic
Christianity are admirably worked out. His
great defect is the one visible in his dramas
—the lack of creativeimagination, which pre-
vented him from drawing striking portraits
of the great company of illustrious men who
passed under his review. : !
The remainder of Milman’s life was prin-
cipally occupied in the disc]‘mr.g‘e of the
duties of his office, where his intellectual
superiority acquired for him the designation
of ¢ the great dean.” To him were due several
innovations calculated to make the services
at St. Paul’s popular and accessible. On
Advent Sunday, 28 Nov.1858, he inaugurated
evening services under the dome. He be-
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queathed, moreover, such a memorial to his
cathedral as few deans would have been able
to bequeath, in his delightful history of the
edifice, completed and published by his son
after his death in 1868. In 1859 he had
written, for the ¢ Transactions of the Royal
Society, a memoir of his friend Macaulay,
which was prefixed to later editions of the
historian’s works. Some of his articles in the
¢ Quarterly Review,” to which in his early
days he was a ccnstant, and in later years
an occasional contributor, including essays
on ¢ Erasmus’ and ¢ Savonarola,’ were col-
lected and published by his son in 1870.
Milman died on 24 Sept. 1868 at a house
near Ascot which he had taken for the
summer. He was buried in St. Paul's Ca-
thedral, and a monument was erected by
public subscription in the south aisle of the
choir. On 11 March 1824 he had married
Mary Ann, daughter of Lieutenant William
Cockell, by whom he had four sons and two
daughters.

Milman was highly esteemed in society,
and his intimate friends included Macaulay,
Hallam, Sydney Smith, Lockhart, and his
publisher, John Murray., Mr. Lecky has
eulogised him unstintedly, and has described
the harmony and symmetry of his mind and
its freedom from eccentricity or habits of ex-
aggeration. Although he was far from con-
temptible as a poet, his reputation must rest
on his historical work., ‘That such a writer,’
writes Mr. Lecky, ‘should have devoted him-
self to the department of history, which, more
than any other, has been distorted by igno-
rance, puerility, and dishonesty, I conceive to
be one of the happiest facts of English litera-
ture’ (European Morals, Pref.p. x). His in-
tellect may have lacked originality, but he
was a pioneer in the study of Sanscrit poetry
and in the application of criticism to Jewish
history.

A portrait by G. F. Watts belongs to his
eldest son,the Rev. W,H. Milman. An en-
graving by W. Holl is prefixed to the fourth
edition of the ‘ History of Latin Christianity.’

[Annual Register, 1868; Encyel., Brit. 9th
edit. ; North British Review, vol. 1.; Blackwood’s
Mag. vol. civ. ; Fraser’s Mag. vol. Ixxviii.; Dean
Stanley in Macmillan’s Mag. vol. xix. ; Quarterly
Review, January 1854; Smiles’s Memoir of John
Murray, vol. ii. ; Milman’s own prefaces to his
writings.]

MILMAN, ROBERT (1816-1876), bi-
shop of Calcutta, third son of Sir William
George Milman, bart., of Levaton in Devon-
shire, by his wife Elizabeth Hurry, daughter
of Robert Alderson, recorder of Norwich,
and nephew of Henry Hart Milman [q. v.],
dean of St. Paul’s, was born at Easton in

Gordano, Somerset, on 25 Jan. 1816. He
was sent when young as a day-scholar to
‘Westminster School, where in 1833 he ob-
tained one of the Ireland prizes (WELCH, pp.
520, 541). Inthe May of that year he matri-
culated at Exeter College, Oxtord, where he
obtained a scholarship n 1834, and having
taken a second class in 1837, graduated B.A.
in 1838, and proceeded M.A. in 1867, in
which year he was created D.D. (FosTER,
Alumni Oxonienses, iii. 960). e was a
good linguist, and found the acquisition of
languages easy. In 1839 he was ordained to
the curacy of Winwick, Northamptonshire,
and in 1840 was presented to the vicarage of
Chaddleworth, Berkshire, by the dean and
chapter of Westminster, on the nomination
of his uncle, then canon of Westminster.
There he had daily service, and, while work-
ing conscientiously as a clergyman, found
time for much study, and wrote a ‘Life of
Tasso’ and some smaller books. In 1851
he exchanged Chaddleworth for the larger
living of Lambourn, also in Berkshire, at
that time a wild and neglected place (Memotr,
p- 4). He worked hard there, building a
church and schools in the hamlet of East-
bury, and restoring the chancel of Lambourn
church, chiefly out of his own pocket, hold-
ing daily service and weekly celebrations,
and doing all in his power for the welfare of
his parishioners. In 1858 his sister, Maria
Frances Milman, went to live with him, and
remained his companion during the rest of
his life. At the request of the Bishop of
Oxford (Wilberforce), who esteemed him
highly, he accepted in 1862 the living of
Great Marlow, Buckinghamshire, though the
change was in every respect an act of self-
sacrifice. While there he lectured frequently
at Cuddesdon Theological College, being well
versed in patristic learning and the history
of the primitive church, and also conducted
several clerical retreats’ Iis preaching
was eloquent and his sermons full of matter.,

Being appointed bishop of Calcutta in
January 1867,he was consecrated at Canter-
bury on 2 Feb., and landed at Calcutta with
his sister on 31 March. His diocese, which
at that date included the Central Provinces,
the Punjaub on the west, and British Burmah
on the east, extended over nearly a million
square miles. Milman performed the duties
of his office with extraordinary energy, and
during a large part of every year was travel-
ling on visitation tours, visiting in the year
of his arrival Burmah and the North-west
Provinces. A dispute among the Lutheran
missionaries in Chota Nagpore having led
the K6l converts to desire to join the English
church, Milman received them in 1869, or-
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daining three German pastors and a catechist,
and administering the sacrament to 650 per-
sons at Ranchi. In matters of order he de-
sired that the church at Ranchi should retain
all its former customs and observances that
were not inconsistent with the English
prayer-book. Though his conduct was not
universally approved, the Chota Nagpore
Church grew and flourished; he took great de-
light in 1t,and visited the district seven times
during his episcopate (¢b. pp. 95-104, 322).
In 1870 he again visited Burmah, where the
king was patronising a school at Mandalay
under missionary superintendence, but he de-
clined an interview with the king because he
could not be received except with formalities
that would have implied an inferiority to a
Buddhist religious teacher. Thence he pro-
ceeded on a metropolitical visitation to Ma-
dras, Ceylon, and Bombay. He was anxious
for an extension of the episcopate in India,
and in 1872 vainly pressed the government
to found a bishopric of Lahore, but was not
pleased at hearing, in 1873, that the Arch-
bishop of Canterbury had sanctioned a pro-
posal for ordaining bishops to be sent out
from England to act as commissary-bishops
in India; the Bishop of Madras nominated
two for Tinnivelly. The two great English
church missionary societies proposed that each
of them should have its own missionary bi-
ghop, which Milman saw would be highly ob-
jectionable. Iaving refused his consent to
the archbishop’s proposal and taken counsel
with the viceroy and others, he held a meet-
ing with the Bishops of Bombay and Madras
in November,and the Bishop of Madras was
induced to withdraw his nomination. Mil-
man did not cease to urge a legal and canoni-
cal division of the Indian dioceses, but failing
that, would have welcomed the appointment
of suffragan bishops (. pp.263-73, 875). He
established a lay-diaconate and sub-diaconate
in his diocese, and was anxious to see brother-
hoods and sisterhoods formed in India. While
desirous of unity between Christians, he would
ganction nothing that might impair the posi-
tion of his own church, insisting on a formal
act of renunciation and profession from con-
verts from Roman catholicism, and refusing
to allow his clergy to minister in dissenting
chapels. Though he refused in 1872 to join
in a memorial against ritualistic practices,
holding that it was vague and likely to en-
gender disputes, he warned his clergy against
practices that might offend others, and dis-
approved of the use of eucharistic vestments
and incense. He did much for the benefit
of the English artisans in his diocese, and
for the soldiers of the British army. With
the natives of all classes he was extremely

popular, and the extraordinary facility wi
which, though landing in ﬁdia afti:v if};
ﬁf:tleth year, he learnt to speak in Bengali
Hindustani, Hindi, and various cognate dia
lects, increased his influence over them.
Holfimg that the bishops in India should be
‘a link between Europeans and natives’ (28.
P- 299), he gave parties towhich hoth were in-
vited, and tried in every way to make the na-
tives feel at ease in European society. While
travelling on his duty from Calcutta to Pesha-
wur in February 1876 he took a chill, was
laid up at the house of Sir Richard Pollock
at Peshawur, but getting better on 7 March
was moved to Rawul Pindi, where he died
on the 15th, He was buried the next day.
The viceroy, Lord Northbrook, immediately
published a ¢ Gazette’ containing a warm ac-
knowledgment of the excellence of his cha-
racter and work, and the government of India
erected a monument to him in the cathedral
at Calcutta. He was at once zealous and
wise, an indefatigable worker and a consistent
churchman. While staunch in his principles
he was conciliatory in his conduct, and large-
hearted and liberal both in his acts and sym-
pathies. He was never married.

Milman published: ¢ Meditations on Con-
firmation,’ 12mo, and some other small books
or tracts in 1849 and 1850; ¢ Life of Torquato
Tasso,’ 2 vols. 1850, a careful biography, but
lacking references, exhibiting no great ac-
quaintance with literary history, and avoiding
any attempt at criticism; it is in places too
rhetorical,in others rather slovenly in expres-
sion ; the versified translations from poems of
biographical interest are literal but not parti-
cularly graceful ; ‘Love of the Atonement,’
1853, 8vo; ‘Mitslav, or the Conversion of
Pomerania,' 1854,8v0,alsoin Home Library,’
1882, 8vo; ‘ Inkermann, a poem, 1855, 12mo;
¢Convalescence,’ 1865,8v0; some sermonsand
an article in the * Calcutta Review,’ reprinted
in the ¢ Memoir’ (see below).

[Memoir, 1879, by the Bishop’s sister and
companion, Frances Maria; Welch’s Alumni
Westmon. pp. 520,541; Burke’s Peerage and Ba-
ronetage, art. ‘ Milman;’ Foster’s Alumni Oxon.
iii. 960; Honours Reg. of Oxford, 1883, p. 229;
Times, 20 March 1876, p. 5; Guardian, 22 March
1876, p. 369; for reviews of Life of Tasso, Edinb.
Rev. 1850, xcii. 533 sq., and Athenzum, 1850,
26 Jan. p. 95sq.] W. H.

MILN, JAMES (1819-1881), archaolo-
gist, born in 1819, was the son of James Maud
Miln of Woodhill, Barry, Forfarshire. He
entered the navy, serving in the China war
of 1842, and was afterwards a merchant in
China and India. Returning to Scotland,
where he inherited Murie, Perthshire, from
his father, and Woodhill from his brother, he



Miln

Milne

interested himself in small arms, astronomy,
archeeology, and photography, designed rifles,
and made telescopic lenses. Inorder to com-
pare Scottish with Breton antiquities, he
went in 1873 to Carnac, intending to stay
only a few days, but remained, with short
intermissions, for seven years. In1874-6 he
excavated the hillocks of the Bossenno, bring-
ing to light a Gallo-Roman villa of eleven
rooms, the upper story of which had evidently
been destroyed by fire, probably in the third
century. He also found traces of a villa on
the flank of the adjoining Mont St.-Michel.
Of these discoveries he published an account,
¢ Excavations at Carnac, Brittany,” in French
and English versions, published respectively
at Paris and Edinburgh, 1877. He next ex-
plored three circular sepultures at Kermario,
finding pre-Roman buildings and defences.
In November 1880 he left for Paris and Edin-
burgh, to arrange for the publication of a
second volume, but was attacked at Edin-
burgh by typhoid fever and died there 28 Jan.
1881. The volume was issued, also in Eng-
lish and French, by his brother, Mr. Robert
Miln. The Miln Museum at Carnac contains
his collections of antiquities. He was a
F.S.A. Scotland, vice-president of the Mor-
bihan Philomathic and French Archaological
Societies, and a member of other learned
bodies, British and foreign. His manuscripts
were handed by his brother Robert to the
Abbé Luco of Vannes.

[Information from Mr. George Hay, Arbroath ;
Luco’s J. Miln et les trois sépultures circulaires,
Tours, 1881 ; Proceedings of Soc. of Antiquaries
of Scotland, xvi. 7 ; Notes and Queries, 8th ser.
ii. 232.] J.G. A

MILN, WALTER (d. 1558), Scottish
protestant martyr. [See MYLNE.]

MILNE, COLIN (1743 ?-1815), divine
and botanist, was born at Aberdeen about
1743. He was educated at the Marischal Col-
lege under his uncle, Dr. Campbell,and after-
wards received the degree of LL.D. from the
university. He removed to Edinburgh, and
became tutor to Lord Algernon Percy, second
son of Hugh Smithson, afterwards Percy,
duke of Northumberland. He took Anglican
orders, and soon made his mark as a preacher.
He was appointed evening preacher to the
City of London Lying-in Hospital, lecturer
to both the Old and the New Church at
Deptford, and subsequently rector of North
Chapel, near Petworth, Sussex. He con-
tinued, however, to reside at Deptford ( Coz-
tage Gardener, viii. 185 ; NicHOLS, Anec-
dotes, 1ii.760), where in 1783 he founded the
Kent Dispensary, now the Miller Hospital,
Greenwich. He was a prominent promoter

of the Royal Humane Society, and several
times preached the anniversary sermon for
the society (N1cHOLS, Literary Illustrations,
i.165). Asa hotanist he was chosen to preach
the Fairchild sermon, and sermons which he
delivered before the Grand Lodge of Free-
masons and at the Maidstone assizes were
also printed (cf. N1cHOLS, Literary Anecdotes,
iliis.lgGO). He died at Deptford on 2 Oct.

He published : 1. ‘A Botanical Dictionary,
or Elements of Systematic and Philosophical
Botany,” 1770, 8vo, dedicated to the Duke of
Northumberland, 2nd ed. 1778, 3rd ed. 1805.
2. ¢ Institutes of Botany, a Translation of
the Genera Plantarum of Linneeus,’ pt.1. 1771,
4to, pt.i1.1772, not completed. 3. ¢ Sermons,’
1780, 8vo. 4. In conjunction with Alex-
ander Gordon (M.D. of Aberdeen, ¢reader
in botany in London,” son of James Gordon,
the nurseryman of Mile End, who corre-
sponded with Linngus), ¢ Indigenous Botany
. . .the result of several Botanical Excur-
sions chiefly in Xent, Middlesex, and the ad-
jacent Counties in 1790, 1791, and 1793,
vol. i, (all issued), 1793, 8vo.

[Hist. of English Gardening, by G. W. John~
son, 1829, p. 232 ; Records of the Miller Hospital,
Greenwich, by John Poland, F.R.C.S. (in the
press); Biog.Index of . . . Botanists, by J. Britten
and G. S. Boulger, 1893.] G. S. B.

MILNE, Sir DAVID (1763-1845), ad-
miral, son of David Milne, merchant of Edin~
burgh, and of Susan, daughter of Mr. Vernor
of Musselburgh, was born in Edinburgh on
25 May 1763. He entered the navy in May
1779, 0n board the Canada,with Captain Hugh
Dalrymple, and continuing in the same ship
with Sir George Collier [q.v.] and Captain
‘William Cornwallis [q. v.], was present at the
second relief of Gibraltar,at the capture of the
Spanish frigate Leocadia, at the operations at
St. Kitts in January 1782, in the actions off
Dominica on 9 and 12 April 1782, and in the
disastrous hurricane of 16-17 Sept. 1782, On
arriving in England he was appointed ‘to the
Elizabeth of 74 guns ; but she was paid off at
the peace ; and Milne, having no prospect of
further employment, entered the merchant
service, apparently in the East India trade,
and continued in 1t until the outbreak of the
war in 1793, when he joined the Boyne,
going out to the West Indies with the flag
of Sir John Jervis. On 13 Jan. 1794 Jervis
promoted him to be lieutenant of the Blanche,
in which, under the command of Captain Ro-
bert Faulknor [q.v.], he repeatedly distin-
guished himself, and more especially in the
celebrated capture of the Pique (5 Jan. 1795).
‘When, after a very severe action, the Pique
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struck, neither ship had aboat that could float,
and the prize was taken possession of by Milne
and ten seamen swimming to her. For his
gallantry he was promoted to be commander
of the Inspector sloop, 26 April 1795 ; and
on 2 Oct. 1795 be was posted to the Matilda
frigate in reward for his service as superin-
tendent of transports, an office he continued
to hold while the Matilda cruised under the
command of her first lieutenant.

In January 1796 he was appointed, at his
own request, to the Pique, ‘the frigate he
had so materially contributed to capture’
{O’'BYRNE), and being stationed at Demerara
for the protection of trade, the governor for-
warded to him on 16 July a memorial from
the resident merchants, to the effect that
the admiral had promised them a convoy to
St. Kitts by 15 July; that if their ships
waited longer, they would miss the convoy
to England ; and that if they sailed without
convoy they would forfeit their insurance.
Under these circumstances, Milne consented
to take them to St, Kitts; and arriving there
too late for the convoy to England, on the
further representation of the masters of the
vessels, he took charge of them for the voyage
home, anchoring at Spithead on 10 Oct. On
the 11th he wrote to the admiralty, explain-
ing his reasons, and enclosing copies of the
correspondence with the governor and mer-
chants of Demerara (Coptains' Letters, M.
1796). His conduct, under the exceptional
circumstances, was approved, and the Pique
was attached to the Channel fleet. She was
thus involved in the mutinies at Spithead
in 1797, and when these were happily sup-
pressed, was actively employed on the coast
of France. On 29 June 1798, in company
with the Jason and Mermaid frigates, she
fell in, near the Penmarks, on the south coast
of Brittany, with the French 40-gun frigate
Seine, and brought her to action suffering se-
verely before the Jason could come up. The
three all got aground, and after an obstinate
fight the Seine surrendered as the Mermaid
also drew near. The Jason and Seine were
afterwards floated off, but the Pique, being

.. —bilged, was abandoned and burnt. Milne,

Ty -

with her other officers and men, brought the
Seine to England, and was appointed to com-
mand her, on her being bought into the Eng-
lish navy (JAMES, ii. 247 ; TROUDE, iii. 137).

In October 1799 he went on the west
<oast of Africa, whence, some months later,
he convoyed the trade to the West Indies.
In August 1800 he was cruising in the Mona
passage, and on the morning of the 20th
sighted the French frigate Vengeance, a ship
of the same size and force as the Seine. The
Vengeance was under orders to make the

best of: her way to France, and endeavoured
to avoid her enemy. It was thus close on
midnight before Milne succeeded in bringing
her to action. Twice the combatants sepa-
rated to repair damages; twice the fight
wasrenewed ; and it was not till near eleven
o’clock the next forenoon, 21 Aug., that the
Vengeance—dismasted and sinking—hailed
to say that she surrendered. It was one of
the very few frigate actions fought fairly to
an end without any interruption from out-
side ; and from the equality of the parties, is
aptly pronounced by James to have been ¢ as
pretty a frigate match as any fought during
the war’ (JAMEs, iii. 23 ; TRoUDE, iii. 215 ;
CHEVALIER, iii. 25). But Milne received no
reward, He continued to command the Seine
in the West Indies and Gulf of Mexico till
the peace, when hetook her to England and
paid her off, April 1802. He was reappointed
to her in April 1803 ; but three months later,
21 July, she was wrecked on a sandbank
near the Texel, owing to the ignorance of the
pilots, who were cashiered by sentence of the
court martial, which honourably acquitted
Milne., He was then for several years in
charge of the Forth district of Sea Fencibles.
In 1811-12 he commanded the Impétueux
off Cherbourg and on the Lisbon station. He
was then appointed to the Dublin, from which
he was moved into the Venerable. This ship
was reported to be one of the dullest sailers
in the service, but by a readjustment of her
stowage she became, under his command, one
of the fastest. Milne afterwards commanded
the Bulwark on the coast of North America,
returning to England as a passenger on board
the Loire frigate in November, on the news of
his promotion to flag-rank on 4 June 1814.
In May 1816 he was appointed com-
mander-in-chief on the North American sta~
tion, with his flag in the Leander, but his
sailing was delayed to permit of his going as
second in command under Lord Exmouth
in the expedition against Algiers [see PEL-
1Ew, Epwarp, Viscouyt Exmovrh]. For
this purpose, he hoisted his flag in the Im-
pregnable of 98 guns, and in her took a very
prominent part in the action of 27 Aug. 1816,
in which the Impregnable received 233 shot
in her hull, many of them between wind and
water, and sustained a loss in men of fifty
.killed and 160 wounded. It was a curious
coincidence that the ship which, after the
Impregnable, suffered most severely was the
Leander, commanded by Captain Chetham,
Milne’s old first lieutenant in the Seine. The
loss of the two together in killed was more
than half of the total loss sustained by the
English fleet. For his gervices on this oc-
casion Milne was nominated a K.C.B.,
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19 Sept. 1816, and was permitted to accept
and wear the orders of Wilhelm of the
Netherlands and Saint Januarius of Naples.
The city of London presented him with its
freedom and a sword; and as a personal ac-
knowledgment Lord Exmouth gave him a
gold snuff-box.

