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FINCH, ANNE.
ViscounTess, d. 1679.

FINCH, ANNE, CouxtEss oF WINCHIL-
SEA (d. 1720), poetess, was the daughter of
Sir William Kingsmill of Sidmonton, near
Southampton, and the wife of Heneage Finch,
second son of Heneage, second earl of Win-
chilsea [g. v.] Her husband succeeded to the
title as fourth earl on the death of his nephew
Charles in1712. Finch wasgentleman of the
bedchamber to James IT when Duke of York,
and his wife maid of honour to the second
duchess. Anne Finch was a friend of Pope,
of Rowe, and other men of letters. Her most
considerable work, a poem on ¢ Spleen,’ written
in stanzas after Cowley’s manner, and pub-
lished in Gildon’s ¢ Miscellany,’ 1701, inspired
Rowe to compose some verses in her honour,
entitled ¢ An Epistle to Flavia. Pope ad-
dressed ¢ an impromptu to Lady Winchilsea’
(Miscellanies, 1727), in which he declared
that ¢ Fate doomed the fall of every female
wit’ before ¢ Ardelia’s’ talent. She replied
by comparing ¢ Alexander’ to Orpheus, who
she said would have written like him had he
lived in London. The only collected edition
of her poems was printed in 1718, containing
a tragedy never acted, called ¢ Aristomenes,
or the Royal Shepherd,’ and dedicated to
the Countess of Hertford, with ¢ an Epi-
logue to [Rowe’s] Jane Shore, to be spolen
by Mrs. Oldfield the night before the poet’s
day’ (printed in the General Dictionary, x.178,
from a manuscript in the countess's posses-
sion). Another poem, entitled ‘The Prodigy,’
written at Tunbridge Wells, called forth
Cibber’s regret that the countess’s rank made
her only write occasionally as a pastime,
‘Wordsworth sent a selection of her poems
with a commendatory sonnet of his own to
Lady Mary Lowther, and remarked in a pre-
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fatory essay to his volume of 1815 that Lady
‘Winchilsea's ¢ nocturnal reverie ’ was almost
unique in its own day, because it employed
new images ‘of external nature’ On her
death, 5 Aug. 1720, she left a number of un-
published manuscripts to her friends, the
Countess of Hertford and a clergyman named
Creake, and by their permission some of these
poems were printed by Birch in the ¢ General
Dictionary.” She leff no children. Her hus-
band died 30 Sept.1726. Her published worls
were: 1. The poem on ‘Spleen,’ in ¢ A New
Miscellany of Original Poems,” published by
Charles Gildon, Eondon, 1701, 8vo; repub-
lished under the title of ¢ The Spleen, a Pin-
darique Ode; with a Prospect of Death, a Pin-
darique Essay,” London, 1709, 8vo. 2. ¢ Mis-
cellany Poems, written by a Lady,’ 1718, 8vo.
[General Dict. x. 178; Biog. Brit. vii. Suppl.
p- 204 ; Cibber’s Lives of the Poets, iii. 321 ; Wal-
pole’s Royal and Noble Authors, ed. Park, iv. 87;
Collins’s Peerage, ed. 1779, 1ii. 282; Cat. of Printed
Books, Brit. Mus.] E T.B.

FINCH, DANIEL, second FEARL oF
NorrineEAM and sixth EARL oF WINCHILSEA
(1647-1730), born in 1647, was the eldest son
of Heneage Finch, first earl of Nottingham
[q.v.], by Elizabeth, daughter of Daniel Har-
vey, a London merchant. Like his father he
was educated at Westminster School, and
proceeded to Christ Church, Oxford, as a
gentleman-commoner in 1662. He left with-
out a degree, entered the Inner Temple, and
was chosen F.R.S. 26 Nov. 1668." He seems
to have been first elected to parliament for
Great Bedwin, Wiltshire, 10 Feb. 1672-3,
but does not appear to have sat till he was
returned by the borough of Lichfield 7 Aug.
1679. He had been made a lord at the
admiralty 14 May. e adhered to the
tory politics of his family, became a privy
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councillor 4 Feb. 1679-80, and was first lord
of the admiralty from 19 Feb. following to
922 May 1684, He was elected M.P. by both
Lichfield and Newtown in March 1681, but
was called to the House of Lords by his
father's death, 18 Dec. 1682. As a privy
councillor he signed the order for the pro-
clamation of James IT, and up to the time of
Monmouth’s insurrection was one of that
king's steadiest supporters, Butthe ecclesias-
tical policy afterwards adopted by the govern-
ment damped the loyalty of the cavaliers and
laid the foundation of that new tory party
which held itself aloof from the Jacobites.
Nottingham came in time to be recognised as
their head. Their distinguishing tenet was
devotion to the established church in pre-
ference even to hereditary right. In thereign
of Anne they were called the Hanoverian
tories, and sometimes known by the nickname
of the ¢ Whimsicals.” Nottingham’s career
was consistent throughout. e was one of
the last men in England to accept the re-
volution settlement; but having once ac-
cepted it, he was one of the very few eminent
statesmen of his time who never seem to
have intrigued against it. Though Swift ac-
cuses him of having corresponded with the
Stuarts, the charge, made ina moment of great
exasperation, is not countenanced by any of
his contemporaries. His private character is
universally represented as stainless. Rowe
tells us that he had an intrigue with an opera
singer, Signora Margaretta, afterwards Mrs.
Tofts. But this was empty gossip. Both his
rinciples and his virtues marked him out to
‘Ee aleader of the clergy, with whom his influ-
ence was unbounded. This influence was the
secret of Nottingham's importance for nearl
a generation after the death of Charles II.
In the spring of 1688 the whigsresolved to
take Nottingham into their confidence, and
invite his eco-operation in the intended revo-
lution. He was for a time inclined to join in
the appeal to the Prince of Orange; but on
second thoughts he declared that he could
take no active part against his rightful sove-
reign. He admitted that his share in their
confidence had given the whigs the right to
assassinate him on breaking with them, and
some of them were rather inclined to take him
athisword. But they ended by relying on his
honour, and had no reason to regret it.
Nottingham was a prominent figure in the
parliamentary debates which followed James’s
flight from England. The tories wereinfavour
of Sancroft’s plan—a regency, that is, during
the minority of the Prince of Wales; and this
was the policy fproposed by Lord Nottingham
in the House of Lords. The motion was only
lost by 61 votes to 49; and then the lords pro-

ceeded to consider the resolution which had
been adopted by the commons declaring the
throne vacant. This was opposed by Notting-
ham, and the resolution was rejected by 55
votes to 41. But the House of Commons re-
fused to give way, and the House of Lords
found it necessary to yield. Nottingham
proposed a modification of the oaths of alle-
giance and supremacy for the sake of tender
consciences, which was accepted by both
houses, and he then fairly threw in his lot
with the new régime, though he still main-
tained in theory his allegiance to the Stuarts.
Nottingham,according to Bishop Burnet, was
the authorof the distinction between the king
de jure and the king de facto, in which the old
cavalier party found so welcome a refuge.

In December 1688 he was made one of the
secretaries of state with charge of the war
department, an office which he retained till
December 1693. One of his first duties was
the introduction of the Toleration Act. He
seems to have sincerely believed it to be con~
ducive to the stability of the church. It left
the Act of Uniformity, the Test and Corpora~
tion Acts, the Conventicle Act, the Five Mile
Act, and the act making attendance at church
compulsory, in full force, only enacting that
on certain conditions dissenters might be ex~
empted from the penalties attaching to the
violation of the law. These conditions were
intended to serve as a test by which dan-
gerous dissenters could be distinguished from
harmless ones. Those, it was thought, who
would subscribe five of the Thirty-nine
Articles, take the oath of allegiance, and sign
the declaration against popery might be safely
trusted. Ten years before, Nottingham, as
a member of the House of Commons, had
framed a bill on much the same lines, which
only failed to become law by an artifice. At
the same time he now brought in a less popular
measure, a comprehension bill, for enabling
dissenters to conform to the church of Eng-
land. The Bishop of London supported the
bill in the House of Lords, where, oddly
enough, it was violently opposed by Bishop
Burnet. But Nottingham would probably
have succeeded in his efforts had it not been
for the dissenters themselves. Those who
were unwilling to accept the compromise
were naturally interested in preventing others
from accepting it, and between the active
hostility of its enemies and the lukewarm
support of its friends, the measure fell to the
ground. An attempt made at the same time
by some members of the whig party to repeal
the Test Act was dropped with it.

‘When William III set out for Ireland in
the summer of 1690 he left behind him a
council of nine, of whom Nottingham was
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one, to act as the advisers of Mary, and it fell
to his lot to bring her the tidings of the battle
of the Boyne. Nottingham,who was admitted
to a greater share of the queen’s confidence
than any other English statesman, always
said that if she survived her husband William
she would bring about the restoration of her
father James. He had,however, bitterenemies
in parliament. He was hated by the extreme
men of both sides, and was perhaps not much
loved evenby those who respected him. Much
discontent was caused by the failure to follow
up the victory of La Hogue in May 1692,
The public threw the blame on Admiral Rus-
sell, the commander of the allied fleet, and
Russell in turn threw the blame on Notting-
ham, from whom he received his orders, A
parliamentary inquiry ended in nothing ; but
Russell was acquitted of all blame by the
House of Commons, though Nottingham was
defended by the lords. The king found it
necessary to do something ; he was very un-
willing to part with Nottingham, and accord-
ingly persuaded Russell to accept a post in
the household, Admirals Killigrew and De-
laval, both tories, being entrusted with the
command of the Channel fleet. They thus
became responsible for the disaster which
happened to the convoy under the command
of Sir George Rooke [q.v.] in the Bay of Lagos
in June 1693, and when parliament met in
November they were forced to retire. Russell
was appointed first lord of the admiralty and
commander of the Channel fleet, and Notting-
ham’s resignation was inevitable. The king
parted from him with great reluctance. He
thanked him forhis past services,and declared
that he had no fanlt to find with him.

Nottingham remained out of office till the
accession of Anne. Six weeks after William's
death (8 March 1702) he was appointed secre-
tary of state, with Sir Charles Hedges for his
colleague. ‘Thougha consistent anti-Jacobite,
Nottingham was a staunch tory. e upheld
during the war of the Spanish succession the
doetrine, thenceforward identified with the
tory policy, that in a continental war we
should act rather as auxiliaries than as prin-
cipals, and that our operations should be ex-
clusively maritime. This opinion, whenever
the opportunity offered, Nottingham upheld
in his place in parliament. But his heart was
in the church question, to which he was ready
to sacrifice even his party allegiance.

As soon as the new parliament assembled
a bill for the prevention of occasional con-
formity was introduced in the House of
Commons by St. John, no doubt after due
consultation with the leader of the church
party. Both the Corporation Act and the
Test Act were designed to keep all places of

public trust or authority in the hands of
members of the church of England. And
the question that arose during the last years
of the seventeenth century was simply this,
whether the evasion of the law by dissenters
should be connived at or prevented. It was
supposed that no honest dissenters would com-
municate according to the rites of the church
of England merely to obtain a qualification for
office, but it was found in practice that the
large majority of them dif s0, and indeed
had been in the habit of so communicating
before the passing of the Test Act. Notting-
ham had shown both in 1679 and 1689 that he
was no bigot, and it is possible that circum-
stances of which we know nothing may have
contributed to make him prefer an aftempt
to enforce the test to the alternative polic
of connivanee at conduct which could hardly
raise the reputation of the occasional con-
formists themselves. Three sessions running,
1702, 1703, and 1704, the bill was passed
through the commons, and Nottingham
exerted himself to the utmost to get it car-
ried through the upper house. But it was all
in vain, and the question was allowed to rest
again for seven years.

Nottingham resigned in 1704, when he
found it impossible to agree with his whig
colleagues. He told the queen that she must
either get rid of the whig members of the
cabinet oraccept his ownresignation. Greatly
to the minister's mortification she decided
on the latter, and from this time Notting-
ham’s zeal as a political tory began to cool,
and the very next year he took his revenge
on the court by persuading some of his tory
friends to join with him in an address to the
crown, begging that the Electress Sophia
might be invited to reside in England. Anne,
who was exceedingly sensitive on this point,
never forgave Nottingham, and he in his turn
continued to drift further and further away
from his old associates. Against Harley he

‘was supposed to nurture a special grudge.

He had committed the grave offence of ac-
cepting the seals which Nottingham had
thrown up, and the ex-secretary was quite
willing to retaliate whenever an opportunity
should occur.

In 1710 the trial of Sacheverell took place.
Nottingham throughout took Sacheverell’s
side, and signed all the protests recorded by
the opposition peers agamst the proceedings
of his accusers.

His rupture with the court may be said
to have been complete when, on the death
of Lord Rochester, lord president of the coun-
cil, in April 1711, the post was conferred on
the Duke of Buckingham. The privy seal,
which became vacant about the same 2time,
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was given to Bishop Robinson, and from
that moment it is no want of charity to con~
clude that Nottingham felt his cup was full,
When it was known that the new govern-
ment were bent on putting an end to the
war, the whig opposition became furious.
But in the House of Commons the tories
had a large majority, and in the House of
Lords the whigs required some help from
the other side. Nottingham was in a similar
predicament with regard to the Occasional
Conformity Bill. He was sure of the com-
mons, but in the upper house he had hither-
to been unsuccessful, and was likely to be
so unless the opposition could be disarmed.
The bargain was soon struck. The whigs
agreed to withdraw their resistance to the
Church Bill on condition that Nottingham
in turn would support them in an attack
upon the government. He readily accepted
an offer which enabled him to gratify his love
of the church and his hatred of the ministry
at the same moment. On 7 Dec. 1711 he
moved an amendment to the address,declar-
ing that no peace would be acceptable to this
country which left Spain and the Indies in
the possession of the house of Bourbon. It
was carried by a majority of twelve, and
Harley and St. John replied by the creation
of twelve new peers.

Nottingham, however, claimed his reward.
A week after the division the Occasional Con-
formity Bill was reintroduced into the House
of Lords, and on 22 Dee. received the royal
assent. It provided that ‘if any officer, civil
or military, or any magistrate of a corporation
obliged by the acts of Charles the Second to
recelve the sacrament, should during his con-
tinuance in office attend any conventicle or
religious meeting of dissenters such person

should forfeit 407, be disabled from holding |

his office, and incapable of being appointed
to another till he could prove that he had not
been to chapel for twelve months.” In this
unprincipled transaction Nottingham, though
sincere enough in his zeal for the church, was
actuated quite as much by jealousy of the
Earl of Oxford as by disapproval of the policy
of Bolingbroke. Nottingham can have had no
concern 1n a tract published i. 1713 bearing
his name. The tract, entitled ¢ Observations
on the State of the Nation,” maintains the
ultra low-church view .1 church government
and doctrine. It was reissuedin the ‘¢ Somers
Tracts’ in 1751 as ¢ The Memorial of the State
of England in Vindication of the Church, the
Queen, and the Administration.’
Nottingham, who probably expected that
the vote of the House of Lords would bring
the ministry to the ground and pave the way
for his own return to office, was mistaken.

It is to his credit that having gained all that
he thought necessary for the church in 1711
he opposed the Schism Bill, which was car-
ried in June 1714 to please the still more
ultra section of the high church tories. Yet
by so doing he again served his own interests,
for it helped to cement his good understand-
ing with the whigs and to insure his being
recommended for high office on the accession
of GeorgeI. The new king landed at Green-
wich on 18 Sept. 1714, and in the first Ha-
noverian ministry Nottingham was made pre-
sident of the council, with a seat in the
cabinet, then consisting of nine peers. Buthe
only held office for about a year and a half.
In February 1716 it was moved in the House
of Lords that an addressshould be presented
to the king in favour of showing merey to the
Jacobite peers, then lying under sentence of
death for their share in the rebellion of 1715.
The government opposed the motion, but
Nottingham supported the address, which
was carried by a majority of five. It produced
no effect, except on the unlucky intercessor,
who wasimmediately deprived of his appoint-
ment, and never again employed in the ser-
vice of the crown. His only parliamentary
appearances of any importance after this date
were in opposition to the Septennial Bill in
1716, and the repeal of the Occasional Con~
formity Bill in 1719. His name appears irx
the protest against the first ; but the second
passed with less difficulty, and no protest
appears on the m'nutes.

After his retirement from office Notting-
ham lived pri cipally at Burley-on-the-Hill,
near Oakhe m, Rutlandshire, a very fine coun-
try seat which had been purchased by his
father from the second Duke of Buckingham,
and which isstill in possession of a branch of
the Finch family. It was here that he wrote
¢ The Answer of the Earl of Nottingham to
Mr. Whiston’s Letter to him concerning the
eternity of the Son of God,” 1721, which re-
stored all hispopularity with the clergy, rather
damaged by his acceptance of office with the
whigs. The pamphlet rapidly reached an
eighth edition, Nottingham died 1 Jan.
1729-30, shortly after he had succeeded to
the earldom of Winchilsea on the decease of
John, fifth earl, 9 Sept. 1729, the last heir in
the elder branch of Sir Moyle Finch, whose
heir Thomas was first earl of Winchilsea [see
under Fixcm, Str Tmomas]. Nottingham
married, first Lady Essex Rich,second daugh-
ter and coheiress of Robert, earl of Warwick,
and secondly Anne, daughter of Christopher,
viscount Hatton. By his first wife he had a
daughter, Mary ; by his second five sons and
seven daughters. Edward Fincli-Hatton,the
youngest son, is separately noticed.
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In person Nottingham was tall, thin,
and dark-complexioned. His manner was so
solemn and the expression of his countenance
was, generally speaking,so lugubrious, that he
acquired the nicknames of Don Diego and Don
Dismal, he and his brother, Heneage, first earl
of Aylesford [q. v.], being known as the Dis-
mals. He figures as Don Diego in the ¢ History
of John Bull’ and in the ¢ Tatler’ (1709), and
Swift in his correspondence is always making
fun of him. He is the subject of a famous
ballad, ¢ An Orator Dismal of Nottingham-
shire,’ by the same eminent hand. When he
Jjoined the whigs in 1711 the ¢ Post Boy’
(6 Dec.) offered a reward of ten shillings
to any one who should restore him to his
friends, promising that all should be forgiven.
Reference is there made to his ¢ long pockets.’