In the following year Milne went out to
his command in North American waters, re-
turning to England in the summer of 1819,
In 1820 he was elected member of parlia-
ment for Berwick. He was made vice-ad-
miral on 27 May 1825, G.C.B. 4 July 1840,
admiral 23 Nov. 1841. From April 1842 to
April 1845 he was commander-in-chief at
Plymouth, with his flag in the Caledonia.
On his way to Scotland after completing this
service, hedied on board the Clarence, packet-
steamer from London to Granton, 5 May
1845. A portrait by Sir Henry Raeburn, in
the uniform of a rear-admiral, painted in
1819, is in the possession of the family ; a copy,
by G. F. Clarke, is in the Painted Hall at

reenwich, to which it was presented by
Milne’s sons.

Milne was twice married : first, in 1804,
to Grace, daughter of Sir Alexander Purves,
bart.; and secondly, in 1819, to Agnes,
daughter of George Stephen of the island of
Grenada. By the first marriage he had two
sons, the younger of whom is the present ad-
miral of the fleet, Sir Alexander Milne, bart.,
K.C.B.,and G.C.B. The elder, DAvip MILNE-
Howume (1805-1890), was one of the founders,
and for many years chairman of the council of
the Scottish Meteorological Society. It was
he who, in 1877, first urged ¢ the singular ad-
vantages of Ben Nevis for a high-level obser-
vatory,” and it was largely through his energy
and influence that the proposal was carried
into effect in 1883 (Report of the Council
of the Scottish Met. Soc., 256 March 1891).

[Information from Sir Alexander Milne;
O’Byrne’s Nay. Biog. Dict.; Marshall’s Roy.
Nav, Biog. ii. (vol. i. pt. ii.) 681; Naval Chro-
nicle, xxxvi. 353; James's Naval History (edit.
of 1860); Troude’s Batailles navales de la France;
Chevalier’s Hist. de 1a Marine frangaise ; Foster’s
Baronetage.] J.K. L

MILNE, JOSITUA (1776-1851), actuary,

born in 1776, was appointed actuary to the |

Sun Life Assurance Society on 15 June 1810.
His great knowledge of mathematics well
qualified him for the reconstruction of the
life tables then in use, which were based upon
the table deduced by Dr. Richard Price from
the burial registers (1785-80) of All Saints’
Church, Northampton. Milne took as the
basis of his calculations the Carlisle bills of
mortality, which had been prepared by Dr.
John Heysham, and after a long correspond-

ence (12 Sept. 1812—14 June 1814) with
Heysham he published his famous work, ‘A
Treatise on the Valuation of Annuities and
Assurances on Lives and Survivorships; on
the Construction of Tables of Mortality ; and
on the Probabilities and Expectations of Life,’
&e., London, 1815, 2 vols. 8vo. The result
was a revolutionin actuarial science. Milne’s
table, which, considering the narrow data
from which he had to work, was remarkably
accurate, was very generally adopted by in-
surance societies,andsubsequent writers have
been greatly indebted to his investigations.

Milne was the first to compute with accu-
racy, though with unnecessary complexity,
the value of fines, and his notation for the
expression of life contingencies suggested that
afterwards adopted by Augustus De Morgan
in his ¢ Essay on Probabilities.” Hisbook may
still be read with profit. Milne could never
be induced to revise his algebraical calcula-
tions, although they to some extent marred
by their complexity the usefulness of his worlk.
He gave evidence before the select committee
onthe laws respecting friendly societies (1825
and 1827), but long before his death he ap-
pears to have abandoned the subject with
which his name is identified. ‘I am far from
taking an interest now,” he wrote to Augus-
tus De Morgan (May 1839), ‘in investiga-
tions of the values of life contingencies. I
have long since had too much of that, and
been desirous of prosecuting inquiries into
the phenomena of nature, which I have al-
ways regarded with intenseinterest.” He had
an ‘ unusually minute’ knowledge of natural
history, and is said to have possessed one of
the best botanical libraries in London. He
resigned his position in the Sun Life Office,
owing to growing weakness, on 19 Dec. 1843,
and died at Upper Clapton on 4 Jan. 1851,

Inaddition to the work mentioned above he
contributed to the ¢ Encyclopedia Britannica,’
4th edit.,articles on ‘Annuities,’ ‘ Bills of Mor-
tality,” and ‘ Law of Mortality.” The last was
reprinted in 1827 (Report from the Select
Committee on the Laws respecting Friendly
Societies, 1827, App. G 3), together with a
valuablestatement on the Carlisle and North-
ampton tables of mortality (46. App. B). The
Carlisle table was largely superseded by that
‘ pu’];)lished by the Institute of Actuaries in
1870.

[Gent. Mag. 1851, i. 215; Engl, Cycl. 1856,
iv. 251; Assurance Mag. xiv. 69; Report . . .
respecting Friendly Societies, 1825, p. 56, and
1827, pp. 22, 24 ; De Morgan’s Essay on Pro-
babilities, x, xi, 197, Appendix, ii, xv; informa-
tion kindly given by Harris C. L. Saunders, esq.,
of the Sun Life Office; Milne’s correspondence
with Heysham in H. Lonsdale’s Life of John
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Heysham, London, 1870. Numerous comments,
&c., on his work will be found in the Assurance
Mag. and Statistical Journal.] W.A.S. H.
MILNE, WILLIAM (1785-1822), mis-
sionary, was born in 1785, in the parish of
Kinnethmont, Aberdeenshire, and employed
in his early years as a shepherd. At the age
of twenty he resolved to become a missionary,
and passing through the regular course of
studies at the college of the London Mis-
sionary Society at Gosport, he was ordained
there in 1812. In September he sailed for
the east, arriving at Macao in July 1813. An
order from the Portuguese governor com-
pelled him to leave the settlement, and Milne
proceeded in a small boat to Canton, where
he was joined by his colleague, Robert Mor-
rison [q. v.] Shortly afterwards Milne made
a year’s tour through the Malay Archipelago.
Settling down at Malacca he mastered the
Chineselanguage, opened a school for Chinese
converts, and set up a printing-press, from
which was issued the ¢ Chinese Gleaner.” He
also translated portions of the Old Testament
into Chinese, and became principal of an
Anglo-Chinese College, which he was mainly
instrumental in founding at Malacca. In
1818 he received the degree of D.D. from
Glasgow University, and in 1822 his health
faileg, and he went on a visit to Singapore
and Penang, but died on 27 May, four days
after his return to Malacca. Milne married
in 1812 a daughter of Charles Gowrie of
Aberdeen, who predeceased him in 1819.
Milne was author of : 1. ‘The Sacred
Edict, London, 1817, 8vo. 2. ‘A Retro-
spect of the First Ten Years of the Protes-
tant Mission to China,” Malacca, 1820, 8vo.
3. ‘Some Account of a Secret Association,
a paper read before the Royal Asiatic Society
by the Rev. Robert Morrison, 5 Feb. 1825.
One of his sons, WirL1am CHARLES MILNE
51815—1863), missionary to China, ordained
9 July, and appointed to Canton, sailed on
28 July 1837, arriving on 18 Dec. at Macao,
where he assisted until 1842 in the Morrison
Education Society’s House. Proceeding via
Chusan, Tinghae, Ningpo, and Canton, he ar-
rived at Hongkong in August 1843, and was
nominated with Dr. Medhurst [q. v.] to com-
mence a station at Shanghai. In 1844 Milne
visited England, but, returning to China in
1846, he served on the Translation Committee,
part of whose work he subsequently attacked.
In 1852 he again visited England, and ter-
minated his connection with the London Mis-
sionary Society. He afterwards went back
to China as an interpreter under the British
government, became assistant Chinese secre-
tary to the legation at Pekin, and died there
on 15 May 1863. Milne married Frances

Williamina, daughter of the Rev. Dr. Beau-
mont. He was author of: 1. ¢Life in China.’
1858, 2. ¢Critical Remarks on Dr. Medhurst's
Version of the First Chapter of St. J. ohn,” and
contributed to the ¢ Edinburgh Review,” of
October 1855, an ¢ Account of the Political
Disturbances in China.’

[Works in Brit. Museum Library; Memoir
by the Rev. Robert Morrison, D.D.’; Life and
Opinions of Rev. William Milne, by Robert
FPhillip ; Memoir in the Christian Library, vol. 18
G-en't. Mag. 1822, ii. 649, 1863, ii. 381; Irving’s
Eminent Scotsmen; information supplied by the
Rev. G. Cousins.] A . F. P,

MILNER. [See also MILLNER.]
MILNER, ISAAC (1750-1820), mathe-

matician and divine, was born at Leeds on
11 Jan. 1750. His education began at the
grammar school, but on the sudden death of
his father, who had been unsuccessful in
business, he was taken away when only ten
years old, and set to earn his livelihood as a
weaver, Ile followed this trade until his
eldest brother, Joseph [q. v.], who had been
sent to Cambridge by the kindness of friends,
had taken his degree,and obtained the master-
ship of the grammar school at Hull. As soon
as he was established there he appointed Isaac
his usher (1768). It is said that the friend
whom he sent to make inquiries as to his
brother’s fitness for the post found him at
his loom with Tacitus and a Greek author
by his side. It seems certain that he had
obtained considerable knowledge of Latin,
Greek, and mathematics before he went to
Hull, and that while there he became, as he
said himself, ‘a tolerably good eclassic, and
acquainted with six books of Euclid’ (Life,
p-523). In1770 Joseph Milner found means
to enter him as a sizar at Queens” College,
Cambridge. The brothers came up together
on foot, with occasional lifts in a wagon
(¢b. p. 128).

Milner found the menial duties then in-
cumbent on sizars so distasteful, that when
reproved for upsetting a tureen of soup, he
exclaimed, ¢ When I get into power I will
abolish this nuisance’ (which he did). He
refused to sign a petition against subscrip-
tion to the Thirty-nine Articles; and, when
leeping the ¢ opponency, then required of all
candidates for the B.A. degree, he used an
argument so ingenious as to puzzle even the
moderator, who said, ¢ Domine opponens, ar-
gumentum sane novum et difficile, nec pudet’,
fateri meipsum nodum solvere non posse
(. p. 8). Hard reading combined with his
natural talents secured for him the first place
in the mathematical tripos of 1774, and en-
abled him to outstrip his competitors so com-
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pletely that the moderators wrote the word
ZIncomparabilis after his name. Like many
men who have taken high degrees, he was so
dissatisfied with his own performance that he
thought he‘had completely failed (6. p. 707).
He also obtained the first Smith’s prize, He
was ordained deacon in1775; became fellow
of his college in 1776; and tutor and priest
in1777. In1778 he was presented by his col-
lege to the rectory of St. Botolph, Cambridge,
which he held till 1792. In 1780 and 1783
he was moderator. His reputation as an
examiner stood very high in the university,
and for many years he was constantly ap-
pealed to to settle disputed questions about
brackets. His method of examination was
peculiar, His keen sense of humour led him
to joke over failures, especially those of
stupid men, whom he called ¢sooty fellows,’
and when he had such to examine he would
shout to the moderator in a voice which
could be heard from one end of the senate
house to the other, ‘In rebus fuliginosis
versatus sum’ (GUNNIN@, Reminiscences, i.
83). When he examined viva voce he inter-
spersed his questions with anecdotes and ir-
relevant remarks. In spite of this habit,
however, he had a wonderful instinet for
discovering the best men.
In 1785, whilo—gtill—Bwd>, Milner was
elected fellow of the Royal Society, and sub-
sequently contributed four papers to the ¢ Phi-
losophical Transactions,” But before leng he
gave up mathematics, and turned his at-
tention to other subjects. He had a strong
natural taste for practical mechanics, and 1s
said to have constructed a sundial when only
eight years old. After taking his degree he
studied chemistry in Professor Watson’s lec-
ture room, and in 1782 lectured on it as
deputy for Professor Pennington. In the fol-
lowing year, upon the university’s acceptance
of the professorship of natural philosophy
founded by Richard Jackson [q.v.], he became
the first professor. Ie took great pains with
his lectures, working indeed so hard at the
preparation of them as to injure his health,
and those on chemistry are said to have been
excellent. He corresponded with several
scientific men, but his name is not associated
with any important discovery. His lectures
on natural philosophy, which he delivered
alternately with those on chemistry, are de-
scribed as amusing rather than instructive
(2b. 1. 236). It would seem that he could
not divest himself of his love of burlesque,
even in the lecture-room. Notwithstandin,
these defects Professor William Smyth [q. v.%
thought him ‘ a very capital lecturer,’ adding
that ‘what with him and his German as-
sistant, Hoffmann, the audience was always

in a high state of interest and entertainment’
(Life, p. 32).

The close friendship with William Wilber-
force [q. v.]},J which lasted during Milner’s
whole life, began at Scarborough in 1784,
when Wilberforce asked him to be his com-
panion inan expedition tothe south of France.
They left England in October 1784, and were
absent forabout a year, with the exception of a
fewmonthsin the springof 1785. Wilberforce
says of Milner, at the beginning of their re-
sidence at Nice, that his ¢ religious principles
were in theory much the same as in later
life, yet they had at this time little practical
effect on his conduct. He was free from
any taint of vice, but not more attentive than
others to religion ; he appeared in all respects
like an ordinary man of the world, mixing
like myself in all companies, and joining as
readily as others in the prevalent Sunday
parties’ (Life of Wilberforce,i. 75). In the
latter part of their tour, however, Wilber-
force and Milner read the New Testament
together in the original Greek, and debated on
the doctrines which it teaches. In those con-
versations the foundation was undoubtedly
laid of the great change which about this
time took place in Wilberforce’s convictions.

In 1786 Milner proceeded to the degree of
bachelor in divinity. His ‘act’ excited the
greatest interest, on account not of his talents
only, but of those of his opponent, William
Coulthurst, of Sidney Sussex College, who had
been specially selected to ensure an effective
contest. Professor Watson, who presided as
regius professor of divinity, paid them the
compliment of saying, ‘non necesse est de-
scendere in arenam, arcades enim ambo estis.”
The subject, St. Paul’s teaching on faith and
works, 1s said to have been handled by the
disputants with a wonderful combination of
knowledge, eloquence, and ingenuity, long
remembered in the university, and referred to
as a type of what a divinity ‘act’ ought to be.

In 1788, on the death of Dr. Plumptre,
Milner was elected president of Queens’ Col-
lege. He set to work at once, with charac-
teristic energy, to change the tone of the
college, to increase its importance as a place
of education, and at the same time to make
it a centre for the spread of those evangelical
opinions of which he was recognised as one
of the principal promoters in the university.
The tutorship was, by custom, in the gift of
the president, and Milner, in order to effect
the latter object, deliberately rejected, as he
himself admits (ZLzfe, p.243), several fellows
who were intellectually well fitted for the
office, because he thought them ¢Jacobites
and infidels, and sought elsewhere for men
whose opinions were identical with his own.
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Those he forced the society to elect to fel-
lowships. His proceedings excited consider-
able opposition at first, but gradually the.
society submitted, and to the last he ruled
over the college with a despotism that was
rarely called in question. Nor was he un-
popular. The numbers steadily increased,
and though sneered at as ¢ a nursery of evan-
gelical neophytes,’ Queens’ College stood
tourth on the list of Cambridge colleges in
1814.

In December 1791 Milher was presented to
the deanery of Carlisle. He owed this prefer-
ment to the active friendship of Dr. Thomas
Pretyman, afterwards Tomline [q. v.], bishop
of Lincoln, who had been Pitt’s tutor. In

consequence of his university duties he was |

installed by proxy—a beginning which might
have been regarded as typical of his whole
career as dean, for during his twenty-nine
years of office he never, except once towards
the close of his life, resided at Carlisle for
more than three or four months in each year.
He made a point of presiding at the annual
chapter. e preached frequentlyin the cathe-
dral, and energetically supported all measures
for moral and material improvement, but this
was all (Life, p. 101).

Milner resigned the Jacksonian professor-
ship in 1792, and thenceforward gave up
chemistry, and science in general, except as
an amusement. To the end of his life he was,
however, continually inventing something—
as for instance a lamp or a water-clock—in
the workshop fitted up for his private use in
Queens’ Lodge. He was also a member of
the board of longitude. But after his election
to the headship of his college he became daily
more and more immersed in, and devoted to,
university affairs. In November 1792 he was
elected vice-chancellor. His year of office
was rendered memorable by the trial in the
vice-chancellor’s court of the Reyv. William
Frend [q. v.] for publishing ‘Peace and
Union,’ a tract recommending both political
and religious reforms. Frend announced him-
self a unitarian, and objected to various parts
of the liturgy. But the prosecution was poli-
tical rather than religious. Mr. Gunning,
who was present at the trial, says that ‘it was
apparent from the first that the vice-chancellor
was determined to conviet’ (Reminiscences,
1.272). Milner hated what he called ¢ Jacobi-
nical and heterodox principles,’and had, more-
over, personal reasons for exhibiting himself
as the assertor of law and order at this parti-
cular time. He was ambitious, and the piece
of preferment that he most ardently coveted
was the mastership of Trinity College. This
is evident from a remarkable letter to Wil-
berforce, dated 18 May 1798 (Zife, p. 161),

in which he admits that he ¢ should not have
been sorry to have been their master’ in
1789, when Dr. Postlethwaite was appointed.,
In 1798 the office was again vacant, and the
1epter_ was written in the hope of influencing
Pitt in the choice of a successor. In the
course of it this sentence occurs: ‘I don’t
believe Pitt was ever aware of how much
consequence the expulsion of Frend was.
It was the ruin of the Jacobinical party as
a university thing, so that that party is al-
most entirely confined to Trinity Collége.
Then, after discussing various claimants, he
adds: ‘ When I say that in all T have said, I
have, on this occasion, whatever I might
have had formerly, no respect to myself, I
am sure you will believe me.” Wilberforce
may have believed his correspondent, but itis
difficult for posterity to be equally credulous.

In November 1797 Milner lost his elder
brother, Joseph. The grateful affection
with which he had always regarded him is
one of the most pleasing traits in his cha-
racter. During the rest of his life his best
efforts were directed to preserve his brother’s
memory. He edited, with additions, the
volumes of his ¢ History of the Church of
Christ” which had already appeared, and
continued it to 1530. Ie prided himself
greatly on the importance assigned to Luther,
and on his character as there set forth; but
the writer’s ignorance of German, and his re-
ligious prejudices, must throw doubt on the
accuracy of his statements. In connection
with this work he was led into a controversy
with Dr. Thomas Haweis [q. v.]

In 1798 Milner was elected Lucasian pro-
fessor of mathematics, a post which he held
till his death. He delivered no lectures, but
performed the other duties, such as examin-
ing for the Smith’s prizes, very efficiently.

The remainder of Milner’s life was appor-
tioned, with undeviating regularity, between
Cambridge and Carlisle. In 1809-10 he was
again vice-chancellor, and in 1813 he had &
brisk controversy with Dr. Herbert Marsh
[q. v.] on the Bible Society. Marsh had
addressed the senate on the impropriety of
circulating the Bible without the prayer-
book, and of allowing an auxiliary branch of
the society to establish itself at Cambridge.
Milner had spoken (12 Dec. 1811), at the
meeting called to establish the auxiliary
branch ; and subsequently elaborated a vo-
Tume of ¢ Strictures on some of the Publica-
tions of the Rev. Herbert Marsh,’ in which
he traversed almost the whole of his life aI_ld
writings. Marsh replied, and his antagomst
did not venture to enter the lists with him
again.

Milner was fond of describing himself
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as an invalid, and towards the end of his
life rarely quitted his lodge. In the spring
of 1820, while on a visit to Wilberforce at
Kensington Gore, he had a more than usually
severe attack. No danger was at first ap-
prehended, but he grew gradually weaker,
and passed away peacefully 1 April 1820.
He was buried in Queens’ College Chapel.

In person Milner was tall, with a frame
that indicated great bodily strength, and
regular features. In old age he became ex-
cessively corpulent. He was constitution-
ally gay; and his religious views, though
they made him disapprove of amusements of
various kinds, did not impose upon him
gravity in society. He was ‘the life of
the party’ (Life, p. 329), and if the official
dinners which, as vice-chancellor, he gave
on Sunday before the afternoon service at
St. Mary’s were very merry, his private
parties were uproarious (GUNNING, Reminis-
cences, i. 246). Sir James Stephen, who
knew him well, says of his conversation:
¢ He had looked into innumerable books, had
dipped into most subjects, whether of vulgar
or of learned inquiry, and talked with shrewd-
ness, animation, and intrepidity on them all.
‘Whatever the company or whatever the
theme, his sonorous voice predominated over
all other voices, even as his lofty stature,
vast girth, and superincumbent wig, defied
all competitors.” He was a popular and
effective preacher, and when he occupied the
pulpit at Carlisle, ¢ you might walk on the
heads of the people’ (Zife, p. 116). His
thirst for knowledge prompted him to dis-
course affably with anybody from whom he
could extract information or amusement, In
charity he was profusely generous, and con-
tributed annually to the distressed poor of
Leeds. He delighted in the society of young
people, and spared no pains to make their
time with him amusing. In politics he was
a staunch tory, and an equally staunch sup-
porter of the established church as a state
institution. His friendship with Wilber-
force made him an abolitionist, but he nearly
quarrelled with him over catholic emancipa-
tion. There is a portrait in oils of Milner by
Opie, in the dining-room of Queens’ College
Lodge, and a second, by an unknown artist,
in the combination-room. He was also drawn
in chalk by the Rev. Thomas Kerrich [q. v.]
in 1810. ,

He wrote: 1. ‘Reflections on the Com-
munication of Motion by Impactand Gravity,’
26 Feb.1778,Phil. Trans. Ixviii. 344. 2.¢Ob-
servationson the Limits of Algebraical Equa-~
tions,’ 26 Feb. 1777, ¢b. p. 380. 3. ‘On the
Precession of the Equinoxes produced by
the Sun’s Attraction, 24 June 1779, ¢b.

Ixix. 505. 4.¢A Plan of a Course of Chemi-
cal Lectures,” 8vo, Cambridge, 1784. 5. ‘A
Plan of a Course of Experimental Lectures
Introductory to the Study of Chemistry and
other Branches of Natural Philosophy,” 8vo,
Cambridge, n.d. 6. ¢ A Plan of a Course of
Chemical Lectures,’ 8vo, Cambridge, 1788.
7. ¢On the Production of Nitrous Acid and
Nitrous Air, 2 July 1789, ¢Phil. Trans.’
Ixxix. 300. 8. ¢ Animadversions on Dr.
Haweis’s Impartial and Succinct History
of the Church of Christ ; being the Preface to
the 2nd edition of vol. i. of the late Rev.
Jos. Milner’s History of the Church of
Christ,” 8vo, Cambridge, 1800. 9. ¢ Further
Animadversions on Dr. Haweis’s Misquota-
tions and Misrepresentations of the Rev. Mr.
Milner’s History of the Church of Christ,’
8vo, Cambridge, 1801. 10. ¢ An Account of
the Life and Character of the late Rev.
Joseph Milner,’8vo, Cambridge,1801. 11.The
same, enlarged and corrected, 2nd edit. 8vo,
Cambridge, 1802. 12. ¢Strictures on some
of the Publications of the Rev. Herbert
Marsh,” 8vo, London, 1813. 13. ¢ The His-
tory of the Church of Christ, by the late
Rev. Jos. Milner, A M., with Additions and
Corrections by the Rev. I. Milner, D.D.,
8vo, London, 1816. 14. ¢ Sermons by the
late Jos. Milner. Edited by I. Milner,’ 2 vols.
8vo, London, 1820. 15. ‘An Essay on
Human Liberty, by the late I. Milner,” 8vo,
London, 1824.

[Life of Isaac Milner, D.D., by his niece,
Mary Milner, 8vo, London, 1842; Essays in
Ecclesiastical Biography, by Sir James Stephen,
1849, ii. 358-67; Life of Wilberforce, passim,
see index; Gunning’s Reminiscences, 1855, i.
83-5, 234-51, 255-84 ; the Missionary Secre-
tariat of Henry Venn, by W. Knight, 1880,
p.10.] T. W. C=x.

MILNER, JAMES (d. 1721), merchant
of London, was extensively engaged in the
trade with Portugal, and his commercial
transactions with that country enabled him
to render great service to the government in
the remittance of money abroad. During
the controversy on the eighth and ninth
clauses of the commercial treaty with France
(1713) he contributed to the ¢ British Mer-
chant’ several articles on the ‘Methuen
Treaty and the Trade with Portugal,” in
which he combated the arguments advanced
by Defoe in the ¢ Mercator” He was re-
turned to parliament for the borough of
Minehead on 11 April 1717, and he voted
for the repeal of the acts to prevent occa-
sional conformity in January 1718-19. He
died on 24 Nov. 1721.

Milner’s articles on the trade with Portu-
gal, which had first appeared in 1713-14,
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were republished, under the editorship of
Charles King[q.v.],in the ¢ British Merchant,’
London, 1721, 8vo (i. 206-22, iii. 3-92), but
there is no evidence to show to what extent
he was aided by other writers in the same
work. He also published ‘Three Letters
relating to the South Sea Company and the
Bank,” &c., London, 1720, 8vo, in which he
foretold the disastrous results of the South
Sea scheme.

[The British Merchant, 1721, 1. xiv; Boyer’s
Political State of Great Britain, xx. 411, xxii.
548 ; Guide to the Electors of Great Britain,
1722, p. 12; Return of Members of Parlia-
ment, pt.ii. p. 43 ; Calendar of Treasury Papers,
e. 104, cxii. 40, exxi. 12, exxx. 17, exl. 16, exlii.
23, clvi. 3, 9, clxx. 3.] W. A.S. H.

MILNER, JOHN (1628-1702), nonjuring
minister, second son of John Milner and
Mary, daughter of Gilbert Ramsden, was
born at Skircoat, in the parish of Halifax,
and was baptised 10 Feb. 1627-8. He was
educated at the Halifax grammar school
and entered at Christ’s College, Cambridge,
21 June 1642. He probably left without a
degree before the parliamentary visitation of
the university. Returning to Halifax he
made the acquaintance of John Lake [q. v.],
subsequently bishop of Chichester, whose
sister he seems to have married. Milner was
probably with Lake at Oldham in 1651. He
1s stated to have been curate of Middleton,
but the Middleton registers contain no men-
tion of him. In the accounts of the quarrel
between Lake and the presbyterian classis of
the neighbourhood, a John Milner is styled
¢of Chadderton, near Oldham, where a
schoolmaster of that name is known to have
been appointed in August 1641, Lake’s
friend was preaching at Oldham as late as
1654. Milner is said to have subsequently
returned to Halifax, and at the Restoration
was given the curacy of Beeston in the
parish of Halifax by Lake, who had then be-
come vicar of Leeds. In 1662 he obtained
the degree of B.D. at Cambridge by royal
letters. His petition for his degree states
that he had been deprived of a good benefice
during the rebellion. In the same year he
was made minister of St. John’s, Leeds, was
inducted viear of Leeds 4 Aug. 1673, and
elected prebendary of Ripon 29 March 1681.

On the revolution of 1688 he joined the
nonjurors, was deprived of all his prefer-
ments, and retired to St. John’s College,
Cambridge, where he lived in comparative
ease and much respected. He died 16 Feb.
1702, and was buried in the college chapel
on 19 Feb. with great state. He had a good
reputation for skill in Eastern languages, but
was exceedingly modest. His only son,

Thomas, vicar of Bexhill, Sussex, proved a
great benefactor to Magdalene College, Cam-
brldg_e, under his will dated 5 Sept. 1721.

1\_[11ne:r published : 1. ¢Conjectanea in
Isaiam ix. 1, item in Parallela quzdam Vete-
ri8 ac Novi Testamenti in quibus Versionis
LXX Interpretum . . . cum Textu Hebrzo
conciliationem meditatur Author, a work of
considerable learning, dedicated to D. Du-
port, master of Magdalene College, Cam-
bridge, and Dr. Costel, professor of Arabic
there, London, 1673. "2, ¢ A Collection of
the Church History of Palestine from the
Birth of Christ to the Beginning of the
Empire of Diocletian,” London, 1688, 4to.
3. ‘A Short Dissertation concerning the
Four Last Kings of Judah,’ London, 1687 or
1689, 4to, occasioned by Joseph Scaliger’s
¢ Judicium de Thesi Chronologica. 4. ‘De
Nethinim sive Nethinmis et de eis qui se
Corban Deo nominabant disputatiuncula ad-
versus Eugabinum, Card. Baronium,” Cam-
bridge, 1690, 4to. 5. ¢ A Defence of Arch-
bishop Usher against Dr. Cary and Dr. Isaac
Vossius, ... with an Introduction concern-
ing the Uncertainty of Chronology,” Cam-
bridge, 1694, 8vo. 6. ¢ A Discourse of Con-
science,” &c., London, 1697 or 1699, 8vo.
7. A View of the Dissertation upon the
Epistles of Phalaris, Themistocles, &c., lately
published by the Rev. Dr. Bentley, also of
the Examination of that Dissertation by the
Honourable Mr. Boyle,’ London, 1698, 8vo.
8. ¢ A Brief Examination of Some Passages
to the Chronological Fact of a Letter written
to Dr. Sherlock 1n his Vindication, in a letter
to a friend,’ with ¢ A Further Examination
[of the above] in a second letter” 9. ¢An
Account of Mr. Locke’s Religion out of his
own Writings,” &e. (charging Locke with
Socinianism), London, 1700,8vo. 10. ‘Anim-
adversiones upon M. Le Clerc’s Reflexions
upon our Saviour and His Apostles,” Cam-
bridge, 1702, 8vo. Two anonymous pamphlets
on Bishop John Lake’s ¢ Dying Profession,’
sometimes assigned to Milner, seem to be by
Robert Jenkin [q. v.] They were published
at London in 1690.

Milner left in manuscript a translation in
Latin of the Targum on the First and Second
Book of Chronicles, and other works on
Seriptural chronology and current ecclesias-
tical controversies.

[Watson’s Halifax ; Thoresby's Vicaria Leo-
diensig ; State Papers, October and November
1661 ; Appendix iii. to Minutes of Manchester
Classis (Chetham Soc.); Oldham Local Notes
and Queries; Lists of the Probators of 1641-2
(House of Lords’ MSS.); Raines MSS. xxxii.
20 seq. (Chetham Library, Manchester); Wil-
ford’s Memorials; Watt’s Bibl. Brit. ; Graduati
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Cantabrigienses ; information from Dr. John
Peile, master of Christ’s College, Cambridge,
and rector of Middleton.] W. A, S.
MILNER, JOHN, D.D. (1752-1826),
bishop of Castabala and vicar-apostolic of
the western district of England, was born
in London on 14 Oct. 1752, His father was
a tailor, and the proper name of the family,
which came originally from Lancashire, was
Miller. He received his early education at
Edgbaston, Birmingham, but was transferred
in his thirteenth year to the school at Sedgley
Park, Staffordshire. He left there in April
1766 for the English College at Douay, where
he was entered in August, on the recom-
mendation of Bishop Challoner. In 1777
he was ordained priest and returned to Eng-
land, where he laboured on the mission, first
in London, without any separate charge, and
afterwards at Winchester, where he was ap-
pointed pastor of the catholic congregation
in 1779. In 1781 he preached the funeral
sermon of Bishop Challoner, and about the
same time he took lessons in elocution of the
rhetorician and lexicographer, John Walker.
Heestablished at Winchester the Benedictine
nuns who had fled from Brussels at the time
of the French revolution. The handsome
chapel erected at Winchester in1792, through
his exertions, was the first example in Eng-
land of an ecclesiastical edifice built in the
Gothic style since the Reformation. Hehim-~
self sketched the design, which was carried
out by John Carter (1748-1817) [q. v.]
‘While at Winchester he ardently pursued
antiquarian studies, and on the recommenda-
tion of Richard Gough he was elected a fellow
of the Society of Antiquaries in 1790.
Between 1782and 1791 various committees
of English catholics (chiefly laymen) were
formed for the purpose of promoting catholic
emancipation [see under BUTLER, CHARLES,
1750-1832], but their members also wished
to substitute a regular hierarchy in lieu of
vicars-apostolic. At the same time they
showed an impatience of the pretensions of
their ecclesiastical leaders, and their attitude
seemed to touch the authority of the papal
see itself. To all claims on the part of lay-
men to interference in matters of religion
Milner energetically opposed himself. When
the Catholic Committee in 1791 pushed for-
ward aproposed Bill for Catholic Relief, which
embodied a form of the oath of allegiance al-
ready condemned by the three vicars-aposto-
lic, Walmesley, Gibson, and Douglass, Milner
acted as agent for the latter in their opposi-
tion to the measure, and visited Burke, Fox,
‘Windham, Dundas, Pitt, Wilberforce, and
other members of parliament, to urge the
. prelates’ objections. His exertions were suc-

cessful. The oath of the committee was re~
Jjected, and the Catholic Relief Act, which
was passed on 7 June 1791, contained the
Irish oath of 1788. But the ¢ Catholic Com-
mittee,” reorganised as the ¢ Cisalpine Club”
in 1792, still carried on the old agitation,
and was attacked by Milner. He thus grew
to be regarded by his coreligionists as the
champion of catholic orthodoxy. In hiswork
entitled ‘Democracy Detected, he openly pro-
claimed his belief in the inerrancy of the holy
see, and he frequently declared that he could
not endure Gallican doctrines.

On the death of Dr. Gregory Stapleton,
Pope Pius VII, by brief dated 1 March 1803,
appointed Milner bishop of Castabala in par-
tibus, and vicar-apostolic of the Midland dis-
trict. He was consecrated at St. Peter’s
Chapel, Winchester, on 22 May 1803. After
his consecration he went to Long Birch, a
mansion on the Chillington estate that had
been occupied by his episcopal predecessors,
but in September 1804 he took up his resi-
dence permanently in the town of Wolver-
hampton.

Much work which was political as well as
ecclesiastical fell to Milner’s lot in those
eventful times. The question whether the
English government should have a ‘veto’
on the appointment of catholic bishops in
the United Kingdom was then in agitation.
In May 1808 the ‘Catholic Board ’was formed
in England to carry on the agitation for catho-
lic emancipation on the lines adopted by the
Catholic Committee. Milner, who at first had
been disposed tothink that a royal veto might
be accepted by catholics, afterwards became
its uncompromising opponent. Hisattitude
led to his expulsion from the Catholic Board
and to his exclusion from a meeting of vicars-
apostolic held at Durham in October 1813.
Milner meanwhile enjoyed the full confidence
of the Irish prelates, and acted as their agent
in London, where he was permitted to reside
when necessary under a papal dispensation,
dated 11 April 1808. Milner twice visited
Ireland in 1807-8. 'With the majority of the
Irish prelates Milner now joined the party
of catholics who were steadfastly opposed
to any plan for Roman catholic emancipation
which should recognise a right of veto in
the English government. After the rejec~
tion of a bill introduced in 1813 for the
settlement of the catholic question on the
lines obnoxious to Milner and his friends, Sir
John Coxe Hippisley [q. v.] procured from
Monsignor Quarantotty, secretary of the pro-
paganda, a rescript declaring ‘that the catho-
lics ought toreceiveand embrace with content
and gratitude the law proposed for their eman-
cipation.” This document, when published
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in England, caused alarm among the oppo-
nents of the veto, and the Irish bishops, at a
meeting held at Maynooth on 25 May 1814,
deputed Dr. Daniel Murray [q.v.], coadjutor
bishop of Dublin, and Milner to be their
agents at Rome for procuring its recall. At
Rome Milnerremained fornearly nine months,
and to Cardinal Liitta he gave a written me-
morial of his controversies with the ¢veto’
party, led by Dr. Poynter and the Catholic
Board. He offered to resign his vicariate if he
were deemed unworthy of the confidence of
the holy see. At the same time Dr. Poynter
defended himselfin an ¢ Apologetical Epistle,’
but it was signified to Milner that his conduct
was in the main approved by the pope and
cardinals, though he was recommended to be
more cautious and moderate. The opposi-
tion of Milner and the Irish prelates to the
veto was ultimately successful, and it was
finally abandoned by Peel when he intro-
duced the Catholic Relief Act of 1829.

Milner’s literary contributions to the ¢ Or-
thodox Journal’ gave offence to some of his
episcopal brethren, and the prefect of propa-
ganda on 29 April 1820 directed him to dis-
continue his letters to that periodical, but Mil-
ner continued to defend, in various books and
pamphlets, the principles which he believed
to be essential to the welfare of the Roman
catholic church. In particular he warmly
opposed two bills introduced into the House
of Commons by William Conyngham, after-
wards lord Plunket [q. v.], one of which
was for the removal of the disqualifications
of catholics, and the other for regulating the
intercourse of the catholic clergy with Rome.

Milner’s health began to break after he had
attained the age of seventy. In1824hehad
two serious attacks of paralysis, and in 1825
he received a coadjutor in the person of Dr.
Thomas Walsh, who was consecrated at Wol-
verhampton on 1 May, when Milner was
thoroughly reconciled to his former con-
troversial opponents, Bishops Poynter and
Collingridge, who assisted at the ceremony.
Milner died at Wolverhampton on 19 April
1826, and was buried in the church of St.
Peter and St. Paul, where a memorial brass
was placed, with a full-size figure of the
bishop in his episcopal robes. His fiftieth
anniversary was celebrated 27 Aug. 1876
at Wolverhampton, on which occasion two
sermons were preached by the Rev. Thomas
Harper, S.J. i

Milner was of middle stature, and was
stoutly built. His complexion was florid ;
he had hazel eyes, a well-formed nose, and
dark expressive eyebrows (HusENBETH, Life,
p. 281). His figure was dignified and im-
posing. By his coreligionists he is generally

regarded as the most illustrious of the vicars-
apostolic; and his successful efforts to Ppre-
vent the Roman catholic church inthe United
Kingdom from hecoming subject to state con-
trol by means of the veto have been fully ac-
knowledged. By Dr. (afterwards Cardinal)
Newman he was styled the ¢ English Atha-
nasius.” He was a divine of the ultramontane
type, and detested all Gallican teaching. In
discipline the rigidity of his theological train~
ing overcame the indulgent kindness of his
nature. In devotional matters he was the
first to object to the cold and argumentative
tone of the old-fashioned prayer-hooks, and
in their place he introduced devotions to the
Sacred Heart and the Meditations of St.
Teresa. His influence was shown by the
conversions which in 1825 had become fre-
quent in this country. After his death the
devotional and liturgical changes introduced
by him were carried out to their full de-
velopment, and were made instrumental to
the introduction of an Ttalian and Roman
standard of tone and spirit among English
catholics.