[Macaulay’s Hist. of England ; Stanhope’s Hist.
of England and Queen Anne; Burnet’s Hist. of
his own Time; Somerville’s Hist. of Queen Anne
and Political Transactions; Somers Tracts; Swift’s
Diary and Correspondence; Coxe’s Life of Marl-
borough ; Walpole’s Letters ; Cunningham’s Hist.
of the Revolution ; Wyon's Reign of Queen Anne;
Stoughton’s Religion in England; Doyle’s Baron-
age; Welch’s Alumni Westmonast. p. 570 ; Wood’s
Athenz Oxon (Bliss), iv. 651.] T. E. K.

FINCH, EDWARD (A. 1630-1641),
royalist divine, is said by Walker and others
to have been brother of John, lord Finch of
Fordwich [q.v.], and thus younger son of
Sir Henry Finch [q. v.], by Ursula, daughter
of John Thwaites of I{ent. The genealogists
state that John was Sir Henry’s only son,
but thereis little doubt that they are wrong.
On 9 Dec. 1630 Edward was admitted to the
vicarage of Christ Church, Newgate. Walker
celebrates him as the first of the parochial
clergy actually dispossessed by the committee
for scandalous ministers. A resolution of par-
liament, 8 May 1641, declared him unfit to
hold any benefice. The articles against him
allege that he had set up the communion-
table altarwise, and preached in a surplice;
they also detail a list of charges more or less
affecting his character. Walker, who had not
seen the pamphlet containing the articles and
evidence in the case, makes the best of Finch’s
printed defence, but on Finch’s own showing
there was ground for scandal. Finch died
soon after his sequestration ; his successor,
‘William Jenkyn, was admitted on 1 Feb.
1642, ¢per mort. Finch.” There is a doubt
as to whether he was married. It was said
that he had lived seven years apart from his
wife, but he denied that he had a wife.

Finch published ¢ An Answer to the Ar-
ticles,” &c., London, 1641, 4to. This was in
reply to ¢ The Petition and Articles . . . ex-
hibited in Parliament against Edward Finch,

Viear of Christ's Church, London, and brother
to Sir J. Finch, late Lord Keeper,’ &c., 1641,
4to. This pamphlet has a woodeut of Finch,
and a cut representing his journey to Ham-
mersmith with a party of alleged loose cha~
racters. The main point of Finch’s defence
on this charge was that one of the party was
his sister.

[Walker's Sufferings, 1714, i. 69 sq., ii. 170;
Calamy's Continuation, 1727, i. 17, 18; pam-
phlets above cited. ] A. G.

FINCH, EDWARD (1664-1738), com-
poser, born in 1664, was the fifth son of
Heneage, first earl of Nottingham [q. v.] He
proceeded M.A.in 1679, and became fellow of
Christ’s College, Cambridge. e represented
the university of Cambridge in the parlia-
ment of 1689-90. He was ordained deacon
at York in 1700, became rector of Wigan, was
appointed prebendary of York 26 April 1704,
and resided in the north end of the treasurer’s
house in the Close, taking an active interest
in musical matters, asappears from the family
correspondence. Finch was installed pre-
bendary of Canterbury 8 Feb. 1710. "He
died 14 Feb.1737-8,aged 75, at York, where
a monument erected by him in the minster
to his wife and brother (Henry, dean of
York) bears a bust and inseription to his
memory.

Finch’s ¢ Te Deum’ and anthem, ¢ Grant,
we beseech Thee,” both written in five parts,
are to be found in Dr. Tudway’s ¢ Collection
of Services’ (Harleian MSS. 7337-42); ¢A
Grammar of Thorough Bass,’ with examples,
a manuseript of sixty-six pages,isin the Euing
Library at Glasgow. Of Finch’s manuseript
letters, that addressed to his brother Daniel,
second Earl of Nottingham [q. v.], and dated
Winwick, 12 July 1702, is of interest; he
there enunciates his views of a sinecure and
discusses other questions of preferment.

[Collins’s Peerage, iii. 290; Graduati Canta-
brigienses, 1823, p. 168; Le Neve’s Fasti, iii.
650 ; Dict. of Musicians, 1827, i. 247; Wil.is’s
Survey of Cathedrals, 1742, i. 176; Drake’s
Eboracum, 1736, pp. 518,559, 570; Addit. MSS,
28569 f. 130, 29588 f. 88, 32496 f. 48 b;
Hasted’s Hist. of Cantérbury, 1801, ii. 63 ; Har-
leian MSS. 2264 f. 267, 7342 p. 306; Gent.
Mag. viii. 109; Brown’s Biog. Dict. of Musi-
cians, p. 246.] L M. M.

FINCH, EDWARD (1756-1843), gene-:
ral, fourth son of Heneage, third earl of Ayles-
ford, by Lady Charlotte Seymour, daughter
of Charles, sixth duke of Somerset, was born
on 26 April 1756. He went to Westminster
School as a queen’s scholar in 1768, and was
elected to Trinity College, Cambridge, in
1773, proceeding B.A. in 1777. He entered
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the army as a cornet in the 11th dragoons on
27 Dec. 1778, exchanged into the 20th light
dragoons, and on 7 Oct. 1779 was promoted
lieutenant into the 87th regiment. He ac-
companied this regiment to the West Indies
in January 1780, and served there and in
America until he was promoted lieutenant
and captain into the 2nd or Coldstream guards
on & Feb. 1783, On 11 May 1789 he was
elected M.P. for Cambridge, a seat which he
held for thirty years, and on 3 Oct. 1792 he
was promoted captain and lieutenant-colonel.
He accompanied the brigade of guards to
Flanders under General Lake in 1793, and
served throughout the campaigns under the
Duke of York with great credit. He was
%resent at the actions of Ceesar’s Camp and

amars, in the famous engagement of Lin-
celles, and at the battles of Hondschoten,
Lannoy, Turcoing, and round Tournay. He
remained with his corps until the withdrawal
of the British troops from the continent in
April 1795. He was promoted colonel on
3 May 1796, and nominated to command the
light companies of the guards in Coote’s ex~
pedition to cut the sluices at Ostend [see
CoorE, Sir EYRE, 1762-1824], but was pre-
vented from going by an accidental injury he
received the day before the expedition sailed.
He was present with the guards in the sup-
pression of the Irish rebellion of 1798, and in
1799 commanded the 1st battalion of the
Coldstreams in the expedition to the Helder
and at the battles of Bergen. In the follow-
ing year Finch was appointed to the command
of the brigade of cavalry, consisting of the
12th and 26th light dragoons, which ac-
companied Sir Ralph Abercromby’s army to
Egypt. His regiments hardly came into
action at all in the famous battles of March
1801, for the ground was not well adapted
for cavalry, and he only covered the siege
operations against Alexandria. He received
the thanks of parliament . with the other
generals, and on 1 Jan. 1801 he was pro-
moted major-general. In 1803 he took com-
mand of the 1lst brigade of guards, then
stationed at Chelmsford, consisting of the
1Ist battalion of the Coldstreams and the 1st
battalion 3rd guards, and commanded that
brigade in the expedition to Denmark in
1809, and at the siege of Copenhagen. In
1804 he was appointed a groom of the bed-
chamber to the king, on 25 April 1808 he was
promoted lieutenant-general, and on 3 Aug.
1808 appointed colonel of the 54th regiment.
On 18 Sept. 1809 he was transferred to the
coloneley of the 22nd foot, and on 12 Aug.
1819 he was promoted general. Hisseniority
toLord Wellington prevented him from being
employed in the Peninsula, and he neversaw

service after 1809. He continued to sit in the
House of Commons for Cambridge, through
the influence of the Duke of Rutland, until
December 1819, when he accepted the Chil-
tern Hundreds, and throughout the thirty
years of his parliamentary career his seat was
only once contested, in 1818. Finch, after
1819, entirely retired from public life, and he
died on 27 Oct. 1843, at the age of eighty-
seven, being at the time of his death the sixth
general in order of seniority in the English
army.

[Royal Military Calendar; Hart’s Army List ;
Mackinnon’s History of the Coldstream Guards;
Weleh’s Alumni Westmonast. p. 397 ; Gent. Mag.
December 1843.] H. M. 8.

FINCH, FRANCIS OLIVER (1802-
1862), water-colour painter, son of Francis
Finch,amerchantin Friday Street,Cheapside,
London, was born 22 Nov. 1802, and spent his
boyhood at Stone, near Aylesbury. When
twelve years of age, at that time fatherless,
he was placed under John Varley, with whom
he worked altogether five years, a friend
having paid a premium of 200/. Among his
earliest patrons was Lord Northwick, a patron
of the fine arts, who employed the youth in
making views of his mansion and grounds.
Some time after leaving his master’s studio
the same friend who had assisted in placing
him there afforded him the benefit of a tour
through Scotland. Afterhisreturnhe doubted
for some time whether he should continue
the practice of landscape or enter as a student
at the Royal Academy. He joined Sass’s
life academy and produced several portraits,
but circumstances drawing him back toland-
scape-painting he became a candidate for ad-
mission into the then newly formed Society
of Painters in Water Colours. On 11 Feb.
1822 he was elected an associate, and on
4 June 1827 a member of that society. Ie
first exhibited at the Royal Academyin 1817,
at that period living at 44 Conduit Street,
Bond Street. He married in the spring of
1837, and resided for some time in Charlotte
Street and afterwards in Argyle Square,
Euston Road. On 10 Oct. 1861 Finch lost
the use of his limbs, and died 27 Aug. 1862.
He possessed a fine voice, and was a thorough
musician, as well as a poet. He printed a
collection of sonnets entitled ¢ An Artist’s
Dream.” Among his best works may be
mentioned ¢Garmallon’s Tomb,’ oil (1820);
¢ View of Loch Lomond’ (1822); ¢ View on
the River Tay’ (1827); ¢View of Wind~
sor Castle’ (1829); ¢ View of the College
of Aberdeen’ (1832); scene from Milton’s
¢Comus’ (1835); ‘Alpine Scene, Evening’
(1838); ‘A Watch Tower’ (1840); ¢The
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Thames near Cookham, Berkshire’ (1845);
¢ Ruined Temple, Evening’ (1852); ‘Rocky
Glen, Evening’ (1855); ¢ The Curfew—Gray’s
Elegy’ (1860) ; ¢ Pastoral Retreat’ (1861);
and ‘ Moonlight over the Sea’ (1862). His
portrait has been engraved by A. Roffe.
[Memoir and Remains of F. O. Finch, by Mrs.
E. Finch, London, 1865, 8vo.] T3 .
FINCH, Sir HENEAGE (d. 1631),
speaker of the House of Commons, was the

' fourth son of Sir Moyle Finch of Eastwell,

Kent, and grandson of Sir Thomas Finch
[q. v.] His mother was Elizabeth, daughter
of Sir Thomas Heneage of Copt Hall, Essex,
and granddaughter on the mother’s side of
Thomas, lord Berkeley of Berkeley Castle.
Admitted a member of the Inner Temple in
November 1597, he was called to the bar in
1606. At a by-election in 1607 he was re-
turned to parliament for Rye. He spoke in
July 1610 in the debate on ‘impositions,’
maintaining the following positions: (1)¢that
the king, though upon a restraint for a time,
may impose for a time, much more for ever;’
(2) “‘that he may dispense with a law for ever,
because the law is for ever;’ 83) ¢that he may
make a bulwark in any land, but not take
moneynot to do it;’ (4) ‘that the king hath
power only to make war, If all the subjects
will make war without the king, it is no war’
(Parl. Debates, 1610, Camden Soc., p. 116).
He was one of the lawyers who argued before
the king and council on 6 April 1612 the moot
point ‘whether baronets and bannerets were
thesame promiscuously;” and desiring to give
dignity to the argument, opened ¢with a phi-
losophical preamble, omne principium motus
est intrinsecum,” at which the king, being
much displeased, said: ¢ Though I am a king
of men, yet I am no king of time, for I grow
old with this;’ and therefore, if he had any-
thing to speak to the matter, bade him utter
it. Whereupon Finch, with great boldness,
undertook to prove much, but did nothing
(Hist. MSS. Comam. 10th Rep. App. pt.iv.9).
In 1616 he was employed in conjunction with
Bacon in an attempt to reduce the statute
law to some sort of consistency with itself
(SeEDDING, Letters and Life of Bacon,vi.T1).
In 1620-1 he was returned to parliament for
‘West Looe, otherwise Portpighan, Cornwall.
He took part in the debate of 3 Dec. 1621 on
the Spanish match, supporting the proposal
to petition the king against it (Parl. Hist.
i. 1320). In the preceding February he had
been appointed recorder of London (Index to
Remembrancia, p. 295), and he represented
the city in parliament between 1623 and
1626. On 22 June 1623 he was knighted at
‘Wanstead, and three days later he was called
to the degree of serjeant-at-law. On 8 July

following he was further honoured by the
elevation of his mother, then a widow, to the
peerage as Viscountess Maidstone, with re-
mainder to her heirs male. This honour was
frocured through the interest of Sir Arthur

ngram at the price of a capital sum of
13,900l. and an annuity of 6001, to secure
which Copt Hall manor and park were mort-~
gaged. She was afterwards, viz. on 12 J uly
1628, created Countess of Winchilsea, also
with remainder to her heirs male. She died
in 1633, and was buried at Eastwell under a
splendid monument. Sir Heneage’s eldest
brother, Thomas, succeeded her as first earl
of Winchilsea (cf. art. F1nNcH, Sir THOMAS;
Nicnozs, Progr. James 1, iii. 768, 875, 878;
DuepaLg, Chron. Ser. 105; CoLLiNs, Peerage,
ed. Brydges, iii. 387 ; Cal. State Papers, Don.
1619-23, pp. 223, 623; Hist. MSS. Comm. 4th
Rep. App.2835,2904). On 7 July 1625 Finch
read the report of a committee of the House
of Commons to which had been referred the
consideration of two works recently published
by Richard Montagu, afterwards bishop of
Chichester, viz. ¢ A New Gag for an O1d Goose’
and ‘ Appello Caesarem, which were thought
to savour somewhat rankly of Arminianism
and popery. Theresult of the report was that
the publication of the books was treated as
a breach of privilege and Montagu arrested.
The plague then raging severely, the debtors
in the Fleet petitioned the House of Com-
mons for a habeas corpus. Finch on 9 July
spoke in favour of granting a release, but so
as to save the rights of the creditors. On
9 Aug. he was present at a conference with
the lords touching certain pardons illegally
granted by the king to some jesuits, but 1s
not recorded to have done more than read
the lord keeper’s speech. On 10 Aug. he
spoke in favour of granting the subsidies in
reversion demanded by the king, but advised
that the grant should be accompanied with
a protestation never to do the like upon any
necessity hereafter (Commons’ Debates, 1625,
Camden Soc., pp.47,51,65,94,113; Commons’
Journ.i.805; Parl. Hist. 1i.18-19, 35). On
6 Feb. 1625-6 he was elected to the speaker’s
chair (Commons’ Journ. 1. 816). His speech
at the opening of parliament was divided be-
tween the conventional self-abasement, praise
of the ‘temperate’ character of the laws,
¢ yielding a due observance to the prerogative
royal, and yet preserving the right and liberty
of the subject,’ fulsome flattery of the king,
and denunciation of popery and Spain. In
1628 he was elected to the bench of his inn,
On 10 April 1631 he was nominated ome (,)f
the commissioners for the repair of Sq. Paul’s
Cathedral. He died on 6 Dec. following and
was buried at Ravenstone in Buckingham-
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shire ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1625-6 p. 248,
. 1631-3 pp. 6, 207 ; NicHoLS, Progr. James I,
iil, 768; Parl. Haist. ii. 41). Finch married
twice. His first wife was Frances, daughter
of Sir Edmund Bell of Beaupré Hall, Norfolk,
and granddaughter of Sir Robert Bell [q. v.],
chief baron of the exchequer and speaker of
the House of Commons in the reign of Eliza-
beth. She died on 11 April 1627, and on
16 April 1629 Finch married, at St. Dunstan’s
in the West, Elizabeth, daughter of William
Cradock of Staffordshire, relict of Richard
Bennett, mercer and alderman of London, an
ancestor of the Earls of Arlington. By his
first wife Finch had issue seven sons and four
daughters. His eldest son, Heneage [q. v.],
was lord keeper and first ear] of Nottingham,
Another son, Sir John [q. v.], was a physician.
For the hand of Mrs. Bennett, who brought
Finch a fortune, he had several rivals, among
them Sir Sackville Crow and Dr. Raven, a
conjunction which afforded much amusement,
to the town. Another suitor was Sir Edward
Dering (Coll. Top. et Gen.v.218 ; Proceedings
in Kent, 1640, Camden Soc.) By this lady
Finch had issue two daughters only, viz.
(1) Elizabeth, who married Edward Madison,
and (2) Anne, who married Edward, viscount
and earl of Conway.

Finch compiled ¢ A Brief Collection touch-
ing the Power and Jurisdiction of Bishops,’
which remains in manuseript (Hist. M.SS.
Comm. 4th Rep. App. 353).

[Morant’s Essex, i. 47; Berry's County Ge-
nealogies (Kent), p. 207 ; Hasted’s Kent, iii. 199,
387 ; Official Return of Lists of Members of
Parliament ; Inner Temple Books ; Collins’s Peer-
age, ed. Brydges, iii. 387 ; Manning’s Lives of
the Speakers.] J. M. R.