Milner was a good archeeologist. His chief
archzwological publication was: ¢ The History,
Civil and Ecclesiastical, and Survey of the
Antiquities of Winchester,’ 2 vols. Winches-
ter, 1798-1801,4to ; 2nd edit. enlarged, 2 vols.
‘Winchester, 1809, 4to ; 3rd edit., with sup-
plement and memoir of the author, by F. C.
Husenbeth, D.D., 2 vols. Winchester, 1839,
8vo. Notwithstanding the Roman catholic
bias of the author, this performance ¢ will
always keep its place among the few standard
works in English topography ’ (LowNDEs,
Bibl. Man. ed. Bohn, vi. 1554). The first
edition must claim the preference as regards
quality of paper and typography. In connec-
tion with this work Milner issued ¢ Letters
to a Prebendary: being an Answer to Re-
flexions on Popery by the Rev. J. Sturges,
LL.D., with Remarks on the Opposition of
Hoadlyism to the Doctrines of the Church
of England,and on various Publications oc-
casioned by the late Civil and Ecclesiastical
History of Winchester, Winchester, 1800,
4t0; 2nd edit. enlarged, Cork, 1802, 8vo;
7th edit. London, 1822, 8vo: another edition,
Derby, 1843, 16mo. The Rev. Robert Hoadly
Ashe published in 1799 ‘A Letter to the
Rev. J. Milner, occasioned by his Aspersions
[in his History of Winchester] on the Me-
mory and Writings of Bishop Hoadly.” Mil-
ner also published a ¢ Treatise on the Eccle-
siastical Architecture of England during the
Middle Ages,’ London, 1811, 8vo; 3rd edit.
London, 1835, 8vo. The article on ¢ Gothic
Architecture’ in Rees’s ¢ Cyclopzdia’is by
him, and he wrote papers in the ¢ Archeo-
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logia’ (enumerated in the ¢ Gentleman’s Maga-
zine,’ 1826, ii. 180).

Milner's chief theological publication was:
¢The End of Religious Controversy, in a
friendly Correspondence between a Religious
Society of Protestants and a Roman Catholic
Divine. Addressed to . . . Dr. Burgess, in
Answer to his Lordship’s Protestant Cate-
chism,” London, 1818, 8vo; 2nd edit. 1819 ;
bth edit, ¢ with considerable emendations by
the author,’ 1824 ; 8th edit. ¢ in which is in-
troduced a Vindication of the Objections
raised by R. Grier’ [1836 P]; other editions,
Derby, 1842, 12mo; London, 1853, 12mo;
Dublin, 1859, 12mo. This work was com-
posed in 1801-2, but its publication was de-
ferred for sixteen years at the request of Dr.
Horsley, bishop of St. Asaph, who had de-
fended Milner in the House of Lords at the
period of his dispute with Dr. Sturges. Dr.
Husenbeth says ¢ that multitudes of converts
have been made by that work -—probably
more than by all our other controversial
works put together.” It drew forth replies
from Blakeney, Collette, Fossey, Garbett,
Grier, Hearn, Hopkins, Jackson, Lowe, dean
of Exeter, MacGavin, Ouseley, and Phill-
potts, bishop of Exeter.

His other works are: 1. ‘A Sermon [on
Dent. xxxii. 39] preached at Winchester,
23 April 1789, being the General Thanks-
giving Day for His Majesty’s Happy Re-
covery. . . . With Notes, Historical, Ex-
planatory,’ &c., London, 1789, 4to. In reply
to this, J. Williamson, B.D., published ¢ A
Defence of the Doctrines . . . of the Church
of England from the Charges of the Rev. J.
Milner, 1790. 2. ‘The Divine Right of
Episcopacy,” 1791, 8vo. 3. ¢ Ecclesiastical
Democracy detected, 1792, 8vo. 4.¢An His-
torical and Critical Enquiry into the Exist-
ence and Character of St. George, patron of
England, of the Order of the Garter, and
of the Antiquarian Society ; in which the
Assertions o? Edward Gibbon, esq., History
of Decline and Fall, cap. 23 ; and of certain
other Modern Writers, concerning this Saint,
are discussed,” London, 1792, 8vo. 5. ¢ The
Funeral Oration of . . . Louis XVI, pro-
nounced at the Funeral Service performed
by the French Clergy of the King’s House,
‘Winchester, at St. Peter’s Chapel in the said
City, 12 April 1793 6. ¢ Account of the
Communities of British Subjects, Sufferers
by the French Revolution;’ in the ¢ Laity’s
Directory’ for 1795, 1796, and 1797, 7. ‘A
Serious Expostulation with the Rev. Joseph
Berington, upon his Theological Errors con-
cerning Miracles and other Subjects,” 1797,
8. ‘Dissertation on the Modern Style of alter-
ing Antient Cathedrals, as exemplified in the

Cathedral of Salisbury,” London, 1798, 4to;
2nd edit. 1811, 9. ‘Life of Bishop Chal-
loner, prefixed to that prelate’s ¢ Grounds
of the Old Religion, London, 1798, 12mo.
10. ¢ The Case of Conscience solved, in An-
swer to Mr. Reeves on the Coronation Oath,’
1801. This elicited replies from T. Le Mesu-
rier and Dr. Phillpotts, bishop of Exeter.
11. ¢ Authentic Documents relative to the
Miraculous Cure of Winefrid White, of the
Town of Wolverhampton, at Holywell, in
Flintshire, London, 1805, 12mo; 3rd edit.
London, 1806, 8vo. Peter Roberts published
¢ Animadversions ’ on this work in 1814,
12. ¢ An Inquiry into certain Vulgar Opinions
concerning the Catholic Inhabitants and the
Antiquities of Ireland,in a series of Letters,’
London, 1808, 8vo; 3rd edit. ¢with copious
additions, including the account of a second
tour through Ireland, by the author, and
answers to Sir R. Musgrave, Dr. Ryan, Dr.
Elrington,” &e., London, 1810, 8vo. 13. ‘A
Pastoral Letter [dated 10 Aug. 1808] ad-
dressed to the Roman Catholic Clergy of his
Districtin England. Shewing the dangerous
tendency of various Pamphlets lately pub-
lished in the French Language by certain
Emigrants, and more particularly cautioning
the faithful against two publications by the
| Abbé Blanchard and Mons. Gaschet,’ London,
| 1808,8vo ; another edition, Dublin, 1808, 8vo.
This pastoral gave rise to an embittered con-
troversy. 14. ¢ Dr, Milner's Appeal to the Ca-
tholies of Ireland,” deprecating attacks made
upon him by Sir R. Musgrave, T. Le Mesurier,
| &c., Dublin, 1809, 8vo. 15. ‘An Elucida-

tion of the Veto,’ London, 1810, 8vo. 16.¢In-
structions addressed to the Catholics of the
Midland Counties of England on the State
and Dangers of their Religion,” Wolverhamp-
ton, 1811, 8vo. 17. ¢ Letters to a Roman
Catholic Prelate of Ireland in refutation of
Counsellor Charles Butler’s Letter to an Irish
Catholic Gentleman ; to which is added a
Postseript containing a Review of Doctor
O’Connor’s Works entitled Columbanus ad
Hibernos on the Liberty of the Irish Church,’
Dublin, 1811, 8vo. 18. ¢ A Brief Summary
of the History and Doctrine of the Holy
Scriptures,’ London, 1819, 8vo. 19. ‘Sup-
plementary Memoirs of English Catholics,
addressed to Charles Butler, esq., author of
Historical Memoirs of the English Catholics,’
London, 1820, 8vo. Additional notes to this
valuable historical work were printed in 1821,
20. ¢ The CatholicScriptural Catechism,’ 1820,
reprinted in vol. i, of the tracts issued by the
Catholic Institute, 1838. 21. ¢‘On Devotion
to the Sacred Heart of Jesus, 1821, re-
printed, London, 1867, 32mo. 22. ‘A Vin-
dication of “The End of Religious Contro-
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versy ” from the exceptions of Dr. Thomas
Burgess, bishop of St. Davids, and the Rev.
Richard Grier, London, 1822, 8vo. 23, ‘A
Letter to the Catholic Clergy of the Mid-
land District’ [on ¢a certain new Creed or
Formulary published in this District, called
Roman Catholic Principles in reference to
God and the Country "], London, 1823, 8vo.
The treatise referred to was written by the
Benedictine father, James Corker [q. v.]
25. ¢Strictures on the Poet Laureate’s [i.e.
Robert Southey’s] Baok of the Church,
London, 1824, 8vo. 24. ¢ A Parting Word
to the Rev. Richard Grier, D.D. ... With a
Brief Notice of Dr. Samuel Parr’s posthu-
mous Letter to Dr. Milner,” London, 1825.

Some papers by him are in the ¢ Catholic
Gentleman’s Magazine, and the ¢ Catho-
licon;’ and many in the ¢ Orthodox Journal.

His portrait has been engraved by Rad-
clyffe, from a portrait at St. Mary’s College,
Oscott.

[Life by F. C. Husenbeth, D.D., Dublin, 1862,
8vo; Memoir by Husenbeth, prefixed to 3rd edit.
of Hist. of Winchestsr; Amherst’s Hist. of Catho-

orders, and became Atkinson’s curate. At
Thorp Arch he contracted a lifelong friend-
ship with the son of the vicar, Myles A tkinson,
who subsequently became aleader of the evan-
gelical party and vicar of St. Paul’s, Leeds.
‘While yet in deacon’s orders he left Thorp
Arch to become head-master of the grammar
school at Hull, which greatly improved under
his direction,and he was in 1768 elected after-
noon lecturer at Holy Trinity, or the High
Church, in that town. He was now in a
position to assist his family, and he paid for
the education of his brother Isaac [q. v.]
In 1770 he became an ardent disciple of the
rising evangelical school, and incurred the
disfavour which then attached to those who
were suspected of ‘methodism.” He lost
most of the rich members of his congregation
at the High Church, but the poor flocked to
hear him.  He also undertook the charge of
North Ferriby, a village on the Humber,
about nine miles from Hull, where he officiated
| first as curate and then as vicar for seventeen
| years. At North Ferriby many Hull mer-
i chants had country seats, and among them

lic Emancipation ; Biog. Dict. of Living Authors, | he was long unpopular. But after seven or
p. 235 ; Bodleian Cat.; Brady's Episcopal Suc- | eight years opposition ceased both at Hull
cession, iii. 221 ; Catholic Miscellany, 1826, v. | and Ferriby,and for the last twenty years of
376-93, new ser. 1828, i. 21; Catholicon, 1816, | his life he was a great moral power in both
ii. 76, vi. 61, 396 ; Flanagan’s Hist. of the | places. Largelyowing to him Hull became
Church in England, ii. 537 ; Gent. Mag. 1826 ii. | g centre of evangelicalism. Iis chief friends
175, 303, 392; Home and Foreign Review, 1i. | wore the Rev. James Stillingfleet of Hotham,
531 ; Laity’s Directory, 1827, portrait ; Nichols's | o+ o} 0ge rectory he wrote a great part of

Lit. Anecd. ix. 215 ; Oscotian, new ser. iv. 118, | his ¢ Church History, and the Rev. William

with portrait vi. 64, also jubilee vol. 1888, p.
28; Smith’s Brewood, 2nd edit. 1874, p. 49; Ta-
blet, 4 Oct. 1862, 8 Oct. 1870, p. 454; 29 Aug.
1874, p. 271.] TR}

MILNER, JOSEPH (1744-1797), divine,
was born at Quarry Hill, then in the neigh-
bourhood, now in the midst of Leeds, on
2 Jan. 1744, and was baptised in Leeds
parish church. . He was educated at Leeds
grammar school. An attack of the measles
when he was three years old left him per-
manently delicate; but he early developed
great precocity and a wonderfully retentive
memory. His father was poor, but through
the pecuniary help of friends he was sent to
Catharine Hall, Cambridge, where he was
appointed chapel clerk. He had little taste
for mathematies, and the classical tripos was
not then founded. But he achieved the re-
spectable position of third senior optime, and
thus qualified himself to compete for the
chancellor’s medals for classical proficiency,
the second of which he won in 1766 in an
unusuallystrong competition. He then went
to Thorp Arch, near Tadcaster, Yorkshire, as
assistant in a school kept by Christopher At-
kinson, the vicar of the parish, received holy
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| Richardson of York, who both shared his
own religious views. In 1792 he had a severe
attack of fever, from the effects of which he
| never fully recovered. In 1797 the mayor
! and corporation offered him the living of
| Holy Trinity, mainly through the efforts of
| William Wilberforce, M.P. for Yorkshire.
The corporation also voted him 40/ a year
to keep a second usher at his school. On
his journey to York for institution he caught
a cold, which ended his life in a few weeks
(156 Nov. 1797). He was buried in Holy
Trinity Church, and a monument to his
memory was erected in it. ‘
As a writer Milner is chiefly known in
connection with ¢ The History of the Church
of Christ’ which bears his name, though the
literary history of that work is a curious
medley. The excellent and somewhat novel
idea of the book is no doubt exclusively his.
He was painfully struck by the fact that
most church histories were in reality little
more than records of the errors and disputes
of Christians, and thus too often played into
the hands of unbelievers. Perhaps the recent’
publication of Gibbon’s ¢ Decline and Fall
(first volume, 1776) strengthened this feglmg.

~
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At any rate his object was to bring out into
greater prominence the bright side of church
history. ¢ The terms ¢ church” and ¢ Chris-
tian,”” he says, ‘in their natural sense respect
only good men. Such a succession of pious
men in all ages existed, and it will be no con-
temptible use of such a history as this if it
prove that in every age there have been real
followers of Christ” With this end in view
he brought out the first three volumes—
vol. 1. in 1794, vol. ii. in 1795, and vol. iii. in
1797. Then death cut short his labours;
but even in these first three volumes the
hand of Isaac as well as of Joseph may be
found, and after Joseph’s death Isaac pub-
lished in 1800 a new and greatly revised
edition of vol.i. Vols. ii. and iii. did not
require so much revision, because they had
been corrected by Isaac in manuscript. In
1803 appeared vol. iv., and in 1809 vol. v.,
both edited by Isaac, but still containing
much of Joseph’s work. In 1810 the five
volumes were re-edited by Isaac, and John
Scott published a new continuation of Mil-
ner’s ¢ Church History’ in three volumes
(1826, 1829, and 1831). Both Joseph and
Isaac Milner were amateur rather than pro-
fessional historians, for Joseph’s forte was
classies, Isaac’s mathematics, and both were
very busy men also in other departments.
‘When Samuel Roffey Maitland [q.v.] brought
his unrivalled knowledge of ¢ the dark ages’
to bear upen that part of Joseph Milner’s his-
tory which related to the Waldenses (1832),
he was able to find many flaws in it. Joseph
Milner’s fellow-townsman, the Rev. John
King, ably defended him, but Maitland re-
mained master of the field. His ¢ Strictures
on Milner’s Church History’ (1834) appeared
at the time when the high church party was
reviving. A controversy ensued, and fresh
attention was called to the Milners’ work, a
new and greatly improved edition of which
was7published by the Rev. F. Grantham in
1847.

The other works published by Milner in
his lifetime were: 1. ‘Gibbon’s Account of
Christianity considered, with some Strictures
on Hume’s Dialogues on Natural Religion,
1781. 2. ‘Some Remarkable Passages in the
Life of William Howard, who died at North
Ferriby on 2 March 1784, 1785, a tract
which passed throughseveral editions. 3. ¢Es-
says on several Religious Subjects, chiefly
tending to illustrate the Scripture Doctrine
of the Influence of the Holy Spirit,’ 1789.
He also edited, with the Rev. W. Richardson,
‘Thomas Adam’s Posthumous Works,” 1786.
After Joseph Milner’s death a vast number of
his sermons were found, and these were pub-
lished in four volumes under the title of

¢ Practical Sermons,’ the first (1800) with a
brief but touching memoir by the editor,
Isaac Milner; the second (1809), edited by
the Rev. W. Richardson. These two were
afterwards republished together. A third
volume (1823) was edited by the Rev. John
Fawecett,and a fourth (1830),‘On the Epistles
to the Seven Churches, the Millennium, the
Church Triumphant, and the 130th Psalm,’
by Edward Bickersteth. In 1855 Milner’s
¢‘Essentials of Christianity, theoretically and
practically considered,” which had been left
by the author in a complete state for publica-
tion, and had been revised by his brother,
was edited for the Religious Tract Society
by Mary Milner, the orphan niece of whom
Joseph Milner had taken charge, and writer
of her uncle Isaac’s ¢ Life.’

[Joseph Milner’'s Works, passim ; Dean Isaac
Milner’s Life of Joseph Milner, prefixed to the
first volume of Joseph Milner’s Practical Ser-
mons ; Mrs, Mary Milner's Life of Dean IIV:{ilner.]

J. H. O.

MILNER, THOMAS, M.D.(1719-1797),
physician, son of John Milner, a presbyterian
minister, was born at Peckham, near London,
where his father preached and kept a school
famous in literature from the fact that Gold-
smith was in 1757 one of its ushers (FORSTER,
Life of Goldsmitk). He graduated M.D. at
St. Andrews 20 June 1740, and in 1759 was
elected physician to St. Thomas’s Hospital.
He became a licentiate of the College of Phy-
sicians 30 Sept. 1760, but in 1762 resigned
his physiciancy at St. Thomas’s, and settled
in Maidstone, where he attained to large
practice and used to walk to the parish
church every Sunday bearing a gold-headed
cane, and followed in linear succession by
the three unmarried sisters who lived with
him. In 1783 he published in London ¢ Ex-
periments and Observations on Electricity,’
a work in which he described some of the
effects which an electrical power is capable
of producing on conducting substances, simi-
lar effects of the same power on electric
bodies themselves, and observations on the
air, electric repulsion, the electrified cup, and
the analogy between electricity and magne-
tism. He died at Maidstone 13 Sept. 1797,
and is buried in All Saints’ Church there.

[Munk’s Coll. of Phys. ii. 229; Works.]
N. M.

MILNER-GIBSON, THOMAS (1806-
1884), statesman. [See GissoN, THOMAS
MILNER-~]

MILNES, RICHARD MONCKTON,
first BaAron HoueHTON (1809-1885), born
on 19 June 1809 in Bolton Street, Mayfair,

‘London, was only son of RoBERT PEMBER-

Z. -
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TON MIiNes (1784-1858) of Fryston Hall,
near Wakefield, by the Hon. Henrietta Maria
Monckton,second daughter of the fourth Vis-
count Galway. The family, originally from
Derbyshire, was in the eighteenth century
largely interested in the cloth trade. The
father achieved some distinction. Born in
1784, eldest son of Richard Slater Milnes,
M.P. for York, by Rachel, daughter of Hans
Busk of Leeds, he was educated at a private
school in Liverpool and at Trinity College,
Cambridge, where he. had a brilliant career,
proceeding B.A. in 1804, In 1806, at the age
of twenty-two, he became M.P. for Pontefract,
and on 15 April 1807 he defended the Duke
of Portland’s administration in a remarkable
speech, which was long remembered. In
October 1809 he declined the offer of a seat
in Mr. Perceval’s administration, and retiring
to Yorkshire as a country gentleman led the
politics of the county, supporting catholic
emancipation and opposing the repeal of the
corn laws. After paying a brother’s debts
_be found himself forced to reside abroad,
chiefly at Milan and Rome, for several years
from 1829. In 1831 he travelled in southern
Italy, and afterwards printed the journal of
his tour for private circulation. He was
highly popular in society, but of a fastidious
nature, and he refused a peerage offered by
Lord Palmerston in 1856. He died on 9 Nov.
1858.

Monckton Milnes, who was delicate as a
child, was educated at Hundhill Hall school,
near Doncaster, and then privately, until in
October 1827 he was entered as a fellow-
commoner at Trinity College, Cambridge.

There he owed much to the influence of his |

tutor, Connop Thirlwall [q. v.], afterwards
bishop of St. Davids, and without great aca-
demic success he won notice. A conspicuous
member of the association known as the
¢ Apostles,” he was intimate with Tennyson,
Hallam, Thackeray, and other promising men
of his time ; he spoke often and well at the
Union Debating Society, and was a fair
amateur actor. He also contributed occa-
- sional reviews and poems to the ¢ Athensgum.’
In December 1829, on the invitation of F. H.
Doyle and W. E. Gladstone, he went with
Hallam and Thomas Sunderland as a depu-
tation from the Cambridge to the Oxford
Union Society, to argue the superiority of
Shelley as a poet to Byron.

On leaving Cambridge, where he proceeded
M.A. in 1831, Milnes went to London, and
attended classes at the recently founded
University College, Gower Street, and asso-
ciated with Thomas Campbell, F.D. Maurice,
John Sterling, and others. After travelling
in Germany, where he spent some time at

the university of Boun, he went to Italy,
and became popular in Ttalian society. He
visited Landorat Florence, With Christopher
‘Wordsworth he made a tour in Greece, and
afterwards described it in a volume of ﬁoeti-
cal ‘ Memorials’ (London, 1834), which drew
praise from Christopher North. Returning to
England in 1835, he began his life in London
society in the following year. In spite of cer-
tain fgreign manners which at first made him
enemies, his social and literary qualities, the
number and variety of his friendships, and
a kind of bland audacity, obtained him an
entrance into the best circles, in particular
to Lansdowne, Holland, and Gore Houses,
then recognised salons. He was a constant
guest at Samuel Rogers's breakfast-parties in
St. James's Place, and he began himself to
give parties of a similar but more comprehen-
sive nature in the rooms he took at 26 Pall
Mall in the spring of 1837. Both then and
afterwards it was notoriously Milnes’s plea-
sure to bring together men of widely different
pursuits, opinions, and social position, and no
one was unwelcome who had any celebrity, or
was likely to attain it.

In the general election inJune1837 Milnes
became conservative M.P. for Pontefract,
and in the following December made a suc-
cessful maiden speech. But he afterwards
adopted a serious and at times pompous
vein which was not appreciated; and al-
though he was a warm advocate of several
useful measures, he failed to make any mark
as a politician. In 1839 he published a
speech he had delivered on the question of
the ballot, and a pamphlet on ¢Purity of
Election” He often visited the continent,
and increased his acquaintance with men of
note, meeting in 1840 King Louis-Philippe,
De Tocqueville, Lamartine, and others. With
Guizot he kept up a correspondence on Eng-
lish politics. His interest in foreign affairs
led him to expect office, and he was disap-
pointed at not receiving a place in Peel’s
ministry in 1841. He did much to secure
the passing of the Copyright Act, and he in-
troduced a bill for establishing reformatories
for juvenile offenders. In Irish questions
he urged a scheme for endowing cat}mhc
concurrently with Anglican clergy, as 111§e1y
to aid in averting a repeal of the union.
On Peel’s conversion to free trade, Milnes,
who had hitherto supported him, unlike the
other Peelites who formed a separate party,
joined the liberals. In 1848 he went to
Paris to see something of the revolution,
and to fraternise with both sides. On his
return he wrote, as a ¢ Letter to Lord Lans-
downe, 1848, a pamphlet on the events of that
year, in which he offended the conservatives
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by his sympathy with continental liberalism,
and in particular with the struggle of Italy
against Austria. The pamphlet excited
some controversy and much hostile criticism,
which came to a head in a leading article in
the ¢ Morning Chronicle,” written by George
Smythe, afterwards Lord Strangford, whom,
in December 1845, Peel had preferred to
Milnes for the under-secretaryship for foreign
affairs. Milnes, who was coarsely handled in
the article, at once challenged the writer; but
Smythe made an apology,and it was accepted.

Milneshad meanwhile continued his efforts
asawriter. InDecember1836 he had assisted
Lord Northampton to prepare ‘The Tribute,’
a Christmas annual, for which he obtained
contributions from his friends, in particular
from Tennyson. After some hesitation, the
latter sent Milnes the stanzas which after-
wards formed the germ of ‘Maud’ He
published two volumes of verse in 1838, and
a third in 1840. His poems excited some
public interest, and a few of them became
popular, especially when set to music. In
the ¢ Westminster Review ’ he wrote a notice
of the works of Emerson, who sent him a
friendly acknowledgment. In the contro-
versy over the anglo-catholic revival he sup-
ported the movement in his ¢One Tract More,
by a layman’ (1841), a pamphlet which was
favourably noticed by Newman (Apologia, ch.
il. note ad fin.) In the winter of 1842-3 he
visited Egypt and the Levant, where he was
commonly supposed tohave had numerous ad-
ventures, and 1n 1844 he published his poeti-
cal impressions of the tour in a volume
entitled ¢ Palm Leaves” Milnes, who was
always ready to assist any one connected
with literature, at this time exerted himself
to obtain a civil list pension for Tennyson,
and he helped Hood in his last days, and on
his death befriended his family. In 1848 he
collected and arranged various papers re-
lating to Keats, and published them as the
¢ Life and Letters’ of the poet. Much of
the material was presented to him by Keats’s
friend, Charles Armitage Brown [q.v.] The
memoir, greatly abbreviated, was afterwards
prefixed to an edition of Keats’s poems, which
Milnes issued in 1854. He also contributed
several articles to the ¢ Edinburgh Review,’
and took an interest in the management of
the Royal Literary Fund.

On 30 July 1851 Milnes married the Hon.
Annabel Crewe, younger daughter of the
second Baron Crewe. They went to Vienna
for the honeymoon, and proposed to visit
Hungary; but the Austrian government re-
fused the author of the pamphlet on the
events of 1848 entrance into that kingdom.
On his return Milnes resumed his literary

work, and partly from disappointed expec-
tations, partly from disagreement with either
party, relinquished his practical interest in
politics; he refused alordship of the treasury
offered him by Lord Palmerston, whom he
now followed. He revised Gladstone’s trans-
lation of Farini’s ¢ History of the Roman
State;’” and in 1853 he and M. Van de Weyer,
Belgian minister in London, established the
Philobiblon Society, a small circle of emi-
nent men at home and abroad, interested in
rare books and manuscripts. Milnes edited
its ¢ Transactions.” During the Crimean war
he addressed meetings on behalf of Miss
Nightingale’s fund, and in September 1855
published in the ‘Times’ a poem on the Eng-
lish graves at Scutari. In 1857 he attended
and spoke at the recently established Social
Science Congress, over which he presided
later on (1873) when it met at Norwich;
and he warmly advocated the formation of
mechanics’ institutes and penny banks.

In July 1863 Milnes was at Palmerston’s
instance created Baron Houghton of Great
Houghton, in the West Riding of Yorkshire.
Differences of opinion respecting the pro-
nunciation of his new name were commemo-
rated in J. R. Planché’s poem in ¢ Punch’
(LockER-LAMPSON, Lyra Elegantiarum, 1891,
p- 876). In the House of Lords Houghton
spoke against the condemnation by convoca~
tion of ¢ Essays and Reviews,” and in aid of
the movement for legalising marriage with
a deceased wife’s sister. He was one of the
few peers who eagerly supported the re-
form of the franchise, which he advocated at
a meeting at Leeds, and, with John Bright,
at a banquet at Manchester. To a volume of
¢ Essays on Reform’ (1867) he contributed
an article on ‘The Admission of the Working
Classes as a part of the Social System.’

In 1866 he delivered the inaugural ad-
dress at the opening of new rooms for the
Cambridge Union Society. He was presi-
dent of the group of liberal arts at the
French Exhibition of 1867, when he spent
some months in Paris, and met most of the
leading statesmen of Europe. In 1869 he
represented the Royal Geographical Society
at the opening of the Suez Canal, and pre-
sented a report on his return. In 1873 he
published, under the title ¢ Monographs,’ inte-
resting recollections of some friends, the Miss
Berrys, Landor, Sydney Smith, Wiseman, and
others; and in 1875 an edition of Peacock’s
novels, with a preface.

In his later years Houghton’s social quali-
ties were given the fullest play. Both at
Fryston and in London, at 16 Upper Brook
Street, he was constantly entertaining his
distinguished friends; and he continued to
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relieve genius in distress. In 1860 he be-
friended David Gray[q.v.],and in 1862 wrote
a preface to his poem ‘The Luggie.” Milnes
was also instrumental in making Mr. A. C.
Swinburne known to the public, and he drew
attention to ‘Atalanta in Calydon’in the
‘Edinburgh Review.” He knew every one of
note, and was present at almost every great
social gathering. In 1875 he visited Canada
and the United States, where he met Long-
fellow, Emerson, Lowell,and was everywhere
widely received by leading men, partly for
the sympathy he had shown with the north
during the civil war. Towards the close of
his life, Houghton, already a fellow of the
Royal Society, honorary D.C.L. of Oxford,
and LL.D. of Edinburgh, became an hono-
rary fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge,
secretary for foreign correspondence in the
Royal Academy, and a trustee of the British
Museum. He succeeded Carlyle, who had
been his lifelong friend, as president of the
London Library in 1882. In May 1885 he
took part in unveiling a bust of Coleridge in
‘Westminster Abbey, and of Gray at Cam-
bridge. His last speech was at a meeting of
the short-lived Wordsworth Society in the
following July. He died at Vichy on 11 Aug.
1885, and on 20 Aug. was buried at Fryston.
His wife had predeceased him in February
1874. He left two daughters and a son, who
afterwards became lord-lieutenant of Ireland
in Mr. Gladstone’s fourth ministry.

Houghton abounded in friendliness, but
his sympathies were broad rather than deep.
Naturally generous and always ready to
offer his help, he found a romantic pleasure of
his own in giving it. His poetry is of the
meditative iind, cultured and graceful ; but
it lacks fire. Insociety, where be found his
chief occupation and success, especially as an
after-dinner speaker, he was always amusing,
and many stories were told of his humorous
originality. But he was eminently a di-
lettante; while his interests were wide, he
shirked the trouble necessary for judgments
other than superficial. He had many fine
tastes and some coarse ones.

Houghton’s poetical works are: 1. ¢ Me-
morials of a Tour in some parts of Greece,
chiefly Poetical,” London, 1834. 2. ¢ Me-
morials of a Residence on the Continent,
and Historical Poems,’ London, 1838, of
which an enlarged edition appeared in 1844.
3. ‘Poems of many Years, London, 1838.
4. ¢Poetry for the People, and other Poems,’
London, 1840. 5. ‘Poems, Legendary and
Historical, London, 1844, which included

ieces ypreviously published. 6. ¢ Palm
eaves, London, 1844. He also issued
several songs in single sheets. A collected

edition in two volumes, with a preface and
portrait, appeared in London in 1876,

His prose writings include, besides those
noticed, pamphlets and articles innewspapers
and reviews: 1. ‘A Speech on the Ballot, de-
livered in the House of Commons,” London,
1839. 2. ‘Thoughts on Purity of Election,’
London, 1842. 3. ‘Answer to R. Baxter on
the South Yorkshire Isle of Axholme Bill;
Poutefract, 1852, 4. Preface to‘Another Ver-
sion of Keats’s “ Hyperion,”’ London, 1856,
5. ‘Address on Social Economy’ at the Social
Science Congress, London, 1862. 6. ‘On the
present Social Results of Classical Education,’
in F. W. Farrar's ‘Essays on a Liberal Edu-
cation,’ London,1867. ﬁe also edited various
papers in the publications of the Philobiblon
Society and the Grampian Club; and he wrote
a preface to the ¢ History of Grillion’s Club,
from its Origin in 1812 fo its 50th Anniver-
sary,’ London, 1880.

[The Life, Letters, and Friendshipsof Richard
Monckton Milnes, first Lord Houghton, by T.
Wemyss Reid, London, 1890, is a generous ac-
count of its subject. Seealso the Times, 12 Aug,
1885; and the Athenzum, Academy, and Saturday
Review (art. by G. S. Venables) for 15 Aug.1885;
Sir F. H. Doyle’s Reminiscences and Opinions,
Pp- 109 et seq., and the Correspondence of Carlyle
and Emerson, London, 1883, i. 263.] T. B. 8.

MILO or GLOUCESTER. [See GLOUCESTER,
MiLEs pE, EARL oF HEREFORD, d. 1143.]

MILRED or MILRET (d. 775), bishop
of Worcester, was perhaps coadjutor bishop
to Wilfrith, bishop of the Hwiccas, the people
of the present Worcestershire and Glouces-
tershire (GREEN, Making of England, pp.129,
130). Hisname appears as bishop along with
that of Wilfrith in the attestation of a char-
ter (Codex Diplomaticus, No. 95) of Ethel-
bald or Aithelbald (d.757) [q.v.], king of
the Mercians, and on the death of Wilfrith
he succeeded to the see in 743 (FLORENCE,
sub an.; 744 A.-S. Chronicle; 745 SY]&{EON,
Historia Regum, c. 40, and HovEDEN, i. 6).
William of Malmesbury (Gesta Pontificum,
p. 9) records his presence at the council of
Clovesho held in 747. In 754, or early in
755, he visited Boniface, archbishop of Mentz,
and Bishop Lullus in Germany,and on hear-
ing less than a year afterwards of the mar-
tyrdom of Boniface (5 June 755), wrote to
Lullus expressing his grief, and sending some
small presents, but not sending a book (‘li-
brum pyrpyri metri’), for which Lullus had
apparently asked, because Archbishop Cuth-
bert (d. 758) [q. v.] had delayed to return
it (Monumenta Moguntina, R . 267, 268).
During the reign of Offa of Mercia Milred
received many grants, some of which are
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historically important, as evidence of the ab-
sorption of small monasteries by episcopal
churches, and of the growth alongside St.
Peter’s, theold cathedral church of Worcester,
of the newer monastic foundation of St.
Mary’s, which afterwards became the church
of the see (GREEN, History and Antiquities
of Worcester, 1. 24, 25; Monasticon, 1. 567,
and specially BisHop StUBBs sub ¢ Milred,’
ap. Dictionary of Christian Biography). Some
of the following charters are marked as spuri-
ous by Kemble, but Bishop Stubbs considers
that they represent actual grants. From
Offa Milred received for himself as hereditary
property land at Wick, ‘to the west of the
Severn’ (Codex Diplomaticus, No. 126), and
at ¢ Pirigtun’ (¢5. No. 129), and from Eanbert
and his brothers, under-kings of the Hwiccas,
lands for the church of St. Peter’s (5. No.
102); he attests a grant of Uhtred, one of
these under-kings, in 770, giving Stoke in
‘Worcestershire to the monastery of St. Mary’s
at Worcester (¢b. No. 118), and another by
which Uhtred gave lands on the Stour ‘at
the ford called Scepesuuasce (Sheepwash),’
now Shipston in Worcestershire, to the same
monastery (2. No. 128). He also attests a
grant by Abbot Ceolfrith, who had inherited
his abbey or abbeys from his father Cynebert,
of the monasteries of leanburh or Hanbury,
and Sture in Usmorn, now Kidderminster,
in Worcestershire, to St. Peter’s (6. No. 127).
A monastery had been founded at With-
ington in Gloucestershire by Oshere [q.v.]
(comp. 75. No. 36), and had been left to his
daughter, the abbess Hrothwara, who had
made it over to Mildred. In 774 Milred
made over this monastery to Athelburga, an
abbess who appears to have inherited from
her father Alfred a monastery at Worcester,
on condition that at her death these monas-
teries at Withington and Worcester should
pass to the church of St. Peter (0. No. 124).
Milred died in 775 (FLORENCE; 772, 4.-S.
Chronicle),and was succeeded by Weremund.

[Kemble’s Codex Dipl. i, 114, 123, 145, 152~
155 (Engl. Hist. Soc.); A.-S. Chron. ann, 744,
772; Flor. Wig. ann. 743, 774 (Engl. Hist.
Soc.) ; Will. of Malmesbury’s Gesta Pontiff. p. 9
(Rolls Ser.) ; Mon. Moguntina, pp. 267, 268, ed.
Jaffé ; Symeon of Durham’s Hist. Reg. ap. Op.
ii. 39 (Rolls Ser.); Hoveden, i. 6 (Rolls Ser.);
Green’s Hist. and Antiq. of Woreester, i. 24, 25;
Dugdale’s Monasticon, 1. 567 ; Bishop Stubbs’s
art, ¢ Milred ’ ap. Dict. Chr. Biog. iii. 915.]

WA

MILROY, GAVIN (1805-1886), medi-
cal writer and founder of the ¢ Milroy lec-
tureship’ at the Royal College of Physicians,
was born in Edinburgh, where his father
was in business, in 1805. He received his

general education at the high school, and
conducted his professional studies at the
university. Ie became M.R.C.S. Edin. in
June 1824, and M.D. Edin. in July 1828,
He was one of the founders and active mem-
bers of the Hunterian Society of Edinburgh,
but soon settled as a general practitioner in
London. He made avoyage as medical offi-
cer in the government packet service to the
‘West Indies and the Mediterrancan, and
thenceforth chiefly devoted himself to writ~
ing for medical papers. From 1844 he was
co-editor of Johnson’s ‘Medico-Chirurgical
Review’ till it was amalgamated with
Forbes’s ¢ British and Foreign Medical Re-
view’ in 1847. In October 1846 (iv. 285) he
wrote in it an elaborate review on a French
report on ‘Plague and Quarantine,” by Dr.
Prus (2 vols. 8vo, Paris, 1846), and pub~
lished an abridged translation, with preface
and notes, as ‘ Quarantine and the Plague,”
8vo, London, 1846. Ile recommended the
mitigation or total abolition of guarantine,
and at the same time the dependence on sani-
tary measures alone for preservation from
foreign pestilences. Ie at once became an
authority on all questions of epidemiology,
and was employed in several government
commissions of inspection and inquiry. In
1849-50 he was a superintendent medical
inspector of the general board of health ; in
1852 he was sent by the colonial office to
Jamaica ¢ to inspect and report on the sani-
tary condition of that island,” and gave the
results in an official report. © During the
Crimean war in 1855-6 he was a member of
the sanitary commission sent out to the army
in the east; and when the commission was
recalled at the end of the war, Milroy joined
Dr. John Sutherland [q.v.] in drawing up
the report of its transactions, In 1858 he
was honorary secretary of the committee ap-
pointed by the Social Science Association
to inquire into the practice and results of
quarantine, and the results of the inquiries
were printed in three parliamentary papers.
Milroy belonged to the Medical and Chirnr-
gical Society, and took a very active part in
the establishment and management of the
Epidemiological Society., He was admitted
a licentiate of the College of Physicians on
22 Dec. 1847, and was elected a fellow in
1853. In 1862 he was a member of a com~
mittee appointed by the college at the request
of the colonial office for the purpose of col-
lecting information on the subject of leprosy.
The report was printed in 1867, and in the
appendix (p. 230) are some brief and sensible
¢ Notes respecting the Leprosy of Scripture ’
by Milroy. He never received from govern-
ment any permanent medical appointment,




Milton

23

Milton

but a civil list pension of 100. a year was
granted him. In later life he lived at Rich-
mond in Surrey, where he died 11 Jan. 1886,
at the age of eighty-one. He was buried in
Kensal Green cemetery. He survived his wife
(Miss Sophia Chapman) about three years,
and had no children. He was a modest,
unassuming man, of sound judgment, and
considerable intellectual powers. He was
brought up as a member of the Scottish kirk,
but in later years attended the services of the
Anglican church. He left a legacy of 2,0001.
to the London College of Physicians for the
endowment of a lectureship on ¢ state medi-
cine and publichealth,and subjects connected
therewith,” with & memorandum of ¢ sugges-
tions,” dated 14 Feb. 1879. At the present
time (1893) the lectures are four in number,
and the lecturer's honorarium is sixty-six
guineas.