FINCH, HENEAGE, first EARL oF Nort-
TINGHAM (1621-1682), successively solicitor-
general, lord keeper, and lord chancellor, was
born 23 Dec. 1621, probably at Eastwell in
Kent (Woob, Athene Ozon.), and was the
eldest son of Sir Heneage Finch[q.v.], knight,
recorder of London, and speaker in Charles I’s
first parliament, and of Frances, daughter of
Sir Edmund Bell of Beaupré Hall in Nor-
folk. He was grandson of Elizabeth, created
Countess of Winchilsea by Charles I [see
under Fixcn, S1r THomas], and of
Sir John, lord Finch [q. v.(i|, keeper of the
seals to Charles I. e waseducated at West-
minster School, whence he went to Christ
Church, enteringin the Lent term of 1635. He
then joined the Inner Temple, where he soon
became a distinguished student, with special
proficiency in municipal law. He took no
part in the troubles of the civil war, and
during the usurpation conducted an exten-
sive private practice (COoLLINS, Peerage). Of

this, however, there does not seem to be any
direct evidence. By the time of the Restora-
tion he was evidently well known, for he
was returned for the Convention parliament
both for Canterbury and St. Michael’s in
Cornwall, electing to sit for the former. In
honour of the occasion he was entertained
by the city at a banquet (Hist. MSS. Comm.
9th Rep. 165 4). On 6 June 1660 he was
made solicitor-general, and on the next day
was created a baronet of Ravenstone in Buck-
inghamshire (Corrins, Peerage).  He at once
became the official representative of the court
and of the church in the House of Commons.
In the great debate of 9 July 1660 on the
future form of the church, Finch in an un-
compromising speech treated the matter as
not open to argument, since there was ‘no
law for altering government by bishops ;” he
jeered at ¢ tender consciences, and hoped the

ouse would not ‘cant after Cromwell” On
30 July he urged the expulsion from their
livings of all ministers who had been pre-
sented without the consent of the patrons,
and opposed any abatement in the articles
or oaths. In the matter of the Indemnity
Bill he was deputed by the commons to
manage the conference between the two
houses on 16 Aug., and strongly supported
the exclusion from pardon of the late king’s
judges, a compromise which he felt to be
necessary to secure the passing of the mea-
sure 8o warmly desired by the king and
Clarendon. On 12 Sept. he spoke against
the motion that the king should be desired
to marry a protestant, and on 21 Nov. pro-
posed the important constitutional change
whereby the courts of wards and purveyance
were abolished, and the revenue hitherto
raised by them was for the future levied on
the excise. It is significant of the real ob-
jects of the court that as law officer of the
crown he opposed (28 Nov.) the bill brought
in by Sir Matthew Ilale for giving effect to
the king’s declaration regarding ecclesiasti-
cal affairs by embodying 1t in an act. And
in the debate regarding the ill-conduct of
the troops, on 14 Dec., he spoke against the
proposal to accompany the bill of supply
with a complaint of grievances (Parl. Hust.
vol. iv.) He was of course one of the pro-
secuting counsel in the trial of the regicides
in October 1660, where he is described in one
account as effectually answering Cooke, the
framer of theimpeachment of Charles I (Hist.
MSS. Comm. 5th Rep. 181 ), though by the
reportin thestate trialsheappearsonlytohave
formally opened the case against the prisoner.

In April 1661 Finch was elected to
Charles’s second parliament, both for the
university of Oxford and for Beaumaris in
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Anglesey, electing to sit for the former
(Journals of the House of Commons, 13 May
1661). He was carried by the influence of
Clarendon, whose son Laurence Hyde stood
with him, of the Bishop of Oxford, and of the
heads of houses, against strong opposition
aroused apparently by the conduet of their
former representative, Selden (Cal. State
Papers, 1660-1). He appears to have dis-
appointed his constituents by not assisting
to get rid of the hearth-tax (Woob, Athence
Ozon.) In this year also he was made trea-
surer and autumn reader of the Inner Temple.
He chose as the subject of his lectures, which
excited much attention, lasting from 4 to
17 Aug., the statute of the 39th of Elizabeth,
concerning the recovery of debtsof the crown,
which had never previously been discussed.
The favour in’ which he stood was shown by
the presence of the king and all the great offi-
cers of state at a banquet in his honour on
the 156th in the Inner Temple (¢b.; PEPYS,
Diary ; DUeDALE, Origines Juridiciales). It
dis noticeable that in one matter upon which
Charles seemed really bent, toleration of dis-
sent, he  certainly opposed the court. In
February 1663 he was made chairman of the
committee of the:commons which drew up
in the most uncompromising terms an ad-
dress to the king praying for the withdrawal
of his declaration of indulgence’ (Parl. Hist.
vol. iv.),and in March was the representative
of the house in the conference with thelords
about a bill against the priests and jesuits
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser..1663-4). In
October 1664 he was leading counsel for the
Canary merchants in their endeavour to ac-
quire a new charter (EVELYN, Diary, 27 Oct.)
‘When the house met at Oxford in 1665 he
again vehemently espoused the intolerant
policy of the Anglican church by pressing for-
ward the Five Mile Act; and at the proroga-~
tion he, with Hyde, Colonel Strangways, and
Sir John Birkenhead, received the honorary
degreeof D.C.L. §7 Nov.), having with the two
latter (Commons’ Journals, 31 Oct. 1665), by
order of the commons, communicated to the
university on 31 Oct. 1665 the thanks of the
house for its ‘loyalty in the late rebellion,
especially in refusing to submit to the visi-
tation of the usurped powers, and to take the
solemn league and covenant’ (Cal. State
Papers, Dom. Ser. 1664-5). In the debate
on the Five Mile Act, when Vaughan wished
to add the word ‘legally’ to ¢ commissioned
by him,’ Finch pointed out that the addition
was unnecessary, and his argument was
adopted by Anglesey in the lords, where
Southampton moved the same addition (BUR-
NET, Own Time,i. 225). In the session of
1666 he spoke against the Irish Cattle Bill

(Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ser. 1666-7), and
inOctober 1667 on Clarendon’s impeachment.
The aceount is obscure, but apparently he did
what he could to check the violence of the
commons, insisting on sworn evidence, though
willing that it should be kept secret. On
18 Feb. 1668 he did the court good service
by shelving the bill for holding frequent par-
liaments on the ground of informal intro-
duction (Parl. Hist.); and inthe same month,
in the celebrated Skinner controversy, he
pleaded against Skinner before the lords on
behalf of the East India Company (Prrys,
22 Feb. 1668). In December 1668, on the
motion for impeaching the Earl of Orrery,
he warned the house against acting upon
¢ out-of-door accusation’ (Parl. Hist.) On
10 May 1670 he became attorney-general,
and soon afterwards councillor to Queen
Catherine. He was chamberlain of Chester
from 1673 to 1676. Ie exercised a mode-
rating influence in the debates on the bill
for ¢preventing malicious maiming, which
followed the outrage on Sir John Coventry
[q. v.], and he successfully opposed the
proposal for a double assessment of default-
ing members of the house by the argu-
ment that by tacking it to the subsidy bill
a matter affecting the commons only would
come before the lords. In April 1671 he
conducted with great skill the conferences
between the lords and commons on the sub-
jeet of the iuterference of the former in
money bills, from which dates practically the
cessation of the practice. His ability in the
conduct of this matter was recognised by the
formal thanks of the house. On 6 Feh. 1673
he arguedin favour of the ¢ chancellor’s writs,’
the writs issued for parliamentary elections
during the recess by Shaftesbury, on the
ground that parliamentary privilege was then
dormant, but could not make head against
the determination of the house to suffer no
court interference. 1In the great debate of
10 Feb. on the king’s declaration of indul-
gence, while repudiating the doctrine ad-
vanced by Shaftesbury of a distinction be-
tween the exercise of the royal power in
ecclesiastical and temporal affairs, he de-
fended the legality and expediency of the
declaration. ¢ A mathematical security,” he
said, ¢ we cannot have ; a moral one we have
from the king.” Seeing the temper of the
house, however, he concluded by the illogical
motion that the king be petitioned ¢that it
might be so no more”’ In March 1673 he

assionately opposed the Naturalisation of

oreigners Bill, and in October dlgl his best
in vain to combat the determination of the
commons to refuse further supplies for the
Dutch war (Parl. Hist.)
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On the dismissal of Shaftesbury, Finch be-
came lord keeper of the seals, 9 Nov. 1673,
and as such was made on 4 Jan. 1674 the
unconscious mouthpiece of the first direct
lie which Charles had ventured openly to
tell his parliament (:6.) On 10 Jan. he was
raised tothe peerage as Baron Finch of Daven-
try, from the manor in Northamptonshire of
which he was owner (CoLLINS, Peerage). On
19 Dec. he surrendered the seals, to receive
them again immediately with the higher
title of lord chancellor, the office carrying
with it apparently a salary of 4,000L a year
(Autobiography of Roger North, p. 165). In
the same year he was made lord-lieutenant
of Somersetshire. In 1675 he was, accord-
ing to Burnet, one of the chief arguers for
the non-resisting test (Own Time, i. 383).
As lord chancellor he had at the beginning
of each session to supply an elaboration of
the king’s speech, and this he did, ¢ spoiling
what the king had said so well by over-
straining to do it better’ (Rarru). In this
year he conducted the case of the lords in
the great Fagg controversy. In 1677 he
presided as lord high steward of England on
the trial of the Earl of Pembroke for man-
slaughter (Woobp, Atkene Oxon.) A signal
instance of the adroitness, joined, it should
be said, with unimpeached probity, by which,
almost alone among his contemporaries, he
managed to secure at once permanence in
oftice and freedom from parliamentary attack,
occurred in the matter of Danby’s impeach-
ment. Charles, to the great anger of the
commons, had given Danby a pardon in bar
of the impeachment. The house appointed
a committee, who demanded from Finch an
explanation of the fact that the pardon bore
the great seal. Finch's statement was that
he neither advised, drew, noraltered it; that
the king commanded him to bring the seal
from Whitehall, and being there he laid it
upon the table ; thereupon his majesty com-
manded the seal to be taken out of the bag,
which it was not in his power to hinder;
and the king wrote his name on the top of
the parchment, and then directed to have it
sealed, whereupon the person who usually
carried the purse aftixed the seal to it. He
added that at the time he did not regard
himself as having the custody of the seal
(Parl. Hist. iv. 1114). When the case of
Danby was before the lords he argued for
the right of bishops to vote in trials for trea-
son, and carried his view as to preliminaries,
though not as to final judgment (BURNET,
Own Time, 1. 460 ; CorriNs, Peerage). There
is among Sir Charles Bunbury’s manuscripts
at Bury, Suffolk, a treatise on the king's
power of granting pardons, ascribed with

most probability to Finch (Fist. MSS. Comm.
3rd Rep. 241 ). Some autograph notes, cer-
tainly his, on the Habeas Corpus Act of 1679
belong to Alfred Morrison, esq. (5. 9th Rep.
457 a). He conducted the examination be-
fore the privy council of the ¢party’ lords
who came from Scotland in 1678 to complain
of Lauderdale, and, though evidently holding
a brief for the duke, was unable to shake
their position (BURNET, Own Time, i. 420).
That Finch was not above using the ordi-
nary jargon of court flattery appears in his
exclamation, when Charles tried the experi-
ment of a newly modelled privy council,
¢It looked like a thing from heaven fallen
into his master’s breast.” During the popish
terror Finch apg;ars to have given no offence
to either side. He presided, however, as lord
high steward at the trial of Lord Stafford,
and his conduct formed a pleasing contrast
to that which so often disgraced the courts
in the latter years of Charles’s reign. He
showed personal courtesy to the prisoner,
provided him with all proper means of de-
fence, and pronounced sentence in a speech
greatly admired at the time, ‘one of the best
he had ever made’ (BurRNET, Oun Time,i.
492). He,however, gave his own vote'against
Stafford, and complied so far with the pre-
vailing fashion as to assume the whole truth
of the ‘plot,” and even to father the absurd
cry that London had been burned by the
papists (. i. 492; State Trials). Burnet
accounts for his patronage of the plot asthe
result of fear of parliamentary attack in con-
sequence of his conduct in the matter of
Danby’s pardon (76. ii. 261). Only one slip
doesYinch appear tohave made in his discreet
avoidance of giving offence. In 1679, on re-
ceiving Gregory, the new speaker of the
house, he allowed himself to declare that the
king ¢always supports the creatures of his
power.” Shaftesbury at once fastened on the
expression; Finch was compelled to apolo-
gise, and a resolution was carried not to enter
it upon the minutes of the house (RANKE,
Hist, England, iv. 77). In the great ques-
tion of the succession, Finch was of course
against exclusion. But by Charles’s com-
mand he proposed the middle and entirely
impracticable scheme of ‘limitations’ (:b. iv.
80). On 12 May 1681 he was created Earl
of Nottingham, and died 18 Dec. 1682, in the
sixty-first year of his age, after a life spent in
unremitting official and professional toil. He
was buried at Ravenstone, near Newport
Pagnell in Buckinghamshire, of which place
he was the owner and benefactor (CoLLINS,
Pecrage). e married Elizabeth Harvey,
daughter of Daniel Harvey, merchant of Lon-
don (probably one of the members for Surreyin
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the Convention parliament), by whom he had
a numerous family. The eldest son, Daniel
[q. v.], became second earl. Heneage, the
second son [q. v.], was solicitor-general, and
was created earl of Aylesford. The fifth son,
Edward [q.v.], was a musical composer. Not-
tingham’s favourite residence, Kensington
House, he bought of his younger brother John
[9- v.] His son Daniel [q. v.% sold it to Wil-
liam IIT.

The fact that throughout an unceasing offi-
cial career of more than twenty years, in a
time of passion and intrigue, Finch was never
once the subject of parliamentary attack, nor
ever lost the royal confidence, is a remark-
able testimony both to his probity and dis-
cretion. Iis success in the early part of
the reign arose from the fact that he was
in the first place a constitutional lawyer
of the highest repute, ‘well versed in the
laws’ (BUrRNET, Own Time,i. 365). Dryden
bears the same testimony in ¢ Absalom and
Achitophel,” where he is described as Amri.
These qualifications made him a man of ex-
treme usefulness at a time when the consti-
tution had to be restored after many years
of dislocation. Until he finally left the
house scarcely a committee of importance
was formed on which he was not placed,
usually as chairman. He was appointed to
draw up the letter of congratulation from
the commons to Charles on his arrival in
England; and he had the management of
almost all the important controversies which
were so frequently held with the lords. His
forensic eloquence is testified to on all hands;
though Burnet says he was too eloquent on
the bench, in the lords, and in the commons,
and calls his speaking laboured and affected.
Roger North in his autobiography (p. 198)
confirms this view, saying that his love of
‘a handsome turn of expression gave him a
character of a trifler which he did not so
much deserve.” In the high-flown language
of the time he was named the English Ros-
cius and the English Cicero.

Burnet states to his credit that, though
he used all the vehemence of a special pleader
to justify the court before the lords, yet, as
a judge, Finch carried on the high tradition
of his predecessor, Shaftesbury. In his own
court he could resist the strongest applica-
tions even from the king himself, though he
did it nowhere else. The same historian calls
him ¢ill-bred, and both vain and haughty ;
he had no knowledge of foreign affairs, and
yet he loved to talk of them perpetually.
Burnet’s last words about him are, how-
ever, a recognition of the purity and fitness
of his presentations of clergymen to livings
in the chancellor’s gift. His portrait was

painted by Lely. Tilere is a print by Hou-
braken. i 5 Yoyl
[The chief authorities are the Journals of the
_House of Com_mons ; Wood’s Athenz Oxon. (Bliss),
Iv. 66; Parliamentary History; Burnet’s Own
Time; Colling’s Peerage.] (0,70,

FINCH, HENEAGE, second EiRr or
WiNcHILSEA (d. 1689), was the son of
Thomas, the first earl, whose mother Eliza-
betl} had been created Countess of Winchil-
sea in her widowhood by Charles T (1628).
Heneage, educated at Emmanuel College,
Cambridge, succeeded to the title of Viscount.
;\Iaidstone in 1633, and of Earl of Winchilsea
in 1639. He distinguished himself on the
royalist side during the great rebellion, pro-
viding auxiliary troops (horse and foot) at his
own expense, and supplying ¢ with great
hazard’ Charles IT’s “necessities in foreign
parts” He was a friend of Monck and was
made governor of Dover Castle in 1660,
Upon the Restoration he was created a baron,
by the title of Lord Fitzherbert of Eastwell
(from which family the Finches claimed de-
scent), 26 June 1660, and on 10 July was
appointed lord-lieutenant of Kent. Early in
1661 he went on an important embassy to
Sultan Mahomet Chan IV, and published an
account of it the same year. He remained as
English ambassador at Constantinople eight
years, and on his return journey wrote from
Naples to. the king a description, which was
afterwards printed, of the eruption of Mount
Etna. He was reinstated on his arrival in
England lord-lieutenant of Kent and go-
vernor of Dover Castle, but was, with a long
list of other lieutenants, dismissed from the
former post in 1687. 'When James II was
stopped at Feversham by the Kentish fisher-
men, he wrote to Winchilsea,.who was at
Canterbury, asking him to come to him. The
ear] arrived before night (12 Dec.), and in-
terposed on behalf of the king besides moving
him to a more suitable lodging in a private
house (Add. MS. 32095, f. 298 ; RavrH, His-
tory, 1. 1068). When James fled for the
second time, Winchilsea was one of those
who voted for offering the vacant throne to
William and Mary, and in March 1689 was
again made lord-lieutenant of Kent. He
died in August the same year. He married
four times: (1) Diana, daughter of Francis,
fifth lord Willoughby of Parham ; (2) Mary,
daughter of William Seymour, marquis of
Hertford ; (3) Catherine, daughter of Sir
Thomas Norcliff; (4) Elizabeth, daughter of
John Agyres, esq. Out of twenty-seven chil-
dren sixteen lived to ¢ some maturity.”

His published works were: 1. ¢Narrative
of the Success of his Embassy to Turkey.
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The Voyage of the Right Honourable He-
neage Finch from Smyrna to Constantinople.
His Arrival there, and the manner of his
Entertainment and Audience with the Grand
Vizier and Grand Seignieur,” London, 1661.
2. ‘A true and exact Relation of the late
prodigious Earthquake and Eruption of Mount
Etna, or Mount Gibello, as it came in a Letter
written to his Majesty from Naples. By the
Right Honourable the Earl of Winchelsea,
his Majesty’s late Ambassador at Constanti-
nople, who on his return from thence, visit~
ing Catania, in the Island of Sicily, was an
eye-witness of that dreadful spectacle. To-
gether with a more particular Narrative of
the same, as it is collected out of several
relations sent from Catania. With a View
of the Mountain and Conflagration,” London,
1669, fol.