Milroy also wrote some articles on ¢Syden-
ham’in the ¢Lancet, 1846-7; the article
on ‘ Plague’ in Reynolds’s ¢ System of Medi-
cine, vol. i, and many other anonymous
articles in the medical journals.

[Lancet, 27 Feb. 1886 ; Brit. Med. Journ. same
date; family information; personal knowledge.]
W. A.G.

MILTON, Lorp. [See FLETCHER, AN-
DREW, 1692-1766, lord justice clerk.]

MILTON, Sig CHRISTOPHER (1615~
1693), judge, brother of the poet John Mil-
ton, being the younger son of John Milton,
scrivener [q.-v.]y,, by Sarah Jeffrey, his wife,

was born in Bread Street, London, Novem-
ber 1615, and educated at St. Paul’s School
and Christ’s College, Cambridge, where he
was admitted a pensioner on 15 Feb. 1630-
1631. The same year he entered the Inner
Temple, where, having left the university
without a degree, he was called to the bar
in 1639. At the outbreak of the civil war
he resided at Reading, and by virtue of a
commission under the great seal sequestered
the estates of parliamentarians in three coun-
ties. After the surrender of Reading to the
parliament (April 1643), he ¢steered his
course according to the motion of the king’s
army,” and was in Exeter during Fairfax’s
siege of that place. On its surrender in the
spring of 1646, his town house, the Cross
Keys, Ludgate, was sequestered, and he
compounded for 807, a tenth of its value.
Only a moiety of the composition, however,
wag paid by him, and inquiries, apparently
ineffectual, were made for estates supposed
to belong to-him in Suffolk and Berkshire.
During the Commonwealth his practice con-
sisted chiefly of composition cases, among
them that of his brother’s mother-in-law,

Mrs. Anne Powell. In November 1660 he
was elected a bencher of the Inner Temple

where he was reader in the autumn of 1667
At the date of his brother's death, whose
nuncupative will he attested (5 Dec. 1674),
he was deputy-recorder of Ipswich. Inlater
life he was, or professed to be, a Roman
catholic, and accordingly, though no great
lawyer, was raised by James II to the ex-
chequer bench, 26 April 1686, being first in-
vested with the coif (21 April), and knighted
(25 April). His tenure of office was equally
brief and undistinguished. On 16 "April
1687 he was transferred to the common pleas,
being dispensed from taking the oaths, and
on 6 July 1688 he was discharged as super-
annuated, retaining his salary. He died in
March 1692-3, and was buried (22 March)
in the church of St. Nicholas, Ipswich. Be-
sides his house at Ipswich he had a villa at
Rushmere, about two miles from the town.
He married, probably in 1638, Thomasine,
daughter of William Webber of London, by
whom he had issue a son, who died in infancy
in March 1639 ; another, Thomas, sometime
deputy-clerk of the crown in chancery; and
three daughters, Sarah, Mary, and Catherine.

[John Milton’s note on the flyleaf of his Bible,
Addit. MS. 32310; Addit. MS, 24501, ff. 12,
23; Gardiner’s Reg. of St. Paul’s School;
Phillips's Life of Milton prefixed to Letters of
State written by Mr. John Milton, London,
1694, 12mo; Papers relating to Milton (Camd.
Soc.); Chetham Miscellanies (Chetham Soe.),vol.
i. (Milton Papers), p. 38; Le Neve's Pedigrees
of Knights (Harl. Soc.); Inner Temple Books ;
Dugdale’s Orig. p. 169; London Gazette, April
1686 and 1687 ; Sir John Bramston’s Autobiog.
(Camd. Soc.); Skinner’s Reports, pp. 251-2;
Luttrell’s Relation of State Affairs, i. 375, 449 ;
Evelyn’s Diary, 2 June 1686 ; Todd’s Milton, i.
257-9 ; Masson’s Life of Milton, vi. 727, 761-2;
Foss’s Lives of the Judges.] J. M. R.

MILTON, JOIIN, the elder (1563P-1647),
musician, father of the poet, born about 1563,
was son of Richard Milton of Stanton St.John,
near Oxford (Massox). The Miltons were ca-
tholics of the yeoman class, and according to
one account Richard was an ‘under-ranger’
of Shotover Forest (Woop); he was a staunch
catholic, and was fined as a recusantin 1601.
John was educated at Christ Church, Oxford,
where he was perhaps a chorister (Notes and
Queries, 6th ser. i.115, 259), and while there
embraced protestantism, to the annoyance of
his father, who promptly disinherited him.
Milton, on leaving Oxford, went to London
‘to seek in a manner his fortune’ (Woob).
After trying vs:lriousd lpeailg%oft Eam;x;%esa
livelihood, he adopted, 1n , the P! -
sion of a s::rivener,P and on 27 Feb. 1599-1600



Milton

24

Milton

was admitted to the Company of Scriveners,
About 1600 he started business for himself
in Bread Street, Cheapside, at the sign of
the Spread Eagle, the family arms; and about
the same time married Sarah, daughter of
Paul Jeffrey, merchant taylor of St. Swithin s,
London; she was about nine years his junior
(Masson). Aubrey’s statement that her
maiden name was Bradshaw, and her grand-
son Edward Phillips’s remark that she was  of
the family of the (gastons,’ were disproved by
Colonel Chester the genealogist (cf. STERN,
DMilton und seine. Zet, i. 345-8). Milton’s
business prospered rapidly, and in the end
he had a ‘plentiful estate’ (AUBREY). He
died in March 1647, and was buried 15 March
at St. Giles’s, Cripplegate. Of six children,
three survived infancy, viz. Anne—by whose
first husband, Edward Phillips, she was
mother of Edward Phillips (1630-1698)[q.v.]
and of John Phillips (/. 1700) [q. v.]—John
the poet [q.v.], and Christopher [q.v.] the
judge. The poet says that his mother was
well known in her neighbourhood for her
charities (Defensto secunda); she died on
3 April 1637.

Milton, who was a man of high character
and a fair scholar, had a special faculty for
music, to the practice of which he devoted his
leisure. He had an organ and other instru-
ments in his house. Hismusical abilities are
celebrated by his son in a Latin poem, ¢ Ad
Patrem.” To Morley’s ¢ Triumphes of Oriana,’
London, 1601 (reprinted by William Hawes
1815), he contributed & six-part madrigal
(No. 18), ¢ Fayre Oriana in the Morne ;’ and
to Leighton’s ¢ Teares or Lamentacions of a
Sorrowfull Soule,’ London, 1614, four motets,
specimens of which are printed by Hawkins
and Burney. Ravenscroft’s ¢ Whole Booke
of Psalmes,” London, 1621, contains, among
other melodies ascribed to him, the common-
metre tune ¢ York,” once immensely popular
(see Hawxkins) and still widely used. , The
melody is, however, probably not his own in-
vention. The tunes in Ravenscroft are de-
scribed as being ¢ composed into four parts’
—i.e. harmonised—and as ¢ York’ was so
treated by one Simon Stubbs, as well as by
Milton, the former might share the author-
ship (cf. Love). He is said (PrILLIPS) to
have composed an ‘In nomine’ in forty parts,
for which he received a gold chain and medal
from a Polish prince, to whom he presented
it. A sonnet in his honour, written by John
Lane [q.v.] (Harl. MS. 5243), is printed by
Masson and others.

[Masson’s Life of Milton and generally the
other biographical works cited under Mirron,
JouN, poet; Wood’s Athenz Oxonienses; God-
win’s Lives of Edward and John Phillips, with

Aubrey’s Sketch ; Milton Papers, edited by John
Fitchett Marsh (Chetham Soe.); Athenzum and
Notes and Queries, 19 March 1859 ; Grove’s
Dict. of Music ; Hawkins’s and Burney’s Histories
of Music; Parr’s Church of England Psalmody ;
Love’s Scottish Church Musie, p. 250.]

J.C. H.

MILTON, JOHN (1608-1674), poet, born
9 Dec. 1608 at the house of his father, John
Milton [see under MirToN, JouN, the elder],
scrivener, in Bread Street, Cheapside. The
child was christened at Allhallows Church,
destroyed in the fire of 1666. A tablet to
commemorate the fact, erected in the present
centuryin the new church, was removed, upon
the demolition of that church in 1876, to Bow
Church, Cheapside. Milton was a beautiful
boy, as appears from a portrait taken when he
was ten years old, and soon showed remark-
able literary promise. His father (who him-
self instructed him in musie, and, accordin,
to Aubrey, made him a skilful organist) hag
him taught by a private tutor, Thomas Young
[a. v.l]{, a Scottish clergyman, afterwards a
well-known presbyterian divine, who became
in 1644 master of Jesus College, Cambridge.
Milton was also sent to St. Paul’s School, not
later than 1620. Alexander Gill the elder
[q. v.] was head-master, and his son, Alex-
ander Gill the younger [q.v.], became assist-
ant-master in 1621. Milton took to study
passionately. He seldom left his lessons for
bed till midnight, a practice which produced
frequent headaches, and, as he thought, was
the first cause of injury to his eyes. Besides
Latin and Greek, he appears to have learnt
French, Italian,and some Hebrew (see his Ad
Patrem), and had read much English litera-
ture. He was a poet, says Aubrey, from the
age of ten. Spenser’s‘ Faery Queen’ and Syl-
vester’s translation of Du Bartas were among
his favourites. Two paraphrases of Psalms
were written when he was fifteen. He became
intimate with the younger Gill, and made
a closer friendship with Charles Diodati, a
schoolfellow of his own age, son of a physi-
cian of Italian origin, and a nephew of John
Diodati, afamoustheologian at Geneva. With
Charles Diodati, who entered Trinity College,
Oxford, in February 1622-3, Milton kept up
an affectionate correspondence.

Milton was admitted as a pensioner of
Christ’s College, Cambridge, on 12 Feb.
1624-5, and was matriculated on 9 April
following. His tutor was William Chappell
[q. v.], famous for hisskill in disputation, who
was afterwards promoted by Laud’s favour
to the bishopric of Cork. Milton’s rooms at
Christ’s College are still pointed out on the
first floor of the western staircase on the
north side of the great court. Wordsworth
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paid his respects to the place, drinking, for
once, till he was ‘dizzy’ (see the Prelude, bk.
iii.) Milton kept every term at Cambridge
until he graduated as M.A. 3 July 1632. He
took his B.A. degree 26 March 1629. Rumours
of some disgrace in his university career were
spread by some of his opponents in later years.
Aubrey says that Chappell showed him‘some
unkindness,” above which in the original ma-
nuscript is the interlineation ¢ whipt him.’
This ¢ whipping ’ was accepted by Johnson,
and the practice of flogging, though declin-
ing, was not yet obsolete. In a Latin epistle
to Diodati, probably (see MassoN, i. 161) of
the spring of 1626, Milton speaks of the harsh
threats of a master :—

Czteraque ingenio non subeunda meo.

Milton clearly had some quarrel with Chap-
pell, and had to leave Cambridge for a time,
though without losing his term. He was then
transferred from the tutorship of Chappell to
that of Nathaniel Tovey.

In replying to the attacks upon him Mil-
ton was able to assert that he had been es-
teemed above hisequals by the fellows of the
college, and that they had been anxious that
he should continue in residence after he had
taken his M.A. degree. His biographers,
Aubrey and Wood, speak of the respect paid
to his abilities. Milton while at college cor-
responded with Diodati, Gill, and his old
E’eceptor, Young, in Latin prose and verse.

e wrote some Latin poems upon events at
the university and on the Gunpowder plot,
and seven ¢ Prolusiones Oratorim’ (published
in 1674) were originally pronounced as exer-
cises in the schools and in college. One of
them, given in the college hall in 1628, was
origina%ly concluded by the address to his
native language in English. Milton wrote
the copy of Latin verses distributed, accord-
ing to custom, at the commencement of 1628,
He had also written some English poems,
the sonnet to Shakespeare (1630, first pub-
lished in the second folio, 1632, of Shake-
slzeare), that ¢ On having arrived at the Age
of Twenty-three’ (1631), the clumsy attempt
at humour upon the death of the carrier
Thomas Hobson [q. v.], and the noble ¢ Ode
on the Nativity’ (Christmas,1629), in which
his characteristic majesty of style first ap-

ars, although marred by occasional conceits.

ilton (Apology for Smectymnuus) speaks
with great contempt of dramatic perform-
ances which he had heard at the university,
and (letter to Gill, 2 July 1628) expresses
his scorn for the narrow theological studies
of his companions, and their ignorance of
philosophy.

Milton was nicknamed the ¢lady’at col-

lege, from his delicate complexion and slight
make. He was, however, a good fencer, and
thought himself a ¢ match for any one.” Al-
though respected by the authorities, his proud
and austere character probably kept him
aloof from much of the coarser society of the
place. He shared the growing aversion to the
scholasticism against which one of his exer-
cises is directed. Like Henry More, who
entered Christ’s in Milton’s last year, he was
strongly attracted by Plato,although he was
never 8o much a philosopher as a poet. e
already considered himself as dedicated to
the utterance of great thoughts, and to the
strictest chastity and self-respect, on the
ground that he who would ¢ write well here-
after in laudable things ought himself to be
a true poem’ (Apology for Smectymnuus).
Milton’s father had retired by 1632 from an
active share in his business. He had handed
this over to a partner, John Bower, and re-
tired to a house at Horton, Buckinghamshire,
a village near Colnbrook. Milton had been
educated with a view to taking orders, and a
letter (now in Trinity College %ibmry), end-
ing with the sonnet upon completing his
twenty-third year, gives reasons for postpon-
ing but not for abandoning his intention.
He was, however, alienated by the church
policy which became dominant under Laud,
and says, in 1641 (Reasons of Church Govern~
ment), that he was unwilling to take the
necessary oaths, and was (in this sense)
¢church-outed by the prelates.’” There are
slight indications that he thought of studying
law (MassoN, i. 327), but he soon abandone

this and resolved to devote himself exclu-
sively to literature. His style, ‘by certain
vital signs it had, was likely to live, he says,
and in the Latin epistle ¢ Ad Patrem,” pro-
bably written about this time, he thanks his
father for consenting to his plans. Milton
therefore settled with his father at Horton
for nearly six years—July 1632to April 1638,
The house is said by Todd to have been pulled
down about 1795, Tradition says that it was
on the site of Byrken manor-house, near the
church. Milton frequently visited London,
eighteen miles distant, to take lessons in
mathematics and music. He read the classical
writers, and studied Greek and Italian his-
tory (to C. Diodati, 23 Sept. 1.637 ), fmd he
wrote poems already displaying his ’full
powers. The ¢ Allegro’ and ¢ Penseroso, the
most perfect record in the language of the
impression made by natural scenery upon a
thorough scholar, were probably (Masson, 1.
589) written in 1632. The Countess-dowager
of Derby, who had been the wife of Fer-
dinando, fifth earl of Derby, and afterwards
of Thomas Egerton, lord Ellesmere [q. v.]
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was living at Harefield, near Uxbridge. Her
family presented a masque before her in 1633,
or possibly in 1634, for which Lawes com-
posed the music and Milton the words, after-
wards published as ¢ Arcades.” Milton’s ac-
quaintance with Henry Lawes [q. v.] was
probably the cause of his employment, as no
other connection with the Egerton family is
known. John Egerton, first earl of Bridge-
water [q. v.], the stepson, and also son-in-law
of the Dowager-countess of Derby, had been
appointed in 1631 president of the council of
‘Wales. He went to his official residence at
Ludlow Castle in 1633, and in September
1634 his family performed the masque of
¢Comus’in the great hall of the castle, Milton
and Lawes being again the composers. This
noble poem was appreciated at the time.
Lawesreceived somany applications for copies
that he published it (without Milton’s name)
in 1634. The last of the great poems of his
youthful period, ¢ Lycidas,’ was written in
November 1637, upon the death of Edward
King (1612-1637)[q.v.], for the collection of
poems published by King’s friends at Cam-
bridge in 1638. The poetry already written
by Milton would by itself entitle him to the
front rank in our literature, and has a charm
of sweetness which isabsent from the sublimer
and sterner works of his later years. The
famous apostrophe of St. Peter in ¢ Lycidas’
shows his growing interest in the theological
controversies of the day.

Milton’s mother died on 8 April 1637,and
was buried in the chancel of Horten Church.
The elder Milton was at the same time
charged by a client with misconduct in
respect of funds trusted to him for invest-
ment. A lawsuit ended on 1 Feb. 1637-8
by an order of court completely exonerating
him from all charges (Massox, i. 627 - 388,
661). Milton now obtained his father’s
consent to a journey abroad. His brother
Christopher, who had followed him to St.
Paul’s School and Christ’s College, was now
a law student; he married about this time,
and was probably resident at Horton during
the elder brother’s absence. Milton took
a servant, and the expense of a year abroad,
as calculated by Howell at the time, would
be not under 300.. for a well-to-do traveller
and 507 for his servant. As Milton had no
means of his own, his father must have
been both able and willing to be liberal.
Milton started in April 1638; he made a
short stay in Paris, where, according to
Wood, he disliked ¢the manners and genius’
of theplace; he travelled to Nice; went by sea

\to Genoa and to Leghorn, and thence by Pisa
to Florence, where he stayed two months,
probably August and September. About

the end of September he went to Rome and
spent two months there. He then went
to Naples and heard news of the Scottish
troubles, which determined him to return,
lest, as he said, he should be travelling abroad
while his countrymen were fighting for li-
berty. Ie made a second stay at Rome,
spent two more months in Florence (where
he was present in March 1639), and thence
went to Venice by Bologna and Ferrara.
From Venice he sent home a collection of"
books and music. He left Italy by Verona,
Milan, and the Pennine Alps, probably the
Simplon, e spent some time at Geneva,
where he was present (as appears from an
autograph in an album) on 10 July 1639;
and thence returned by Paris, reaching Eng-
land about the end of July 1639, after fifteen
months’ absence.  (The dates are fixed by
the short account of his travels in the
¢ Defensio Secunda’ and references in his
¢ Occasional Poems and Epistles.’)