[Collins’s Peerage, ed. 1779, iii. 280 ; Walpole's
Royal and Noble Authors, ed. Park, iii. 316;
Rycaut's Hist. of the Turks, ii. 97, &e. ; Luttrell's
Relation of State Affairs, i. 422, 575 ; Brit. Mus.
Cat. ; Doyle’s Baronage.] 195 0 158

FINCH, HENEAGE, first EARL oF
AYLESFORD (1647 ?-1719), second son of
Heneage Finch, first earl of Nottingham [q.v.],
was educated at Westminster School and
Christ Church, Oxford. He left the univer-
sity without a degree, and entering the legal
F-ofession was admitted a barrister of the

nner Temple. His name soon became known
as the author of various reports of celebrated
trials and other legal tracts; he was appointed
king’s counsel 10 July 1677, and solicitor-
general in 1679, entering parliament as mem-
ber for the university of Oxford in the same
year. In1686he was deprived of the solicitor-
generalship by James I, and two years later
pleaded as leading counsel on the side of the
seven bishops. IHe sat for Guildford in the
parliament of 1685, again representing the
university of Oxford in the Convention par-
liament of 1689-90, and all subsequent ones
(except that elected in 1698), till his pro-
motion to the peerage in 1703 (Members of
Parliament Blue Book, pt.i.seeIndex). Bur-
net relates that in the debate on the Act of
Settlement of 1701 Finch attempted to alter
the clause for abjuring the Prince of Wales
intoan obligation not toassist him, and pressed
his point ¢ with unusual vehemencein a debate
that he resumed seventeen times in one ses-
sion against all rules’ (BurNET, History of his
own Time, ed. 1823, iv. 537-8 and note). In
Anugust 1702 he was chosen by the university
to present a complimentary address to Queen
Anne on her visit to Oxford, and in 1703 was
created, ¢in consideration of his great merit
and abilities,” Baron Guernsey, and sworn of
the privy council. Burnet remarks that there

were great reflections on the promotion of
Finch and others, to make, it was said, a
majority for the Stuarts in the House of
Lords. In 1711 he also became master of the
jewelhouse. On the accession of George I he
was raised to the peerage, taking the title
of Earl of Aylesford, an estate having been
left to him there, with a large fortune, by his
wife’s father. Besides this new dignity he
was again sworn of the privy council, and
created chancellor of the duchy of Lancaster,
which office he resigned in 1716. He died
22 July 1719, and was buried at Aylesford,
Kent. He married Elizabeth, daughter and
coheir of Sir John Banks of Aylesford, by
whom he had nine children.

His portrait appears in the print engraved
by White in 1689 of the counsel of the seven
bishops.

{Collins’s Peerage, ed. 1779, iv. 316 ; Sharpe’s
Peerage, i. 20; Welch’s Alumni Westmonas-
terienses, p.571; Poynter’s Chronicle, 1703,1711;
Luttrell’s Relation of State Affairs; Burnet’s
History of his own Time, ed. 1823, ii. 106, 897;
Doyle’s Baronage.] E/E B

FINCH, Sir HENRY(d. 1625), serjeant-
at-law, was the second son of Sir Thomas
Finch [q. v.] of Eastwell, Kent, by Catherine,
daughter and heir of Sir Thomas Moyle. His
elderbrother, Sir Moyle Finch, was thefather
of Sir Heneage Finch [q. v.], speaker of the
House of Commons in the reign of Charles I,
whose son Heneage Eq v.], first earl of Not-
tingham, was lord chancellor to Charles II.
Sir Henry Finch was educated, aceording to
‘Wood, ‘for a time’ at Oriel College, Oxford,
where, however, he seems to have taken no
degree, and was admitted of Gray’s Inn in
15677, and called to the bar there in 1585
(DouTHWAITE, Gray's Inn, p. 62). He seems
to be identical with a certain Henry Finch
of Canterbury, who held from the arch-
bishop a lease of Salmstone rectory, except
the timber and the advowson, between 1583
and 1600. In February 1592-3 he was re-
turned to parliament for Canterbury, and
he retained the seat at the election of 1597.
He became an ¢ ancient’ of his inn in 1593,
and the same year was appointed counsel
to the Cinque ports. He was reader at his
innin the autumn of 1604. In 1613 he was
appointed recorder of Sandwich, on 11 June
1616 he was called to the degree of serjeant-
at-law, and nine days later he received the
honour of knighthood at Whitehall (Cal
State Papers, Dom. 1598-1601 p. 533, 1611—
1618 p. 873; Official Return of Lists of
Members of Parliament; DuGDALE, Chron.
Ser. 103 ; N1cuors, Progr. James I, 1ii. 173 ;
Boxs, Collections for a History of Sandwich,
pp. 423, 779). At this time he was en-~
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gaged, in conjunction with Bacon, Noy, and
others, upon an abortive attempt at codifying
the statute law, described by Bacon as ¢ the
reducing of concurrent statutes heaped one
upon another to one clear and uniform law.
About the same time his opinion was taken
by the king on the ¢ conveniency’ of mono-
poly patents, and to him, jointly with Bacon
and Montague, was entrusted the conduct of
the business connected with the patent in-
tended to be granted to the Inns of Court
(SeeDDING, Letters and Life of Bacon,vi. 71,
84, 99). He took part in the argument on
the question whether baronets ranked as
bannerets before the king and council on
6 April 1612 (Iist. MSS: Comm. 10th Rep.
App. pt.iv.9). In 1621 he published a work
entitled ¢ The World’s Great Restauration,
or Calling of the Jews, and with them of all
Nations and Kingdoms of the Earth to the
Faith of Christ,” in which he seems to have
predicted as in the near future the restora-
tion of temporal dominion to the Jews and
the establishment by them of a world-wide
empire. This caused King James to treat
the work as a libel, and accordingly Finch
was arrested in April 1621. He obtained his
liberty by disavowing all such portions of the
work as might be construed as derogatory to
the sovereignand apologising for having writ-
ten unadvisedly. Laud, in a sermon preached
in July 1621, took occasion to animadvert on
the book. It was suppressed and is now
extremely rare (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser.
xi. 127 ; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1619-23,
Ep. 247, 248). He must have been in em-

arrassed circumstances in 1623, as his son
John [q.v.] having become surety for him was
only protected from arrest for debt by an order
under the sign-manual (Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1619-23, p, 515). He died in October
1625, and was buried in the parish church of
Boxley, Kent (Hastep, Kent, iv. 624). By
his wife Ursula,daughter of John Thwaites of
Kent, he was father of John, lord Finch of
Fordwich [q. v.] (BErRrY, County Genealogies
(Kent), p. 206), and of Edward (/. 1630-
1641)[q.v.], royalist divine, whom the genea-
logistsoverlook. Besides the ¢ Great Restaura-
tion,” Finch published a legal treatise of con-
siderable merit entitled ¢ Noporexvia, cestas-
cavoir un Description del Common Leys
d’Angleterre solonque les Rules del Art Pa-
rallelees ove les Prerogative le Roy, &c., &c.,
PerHenrie Finch de Graye’sInne, Apprentice
del Ley,” Lond. 1613, fol. It is dedicated in
remarkably good Latin, ¢ Augustissimo Prin-
cipi omnique virtutum genere splendidissimo
Jacobo Magno Dei gratia Britannize Regi.” It
consists of four books. The first treats of
what is now called jurisprudence, and is

|

mainly devoted to expounding the distinc-
tion between natural and ¢ positive’ law. It
is learnedly written, Plato and Cicero being
frequently cited. The second book deals with
the common law, customs, prerogative, and
statute law; the third with procedure, anc
the fourth with special jurisdictions, e.g. those
of the admiral and the bishop. The treatise
is written in law French. An English ver-
sion, entitled ¢ Law, or a Discourse thereof
in Four Books, written in French by Sir
Henry Finch, Knight, His Majesty’s” Ser-
jeant-at-law, done into English by the same
author,” appeared in London in 1627, 8vo ;
1636, 12mo; 1678, 8vo; and was edited with
notes by Danby Pickering of Gray’s Inn, in
1789, 8vo. It differs in some important par-
ticulars from the original. work. Another
and much closer translation was published
in the last century under the title, ¢ A De-
scription of the Common Laws of England
according to the Rules of Art compared with
the Prerogatives of the King,’ &ec., London,
1759, 8vo. As an exposition of the common
law, Finch’s Law, as it was called, was only
superseded by Blackstone’s ¢ Commentaries,’
so far as it dealt with jurisprudence only by
the great work of Austin. A little abstract
of the work, entitled ¢ A Summary of the
Common Law of England,’ appeared in Lon-~
don in 1673, 8vo.

[Wood’s Athenze Oxon. (Bliss), ii. 387 ; Wool-
rych’sLives of Eminent Serjeants-at-law,i. 391-3;:
Berry’s County Genealogies (Kent).] J. M. R.

FINCH, HENRY (1633-1704), ejected
minister, was born at Standish, Lancashire,,
and baptised on 8 Sept. 1633. He was edu-
cated at the %mmmar schools of Standish and
‘Wigan. Calamy does not say at what uni-
versity he graduated. After preaching in the
Fylde country (between the Lune and the
Ribble) he was presented in 1656 to the vicar-
age of Walton-on-the-Hill, Lancashire, a
parish which then included the town of Liver-
pool. He was a member of the fifth presby-
terian classis of Lancashire, In July 1659
he took a rather active part in the plans
for the rising of the ‘new royalists” under:
Sir George Booth (1622-1684) [q.v.] His
property was seized by the parliamentary
sequestrators, and not restored; but for the:
restoration of the monarchy in the following
year he would probably have lost his bene-
fice. Unable toaccept the terms of the Uni~
formity Act, he was ejected in 1662. He:
retired to Warrington, where he lived for
some years in dependence on his wife’s rela—
tives. - The Five Mile Act (1665) compelled
him to leave, and he settled in Manchester
(not then a corporate town), where he sup-
ported himself by keeping aschool. Both at
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Warrington and Manchester he attended the
ordinary services in the established church,
preaching only occasionally on Sunday even-
ings in his own dwelling to such restricted
gatherings as the law allowed. On the in-
dulgence of 1672he took out a license asa ‘ ge-
neral presbyterian minister,’ and officiated in
the licensed ¢ private oratory’ (Birch Chapel),
which was in the hands of Thomas Birch of
Birch Hall, Lancashire, though the legal
oxvners were the warden and fellows of the
collegiate church of Manchester, On 29 Oct.
1672 he took part in the first ordination con-
ducted by the ejected nonconformists, in the
house of Robert Eaton at Deansgate, Man-
chester. On the outbreak of the Monmouth
rebellion (1685) Finch was imprisoned at
Chester; thiswasprobably the occasionwhen,
as Calamy relates, ¢ they thrust a conformist
into his place’ at Birch Chapel, but ¢ that pro-
ject dropt,’ and Finch was allowed to resume
his ministry.

The Toleration Act (1689) was the means
of calling attention to the insecurity of his
position. Birch Chapel, being a consecrated
place, could not be licensed as a dissenting
meeting-house. Finch, however, stayed on
until the death of Thomas Birch the younger
in 1697, when the chapel was ceded by hisson,
George Birch, to the legal owners. Finch
then preached at licensed houses in Platt and
Birch, till his friends built a meeting-house
at Platt (1700), Finch himself contributing
201, towards the erection, which cost 95/ in
all. The opening discourse was preached by
Finch’s son-in-law, James Grimshaw of Lan-
caster, author of ¢ Rest from Rebels,’ 1716.

Finch was a member of the provincial meet-
ing of united ministers (presbyterian and
congregational) formed in Lancashire in 1693
on the basis of the London ‘agreement’ of
1691, involving a doctrinal subscription. He
preached before this meeting on two occa-
sions, 4 Aug. 1696, and 13 Aug. 1700, both
at Manchester. Calamy acknowledges the
value of Finch’s corrections to his account of
the silenced ministers. It is interesting to
note that, though a strong supporter of the
revolution of 1688, Finch was ¢a charitable
contributor while he 1iv’d’ to the distressed
nonjurors. Finch died on 13 Nov. 1704, and
was succeeded by Robert IHesketh, early in
whose ministry the chapel was conveyed
(25-6 Oct. 1706) in trust for the mainte-
nance of an ¢ orthodox’ ministry.

Perer Fixcu (1661-1754), presbyterian
minister, son of the above, was born on 6 Oct.
1661. On 3 May 1678 he entered the non-
conformist academy of Richard Frankland

.v.] at Natland, Westmoreland. I{e soon
removed to the university of Kdinburgh,where

he graduated M.A. on 16 July 1680. His
first employment was as chaplain in the family
of William Ashurst, afterwards knighted [see
AsHURST, HENRY]. In 1691 he was invited
to become colleague at Norwich to Josiah
Chorley [q.v.]; his first entry in the pres-
byterian register of baptisms is dated 1 June
1692. Ileremained at his post for over sixty-
two years, and survived Edward Crane [q. v.]
and Thomas Dixon the younger [see under
Dixox, Tuomas], both of whom had been
designated as his successor. Himself a strict
Calvinist, he contributed much, by his love
of peace, to preserve concord when doctri-
nal differences threatened to divide his flock.
From 1733 John Taylor, the Hebraist, was
his colleague. He died on his ninety-third
birthday, 6 Oct. 1754, and was buried in the
church of St. Peter Mancroft, Norwich. A
small portrait of him hangs in the vestry of
the Octagon Chapel. Ilis great-grandson,
Peter, was mayor of Norwich in 1827.
[Calamy’s Account, 1713, p. 404 sq.; Con-
tinuation, 1727, i. 564; Monthly Repository,
1811, p. 261; Taylor’'s Hist. Octagon Chapel,
Norwich, 1848, p. 15 sq. ; Booker’s Hist. Ancient
Chapel of Birch (Chetham Soc.), 1858; Cat.of
Edinb, Graduates (Bannatyne Club), 1858;
Halley’s Lancashire Nonconformity, 1869, p.
94, &c. ; Manuscript Minutes of Provincial Meet-
ing of Lancashire Ministers (1693-1700), in pos-
session of trustees of Cross Street Chapel, Man-
chester; papers relating to Platt Chapel, in
possession of G. W. Rayner Wood.] ANGS

FINCH, Siz JOHN, Baroxn Fincm
oF ForowicH (1584-1660), speaker of the
House of Commons and lord keeper, son of
Sir Henry Finch [q. v.], by Ursula, daugh-
ter of John Thwaites, was born on 17 Sept.
1584, admitted a member of Gray’s Inn in
February 1600, and called to the bar on
8 Nov. 1611. Clarendon states that he ¢led
a free life on a restrained fortune,” and that
he ¢ set up upon the stock of a good wit and
natural parts, without the superstructure of
much knowledge in the profession by which
he was to grow’ (Rebellion, Oxford ed. i.
130), and Finch himself, on the occasion of
his instalment as lord chief justice, publicly
confessed that the first six years of his
pupilage were mainly devoted to other pur-
suits than the study of thelaw (RusHwoRTH,
Hist. Coll. ii. 256). In1614 he was returned
to parliament for Canterbury. In 1617 he
was elected a bencher of his inn, where, in
the autumn of the following year, he dis-
charged the duties of reader (DOUTHWAITE,
Gray's Inn, p. 66), Foss says, without giv-
ing his authority, that in 1617 he was elected
recorder of Canterbury. Ie was certainly
recorder of the city in March 1618-19 (Zger-
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ton MS. 2584, . 177), and was dismissed by
the corporation shortly afterwards. The
cause of his removal does not appear. Finch
himself, in a letter dated 4 Jan. 1619, solicit-
ing the interest of Lord Zouch, warden of
the Cinque ports, with the privy council,
from which he had obtained a mandamus
against the corporation for his reinstatement,
speaks vaguely of the ‘ factious carriage’ of
one Sabin (z6. f. 100). The corporation
had refused to obey the order of the privy
council, and it remained as yet unenforced.
On 19 May 1620 the corporation wrote
to the Archbishop of Canterbury and Lord
Zouch praying that they might not be com-
pelled to re-elect Finch, as it would be
¢ against their consciences and their charter,
and greatly to the disquiet of the city” On
28 May, however, they changed their tone,
humbly informing the council that they were
willing tore-elect Mr, Finch as their recorder,’
and craving ¢ pardon for discontenting their
lordships’ (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1619~
1623, pp. 108, 144, 146, 148). Finch was
returned to parliament for Winchelsea in
February 1623—4, but was unseated on peti-
tion on the ground that certain voters had
been excluded by the mayor. A new writ
issued on 19 March, and Finch was re-elected
(Comm. Journ. i. 739). He exchanged Win-
chelsea for Canterbury at the election of
1625. On 31 May the king, and on 13 June
1625 the king and gueen paid a visit to Can-
terbury, and were received with an address
by Finch as recorder. The addresses, notes
of which are preserved in Sloane MS. 1455, ff.
1-6, must have been remarkable only for the
style of fulsome adulation in which they
were conceived. In 1626 he was knighted
and appointed king’s counsel and attorney-
general to the queen (Cal. State Papers,Dom.
1625-6, p. 456; RYMER, Feedera, Sanderson,
xiii, 633, 866). On 17 March 1627-8 he was
elected speaker of the House of Commons,
being still member for Canterbury (Comm.
Journ. i. 872). His speech to the throne,
couched though it was in language of the
most extravagant loyalty, nevertheless con-
cluded with three petitions: (1) that the
house might be assured of the immunity of
its members from arrest, (2) that freedom of
debate might be respected, (8) that access to
the royal person might be granted on suit-
able occasions (Parl. Hist. ii. 225). On
14 April 1628 he presented a petition against
the practice of billeting soldiers on private
citizens. On 5 May he conveyed to the king
the answers of the commons to various royal
messages, in particular to the demand of the
king to know whether the commons would
rest content with his ¢ royal word and pro-

mise’ for the redress of their grievance

Finch expressed on behalf of thegr commorfs:
at once their entire confidence in the royal
word, and their settled conviction that ‘no
less than a public remedy will raise the de-
Jected hearts’ of the people at large (4b. pp.
281, 346). 1In the debate on the royal mes-
sage of 5 June, enjoining the commons not
to meddle with affairs of state or asperse
ministers, Sir John Eliot having risen osten-
sibly to rebut the implied charge of aspersing
ministers, Finch, ¢ apprehending Sir John in-
tended to fall upon the duke’ (Buckingham),
said, with tearsin his eyes: ‘There is a com-
mand laid upon me to interrupt any that
should go about to lay aspersion on the
ministers of state;’ upon which Eliot sat
down, the house, after some desultory con-
versation, resolved itself into a committee of
public safety, and Finch repaired to the king,
from whom next day he brought a concilia-
tory message. On this occasion he seems to
have acted as a mediator between the king
and the commons. Sir Robert Philips, who
replied to theroyal message on behalf of the
house, while expressing himself very cau-
tiously on the general question, lauded Finch
as one who had ‘not only at all times dis-
charged the duty of a good speaker, but of a
good man’ (¢. pp. 402-7; Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1628-9, p. 153). In September and
October 1628 Finch was associated with the
attorney-general, Sir Robert Heath, in in-
vestigating the circumstances attending the
assassination of the Duke of Buckingham
(¢b. pp- 332, 343).  On 25 Feb. 1628-9 Finch
delivered a message from the king command-
ing the adjournment of the house. Several
members objected that adjournment was a
matter for the house to determine, and Sir
John Eliot proceeded to present a remon-
strance on the subject of tonnage-and pound-
age, which Finch refused to read. Eliot
then read it himself. Finch,however, refused
toput the question, and, rising to adjourn the
debate, was forced back into the chair, and
held there by Denzil Holles, Valentine, and
others, Holles swearing ‘God’s wounds he
should sit still till it pleased them to rise.’
Finch burst into tears, exclaiming, ‘I will
not say I will not, but I dare not,” remind-
ing the house that he had been their ¢ faith-
ful servant,’ and protesting ¢ he would sacri-