Milton declares his freedom from all vice
during his foreign journey. His statement
is confirmed by a letter of Nicholas Heinsius
written from Venice 27 Feb. 1652-3, on occa~
sion of Milton’s controversy with Salmasius.
Heinsius says that Milton had offended
the Italians by his strict morality and by
his outspoken attacks on popery (in P. BURr-
MANN's Sylloge Epistolarum). His reception
by distinguished persons indicates the im-
pression made upon his contemporaries by his
lofty character, prepossessing appearance, and
literary culture. Lawes had obtained a pass-
port for him. SirHenry Wotton, then provost
of Eton, and his neighbour at Horton, sent
him a friendly letter on his departure, thank-
ing him for a gift of ‘Comus,” and giving his
favourite piece of advice, ‘I pensieri stretti ed
il viso sciolto.” Wotton added a letter of in-
troduction ; and by othershe was introduced to
Lord Scudamore, the English ambassador in
Paris. Scudamore introduced him to Grotius,
then Queen Christina’s ambassador, who, ac-
cording to Phillips, received him kindly. At
Florence Milton was received with singular
warmth. Ie was welcomed by the members
of all the popular academies, of which he
speakswith the enthusiasm of gratitude. The
chief among them were Jacopo Gaddi, Carlo
Date, Agostino Colsellino, Benedetto Bon~
mattei, and Antonio Malatesti (see extracts
from the ¢ pastorals’ of the Academy of the
Svogliati in STERN, bk. ii. p. 499). A refer-
ence in the ¢ Areopagitica’ tells how they
complained to him of the tyranny over free-
dom of speech exercised by the Inquisition.
He read Latin poems at their meetings, and
was repaid by complimentary effusions given
inhis subsequent collections of poems (for the
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history of a manuscript given by Malatesti to
Milton, containing some equivocal sonnets,
which was afterwards in possession of Thomas
Hollis, see MAssoN,i. 786-7z.) At Florence
Milton, as he states in the ‘Areopagitica,’ saw
Galileo. References in ‘ Paradise Lost’ (i.
287-91, v. 262) also indicate the impression
made npon Milton by this interview; and the
noble lines upon Vallombrosa commemoratea
visit of which there was said to be some tra-
dition at the convent (WoORDSWORTH'S poem,
At Vallombrosa, 1837 ; works by Kxtenr, vi.
82). Two Latin letters written by Milton to
the convent had been shown at Vallombrosa
a ‘few years ago’in 1877 (Notes and Queries,
5th ser.viii.117). At Rome Milton’s chief as-
sociation was apparently with Lucas Holsten
or Holstenius, librarian of the Vatican, who
had lived at Oxford, and afterwards became
a convert to catholicism. Holstenius showed
him collections of books and manuscripts,
and introduced him to his patron, Cardinal
Barberini. Milton attended a concert at
Barberini’s palace, and there probably heard
the great singer, Leonora Baroni, to whom he
addressed three Latin epigrams. At Naples
Milton was introduced by a certain eremite,’
with whom he had travelled from Rome, to
the aged Manso, formerly the patron of Tasso
and Marini. To Manso he addressed an
epistle in Latin hexameters, and received in
acknowledgment two richly worked cups
(described in his ¢ Epitaphium Damonis’).
Manso, says Milton, excused himself for not
showing more attentions on account of his
guest’s freedom in conversations upon re-
ligion. Milton was afterwards told that the
English jesuits at Rome intended to lay
snares for him upon the same ground. He
determined, however, to speak freely if he
should be attacked, and, though carrying
out his resolution, was not molested. Mil-

- ton wrote five Italian sonnets and a can-

zone, professing love to a beautiful Italian
lady of Bologna, which from the allusions to
the scenery are supposed to have been writ-

ten during his visit to that place in the.

spring of 1639. One of them, however, is
addressed to Charles Diodati, who died in
August 1638, but it is possible that Milton
may not have heard of his loss. Nothing
further is known of the lady, whom Warton
arbitrarily identified with the singer Leonora ;
and they are chiefly remarkable as proofs of
Milton’s facility in writing Italian, although
not without occasional slips of grammar and
idiom (Massox, i. 826-7 n.)

Milton soon after his return to England
took lodgings at a tailor’s house in St.
Bride’s Churchyard. His sister, Mrs. Phil-
lips, had lost her husband in 1631, and

afterwards married Thomas Agar wh
succeeded her first husband ag g;ec’ond;rylrl ?g
the crown office. She had two sons by her
first marriage : Edward, aged about nine, and
John, a year younger, who now became
pupils of their uncle, the youngest being
‘wholly committed to his charge. After a
short stay in lodgings, where he had no
room for his books, he took a ¢ pretty gar-
den-house’ in Aldersgate Street, then, says
Phillips, one of the quietest streets in Lon-
don. Professor Masson (ii. 207) thinks that
1t was near Golden Lion Court. The elder
nephew now came to hoard with him also,
and the household became an example of
‘hard study and spare diet.” Once a month
or 50 he allowed himself a ¢ gaudy day, with
some ‘ beaux of these times, but otherwise
he devoted himself to carrying out the sys-
tem of education described in his treatise on
that subject (letter to Hartlib, published in
June 1644). He gives a portentous list of
books to be read; and his pupils are to be
trained in athletic and military sports, and in
poetry and philosophy, hesides obtaining a
vast amount of useful knowledge so far as
such knowledge is accessible through classi-
cal authors. Phillips gives some account of
his practice. In 1643 he began to take more
pupils. Meanwhile he was busy with literary
projects. The ¢ Epitaphium Damonis,” writ-
ten soon after his return, commemorates, in
the form of a pastoral idyll in Latin hexa~
meters, his grief for the loss of Diodati,
and incidentally states the resolution, to
which he adhered, of henceforth writing in
the vernacular. He sketches the plan of an
heroic poem upon Arthur. A notebook,
now in the library of Trinity College, Cam-
bridge, gives a list of ninety-nine subjects for
poems extracted from scripture and English
history. Four drafts show that he wasalready
contemplating a poem on ‘Paradise Lost,”
which was, however, to be in the form of the
Greek tragedy. The other subjects are more
briefly noticed, and probably few of them oc-
cupied hisattention for more than the moment.
A passage in his ‘Reason of Church-Govern-
ment’ (1641) describes his meditations upon
some great moral and religious poem, the
poem and topic being still undecided (for
the reasons for assigmng the date of about
1640 to these jottings see Massox, ii. 121).
Milton’s attention was soon diverted from
poetry to ecclesiastical disputqs. the meet-
ing of the Long parliament in November
1640 was the signal for urgent attacks upon
the episcopacy. Numerously signed peti-
tions were followed by proceedings in parlia-
ment, and accompanied by a shower of books
and pamphlets. The chief champion of epi-
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scopacy was Joseph Hall [q. v.], bishop of
Exeter, who had published in the previous
February a defence of the ¢Divine Right
of Episcopacy,” and now (January 1640-1)
brought out a ¢ Humble Remonstrance’ to
parliament. He was opposed by the five
ministers whose united initials formed the
name Smectymnuus. Their book appeared
in March. Hall replied in April by a ¢ De-
fence’ of the ‘ Remonstrance,” and also per-
suaded Archbishop Ussher to publish (in
May) a short tract entitled ¢ The Judgment
of Doctor Rainoldes,’ supporting a qualified
version of the episcopal theory. Smectymnuus
rejoined in June by a ¢ Vindication’ of the
previous book. Professor Masson thinks, on
rather slight grounds, that Milton had some
hand in this ¢ Vindication’ (Massox, ii. 260).

One of the Smectymnuan divines was
Thomas Young, Milton’s old teacher. Mil-
ton now supported Smectymnuus in three
pamphlets.  The first, ¢ Of Reformation
touching Church Discipline in England’
(May — June 1641), vehemently attacked
episcopacy upon historical grounds. The
second, on ¢Prelatical Episcopacy’ (June—
July), was a reply to Ussher. The third,
¢ Animadversions upon the Remonstrance
Defence’ (July), was a fierce attack upon
Hall’s last book, from which a series of
passages were cited, with a bitter comment
appended to each. These writings were all
anonymous, though no secret was made of
the authorship. In February 1641-2 Milton
published, under his own name, a pamphlet
called ¢ The Reason of Church-Government
urged against Prelacy,” containing an elabo-
rate argument upon general grounds, and
including, after his custom, a remarkable
autobiographical statement (at the begin-
ning of the second book). The argument
refers partly to a collection of seven tracts
upon the episcopal side, published in 1641
as ¢ Certaine Briefe Treatises” Meanwhile
Hall, after a ‘ Short Answer’ to the Smectym-
nuus in the autumn of 1641, left Milton’s
animadversions unnoticed till in the begin-
ning of 1642 he issued a ¢ Modest Confu-
tation of a Slanderous and Securrilous Libel.’
This pamphlet seems to have been the joint
work of Hall and his son Robert, a canon
of Exeter and a Cambridge man, two years
older than Milton. They had made inquiries
as to Milton’s character, and the result ap-
peared in much personal abuse. To this
Milton replied by an ¢ Apology ’ (about April
1642), defending himself, attacking the
bishops, and savagely reviling Hall, with
frequent references to his enemy’s early
satires and other questionable writings, This
ended Milton’s share in the discussion. The

pamphlets are characteristic, though not now
easily readable. They breathe throughout a
vehemence of passion which distorts the
style, perplexes the argument, and disfigures
his invective with unworthy personalities.
His characteristic self-assertion, however,
acquires dignity from his genuine convie-
tion that he is dedicated to the loftiest pur-
poses ; and in his autobiographical and some
other passages he rises to an eloquence rarely
approached, and shows the poet of ¢ Paradise
Lost ’ struggling against the trammels of
prose. The ecclesiastical doctrine shows that
he was at this time inclined to preshy-
terianism (see Massox, ii. 229, 239, 249, 361,
898, for dates of his pamphlets).

The outhreak of the civil war at the end
of 1642 did not induce Milton to enter the
army. He says himself (Defensio Secunda)
that as his mind had always been stronger
than his body, he did not court camps in
which any ccmmon person would have heen
as useful as himself. Professor Masson thinks,
but upon apparently veryinadequate grounds,
that he had practised himself in military ex-
ercises (Masson, ii, 402, 473-81),and Phillips
givesan obviouslyincredible report that there
was a design for making him adjutant-general
in Waller’s army. The expected assault on
the city when the king’s army was at Brent-
ford in 1642 occasioned Milton’s sonnet, which
decidedly claims a peaceful character. Mean~
while his father and his brother Christopher
had removed to Reading, which was taken by
the Earl of Essex in April 1643. About
Whitsuntide (21 May 1643) Milton took &
Jjourneyinto the country, assigning no reason,
and came back with a wife (PrILLIPS). She
was Mary, eldest daughter of Richard Powell
of Forest Hill, near Shotover, Oxfordshire.
Powell had bought an estate at Forest Hill
about 1621. He had also a small estate at
‘Wheatley, valued at 40/. a year. Altogether
he had about 300/, a year, but with many en-
cumbrances. Mary (baptised 24 Jan. 1625)
was the third of eleven children, and Powell
appears to have been a jovial and free-living
cavalier. Forest Hill was in the neighbour-
hood in which Milton’s ancestors had lived,
and with which the descendants possibly kept
up some connection. For some unknown
reason Powell had in 1627 acknowledged a
debt of 3127, to Milton, who was then an
undergraduate, and this debt, among others,
‘was still undischarged. There are no other
traces of previous familiarity to explain Mil-
ton’s sudden journey into a royalist district
and his return with a bride of seventeen.
Milton’s father, dislodged from Reading,
came to live with him at the time of his
marriage, and some of his wife’s family paid
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m a visit, when there were feastings for
some days” The wife soon found the house
dull after the gaiety of her father’s home;
there was no society; the nephews (says
Anubrey) were often beaten and crying, and
Milton discovered that his bride was stupid.
She returned to her father’s house after try-
ing ‘a philosophical life’ for a month, with
the understanding, however, that she was to
return at Michaelmas. Phillips saysthat as
Mrs. Milton did not come back at the ap-
pointed time Milton sent a messenger to her
home. The family, who disliked the connec-
tion with a puritan and were encouraged by
the prosperity of the royalist cause, sent back
the messenger ‘with some sort of contempt’
¢ evilly entreated’ him, as Aubrey thinks).
Milton was so indignant that he resolved
never to take her back, and proceeded to
write his book upon divorce. Professor Mas-
son, however, has pointed out that Thoma-
son, the collector of the king’s pamphlets
in the British Museum, has marked a copy
of this with the date ¢ Aug. 1st,” that 1s,
1 Aug. 1643. Unless, therefore, there is some
mistake, Milton must have written and pub-
lished the pamphlet within less than three
months of his marriage, and, since his wife
came to London (by Phillips’s account) in
June and stayed there a month, almost by
the time of her departure. It is impossible
to reconeile this with the circumstantial and
apparently authentic story about the mes-
senger; but, on the other hand, there is no
reason for suspecting Thomason’s date. Mil-
ton’s pamphlet is sufficient to show that the
ground of quarrel was some profound sense
of personal incompatibility, and not any ex-
ternal quarrel. Such a piece of literary work
during a honeymoon, however, is so strange
that some very serious cause must be sup-
posed. Pattison sanctions the conjecture,
supported by a passage in the pamphlet, that
the bride may have refused to Milton the
rights of a husband.

However this may be, Milton’s indigna-
tion took the form, usual to him, of seeing
in his particular case the illustration of a
general prineiple to be enunciated in the most
unqualified terms. His ¢doctrine and dis-

‘cipline of divoree’ supports the thesis that
“indisposition, unfitness, or contrariety of
‘mind arising from a cause in nature un-
lchangea,hle . . . is a greater reason of divorce
than natural frigidity, especially if there be
‘no children or that there be mutual consent.’
He asserts this doctrine in his usual pas-
sionate style, and appeals to the highest
moral principles in its support. He looks at
the matter entirely from the husband’s point
of view, is supremely indifferent to all prac-

tical difficulties, and proposes,
reform of the marriage law, to ¢ wipe away
ten thousand tears out of the life of men’
The pamphlet attracted notice, Howell
calls its author a ¢ shallow—pated puppy ’
(Familiar Letters, bk. iv. letter 7). Hall
was amazed to find that so able an author
Wwas serious in so monstrous a scheme ; and
the clergy began to attack him. He there-
upon brought out a second edition with his
name to it (2 Feb. 1648-4). It contained
many additions, including the striking pas-
sage of the myth of Anteros,

Milton’s views upon divorce made him
notorious, and he is mentioned by the vari-
ous writers against the sects, whose multi-
plication was a significant sign of the times,
as in Ephraim Paget’s ¢ Heresiography ’ and
Thomas Edwards’s ¢ Gangrena,’ Edwards
tells the story of a Mrs. Attaway who left
her ¢ unsanctified” husband to take up with
a preacher, and justified her conduct b
Milton’s book. On 15 July 1644 Milton
published a second pamphlet, ‘The Judg-
ment of Martin Bucer on Divoree,’ justifying
himself by the authority of the reformer, and
appealing for parliamentary support. Soom
afterwards Herbert Palmer, a divine of the
‘Westminster Assembly, declared, in a sermon
preached before parliament on a solemn fast-
day (13 Aug.1644), that Milton's book ought
to be burnt. The presbyterians were de-
nouncing toleration and demanding a general
suppression of sects. Their demands were
universally supported by the Stationers’,
Company. The licensing system had broken
down in the confusion of the civil troubles
and under the pressure of all kinds of publi-
cations. The Stationers’ Company com-
plained, not only on account of the character
of many of the pamphlets, but because their
copyrights were frequently disregarded. They
petitioned the House of Commons, which
(26 Aug. 1644) directed that ¢ an ordinance’
should be prepared, and meanwhile directed
a search for the authors and printers of
Milton’s pamphlet ‘concerning divorce.” An
ordinance had already been passed a year
before (June 1643), and Milton had dis-
regarded its regulations and published the
divorce pamphlets, like their predecessors,
without license. Although the new ordi-
nance was passed §1 Oct. 1644), no further
notice was taken of Milton in the commons.
Milton, however, was led by these attacks to
writé his ¢ Areopagitica,” which appeared on
24 Nov. 1644. The book is directly devoted
to the question of unlicensed prints, and
though in favour of such toleration as was
then practicable, he makes some reserves in
his application of the principle. - The right

by a sweeping
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of the ¢ Areopagitica’ to rank as the best, as
it is clearly the most popular, of Milton’s
prose works, has been disputed by the jealous
admirers of others. The popularity, no doubt
due in part to the subject, is also to be
~ascribed to the greater equability and clear-

" mess of the style. If he does not soar to

quite such heights, there are fewer descents
and contortions, and it remains at a high
level of lofty eloquence. In the following
December the House of Lords, in the course
of some proceedings about an alleged libel,
were invited by thewardens of the Stationers’
Company toexamine Milton. Anexamination
was ordered accordingly, but nothing more is
said of it. Milton ended hiswritings upon di-
vorce by two more pamphlets, both published
4 March 1644-5—the ¢ Tetrachordon, a
¢proof’ that the four chief passagesin the Bible
whichrelate to divorce confirm hisviews; and
the ¢ Colasterion, intended as a castigation of
Joseph Caryl [q.v.], who had licensed an
anonymous answer, with an expression of
approval of the anonymous answerer him-
self, and (briefly) of Prynne, who had at-
tacked him in ‘twelve considerable serious
queries.’

A third edition of the treatise on divorce
appeared in 1645. Milton, according to
Phillips, was proposing to apply his prin-
ciples by marrying the daughter of a Dr.
Davis, who was handsome and witty, but
¢averse to this motion.” After the separa-
tion Milton, as Phillips says, had frequented
the house of Lady Margaret Ley, now mar-
ried to a Colonel Hobson. Iis fine sonnet
to Lady Margaret commemorates this friend-
ship, and that addressed to a ¢ virtuous’ (and
unmarried) ¢young lady’ shows that hesaw
some female society.

Meanwhile the ruin of the royal cause had
brought the Powells into distress, and they
desired to restore his real wife to Milton.
They introduced her to the house of a Mr.
Blackborough, a relative and neighbour of
Milton, and when he paid his usual visit his
wife was suddenly brought to him. She
begged pardon on her knees, and, after some
struggle, he consented to receive her again,
Passages in ¢ Samson Agonistes’ (726-47)
and ¢ Paradise Lost” (bk. x, 937-46) may
be accepted as autobiographical reminis-
cences of his resentment and relenting. She
came to him in a new house in the Barbican
(now destroyed by a railway), which was
larger than that in Aldersgate Street, and
therefore more convenient for an increased
number of pupils, who were now being pressed
upon him. His first child, Anne, was born on
29 July 1646 ; his second, Mary, on 25 Oct.
1648 ; his third, John (died in infancy), on

16 March 1650-1; and his last &aught&\
Deborah, on 2 May 1652. 1lis wife died in\

the same year, probably from the effects of
her last confinement.
The surrender of Oxford on 24 June 1646

completed the ruin of the Powells. Powell,

already deeply in debt, had surrendered his
estate to Sir Robert Pye, to whom it had
been mortgaged. The moveable property had
been sold under a sequestration, and the tim-
ber granted to the parishioners by the House
of Commons (Masson, iii. 473 seq., 487). It
seems probable that the transaction with Pye
involved some friendly understanding, as the
Powells subsequently regained the estate.
Powell, with his wife and some of his child-
ren, came to live with Milton and arrange for
a composition. He had hardly completed the
arrangement when he died, 1 Jan. 1646-7,
leaving a will which proves that his affairs
were hopelessly confused, though there were
hopes of saving something. Mrs. Powell, who
administered to the will, her eldest son de-
clining, left Milton’s house soon afterwards
(26. pp. 632-40). She continued to prosecute
her claims, which were finally settled in Fe-
bruary 1650-1. In the result Milton, in con-
sideration of the old debt from Powell, and
1,000Z. which had been promised with his wife,
had an ‘extent’ upon the Wheatley estate,
valued after the war at 80/ a year, but had to
pay Powell’s composition, fixed at 1307, and
also paid Mrs. Powell’s jointure of 267, 13s.4d.
a year (ib. iv. 81, 236-46). Disputes arose
upon this, in the course of which Mrs. Powell
said that Milton was a ¢ harsh, choleric man,’
and referred to his turning her daughter out
of doors. She found the allowance insuf-
ficient for eight children. Milton was ap-
parently willing to pay, but differed as to the
way in which it was to be charged to the
estate (see b. iii. 632-40, iv. 145-6, 23646,
336-41, and HamirroN’s Original Papers).