-fice his life for the good of his country, but

durst not sin against the express command
of his sovereign.’” Meanwhile with locked
doors the substance of Eliot’s remonstrance
was adopted by the house and declared car-
ried. Shortly afterwards parliament was
dissolved, not to meet again for eleven years
(Parl. Hist. ii. 487-91). In 1631 Finch was
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much employed in Star-chamber and high
commission cases (Reports of Cases in the
Courts of Star-chamber and High Commis-
sion, Camd. Soc.) In the autumn of 1633,
the Inns of Court having decided to provide
a grand masque for the entertainment of the
king and queen, by way at once of testify-
ing their loyalty and protesting against the
austere views lately published by Prynne in
his ¢ Histrio-Mastix,” Finch was elected one
of the committee of management. The per-
formance, which took place on Candlemas
day (2 Feb. 1633-4), is described at some
length by Whitelocke, and seems to have
been a very splendid pageant. The masquers
went in procession from Ely House, Holborn,
by way of Chancery Lane and the Strand to
‘Whitehall. The dancing took place in the
palace, the queen herself dancing with some
of the masquers. The revels were prolonged
far into the night, and terminated with a
stately banquet. Finch was subsequently
deputed to convey the thanks of the members
of the four inns to the king and queen for
their gracious reception of the masquers.
The entertainment was afterwards repeated
by royal command in the Merchant Taylors’
Hall (WHITELOCKE, Memoirs, pp. 19, 22).
About the same time Finch was busily en-
gaged in the proceedings taken against
Prynne in the Star-chamber. His speech,in
which he charges Prynne with veiling under
the name of Herodias a libel on the queen, is
reported in ¢ Documents relating to William
Prynne’ (Camd. Soc. pp. 10,11). Attorney-
general Noy dying in the following August
was succeeded by Sir John Banks, and Sir
Robert Heath having been removed from
the chief-justiceship of the court of common
pleas on 14 Sept., Finch was appointed to
succeed him on 16 Oct., having taken the
degree of serjeant-at-law on 9 Oct. Notes
of his speeches on being sworn in as serjeant,
taking leave of Gray’s Inn on 12 Oct., and
being sworn in as chief justice, are preserved
in Sloane MS. 1455, ff. 7-15. These changes
inspired some legal wit with the following
couplet :—

Noy’s floods are gone, the Banks appear,
The Heath is cropt, the Finch sings there.

(Du6DALE, Chron. Ser. 106-7; CroKE, Rep.
Car. p. 375; Cal. State Papers,Dom. 1634-5,

. 221). On the bench Finch distinguished
ﬁimself by the height to which he carried
the royal prerogative, and the severity of his
sentences. Thus a certain James Maxwell
and his wife Alice having been found guilty
in the Star-chamber (17 April 1635) of libel-
ling the king and the lord keeper, and Lord
Cottington proposing a fine of 3,000/ for the

offence against the king and the same sum to
the lord keeper, the lord chief baron moved
to add in the case of the woman a whipping,
in which he was supported by Finch. The
motion, however, was lost. In another Star-
chamber case (27 Jan. 1636-7) one Elm-
stone having been sentenced to imprisonment
and also to stand in the pillory at Westmin-
ster, Finch moved to add that he lose his
ears. The motion was lost. On Prynne’s
second trial (1637) Finch surpassed himself
in brutality. He drew the attention of the
court to the fact' that some remnants of
Prynne’s ears still remained, and moved that
they be cut close, and that he be stigmatised
with the letters S. L. (seditious libeller) on
his cheeks, which proposals were adopted
into the sentence. 1In the case of John Lang-
ton (1638), one of the subordinate officials of
theexchequer, charged with abuse of the royal
prerogative, Finch doubled the fine of 1,000Z
proposed by Lord Cottington, and added the
pillory, imprisonment, and disability to hold
office, in which the rest of the court con-
curred, Archbishop Laud, however, being for
raising the fine to 5,000/. Finch also added
a whipping to the sentence of fine, pillory,
and mutilation proposed by Lord Cottington
for one Pickering, a Roman catholic, found
guilty in 1638 of libelling the king and queén
by calling them Romanists, and sacrilegiously
converting part of a churchyard into a'pig-
sty (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1635 p. 31,
1636-7 p. 398, 1637 p. 214, 1637-8 pp. 384;
474 ; CoBBETT, State Trials, iii. 717, 725).
On 12 Feb. 1636-7 the king®laid before
the judges a case for their opinion on.the
legality of ship-money. The opinion which
they all subscribed, but for which, according
to Clarendon, Finch was mainly responsible,
was to the effect that the king had an uncon-
trolled discretion in the matter. Tothis opinion
Finch and the majority of his colleagues
adhered on the occasion of the trial of Hamp-
den in the exchequer chamber. He delivered a
long &° )somewhat-rambling judgment, con-
clud’ g with the statement that ‘upon 'com-
mon law and the fundamental policy of the
kingdom the king may charge his subjects for
the defence of the kingdom when it is'in dan-
ger,’ and ‘that the king s sole judge of the dan-
ger, and ought to direct the means of defence ”
(ComBETT, State Trials,iii.843,1243). Ofthis
judgment Clarendon says that it made ship-
money ‘more abhorred and formidable than
all the commitments by the council table,
and all the distresses taken by the sheriffs in
England ; the major part of men looking uporm
these proceedings with a kind of applause
to themselves, to see other men punished for:
not doing as they had done; which delight
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was quickly determined when they found
their own interest, by the unnecessary logic
of that argument, no less concluded than
Mr. Hampden's’ (Rebellion, i.127,'180). In
March 1638-9 Finch was sworn of the privy
council, and on 17 Jan. 1639-40 he obtained
through the influence of the queen the place
of lord keeper, then vacant by the death of
Lord Coventry. His appointment was far
from giving universal satisfaction. Thus, Sir
Richard Cave writes to Sir Thomas Roe,
under date 7 Feb. 1639-40: ‘The lord keeper
lkeeps such a clatter in his new place that
they are more weary of him in the chancery
than they were before in the common pleas.’
On 7 April1640he was created Baron Finch of
Fordwich in Kent (ZLetters of Lady Brilliana
Harley (Camd. Soc.), p. 32; Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1639-40 pp. 341, 344, 436, 1640
p. 12). The Short parliament of 1640 was
opened by the king on 13 April with a few
words indicative of the gravity of the situa-
tion, the task of more fully setting forth the
royal wishes and intentions being devolved
upon the lord keeper. After dwelling upon
the magnanimity shown by the king in ¢ se-
questering the memory of all former dis-
couragements,’ and once more summoning a
parliament, Finch proceeded to expatiate upon
the threatening aspect of Scottish affairs, and
the consequent necessity of obtaining imme-
diate supplies. On this theme he again en-
larged on 20 April, but with no effect, the
commons resolving that grievances must take
precedence of supply. On 5 May parliament
was dissolved. One of the first acts of the
Long parliament was the exhibition of articles
of impeachment against Finch. The princi-
pal counts in the indictment were three:
(1) his arbitrary conduct when speaker on
the occasion of Eliot’s motion on tonnage
and poundage ; (2) malpractices on the bench
in 1635 for the purpose of extending the
royal forest in Essex beyond its legal boun-
daries; (3) his conduct in Hampden’s case
(Harleian Miscellany, v.-566-9 ; Somers
- Tracts, iv. 129-32; Trevelyan Papers, Camd.
Soc. iil. 199-200). Finch appeared at the
bar of the House of Commons during the pre-
liminary stage (21 Dec.), and made an ela-
borate speech in his own defence, but took
refuge in Holland before the form of the ar-
ticles was finally determined, arriving at the
Hague on 31 Dec. 1640. According to Cla-
rendon ( Rebellion, i. 311, 526) the house was
¢ wonderfully indisposed to hear anything
against ’ him, though Falkland denounced
him as the ¢ chief transgressor’ in the mat-
ter of ship-money. His estates in Kent and
Middlesex were sequestrated in 1644, being
estimated as of .the annual value of 338!.;
VOL. XIX.

but his wife, Lady Mabel, was permitted to
occupy them at the annual rent of 100l so
long as they should continue in sequestration
(Lords’ Journals, vi. 568 a, vil. 272; Add.
MS. 5494, 1. 206). They scem to have been
sqbsequently redeemed for 7,0001., though
Finch’s name does not appear in Dring’s
¢ Catalogue’ (1733) (Parl. Hist. ii. 528-34,
552-60, 685-98; CoBBETT, State Trials, iv.
18; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1661-2, p. 328).
During his exile Finch seems to have resided
%rincipally at the Hague. Here in 1641

velyn met him, and lodged for a time in
the same house with him, the house, oddly
enough, of a Brownist, where, says Evelyn,
‘we had an extraordinary good table’ (Diary,
26 July and 19 Aug. 1641). Two letters to
Finch, one from Henrietta Maria, the other
from Elizabeth, queen of Bohemia, belonging
to this period, may be read in ¢ Archw®ologia,’
xxi. 474 et seq. %hey are of slight histori-
cal importance, but by the familiarity of their
style serve to show the intimate terms on
which he stood with the writers. A letter to
Sir Christopher Hatton, dated 8 Jan. 1640-1,
announcing his arrival at the Hague (Add.
MSS. 28218 1. 9, 29550 f. 49), was printed in
1641 (Brit. Mus. Cat.*Finch’). Another to
Dr. Cosin, dean of Peterborough, written in
a very inflated style, but not without touches
of humour, is undated, but must have been
written in 1641 or 1642, as it contains a re-
ference to the ¢ danger that hangs over the
head’ of Cosin, viz. the prosecution in the
high commission court for innovating in re-
ligion, which terminated 22 Jan. 1642 in se-
questration. It was printed in 1642 (z3.),
and reprinted in 1844 (Newcastle Reprints
of Rare Tracts, Historical,i.) On 14 July
1647 Finch petitioned the House of Lords
for leave to return home to die in his native
country. The petition was ordered to be
considered, and was entered in the journal
of the house, but no leave appears to have
been granted (Lords’ Journals, vii. 331). In
October 1660 Finch was one of the commis-
sioners for the trial of the regicides, but took
little part in the proceedings. He died on the
97th of the following month, and was buried
in St. Martin’s Church, near Canterbury. As
be left no male issue the peerage became ex-
tinct. Finch married first Eleanor, daughter
of George Wyat; and secondly, Mabel, daugh-
ter of the Rev. Charles Fotherby, dean of
Canterbury. Smith (Obituary, Camd. Soc.,

. 52) calls him a ¢ proud and impious man,
but loyal to his prince” His character has
been painted in black eolours by Campbell_ 3
but though a bigoted supporter of despotic
power, there is no reason to suppose that he

was other than a conscientious man. His
c
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view of the duty of a judge was certainly very
humble, if we may credit the statement of
Clarendon (Rebellion, i. 130) that while lord
keeper he announced his intention of giving
effect on all occasions to the mandates of the
privy council. It has, however, never been
suggested that he was open to pecuniary cor-
ruption. Wood says that he was the author
of a ¢ Manuale Mathematicum,’ curiously
written on vellum with his own hand, for-
merly preserved among the manuscripts in
the Ashmolean Museum (Atkene Ozon. ed.
Bliss, ii. 388), but now missing from the Ash-
molean collection at the Bodleian (Brack,
Cat. p. 1505). He was also one of the first
donors to Gray’s Inn library (DoUTHWAITE,
Gray's Inn, p. 176).

[Berry's County Genealogies (Kent); Camp-
bell’s Lives of the Chancellors; Foss's Lives of
the Judges.] J.M. R.

FINCH, Sir JOHIN (1626-1682), physi-
cian, younger son of Sir Heneage Ifinch,
speaker of the House of Commons [gq. v.],
was born in 1626, and, after education at Mr.
Sylvester's school in the %arish of All Saints,
Oxford, entered Balliol College as a %entlemu.n
commoner and graduated B.A. 22 May 1647.
In 1648 he left Oxford, and graduated M.A.
at Christ’s College, Cambridge, in 1649; then
went to Padua and took the degree of M.D.
inthat university. He became English consul
at Padua, and was made syndic of the univer-
sity. The Grand Duke of Tuscany afterwards
appointed him to a professorship at Pisa. At
the Restoration he returned to England, and
on 26 Feb. 1661 was elected an extraordinary
fellow of the College of Physicians of London.
¢ Obprzclara doctoris Harvei merita,’ say the
college -annals, probably in reference to the
fact that Harvey had been a doctor of physic
of the university of Padua. Lord Clarendon

resented Finch to the king, who knighted

im on 10 June 1661, and on 26 June in the
same year he was created M.D. at Cambridge,
Dr. Carr appearing as his proxy. He was
one of the & ows admittedp by the council
of the Royal Society, in virtue of the power
given them for two months, on 20 May 1663.
The house now called Kensington Palace
belonged to Finch, and in 1661 he sold it to
his elﬁzr brother, Sir Heneage Finch, after-
wards Lord Nottingham. In 1665 he was
sent as minister to the Grand Duke of Tus-~
cany, and in 1672 was promoted to be am-
bassador at Constantinople. On his voyage
thither he stopped at Leghorn and at Malta
to arrange the restitution of some goods be-
longing to the basha of Tunis, which had
been seized by English privateers, On2May
1675 he left flis house in Pera, with a retinue
of one hundred and twenty horses and fifty-

five carts of baggage, and after a nine days’
journey reached Adrianople. The object of
the visit was to obtain the sultan’s confirma-
tionof privileges granted to English residents
in his dominions, and after tedious delays
this was accomplished on 8 Sept. The town
was crowded, and the ambassador, who had
at first wretched lodgings, was later obliged
to live in tents in the fields owing to an
epidemic of plague, of which some of his
household died. He returned to Constanti-
nople, and in 1682 to England. He died of

leurisy on 18 Nov. 1682 in London, whence
Eis body was conveyed by his kinsmen to
Cambridge and there buried,ashe had desired,
near that of his friend Sir Thomas Baines
[q.v.],in the chapel of Christ’s College. Their
friendship is the most interesting circum-
stance oF the life of Finch. It began at
Cambridge, where Henry More the Platonist
introduced Finch, on his migration from Ox-
ford, to Baines, already a member of Christ’s
College. They pursued the same studies and
lived in the same places, both graduated in
medicine at Padua, were admitted fellows of
the College of Physicians of London on the
same day, and were together created doctors
of physic at Cambridge. When Finch had
been knighted he sought the same honour for
Baines, and when he went abroad as an am-
bassador he took Sir Thomas Baines with
him as physician to the embassy. They con-
sulted together on every difficulty, and at
Constantinople were known as the ambas-
sador and the chevalier, and it was considered
as important to secure the influence of the
one as of the other. Thus constant through-
out life they are buried side by side, under
the same marble canopy, and are every year
commemorated asbenefactorsof their college,
where they jointly founded two fellowships
and two scholarships, anxious to encourage
in future generations the formation of friend-
ships at the university as true and as lasting
as their own. ,

{Munk’s Coll. of Phys. i. 208; Pepys’s Di

6th ed. iii. 446; Cambly',idge Universig)27 Calenzz’
1868; North’s Life of the Hon. Sir Dudley North,
Knt., London, 1744; tomb in the chapel oi‘
Christ’s College, Cambridge; Dodd’s Church
History, iii. 257; Wood’s Fasti,

gL
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FINCH, ROBERT (1783-1830), anti-

uary, born in London on 27 Dec, 17
the only son of Thomas Finch, TRS” piy
was educated for a short time at St, Paul’s
School, and at eighteen was admitted at
Balliol College, Oxford. He graduated B.A
1806, M.A. 1809. He was ordained in 1807
and officiated at Maidstone and elsewhere,
In 1814 he went abroad, visiting Porcugal;
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France, Switzerland, Italy, Greece, and the
Holy Land. For several years before his
death he lived in Rome. He died at his
residence, the Palazzo del Re di Prussia, in
Rome, on 16 Sept. 1830, from malarial fever.
Finch had a great love of the fine arts, and
studied antiquities and topography. He left
his library, pictures, coins, and medalsto the
Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, and his plate
to Balliol College. He was a fellow of the
Society of Antiquaries, and a contributor to
the ¢ Gentleman’s Magazine ’and other periodi-
cals, He married in 1820, when in Italy,
Maria, eldest daughter of Frederick Thom-
son of Kensington, but left no issue.

[Gent. Mag. 1830, vol. c. pt. ii. pp. 567-8.]
W. W.

FINCH, ROBERT POOLE (1724-1803),
divine, son of the Rev. Richard Finch, was
born at Greenwich 3 March 1723-4, entered
Merchant Taylors’ School in 1736, and was
admitted a member of Peterhouse, Cambridge,
whence he graduated B.A. 1743, M.A. 1747,
D.D. 1772. He became a preacher of some
eminence, published numerous sermons, and
was also an author of a treatise upon oaths
and perjury, which passed through many
editions. In 1771 he was appointed rector
of St. Michael’s, Cornhill, but resigned in
1784, on becoming rector of St. John the
Evangelist, Westminster. In 1781 he was
made prebendary of Westminster, and re-
taining this appointment until his death,
18 May 1803, was buried in the abbey.

He published in 1788 ¢ Considerations upon
the Use and Abuse of Oaths judicially taken,’
which became a standard work among the
giblications of the Society for Promoting

ristian Knowledge.

[Robinson’s Reg. of Merchant Taylors’ School;
Chester’s Westminster Abbey Reg. p. 469.]R

C.J. R.

FINCH, Sir THOMAS (d. 1563), mili-
tary commander, was second son of Sir Wil-
liam Finch, who wasknighted for his services
at the siege of Terouenne in 1513, and at-
tended Henry VIII with a great retinue in
1520. His mother, his father’s first wife, was
Elizabeth, danghter of Sir James Cromer of
Tunstall, Kent, and widow of Sir Richard
Lovelace. An elder brother, Lawrence, died
without issue, and Thomas succeeded to his
father’s property. He was trained asa soldier,
and in 1553 was engaged in suppressing
‘Wiyatt’s rebellion in Kent. On the day after
Mary’s coronation (2 Oct. 1553) he was
knighted. Soon after Elizabeth’s accession
(1559), Nicholas Harpsfeld [q. v.],archdeacon
of Canterbury, threatened violent resistance
to the new ecclesiastical legislation,and Finch

was despatched to Canterbury to disarm his
household. Earlyin 1563 he was appointed,
in succession to Sir Adrian Poynings, knight-
marshal of the army then engaged in war
about Havre. He at once sent his half-
brother, Sir Erasmus Finch, to take tempo-
rary charge, and his kinsman Thomas Finch
to act as provost-marshal. He himself em-
barked in the Greyhound in March with two
hundred followers, among them James and
John Wentworth, brothers of Lord Went-
worth, another brother of his own, a brother
of Lord Cobham, and a nephew of Ambrose
Dudley, earl of Warwick. When nearing
Havre the ship was driven back by contrary
winds towards Rye. Finch and his friends
induced the captain—¢ a very good seaman,’
says Stow—* to thrust into the haven before
the tide,” and ‘so they all perished’ with the
exception of ‘seven of the meaner sort’
(19 March). The news reached the court
two days later, and produced great consterna-
tion (Cecil to Sir Thomas Smith in WrieHT,
Queen Elizabeth, i. 133). A ballad com-
memorating the misfortune was licensed to
Richard Griffith at the time (CoLLIER, Sta-~
tioners’ Registers, 15657-70, Shakespeare Soc.
73). TFinch was buried at Eastwell, Kent.
inch married Catherine, daughter and
coheiress of Sir Thomas Moyle, chancellor
of the court of augmentations, and thus
came into possession of Moyle’s property of
Eastwell, at his death 2 Oct. 1560. He
owned other land in Kent, and on 9 Dec.
1558 Aloisi Pruili, Cardinal Pole’s secretary,
requested Cecil to direct Finch to allow the
officers of the cardinal, then just dead, to
dispose of oxen, hay, wood, and deer belong-
ing to their late master in St. Augustine’s
Park, Canterbury (Cal. State Papers, Dom.
1547-80, p. 116). His widow remarried Ni-
cholas St. Leger, and died 9 Feb. 1586-7.
Of his children, three sons and a daughter
survived him. The second son, Sir Henry
Finch, serjeant-at-law, is separately noticed.
The third, Thomas, died without issue in the
expedition to Portugal in 1589. The daugh-
ter, Jane, married George Wyatt of Bexley,
son of Sir Thomas Wyatt of Allington, Kent.
Finch’s heir, Moyle, created a baronet 27 May
1611, married in 1574 Elizabeth, daughterof
Sir Thomas Heneage of Copt Hall, Essex;
inherited Eastwell on his mother’s death in
1587 ; obtained a license to enclose one thou-
sand acres of land there, and to embattle his
house, 18 Jan. 1589, and died 14 Dec. 1614.
His widow was created, in consideration of
her father’s services, Viscountess Maidstone,
8 July 1623, and Countess of Winchilsea,
12 July 1628, both titles being granted with
limitation to heirs male. She died ang was
(o}
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buried at Eastwell in 1633. Her eldest son,
Thomas, succeeded her as Earl of Winchilsea.
Her fourth son, Sir Heneage [q. v.], was
speaker of the House of Commons, 1626-31.
[Collins’s Peerage, ed. Brydges, iii. 378-9 ;
Hasted’s Kent, iii. 198-9; Stow’s Chronicle,
1614, pp. 654-5; Wright’s Queen Elizabeth,
i. 127, 133 ; Froude’s Hist. vi. 201; Machyn’s
Diary, pp. 302, 308.1 S. L. L.

FINCH, WILLIAM (d.1613), merchant,
was a native of London. He was agent to
an expedition sent by the East India Com-
pany, under Captains Hawkins and Keel-
ing, in 1607 to treat with the Great Mogul.
Hawkins and Finch landed at Surat on
24 Aug. 1608. They were violently opposed
by the Portuguese. Finch, however, obtained
permission from the governor of Cambay to
dispose of the goods in their vessels. In-
cited by the Portuguese, who seized two of
the English ships, the natives refused to have
dealings with the company’s representatives.
During these squabbles {’ inch fell ill, and
Hawkins, proceeding to Agra alone, obtained
favourable notice from the Emperor Jehang-
hire, Finch recovered, and joined Hawkins
at Agra on 14 April 1610. The two re-
mained at the mogul’s court for about a year
and a half, Finch refusing tempting offers to
attach himself permanently to the service of
Jehanghire. Hawkins returned to England,
but Finch delayed his departure in order to
make further explorations, visiting Byana
and Lahore among other places. Finch
made careful observations on the commerce
and natural products of the districts visited.
In 1612 the mogul emperor confirmed and
extended the privileges he had promised to
Finch and Hawkins, and the East India Com-
pany in that year set up their first little fac-
tory at Surat. Tinch died at Babylon on his
way to Aleppo from drinking poisoned water
in August 1613.

[Purchas; Prévost’s Histoire de Voyages ;
Dow’'s Hist. of Hindostan; Cal. State Papers,
East Indies, 1513-1617, Nos. 449, 649, 650.]

J. B-v.

FINCH, WILLTAM (1747-1810),divine,
son of William Finch of Watford, Hertford-
shire, was born 22 July 1747, entered Mer-
chant Taylors’ School in 1754, and was elected
thence in 1764 to St. John’s College, Oxford.
He graduated B.C.L. in 1770 and D.C.L. in
1775. In 1797 he accepted the college living
of Tackley, Oxfordshire, and in the same
year was appointed Bampton lecturer. He
took as his subject ¢ The Objections of Infidel
Historians and other writers against Christi-
anity.’ The lectures were published in 1797,
together with a sermon preached before the

university on 18 Oct. 1795. Finch, who does
not appear to have published anything else
except a sermon preached before the Oxford
Loyal Volunteers (Oxford, 1798), died 8 June
1810, and was buried at Tackley.

[Robinson’s Reg. of Merchant Taylors’ Sehool,
ii. 114; Oxf. Matr. Reg.; Brit. Mus. Libr. Cat.]
C. J. R.

FINCH-HATTON, EDWARD (d.1771),
diplomatist, was fifth son of Daniel Finch
[q. v.], sixth earl of Winchilsea and second
earl of Nottingham. He proceeded M.A. of
Trinity College, Cambridge, in 1718, was
elected M.P.for his university to every parlia-
ment that met between 1727 and 1764, and
instituted with his fellow-member, Thomas
Townshend, the Members' Prizes in the
university for essays in Latin prose. Heheld
a long succession of diplomatic posts. He
wasenvoy extraordinary and minister plenipo-
tentiary to Sweden; in the same capacity
was present at the diet of Ratisbon, 1723,
and went to the States-Generalin 1724. On
8 Feb. 1724-5 he was appointed to the court
of Poland, and on 11 Jan. 1739 to that of
Russia. Onreturning home he became groom
of the royal bedchamber (1742), master of
the robes (June 1757), and surveyor of the
king’s private woodsin November 1760. He
assumed in 1764 the additional name of
Hatton, under the will of his aunt, Elizabeth
(5 Oct. 1764), daughter of Christopher, vis-
count Hatton. He died 16 May 1771. In
1746 he married Elizabeth, daunghter of Sir
Thomas Palmer of Wingham, Kent, by whom
he had two sons, George (4. 30 June 1747)
and John Emilius Daniel Edward (5. 19 May
1755), besides three daughters. George Wil-
liam [q. v.], the eldest son of Edward Finch-
Hatton’s heir, George, succeeded as tenth earl
of Winchilsea and sixth earl of Nottingham
on the death of his cousin in 1826.

[Colling’s Peerage, iii. 296~7.]

FINCH-HATTON, GEORGE WIL-
LIAM, EArL oF WINCHILSEA AND NOTTING-
HAM (1791-1858), politician, was born at
Kirby, Northamptonshire, on 19 May 1791.
His father, George Finch-Hatton of Eastwell
Park, near Ashford, Kent, M.P. forRochester
1772-84,died 17 Feb. 1828, having marriedin
1785 Lady Elizabeth Mary, eldest danghter of
David Murray, second earl of Mansfield. She
died 1 June 1825. George William, the elder
son, was educated at Christ’s College, Cam-
bridge, where he proceeded B.A. in 1812,
On 13 Oct. 1809 he became a captain in the
Ashford regiment of Kentish local militia, on
14 Dec. 1819 commenced acting as a lieute-
nant of the Northamptonshire regiment of
yeomanry, and on 7 Sept. 1820 was named
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a deputy-lieutenant for the county of Kent.
His cousin, George Finch, ninth earl of Win-
chilsea and fifth earl of Nottingham, having
died on 2 Aug. 1826, he succeeded to these
peerages. He presided at a very large and
influential meeting heldon Pennenden Heath,
Kent, on 10 Oct. 1828, when strongly worded
resolutions in favour of protestant principles
were carried. In his place in the IiIouse of
Lords he violently opposed almost every
liberal measure which was brought forward.
He was particularly noted as being almost
the only English nobleman who was willing
to identify himself with the Orange party in
Ireland, and he was accustomed to denounce
in frantic terms Daniel O’Connell, Maynooth,
and the system of education carried out in
that college. Occasionally he took the chair
at May meetings at Exeter Hall, but his in-
temperate language prevented him from be-
coming a leader in evangelical politics. The
Catholic Relief Bill of 1829 encountered his
most vehement hostility, and ultimately led
to a duel with the Dulke of Wellington. Lord
‘Winchilsea, in a letter to the secretary of
King’s College, London, wrote that the duke,
‘under the cloak of some coloured show of
zeal for the protestant religion, carried on an
insidious design for the infringement of our
liberties and the introduction of popery into
every department of the state.” The duke re-
plied witha challenge. The meeting took place
in Battersea Fields on 21 March 1829, the duke
being attended by Sir Henry Hardinge, and
his opponent by Edward Boscawen, viscount
Falmouth. The duke fired and missed, where-
upon Winchilsea fired in the air and then
apologised for the language of his letter (An-
nual Register,1829, pp. 58-63; STOCQUELER,
Life of Wellington, ii.147-8,with portrait of
‘Winchilsea; STEINMETZ, Romance of Duel-
ling, ii. 336-43). He.was a very frequent
speaker in the lords, and strenuously opposed
the Reform Bill and other whig measures.
He was gazetted lieutenant-colonel comman-
dant of the East Kent regiment of yeomanry
20 Dec. 1830, named a deputy-lientenant for
the county of Lincoln 26 Sept. 1831, and
created a D.C.L. of Oxford 10 June 1834.
He died at Haverholme Priory, near Slea-
ford, Lincolnshire, 8 Jan, 1858,

He was the writer of a pamphlet entitled
¢ Earl of Winchilsea’s Letter to the “ Times,”
calling upon the Protestants of Great Dri-
tain to unite heart and soul in addressing
the Throne for a Dissolution of Parliament,’
1851.

‘Winchilsea was married three times: first,
on 26 July 1814, to Georgiana Charlotte, |
eldest daughter of James Graham, third duke
of Montrose, she died at Haverholme Priory

13 Feb. 1835 ; secondly, on 15 Feh. 1837, to
Emily Georgiana, second daughter of Sir
Charles Bagot, G.C.B,, she died at Haver-
holme Priory 10July 1848; thirdly, on17 Oct.
1849, to Fanny Margaretta, eldest daughter
of Edward Royd Rice of Dane Court, Kent.

[Portraits of Eminent Conservatives and
Statesmen, Ist ser, 1836, with portrait ; Doyle’s
Baronage (1886), iii. 690, with portrait after
T. Phillipps; Carpenter’s Pecrage for the People
(1841), pp. 772-3; Gent. Mag. February 1858
pp. 211-12.] GRENE

FINDEN, EDWARD FRANCIS (1791-
1857), engraver, was younger brother, fellow-
pupil, andcoadjutor of William Finden [q.v.],
and shared his successes and fortunes, H]e
executed some separate works, among early
ones being a set of etchings for Duppa’s * Mis-
cellaneous Opinions and Observations on the
Continent,” 1825, and ¢Illustrations of the
Vaudois in a Series of Views, 1831. He was
also a large contributor of illustrations to the
annuals, books of beauty, poetry, and other
sentimental works then in vogue.  The sepa-
rate engravings executed by him included
‘The Harvest Waggon,’ after Gainshorough ;
‘As Happy as a King, after W, Collins;
¢ Captain Macheath in Prison,’ after G. S.
Newton ; ¢ The Little Gleaner, after Sir W,
Beechey; ¢The Princess Victoria, after
Westall ; ¢Othello telling his Exploits to
Brabantio and Desdemona,’ after Douglas
Cowper, &c. He died at St. John’s Wood,
aged 65, on 9 Feb. 1857.

[Art Journal, 1852 ; Bryan’s Dict. of Painters
and Engravers, ed. Graves; Redgrave’s Dict. of
Artists ; Athenseum, September 1852; Encyel.
Brit. 9th ed.; Brit. Mus. Cat.] iy @

FINDEN, WILLIAM (1787-1852), en-
graver, was apprenticed to James Mitan, an
engraver, one of the articles of his appren-
ticeship being that he was never to be a can-
didate for academy honours; it is probable,
however, that he derived much instruction
from his careful study of the works of James
Heath (1766-1834) [q.v.] He worked chiefly
in conjunction with his younger brother and
fellow-pupil, Edward Finden%q. v.],and was
at first employed in his master’sline of engrav-
ing, illustrating the books published by Sharpe,
Sutton, and others, engraving Smirke’s draw-
ings for ¢ Don Quixote.” This rather cramped
style of book illustration the Iindens de-
veloped to a very great extent. They esta-
blished a large school of pupils, who worked
under their direction, and executed most of
the works which bear the Findens' name, the
Findens confining themselves principally to
supervision, and to giving the few touches
necessary to produce the elaborate finish
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and precision in which their productions ex-
celleﬁ. This mechanical elaboration perhaps
renders their works cold, and prevents their
great excellency from being duly appreciated.
Among the earlier works produced by Wil-
liam F¥inden were the illustrations to Sir
Henry Ellis’s edition of Dugdale’s ¢ History
of St. Paul’s,’ 1818, Dibdin’s ¢ Ades Althor-
piansz,’ 1822, &e. The brothers were both
employed in engraving the Elgin marbles for
the British Museum, and also on the illus-
trations for ¢ The Arctic Voyages’ published
by Murray; Brockedon’s ¢ Passes of the Alps,’
1829 ; Campbell’s ¢ Poetical Works,’ 1828;
and Lodge’s ¢ Portraits,’ 1821-34, They pub-
lished on their own account and at their own
cost in 1833 the illustrations to Moore’s ‘Life
and Works of Lord Byron.” Thislast-named
work created a great sensation. It was fol-
lowed by other works of a popular nature,
¢ The Gallery of the Graces,’ from pictures by
Chalon, Landseer,and others,1832-4; ¢ Land-
scape Illustrations of the Bible,” after Turner,
Callcott, Stanfield, and others, 1834-6 ; ¢ By-
ron Beanties,’ 1834 ; ¢ Landscape Illustrations
to the Life and Poetical Works of George
Crabbe,” 1834 ; ¢ Portraits of the Female
Aristocracy of the Court of Queen Victoria,’
after Chalon, Hayter, and others, 1838-9;
‘Tableaux of National Character, Beauty,
and Costume,’ first edited by Mrs. S. C. Hall,
then by Mary Russell Mitford (among the
contributors of poetry was Elizabeth Barrett,
afterwards Mrs. Browning [q.v.]), &c. The
large profits which thebrothers Finden gained
from these works were risked and finally
dissipated in an ambitious production, ¢ The
Royal Gallery of British Art, 1838, &e.;
this publication, though admirably planned
and beautifully executed, was unsuited to a
public whose taste for annuals and illustra-
tions of poetry had been surfeited to excess.
It was the deathblow to the fortunes of the
twoFindens. William Findendiedawidower
after a short illness on 20 Sept. 1852, in his
sixty-fifth year, and wasburied in Highgate
cemetery ; one of his last acts was to sign a
petition to the queen for the recognition of
the claims of engravers to the full honours
of the Royal Academy. Besides the publi-
cations above mentioned and numerous other
illustrative works he produced some impor-
tant single works, notably the full-length
iortr&it of George IV, painted by Sir Thomas

awrence for the MarcEioness of Conyngham
(a collection of progressive proofs of this en-
graving is in the print room at the British
Museum); ¢ Sheep Washing’and ¢ The Vil-
lage Festival,” by Sir David Wilkie (in the
National Gallery); ¢ The Highlander’s Re-
turn,’ ¢ The Hi;ilander's Home,” and ‘The

Naughty Boy, after Sir Edwin Landseer;
and ‘ The Crucifixion,” after W. Hilton, Fin-
den’s last work, which was purchased by the
Art Union for 1,4702

[For authorities see under FiNnpEN, EDWARD
Fraxcis.] L. C

FINDLATER, ANDREW (1810-1885),
compiler, born at Aberdour, Aberdeenshire,
in 1810, was educated at the university of
Aberdeen, where he graduated and for some
timeattended the divinity classes. Onleaving
college he became schoolmaster at Tillydesk,
and subsequently head-master of Gordon’s
Hospital, Aberdeen. In 1853he began a life-
long connection with the publishing firm of
Messrs, Chambers, Edinburgh. In the same
year was published his essay on ‘Epicurus’in
the ¢ Encyclopaedia Metropolitana.” His first
work for Messrs. Chambers was an edition
of their ¢ Information for the People,” which
appeared in 1857. Shortly afterwards he was
entrusted with the editorship of their ‘Eney-
clopedia,” in which he wrote several articles.
Healso prepared for the ¢ Educational Course’
of the same firm manuals on language, astro-
nomy, physical geography, and physiography,
and put forth new editions of their ¢ Etymo-
logical Dictionary’ and the ‘DMiscellanies.
In addition to these literary productions, he
contributed a series of essays entitled ¢ Notes
of Travel” and various other articles to the
‘Scotsman.” In 1864 he received the degree
of LL.D. from the university of Aberdeen.
His work is characterised by singular clear-
ness of exposition. His handbook on philo-
logy, for which study he had a special liking,
is particularly concise and intelligent. He
diedon 1 Jan. 1885. He married a daughter
of Thomas Barclay, sheriff-clerk of Fifeshire,
who died in 1879.