Milton’s father died on 15 March 1646-7,

and was buried in the chancel of St. Giles’s,
Cripplegate. His brother Christopher, who
had also taken the royalist side, had to com-
pound, and was in difficulties for some years
(Massov, iii, 633). A sonnet addressed to
Lawes, dated 9 Feb. 1645-6, and a later cor-
respondence with one of his Italian friends,
Carlo Dati, suggest some literary occupa-
tion at this time (for the Dati correspon-
dence see the Milton Papers printed for
the Chetham Society in 1851 by Mr. J. F.
Marsh of Warrington, from manuscripts in
his possession). The first edition of his col-
lected poems was published in 1645, the Eng-
lish and Latin being separately paged. An
ugly portrait by William Marshall is prefixed,
under which Milton, with ingenious malice,

\
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got the artist to engrave some Greek verses
ridiculing it as a caricature. Sonnets written
just after this express the antipathy with
which he now regarded the presbyterians,
In 1647 the number of Milton’s pupils had
slightly increased, according to Phillips.
Phillips, however, is anxious to explain that
he was not a professional schoolmaster. He
was only persuaded to impart learning to the
sons of some intimate friends. Among his
pupils were Cyriac Skinner, grandson by his
mother of Sir Edward Coke, and the second
Earl of Barrymore, son of Lady Ranelagh,
the elder and attached sister of Robert Boyle,
well known to literary circles in London, and
afterwards a friend of Milton. She also sent to
him her nephew, Richard Jones, afterwards
first earl Ranelagh [q.v.] In the autumn
of 1647, however, Milton moved to a small
house in High Holborn, opening at the back
into Lincoln’s Inn Fields. He gave up teach-
ing, and as, in spite of the many claims upon
him, he was able to dispense with this source
of income, it maybe inferred that he had in-
herited a competence from his father.
Milton fully sympathised with the army in
their triumph over the parliamentary and
presbyterian party. His feelings are ex-
pressed in the sonnet to Fairfax upon the
siege of Colchester (August 1648). About
the same time he was composing his dog-
gerel version of the Psalms, of which he
turned eight into rhyme in 1648, adding
nine more in 1653. Ile also employed him-
self upon compiling the ¢ History of Bri-
tain,’ of which he had written four books
{Defensio Secundz). He was recalled to
public affairs by the events which led to the
execution of Charles I. Immediately after
the king’s death appeared his ‘Tenure of
Kings and Magistrates’ (13 Feb. 1648-9),
an argument in favour of the right of the
people to judge their rulers. The newly
formed council of state invited Milton di-
rectly afterwards to become their Latin secre-
tary. Heaccepted the offer at once, and was
sworn in on 15 March 1648-9, His salary

- was 15s. 103d. a day (or 2897 14s. 44d. a

year). - The chief secretary received about
7307, a year. Milton’s chief duty was to
translate foreign despatches into dignified
Latin. He was employed, however, upon a
_number of other tasks, which are fully indi-
cated by the extract from the ¢ Proceedings
of the Council’ given in Professor Masson’s
‘book. Tewas concerned in the various deal-
ings of the government with the press; he
had to examine papers seized upon suspected
persons ; to arrange for the publication of
answers to various attacks, and to write an-
‘swers himself. He also appears as licensing

the official ¢ Mercurius Politicus, of whic:,
Marchmont Needham [q.v.] was the regular’
writer. Needham hecame “a crony’ accord-
ing to Wood, and during 1651 Milton super-
intended the paper, and may probably have
inspired some articles. Stern (bk. iii. 287
297) gives a previously unpublished corre-
spondence of Milton in his official capacity
with Mylius, envoy from Oldenburg. By
order of the House of Commons he ap-
pended ¢ Observations’ to the ¢ Articles of
Peace’ between Ormonde and the Irish, pub-
lished 16 May 1649. Ie was directed also
to answer the ¢ Eikon Basilike,’ written, as
is now known, by John Gauden [q. v.k and
published 9 Feb. 1648-9. Milton’s ¢ Eikono-
lilastes,” the answer in question, appeared
6 Oct. 1649, a work as tiresome as the ori-
ginal, and, like Milton’s controversial works
in general, proceeding by begging the ques-
tion. By the council’s order a French trans-
lation of the ¢ Eikonoklastes’ by John Durie
(1596-1680) [q. v.] was published in 1652,
Milton hints a suspicion that Charles was
not the real author of the ‘Eikon.) He
attacks with special severity the insertion of
a prayer plagiarised from Sidney’s ¢ Arcadia,’
and enlarged this attack in a second edition
published in 1650. The prayer had only
been appended to a few copies of the ¢ Eikon.
This led to the absurd story, unfortunately
sanctioned in Johnson’s ¢ Life, that Milton

| had compelled William Dugard [q. v.], then

|

in prison, to insert the prayer in order to
give ground for the attack. The impossi-
bility of the story is shown by Professor
Masson (iv. 249-50 z., 252). Dugard was
concerned in printing the ¢ Eikon,’ was im-
prisoned upon that ground in February
1649-50, a year after the publication, and,
on being released at Milton’s intervention,
ublished Milton’s book against Salmasius.
}S)almasius (Claude de Saumaise, 1588-1653),
a ‘man of enormous reading and no judg-
ment’ (PATTISON), was now a professor at
Leyden. He had been invited by the Scot-
tish presbyterians to write in their behalf
Charles IT, who was at the Hague, indves
him to write the ¢ Defensio Regia g
Carolo I, published in November 1649. 754
ton was ordered to reply by the coun .o
8 Jan. 1650, and his ¢ Pro Populo Angi o
Defensio’ appeared in March 1650. Ho eg
in his ¢ Behemoth’ (English Works, vi. “es,
says that it is hardly to be judged whi o5
the best Latin or which is the worst re.
ing, and compares them to two declam. ..
made by the same man in & rhetoric stpiq
Milton did not, as has been said, ¢, 4
¢1,0000. for his defence. A hundred pe, ¢
was voted to him by the council of £ .

NS
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but the order was cancelled, Milton having
no doubt refused to accept it. He had
taunted Salmasius (in error apparently) for
having received one hundred jacobuses from
Charles IT, and could not condescend to take
a reward for himself. He finally lost his
eyesight by the work. It had been failing
for some years, and he persisted, in spite of
a physician’s warnings, in finishing his book
(Def. Secunda) at the expense of his eyes.
In a famous sonnet he congratulates himself
on his resolution. His eyes, he says, were
not injured to ¢ outward view.” The disease
was by himself attributed either to cataract
or amaurosis (Paradise Lost, iii, 25), but is
said to have been more probably glancoma
(the fullest account is given in Milton’s letter
to Leonard Philaras or Villeré, 28 Sept.1654).
Salmasius replied in a ¢ Responsio, but he
died at Spa on 6 Sept. 1653, and his book was
not published till 1660. Meanwhile other
attacks had been made upon Milton, An
anonymous pamphlet by John Rowland (Phil-
lips erroneously ascribed it to Brambhall),
¢ Pro Rege et Populo Anglicano’ (1651), was
answered by Milton’s nephew, John Phillips,
and the answer—which,according to Edward
Phillips, was corrected by their uncle—has
" been published in Milton’s works, Peter du
Moulin the younger [q. v.], son of a famous
French Calvinist, attacked Milton with gross
personal abuse in his ¢ Regii Sanguinis Clamor
ad coelum’ (March 16562) (Massow,v. 217—
224. For ‘Du Moulin’s account see Gent.
Mag.1773,pp. 369-70,and his Parerga,1670;
also Woob, Fasti, ii. 195). This was edited
and provided with a dedicatory epistle by
Alexander Morus %:)r More), son of a Scot-
tish principal of a French protestant college.
Milton supposed the true author to be the
nominal editor, whom he had perhaps met at
Geneva, where More was professor of Greek.
Hehad nowbecome a professor at Middleburg.
There were scandals as to More’s relations to
women, especially to a maid of Salmasius,
Milton was ordered by the council to reply
to the ¢ Clamor,” and his answer, the ¢ De-
"ansio Secunda,’ appeared in May 1654. It
s full of savage abuse of Morus, whom
ancon declared to be the author, and to be
be iy of all the immorality imputed to him.
cenrtunately contains also one of the most
caresting of Milton’s antobiographical pas-
(ncs, and an apostrophe to Cromwell and
larr leaders of the Commonwealth, which
thetrates his political sentiments. The ¢ De-
nuro Secunda’ was republished by Ulac, the
updsher of the ¢ Clamor,” in October 1654,
29 .¢Fides Publica, a reply by Morus, which
164afterwards completed by a ¢ Supplemen-

’ in 1655. Morus denied the author-

ship, and Milton in his final reply, ¢ Pro se
Defensio’ (August 1655), to which is subjoined
a ‘ Responsio’ to Morus’s ‘ Supplementum,’
reduces his charge to the statement that, in
any case, Morus was responsible for editing
the book. He had received sufficient testi-
mony from various quarters-to convince him
that Morus was not really the author, had
he been convincible (MassoN, iv. 627-34).
He continued to maintain his other charges,
but happily this was the end of a contro-
versy which had degenerated into mere per-
sonalities,

Milton, upon becoming Latin secretary to
the council, had been allowed chambers in
Whitehall. At the end of 1651 they had
been given to others, and he had moved to
another ¢pretty garden-house’ in Petty
France, Westminster. It afterwardsbecame
No. 19 York Street, belonged to Bentham,
was occupied successively by James Mill and
Hazlitt,and finally demolished in1877. Here
he lived until the Restoration. Milton was
helped in his duties, made difficult on ac-
count of his blindness, successively by a Mr.
‘Weckherlin, by Philip Meadows [q.v.], and
finally by Andrew Marvell. He continued to
serve throughout the Protectorate, though in
later years, after Thurloe becamesecretary and
kept the minutes in a less explicit form, his
services are less traceable. His inability to
discharge his duties fully was probably taken
into account in an order made in 1655, by
which (among other reductions, however) his
salary is reduced to 150/ a year, though this
sum was to be paid for his life. The amount
appears to have been finally fixed at 2007
6. v. 177, 180-3). He could not regularly
attend the council, but despatches requiring
dignified language were sent to him for trans-
lation. The most famous of these were the
letters (dated chiefly 25 May 1655) which
Cromwell wrote to various powers to protest
against the atrocious persecution of the Vau-
dois. The letters were restrained in language
by diplomatic necessities; but Milton ex-
pressed his own feeling in the famous sonnet.

On 12 Nov. 1656 l(iyzle married Catharine
‘Woodcock, of whom nothing more is known
than can be inferred from his sonnet after her
death. She gave birth to a daughter 19 Oct.
1657. The mother and child both died in
the following February (6. v. 376, 382).
A memorial window to her, erected at the
cost of Mr. G. W. Childs of Philadelphia,
in St. Margaret’s, Westminster, was unveiled
on 13 Febh. 1888, when Matthew Arnold
gave an address, published in his ¢ Essays on
Criticism§ (2nd ser. 1888, pp. 56-69). Mil-
ton had a small circle of friends. Lady
Ranelagh is mentioned by Phillips, and there

e A RN e, - . SRRt L) 1
Mg —

sk
N

I ——




Milton

33

Milton

are two letters to her son at Oxford, showing
that Milton disapproved even of the re-
formed university. He also saw Hartlib,

Marchmont Needham, and Henry Oldenburg |

[q. v.], who was tutor to Lady Ranelagh's
son at Oxford. His old pupil, Cyriac Skinner,
and Henry Lawrence, son of the president
of Cromwell’s council, were also friends.
But his most famous acquaintance was
Andrew Marvell, who succeeded Meadows
in 1657, though Milton had recommended
him as early as 1652 as his assistant in the
secretary’s office. There are no traces of
acquaintance with other famous men of the
time, His religious prejudices separated him
from all but a small party, and the lofty
severity of his character probably empha-
sised such separation. It has been vaguely
suggested that Milton procured an offer of
help from the council for Brian Walton’s
Polyglott Bible. Foreigners, however, fre-
quently came to see Milton (PHILLIPS), and,
according to Aubrey, visited England ex-
pressly to see Milton and Cromwell. His
writings upon the regicide were received
with interest by learned men on the con-
tinent, who were surprised that a fanatic
could write Latin as well as Salmasius. It
is said that Milton had an allowance from
parliament, and afterwards from Cromwell,
to keep a ¢ weekly table’ for the entertain-
ment of distinguished foreigners (MirrorD,
Life of Milton, App. p. cxlvi).

Milton retained his secretaryship during
the protectorate of Richard Cromwell and
through the distracted period which inter-
vened before the Restoration. Some brief

amphlets written at this time are a despair-
ing appeal on behalf of a policy which all
R‘ractical men could perceive to be hopeless.

'wo of them, published in 1659, are argu-
ments in favour of a purely voluntary eccle-
siastical system. Inanother,published early
in 1660, he proposes that parliament should
simply make itself perpetual. A second
edition was apparently quashed by the speedy
establishment of the monarchy. Finally, as
late as April 1660, he wrote ¢ Brief Notes,
attacking a royalist sermon. These writings
show that Milton was now inclined to the
old republican party. His republicanism was
anything but democratic. He desired the
permanent rule of the chiefs of the army and
the council, with a complete separation be-
tween church and state, and abstention from
arbitrary measures of government.

At the Restoration Milton concealed him-
gelf in a friend’s house in Bartholomew
Close. He remained there during the long
debates as to the list of regicides to be ex-
cepted from pardon. On 16 June 1660 it
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was ordered by the House of Oo;lm th t
Milton’s ¢Defensio’ and John G(;)OndsWiIf’;
¢ Obstructors of Justice’ should be burnt b,

the common hangman, and that Milton and

{ Goodwin should be indicted by the attorney-

general, and taken into custody by the ser-
geant-at-arms. A proclamation was issued
on ‘13 Aug. ordering the surrender of all
copies of the books named. It states that
both the authors have hitherto concealed
themselves. Milton was arrested in the
course of the summer, but in the next session
it was ordered that he should be released on
peying his fees. Milton protested, through
Marvell, against the excessive amount of the
fees (1502.), and his complaint was referred
to the committee on privileges. The In-
demnity Act freed him from all legal con-
sequences of his actions.

Pattison thinksthat Milton owed his escape
tohis ‘insignificance and harmlessness.” Bur-
net, however, says that his escape caused
general surprise. Pattison’s sense of the un-
practical nature of Milton’s political writings
probably led him to underestimate the repu-
tation which they enjoyed at the time. A
new edition of the ‘Defensio’ had appeared
in 1658, and Salmasius’s posthumous ¢ Re-
sponsio’ was published in September 1660,
Cominges, the French ambassadorin London,
writing to his master on 2 April 1663 of the
condition of English literature, declared that
in recent times there was only one man of
letters —‘un nommé Miltonius qui s'est
rendu plus infime par ses dangereux écrits
que ces bourreaux et les assassins de leurroi’
(JUSSERAND, French Ambassador at the Court
of Charles 11, p. 205). Milton clearly had
enemies who might have sought to make
him an example. Professor Masson has en-
deavoured to construct a history of the nego-
tiations by which such attempts, if made,
may have been frustrated (vi. 162-95). The
only direct statements are by Phillips and
Richardson. Phillipssays that Marvell‘made
a considerable party ’ for Milton in the House
of Commons, and, with the help of other
friends, obtained immunity for him, He adds
incorrectly that Milton was disqualified for
holding office. Richardson, writing in 1734
(Ezplanatory Notes, p. Ixxxix), mentions a
report that Secretary William Morice [q.v.]
and Sir Thomas Clarges [q.v.] ‘mam}ged
matters artfully in his favour” He gives,
however, as the real secret that Milton had
entreated for the life of Sir William I’Ave-
nant [q.v.], and that D’Avenant now re-
tume(g the favour. Richardson heard this
from Pope, Pope heard it from Betterton, and
Betterton from his steady patron, )’ Avenant.

The objection to the anecdote is its neatness.
D
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No good story is quite true. Clarges, as
Monck’s brother-in-law, and Marvell, as
Monck’s intimate friend, had both influence at
the time, and, as Professor Masson also notes,
Arthur Annesley, afterwards first Earl of
Anglesey [q. v.], was a close friend of Milton
in later years, and was at this time a chief
manager of the Restoration and in favour of
lenity. It cannot be now decided how far any
of these stories represents the facts. An in-
credible story of a mock funeral, carried out
by his friends, was given in Cunningham’s
¢ History of Great Britain,’ 1787,1.14. On
regaining his liberty, Milton took a house in
Holborn, near Red Lion Fields (PHILLIPS),
and soon afterwards moved to Jewin Street.
He lost much in money. He had,according
to Phillips, put 2,000Z. into the excise office,
and could never get it out. He lost another
sum invested somewhere injudiciously. He
had to give up property valued at 60Z., which
he had bought out of the estates of Westmin-
ster. Professor Masson calculates that before
the catastrophe hehad about 4,000 variously
invested,and some house property in London,
which, with his official income and some other
investments, would bring him in some 5007.
a year. This may have been reduced to 2007
Milton was frugal and temperate,and Phillips
thinksthat,‘allthings considered, he had still
a ¢ considerable estate’ (Masson, vi. 444-5).
Mrs. Powell renewed her attempts to recover
the property after the Restoration. Hereldest
son finally regained Forest Hill, and Milton
apparently made over the Wheatley estate
to the Powells, though it does not appear
what he received for the old debt, or for his
promised marriage portion of 1,000Z. (z5.
vi. 449-51).

Milton soon found it desirable to take a
third wife who could look after his affairs.
His eldest daughter was in her seventeenth
year, and the household apparently much
mismanaged, when on 24 Feb. 1662-3 he
married Elizabeth Minshull. She was born
on 30 Dec. 1638, and was a cousin of Milton’s
friend, Dr. Nathan Paget, by whom the match
was arranged. The marriage, though not
romantic, was successful. Shortlyafterwards
Milton moved to a house in Artillery Walk,
Bunhill Fields. It was small, but, like all
Milton’s houses, had a garden. He lived
there for the rest of his life, except that, ac-

cording to Richardson, he lodged for a time |

(about 1670) with the bookseller Millington.
During the plague of 1665 Milton retired to
Chalfont St. Giles, Buckinghamshire, where
a ‘pretty box’ was taken for him by the
quaker Thomas Ellwood [q.v.] Ellwood
had been introduced to Milton in 1662 by
Paget; in order to improve his scholarship

he had offered to read Latin books to the
blind man, who became interested in him and
encouraged his studies. Ellwood afterwards
became a tutor in the family of the Pen-
ningtons at Chalfont. The cottage in which
Milton stayed at Chalfont is now preserved,
having been bought by public subscription in
1887, and is the only heouse connected with
Milton which still exists. Ellwood visited
Milton there one day, and received from him
the complete manuseript of ¢ Paradise Lost.’
‘Thou hast said much here of “Paradise
Lost,”” he observed, ¢ but what hast thou to
say of Paradise Found ?’

Blind, infirm, and poor, depressed by the
triumph of the principles which he most de-
tested, Milton had determined to achieve the
great purpose to which from early youth he
had been self-devoted. Hissonnet upon com-
pleting his twenty-third year, and the letter
with which it was accompanied (Massox,
1. 824, first published in Brrcw’s Life), show
that he was then looking forward to some
great work. He had resolved to write a
poem which should be national in character,
and set forth his conception of the provi-
dential order of the world.. At the time of
his foreign journey he had contemplated a
poem upon the Arthurian legend, to which
he refers in the ‘Epistle to Manso’ and the
¢ Epitaphium Damonis,” 1638-9. At the time
of his jottings, however, about 1641, his chief
interest had come to be in a dramatic treat-
ment of the fall of man, although in the
¢ Reasons of Church-Government,’ 16412, he
declares his resolution to take full time for
meditation on a fit subject. Phillips reports
that the opening passage of this, composed
about 1642, was the speech of Satan, which
is now at the beginning of the fourth book
of ¢Paradise Lost” Milton’s controversies
and business distracted his mind from poetry,
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