[Scotsman, 2 Jan, 1885 ; private inform%tion.]

S5,

FINDLATER, CHARLES (1754-1838),
agricultural writer and essayist, was born
10 Jan. 1754 in the manse of West Linton,
Peeblesshire. His grandfather, Alexander
Findlater, was a native of Moray, and-mar-
ried into the famous Scotch family, Kirkaldy
of Grange. Thomas (1697-1778), his son,
was minister of West Linton, but his settle-
ment there in 1729 wasresolutely opposed by
certain of the parishioners, and led to the rise
of a secessionist congregation, which still sur-
vives. Charles was Thomas Findlater’s son
by his second wife, Jean, daughter of Wil-
liam Brown, an Edinburgh bookseller. Ie
graduated at Edinburgh University 14 Nov.
1770. In 1777 he was ordained assistant to
his father, and in 1790 was presented by the
Duke of Queensberry to the neighbouring



’

Findlater

23

Findlay

parish, Newlands, where he lived until 1835,
and then retiring from duty, died at Glasgow
928 May 1838,aged 84. His appointment at
Newlands, like his father’s at West Linton,
wasfopposed, and led to the establishment of
a seceding congregation, which yet exists.
He married (26 July 1791) Janet Hay Russell
{whowas accidentally burnt todeathin 1828).
He was father of the synod of Lothian and
Tweeddale, and was buried at Newlands. A
marble bust of him, executed at the cost of
many admirers, isin the Peebles Art Gallery.

Himself of the moderate theological school,
Findlater’s liberal opinions and neglect of
conventionalities, united with much kind-
ness of heart and intellectual power, marked
him among his brother clergy. The cordi-
ality of his friendship and correctness of his
life were universally acknowledged. He esta-
blished one of the first local savings banks,
and used to carry his account-book for it
regularly with him on his pastoral visitations.
He would sing a song at a cottar’s wedding,
and on many wintry %undays gather his con-
gregation round him in his kitchen and give
them dinner afterwards.

Findlater’s books show him to have been
well read in moral and political economy.
He published: 1. ‘Liberty and Equality; a
Sermon or Essay, with an Appendix on God-
win’s system of society in his “Political Jus-
tice,”” 1800. This sermon, preached at New-
lands, was directed against the ‘new doctrine
of French philosophy, the monstrous doc-
trine of equality.” Few of his parishioners
could have understood a word of it. Yet
some sympathisers with the obnoxious doc-
trine attacked Findlater, and he was obliged
to hide himself until the lord advocate, Sir
James Montgomery, was able to appease the
outery. The sermon was dedicated to Mont-
gomery when printed. 2. ¢‘General View of
the Agriculture of the County of Peebles,
Edinburgh, 1802. This is descriptive rather
than didactic. Hestates that pigeons and bees
are rather disadvantageous than otherwise to
the Peebles farmers from their impoverish-
ing the ground, and, curiously enough, never
mentions in his survey either the game or
the fish of the county. The industry and
sobriety of the inhabitants are commended,
¢ with the exception of a few instances of per-
version of principle, occasioned by the in-
troduction of the French philosophy, and
these chiefly confined to the county town.
3. ¢Sermons or Essays, as the Reader shall
chuse to design them, upon Christian Duties,
1830. In these are contained a plain state-

- ment of some of the most obvious principles

of political economy.” 4. Accounts of West
Linton and of Newlands in Sinclair’s ‘Sta-

tistical Account’ and in the new ¢Statistical
Account.’

[Findlater's Works in the British Museum ;
Dr. Hew Scott’s Fasti Ecclesiz Scoticanz, pt. i.
247, 2563; Presbytery and Synod Records at
Newlands; private information from the Rev.
J. Milne, minister of Newlands.] M. G. W,

FINDLATER and SEAFIELD, fourth
EArL oF. [See OcILvy, JaMES, 1664-1730.]

(18:5‘112N1%LAY’ ALEXANDER GEORGE
s -1875), geographer and hydrographer
born inLondog, 6J ME 1812, W&Si des%;n%ané
of the Findlays of Arbroath, Forfarshire, His
grandfather was a shipowner of that port, who
transferred his business to the river Thames
about the middle of last century. Findlay’s
father, Alexander Findlay, also a geographer,
was born in London in 1790, and bhecame one
of the original fellows of the Royal Geogra-
phical Society on its foundation in 1830,
Among his numerous undertakings success-
fully completed was an atlas sheet of the
environs of London (1829) to a distance of
thirty-two miles from St. Paul’s (upon a
half-inch scale), every line of which was his
own handiwork. He died in 1870. Theson
early devoted himself to the compilation of
geographical and hydrographical works, and
his atlases of ¢ Ancient and Comparative Geo-
graphy’ are known all over the world. In
1851 he completed the revision of Brookes’s
¢Gazetteer, and the same year published his
earliest important work, on the ¢ Coasts and
Islands of the Pacific Ocean, in 2 vols. of
1,400 pages. By the death of John Purdy,
the hydrographer, in 1843, he succeeded to
the foremost position in this branch of nau-
tical research and authorship. Hisresearches
in the kindred science of meteorology further
attracted the attention of Admiral Fitzroy,
who in the earlier days of meteorological in-
vestigation invited him to join an official de-
partment then about to be established, but
Findlay preferred an independent career. In
the course of years of immense labour he pre-
pared and issued six largenautical directories,
which have proved invaluable to the mari-
time world. These directories are accom-
panied by illustrations, charts, &ec., and in-
clude ¢The North Atlantic Ocean, ¢The
South Atlantic Ocean, ¢ The Indian Ocean,’
¢Tndian Archipelago, China, and Japan,’ ¢The
South Pacific Ocean,’ and ¢ The North Pacific
Ocean.’ ¢ These works,” observes Sir Henry
Rawlinson, ‘constitute a monument of in-
dustry and perseverance, and are aceepted as
standard authorities in every quarter of the
globe.” As a cartographer Findlay exhll?xtec’i
2 wide practical knowledge of the sailor’s
requirements which even the hydrographic
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department of the admiralty was not able to
surpass, and he executed a series of charts uni-
versally known and appreciated by the mer-
cantile marine. The Society of Arts awarded
Findlay its medal for his dissertation on ¢ The
English Lighthouse System.” Subsequently
he published ¢ Lighthouses and Coast Fog
Signals of the World.” At the time of Sir
John Franklin’s catastrophe he carefully sifted
all the probable and possible routes, and as a
member of the Arctic committee of the Royal
Geographical Society materially assisted in
preparing the arguments which induced the
government to send out the Alert and Dis-
covery expedition of 1875. On the death of
Laurie, the London geographical and print
publisher, in 1858, Findlay took up his busi-
ness, which soon sprang into renewed activity
under his guidance, and in 1885, on the dis-
})ersal of the navigation business of Van Keu-

en of Amsterdam, founded in 1678, it became
the oldest active firm in Europe for the publi-
cation of charts and nautical works. Find-
lay devoted much time to the labours of his
friend, Dr. Livingstone, in central Africa, and
he also carefully investigated the question of
the sources of the Nile. For the record of the
Burton and Speke explorations in the lake
regions of central equatorial Africa during
1858-9 he constructed a map of the routes
traversed. He also wrote a paper on the con-
nection of Lake Tanganyika with the Nile,
accompanying it by a comparative series of
maps relating to the northern end of the lake.
Findlay served on various committees ap-
pointed by the British Association for the
Advancement of Science, and contributed
the following papers to section E : at Liver-
pool in 1853, ¢On the Currents of the Atlan-
tic and Pacific Oceans;’ Exeter, 1869, ¢ On
the Gulf Stream, and its supposed influence
upon the Climate of N.-W. Europe.’

In 1844 Findlay was elected a fellow of
the Royal Geographical Society, and soon
became an active member of its council and
committees. To the ‘Journal’ of the society
he contributed several papers, as well as to
the ¢ Transactions of the Royal United Service
Institution,’ and to the ¢ Transactions of the
Society of Arts’ Findlay's services were
pronounced equally worthy of remembrance
with thoseof Arrowsmith and Petermann. In
1870 the Societd Geografica Italiana elected
him one of its foreign honorary members.
Findlay’s various publications embrace a total
of no less than ten thousand pages, all of
which are in active use. He died at Dover
on 3 May 1875.

[Royal Geographical Society’s Journal, vol.
xlv. 1875; Athenzum, May 1875; Bookseller,
June 1875 ; private memoranda.]  G. B. S.

FINDLAY,ROBERT,D.D.(1721-1814),
Scotch divine, son of William Findlay of
‘Waxford, Ayrshire, born 23 Nov, 1721, was
educated at Glasgow, Leyden,and Edinburgh,
and was ordained a minister of the kirk of
Scotland in 1744. He had charges succes-
sively at Stevenston (1743), Galston (1745),
Paisley (1754), and St. David’s Church, Glas-
gow (1756), was appointed professor of di-
vinity in the university of Glasgow in 1782,
and died 15 June 1814. He published in the
¢ Library’ for July 1761 ¢ A Letter to the
Rev. Dr. Kennicott vindicating the Jews
from the Charge of Corrupting Deut. xxvii. 4,
which, on Kennicott’s replying in the ¢ Li-
brary,’ he followed up with ¢ A Second Letter
to Dr. Kennicott upon the same subject,
being an Answer to the Remarks in the ¢ Li-
brary ” for August 1761, and a further illus-
tration of the argument” This letter he
sent to the ¢ Library ;’ but the editor of that
magazine having had enough of the contro-
versy, it appeared separately in January1762.
Both letters were signed ‘Philalethes.” A
more ambitious task next engaged Findlay's
attention, viz. an examination of the views
on the credibility of Josephus and the Jewish
and Christian Scriptures propounded by Vol-
taire in his ¢ Philosophie de 'Histoire.” This
work appeared under the title of ‘A Vin-
dication of the Sacred Books and of Josephus,
especially the former, from various misrepre-
sentations and cavils of the celebrated M. de
Voltaire,” Glasgow, 1770, 8vo. Findlay also
published a pamphlet on ¢ The Divine Inspi-
ration of the Jewish Scriptures and Old
Testament,” London, 1803, 8vo.

[Irving’s Book of Eminent Scotsmen; Brit.
Mus. Cat.; Cleland’s Annals of Glasgow, ii.
114; Hew Scott’s Fasti Eecl. Scot. ii. 26, 116,
187, 203.] J. M. R.

FINET or FINETT, Sir JOHN (1571-
1641), master of the ceremonies, was son of
Robert Finet of Soulton, near Dover, Kent,
who died early in 1582. His mother was
Alice, daughter and coheiress of John Wen-
lock, a captain of Calais. His great-grand-
father, John Finet, an Italian of Siena, came
to England as a servant in the train of Car-
dinal Campeggio in 1519, settled here and
married a lady named Mantell, maid of honour
to Catherine of Arragon, John was brought
up at court and commended himself to
James I by composing and singing witty
songs in the royal presence after supper. Sir
Anthony Weldon (Court of King James,
1812, i. 399) credits Finet’s songs with much
coarseness. On17 Jan. 1617-18 he is said to
have offended his master by the impropriety
of some verses that he introduced into a play
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produced at court (Cal. State Papers, Dom.
17 Jan, 1618). Finet was in Paris early in
1610, and sent home an account of the treat-
ment accorded to duellists in France, dated
19 Feb. 1609-10 (see Cott. MS. Titus, C. iv.)
He seems to have been at the time in the
service of Lord-treasurer Salisbury ( Cal. State
Papers, Dom. 29 April 1612). Wood states
that he was in France on diplomatic business
in 1614, but on 15 Dec. 1614 he was reported
in a contemporary news-letter to have just
returned from Spain, whither he had been
despatched to present gifts of armour and
animals to members of the royal family (z5.
15 Dec. 1614). Next year he was with the
king at Cambridge. On 23 March 1615-16
he was knighted, and on 13 Sept. 1619 he
was granted the reversion of the place of
Sir Lewis Lewknor, master of the cere-
monies, whom he had already begun to assist
in the performance of his duties. On 19 Feb.
1624-56 he was granted a pension of 1207,
vacant by the death of Sir William Button,
assistant-master of the ceremonies, and on
18 March 1624-5 he was formally admitted
into Button’s office on the understanding
that on Finet’s promotion to Lewknor’s place
the office should be abolished. On Lewk-
nor’s death Finet succeeded to the mastership
of ceremonies (12 March 1625-6). Thence-
forward Finet was busily employed in en-
tertaining foreign envoys at the English
court, and determining the numerous diffi-
culties regarding precedence which arose
among the resident ambassadors. He wasin-
timate with all the courtiers. Lord Herbert
of Cherbury (Autobiography, ed. S. L. Lee,

. 164) bad made his acquaintance before
1616. In 1636 it was proposed at Oxford
to confer on him the degree of D.C.L., but it
18 doubtful if the proposal was carried out.
Finet died 12 July 1641, aged 70, and was
buried on the north side of the church of St.
Martin’s-in-the-Fields. Sir Charles Cotterell
[q.v.] was his successor at court.

In 1618 Finet married Jane, the ¢lame’
daughter of Henry, lord Wentworth, of
Nettlestead, Suffolk, whose brother Thomas
was created Earl of Cleveland 7 Feb. 1624-5.
By her he had a son, Jobn, and two daugh-
ters, Lucy and Finetta.

Finet was the author of the following:
1. ¢The Beginning, Continvance, and Decay
of Estates. Written in French by R. de Lu-
sing, L. of Alymes, and translated into Eng-
lish by I. F.” (London, 1606); dedication,
signed Iohn Finet, to Richard Bancroft,arch-
bishop of Canterbury: an essay on the his-
tory of the Turks in Europe. 2. ‘Finetti
Philoxenis: some choice observations of S*
Jobn Finett, knight, and master of the cere-

monies to the two last kings, Touching the
Reception and Precedence, the Treatment
and Audience, the Puntillios and Contests
of Forren Ambassadors in England,’ London,
1656. The dedication to Philip, viscount
Lisle, is signed by the editor, James Howell
(9. v.] The incidents described by Finet
chiefly concern the reign of James I. A
manuscript copy of the book belongs to
C. Cottrell Dormer, esq., of Rousham, near
Oxford (Hist. MSS. Comm. 2nd Rep. 83). An
interesting letter from Finet to Lord Clifford
is among the Duke of Devonshire’s MSS. at
Bolton Abbey (6. 3rd Rep. 39). Othersare
at Hatfield and the Record Office. Some
recipes by Finet appear in a manuscript
volume belonging to the late E. P. Shirley
of Ettington Hall, Oxford (2. 5th Rep. 365).

[Wood’s Fasti, ed. Bliss, ii. 492-3 ; Cal. State
Papers, Dom. 1611-41; Berry’s County Gene-
alogies, Kent, p. 449; authorities cited in the
text.] 8. L. L.

FINEUX, Siz JOHN (d. 1525). [See
FyNEUX.]
FINGALL, second EARL oF, [See

PruNkET, CHRISTOPHER, d. 1649.]

FINGER, GODFREY or GOTTFRIED
(A1.1685-1717), composer, a native of Olmiitz
in Moravia, came to England probably about
1685. This date is fixed by the preface to
his first composition, ¢ Sonatee XI1,’ in which
be says that it was the fame of James IT
which led him to bid farewell to his native
land. The work was published in 1688, but
from his calling the king ¢ tutissimum contra
semulos et invidos zoilos patrocinium’ it may
be inferred that he had at that time been
long enough in England to make enemies,
who no doubt resented the intrusion of a
foreigner. The title of his opus primum is
¢Sonatee XII, pro diversis instrumentis . . .
authore Godefrido Finger Olmutio-Moravo
Capelle Serenissimi Regis Magne Britanie
Musico’ (no publisher’s name is given). A
beautifully engraved frontispiece shows the
composer protected by Minerva, offering be-
fore a bust of the king his musical produc-
tion, on which is inscribed the motto, ¢ Puras
non plenas aspice manus.” A false interpre-
tation of this title seems to have given rise
to the impression that Finger was appointed
chapel-master to the king (RosEr NoRrTH,
Memoirs of Musick, ed. Rimbault ; GROVE,
Dictionary), but it is plain that no such office
was claimed in the title, and it is alsoalmost
a matter of certainty that Nicholas Staggins
held the post during the whole period of
Tinger's residence in England. For some time
Finger was no doubt a member of the king's
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band. HisOp. 2 (published by Walsh) con-
sisted of six sonatas for two flutes, and in
1690 he published (privately, according to
Rimbault) ¢ VI Sonatas or Solos, three for
violin and three for flute, dedicated to the
Earl of Manchester. On 5 Nov. 1691 a set
of ¢ Ayres, Chacones, Divisions, and Sonatas
for violins and flutes,” composed by Finger and
John Banister, was advertised in the ‘Lon-
don Gazette’ (No. 2712) as being on sale at
Banister’s house. Shortly afterwards, says
the authority above quoted, he joined God-
frey Keller 1n a set of sonatas in five parts
for flutes and hautboys (PLAYFORD, General
Catalogue,1701). Other instrumental works
are stated by Hawkins to be in Estienne
Roger's catalogue. On 5 Feb. 1693 Finger’s
setting of Theophilus Parsons’s ode on St.
Cecilia’s day was performed ‘at the consort
in York-buildings’ (advertisedin the ‘London
Gazette,” No. 2945). He had already begun
writing music for the theatre, having madea
first attempt in this new capacity in the pre-
vious year, on the production of Southerne’s
¢ Wives’ Excuse’ at Drury Lane. The list
of plays for which he wrote music is, as
far as can be ascertained, as follows: Con-
greve’'s ‘Love for Love, 1695, and ¢The
Mourning Bride, 1697 ; Ravenscroft’s ¢ Anato-
mist, in which was inserted the masque
by Motteux, entitled ¢ The Loves of Mars and
Venus,” 1697 (the musie, written in con-
Jjunction with J. Eccles, was published by
Heptinstall and dedicated to Sir Robert
Howard); N. Lee’s ‘The Rival Queens’ (with
Daniel Purcell); Elkanah Settle’s ¢ Virgin
Prophetess,’ Baker’s ¢ Humours of the Age,’
Mrs. Trotter's ¢ Love at a Loss,” Cibber’s
‘Love makes a Man,’ and Farquhar’s ¢Sir
Harry Wildair,” all in 1701. These were
most probably written, though not performed,
before the ¢ Prize Music, as it was called, was
publicly heard. On 18 March 1699 the
¢ London Gazette ’ contained an advertise-
ment to the effect that ¢several persons of
quality ’ had offered a sum of two hundred
guineas for the best musical settings of a
certain work not named in the advertisement.
This was Congreve’s masque ¢ The Judgment
of Paris,” and the four prizes were to be in
this proportion: one hundred, fifty, thirty,
and twenty guineas. As tohow long a time
was allowed for the work information is not
forthcoming; the successful compositions
were, however, performed early in the new
century. The prizes were awarded in this
order: John Weldon, John Eccles, Daniel
Purcell, and Godfrey Finger. The early au-
thorities seem to agree in considering Finger
to have been the best of the competitors, and
the award is generally explained as the result

of animosity against a foreigner. At this
point of musical history English music en-
joyed for a brief space exceptional popularity.
The foreign element which had made its
appearance with the Elizabethan madrigalists
had died out, and the advent of the Italian
opera and Handel did not take place until
a few years later. The judges of the com-
positions were not masters of the art, but
members of the fashionable world. The Hon.
Roger North says, in recounting the history
of the affair in his ¢ Memoirs of Musick’ (ed.
Rimbault, p. 117): ¢ I will not suppose, as
some did, that making interest as for favour
and partiality influenced these determina-
tions, but it is certain that the comunity of
the masters were not of the same opinion
with them. Mr. G. Finger, a german, and a
good musitian, one of the competitors who
had resided in England many years, went
away upon it, declaring that he thought he
was to compose music for men and not for
boys.” Some authorities allege as the reason
of his departure the inadequate performance
of his work, which Fétis states, but without
giving his source of information, to have
taken place on 11 March 1701. In 1702 he
was appointed chamber-musician to Sophia
Charlotte, queen of Prussia, and for some
years he lived at Breslau. After the queen’s
death an opera, ‘Der Sieg der Schonheit iiber
die Helden, was performed in Berlin in De-
cember 1706. It was composed by Finger
and A. R. Stricker, and the ballets were by
Volumier. He is said to have produced an-
other opera, ¢ Roxane’ (Telemann’s account,
quoted by MarTHESON), but the fact that
Stricker wrote an opera, ¢ Alexanders und
Roxanens Heirath, produced at Berlin in
1708, makes it uncertain whether Telemann
was not in error, especially as he does not
express his meaning very lucidly. In 1717
he was appointed chapel-master at the court
of Gotha. He is said to have held the
title of ¢ Churpfalzischer Kammerrath’at the
time of his death, but the date is not forth-
coming.

[Sonatze XII, &ec., title quoted above; Hon.
Roger North’s Memoirs of Musick, ed. Rim-
bault, 1846, p. 117 et seq. and notes; Grove's
Dict. i. 524, &c.; Burney’s Hist. iii. 579, iv.
632 ; Hawkins’s Hist. (ed. 1853), 701, 764, 824 ;
London Gazette, references given above ; ‘Fétis's
Dictionnaire, sub voce ; Mattheson’s Grundlage
einer Ehrenpforte, Hamburg, 1740, p. 362 ;
Schneider’s Geschichte der Oper, &e., 1852, pp.
23,24; Addit. MS. in Brit. Mus. 31466, consisting
of sixty-six sonatas for violin, thirteen of which
are by Finger. Manuscript scores of the music
in the ‘Rival Queens’ and the ¢ Virgin Prophetess’
are in the Fitzwilliam Museum at Cambridge.]

J. AP
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FINGLAS, PATRICK (. 1535), Irish
judge, was appointed baron of the exchequer
in Ireland by Henry VIII in or before 1520,
and afterwards, by patent dated at Westmin-
ster 8 May 15634, he was constituted chief
Jjustice of the king’s bench in that kingdom
in the place of Sir Bartholomew Dillon. He
resigned the latter office in or before 1535.

He wrote ‘A Breviat of the getting of
Ireland, and of the Decaie of the same.
Printed in Harris’s ¢ Hibernica,” edit. 1770,
i. 79-103. It appears that the original ma-
nuscript of this work is in the Public Record
Office (State Papers, Henry VIII, Ireland,
vol. xii. art. 7). It isdescribedin the calendar
as ¢ An Historical Dissertation on the Con-
quest of Ireland, the decay of that land, and
measures proposed to remedy the grievances
thereof arising from the oppressions of the
Irish nobility.

[Ware's Writers of Ireland (Harris), p. 93;
Liber Hiberniz, ii. 30, 49; Cal. of State Papers
relating to Ireland, 1509-73 (Hamilton), pp. 3,
9, 14, 161.] D)

FINGLOW, JOHN (d. 1586), catholic
divine, born at Barnby, near Howden, York-
shire, was educated at the English College
of Douay, during its temporary removal to
Rheims, where he was ordained priest on
25 March 1581. Being sent on the mission
he laboured zealously in the north of Eng-
land until he was apprehended and com-
mitted to the Ousebridge Kidcote at York.
He was tried and convicted of high treason,
for being a priest made by Roman authority,
and for having reconciled some of the queen’s
subjects to the catholic church. He was
executed at York on 8 Aug. 1586.

[Douay Diaries, pp. 10, 28, 160, 176, 178,
261, 293 ; Challoner’s Missionary Priests (1741),
j. 183; Dodd’s Church Hist, ii. 106; Morris’s
Troubles of our Catholic Forefathers, 3rd sex(-)ies;

Stanton’s Menology, p. 387.]

FININGHAM, ROBERT bk (d. 1460),
a brother in the Franciscan or Greyfriars’
monastery at Norwich, where he was also
educated, was born at Finingham in Suffoll,
and flourished in the reign of Henry VI.
He was a very learned man, skilled, as Pits
expresses it, in all liberal arts, excelling es-
pecially in canon law, and was the author
of numerous Latin works. The chief pur-
%ose of his writings was in defence of the

ranciscans against the common accusation
that their profession of poverty was hypo-
critical. The titles given of his works are
as follows: 1. ‘ProOrdine Minorum.” 2.¢Pro
dignitate Status eorum.” 3. ‘Casus Conci-
liorum Anglize” 4.°¢De CasibusDecretorum.’
5, ‘De Casibus Decretalium.” 6. ‘De Extra-

vagantibus” 7.¢De Excommunicationibus.’
Tanner describes a manuscript of the last in
Bishop Moore’s library, now in the Cambridge
University Library (E. e, v. 11).

[Pits, De Angli Scriptt. p. 652 ; Bale's Seriptt.
Brit. cent. viii. § 23 ; Tanner’s Bibl, Brit. p. 280 ;
Blomefield’s Hist. of Norfolk, iv.113 ; Wadding’s
Seriptt. Min. Ord. (1650), p. 308.] E. T. B.

. FINLATSON, JOHN (1783-18€0),statis-
tician and government actuary, son of Donald
Finlayson (who spelt the name thus), was
born at Thurso in Caithness-shire, 27 Aug.
1783, and at the age of seven was by the
death of his father left an orphan, In 1802
he became factor to Sir Benjamin Dunbar
(afterwards Lord Duffus), whose whole es-
tates, together with those of Lord Caith-
ness, were entrusted to his managementwhen
he was only nineteen years of age. He soon
after went to Edinburgh to study for the
bar, but having visited London in 1804 on
business, he became attached to Elizabeth,
daughter of the Rev. James Glen, and re-
ceiving the offer of an appointment under the
board of naval revision, which enabled him
to marry at once, he entered the government:
service in July 1805. He was shortly after
promoted to be first clerk to the commission,
and filled that office till the board closed its
labours in August 1808. For some time pre-
viously he had also acted as secretary to a
committee of the board, and in that capacity,
although but twenty-three, he framed the
eleventh and twelfth reports of the commis-
sion (Eleventh and Twelfth Reports of the
Commisstoners for Revising the Civil Affairs of
Ilis Majesty's Navy, 1809; Parl. Papers,
1809, vol. vi.), and was the sole author of
the system for the reform of the victualling
departments. The accounts had seldom been
less than eighteen months in arrear, but
by Finlaison’s system they were produced,
checked, and audited in three weeks, when
the saving made in Deptford yard only in the
first year, 1809, was 60,000, In 1809 he
was employed to devise some plan for arrang-
ing the records and despatches at the admi-
ralty, and after nine months of incessant ap-

lication produced a system of digesting and
indexing the records by which any document
could be immediately found, This plan met
with such universal approval that it was
adopted by France, Austria, and Russia, and
its inventor received as a reward the order
of the Fleur-de-lys from Louis XVIILin 1815
(BaroN CHARLES DUPIN, Voyages dans la
Grande-Bretagne, 1821, pt. ii. vol. 1. pp. 65—
67). In the same year he was appointed
keeper of the records and librarian of the ad-
miralty, and became reporter and précis writer
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on all difficult and complicated inquiries aris-
ing from day to day. During the twelve
years while he held this post he was also en-
gaged in many other confidential duties. He
was desired by Lord Mulgrave to prepare the
materials for a defence of the naval adminis-
tration before parliament in 1810, and with
three months’ labour collected a mass of in-
formation which enabled Mulgrave to make
a successful defence. In 1811 Finlaison com-

iled an exactaccount of all the enemy’s naval

orces. Such information had never before
been obtained with even tolerable accuracy.
Experience proved it to be correct, and it was
quoted in parliament as an authority. In
the same year he was employed to investi-
gate the abuses of the sixpenny revenue at
Greenwich Hospital, a fund for the support
of the out-pensioners,and in his report showed
that by other arrangements, as well as by
the reform of abuses and the abolition of
sinecure places, the pensions might be much
increased. The subject of the increase of
the salaries of the government clerks having
twice been forced on the notice of parlia-
ment, John Wilson Croker in 1813 directed
Finlaison to fully inquire into the case of
the admiralty department, when, after six
months of close attention, he completed a
report, upon which was founded a new system
of salaries in the admiralty. In 1814 he com-
piled the first official ¢ Navy List,’ a work of
great labour, accuracy, and usefulness. It
was issued monthly, and he continued the
duty of correcting and editing it until the
end of 1821. From 1817 to 1818 he was
occupied in framing a biographical register
of every commissioned officer in the navy, in
number about six thousand, describing their
services, merits, and demerits; this work he
engrafted on to his system of the digest and
index, where it formed a valuable work of re-
ference for the use of the lords of the admi-
ralty. He introduced into the naval record
office a hitherto unknown degree of civility
towards the public and of readiness to impart
information, Having aslibrarianfound many
valuable state papers relating to the Ameri-
can war, he was in 1813 induced to attempt
the completion of Sir Redhead Yorke’s ¢ Naval
History,” which was intended to form a part
of Campbell’s ¢ Lives of the Admirals.” He
carried out his design in part by continu-
ing the history down to 1780. This por-
tion of the work was printed for private cir-
culation, but its further progress was aban-
doned. In 1815 Dr. Barry O’Meara, physi-
cian to Napoleon at St. Helena, commenced
a correspondence with Finlaison, his private
friend, on the subject of the emperor’s daily
life. In 1824, by the desire of the writer,

the letters were burnt. Some copies of
them, however, had fallen into other hands
and were published in 1853 in a book en-
titled ¢ Na]goleon at St. Helena and Sir Hud-
son Lowe.” Finlaison now completed a work
on which he had been employed since 1812,
the fund for the maintenance of the widows
and orphans of all who were employed in the
civil departments of the royal navy. Through
Lord Melville’s intervention his efforts ter-
minated successfully in the establishment of
the fund by order in council 17 Sept. 1819.
The naval medical supplemental fund for
the widows of medical officers also owed to
him its existence and subsequent prosperity.
Until 1829 he remained the secretary, when
the directors treated him so ungenerously
that he resigned, and by mismanagement this
fund was ruined in 1860. The success of
these charities, together with his subsequent
investigation into the condition of friendly
societies, upon which he was employed by a
select committee of the House of Commons
in 1824, introduced him to a private practice
among benefit societies; he constructed tables
for many of these, furnished the scheme of
some, and entirely constituted others. Among
other societies with which he became con-
nected were : the London Life, the Amicable
Society, the Royal Naval and Military Life
Assurance Company, and the New York Life
Assurance and Trust Company. The govern-
ment in 1808 instituted a new system of
finance based upon the granting. of life an-
nuities, the tables used being the Northamp-
ton tables of mortality. On 1 Sept. 1819
Finlaison made a first report to Nicholas
Vansittart [q.v.], in which he demonstrated
the great loss that was sustained by the go-
vernment in granting life annuities at prices
much below their value, the loss in eleven
years having been two millionssterling (WAL~
FORD, Insurance Cyclopedia, v. 496-514).
His report was not printed till 1824, when
he was directed to make further investiga-
tions into the true laws of mortality prevail-
ing in England. The result of his studies
was the discovery that the average duration
of human life had increased during the cen-
tury. His tables were also the first which
showed the difference between male and fe-
male lives (‘Life Annuities. Report of J.
Finlaison, Actuary of the National Debt, on
the Evidence and Elementary Factson which
the Tables of Life Annuities are founded,”
1829).

Before the close of 1819 he furnished the
chancellor of the exchequer with a statement
of the age of each individual in the receipt of
naval half-pay or pensions, fourteen thousand
persons, thence deducing the decrement of
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life among them. In 1821 Mr. Harrison em-
ployed him for several months in computa-
tions relative to the Superannuation Act, and
in 1822 he was occupied in considerations re-
lative to the commutation of the naval and
military half-pay and pensions, The measure
consequently suggested by him was finally
established by negotiations with the Bank of
England in 1823 for its acceptance of the
charge for public pensions in consideration of
the ‘dead weight’ annuity. All the calcula-
tions were made by him, and it was plainly
stated in the House of Commons that in the
whole establishment of the Bank of England
there was not one person capable of computing
the new annuity at the fractional rate of inte-
rest agreedupon. On 1 Jan, 1822 he wasre-
moved from the admiralty to the treasury,
and appointed actuary and principal account-
ant of the check department of the national
debt office, the duties of which position he
performed for twenty-nine years. For many
years after he had sought to impress on the
government the loss which the country was
sustaining by the use of erroneous tables, he
was treated with neglect and contempt, and
it was only by the accidental production of
one of his letters before Lord Althorpe’s com-
mittee of finance in March 1828 that the
matter was brought forward. This letter
proved that the revenue was losing 8,0007. a
week, and that this loss was concealed by
the method of preparing the yearly accounts.
The immediate suspension of the life annuity
system took place, and, remodelled upon the
basis of Finlaison’s tables, it was resumed in
November 1829 with a saving in five years
of 390,0002. In 1831 he made computations
on the duration of slave and creole life, pre-
liminary to the compensation made to the
slaveowners 1 Aug. 1834, He was con-
sulted by the ecclesiastical commissioners on
the means of improving church property, on
the question of church leases, and finally on
the subject of church rates; he made various
reports on these matters, and on one occasion
was summoned to attend the cabinet to ex-
plain his views to the ministers. On the
passing of the General Registration Act in
1887, his opinion was taken on the details of
the working of the scheme, and he was the
first witness called before the parliamentary
committee on church leases in the following
year. The Institution of Actuaries being
formed in 1847, he was elected the first pre-
sident, and retained that position until his
death. In 1848 he wrote tworeports on the
act for lending money to Irish landlords. He
retired from the public service in August
1851, and employed his remaining days in
his favourite study of scripture chronology,

and the universal relationship of ancient and
m_odern weights and measures. He died at
15 Lansdowne Crescent, Notting Hill, Lon-
don, 13 April 1860. He married in London,
first, in 1805, Elizabeth, daughter of the Rev.
James Glen, she died at Brighton in 1831 ;
secondly, in 1836, Eliza, daughter of Thomas
Davis of Waltham Abbey. Hisson Alexan-
der Glen Finlaison, who was born at White-
hall on 25 March 1806, is also an author and
an authority on insurance statistics,
Finlaison was the author of: 1. Report of
the Secretary to the Supplemental Fund for
the Relief of the Widows and Orphans of the
Medical Officers of the Royal Navy, 1817,
2. ¢Tables showing the Amount of Contri-
butions for Providing Reliefin Sickness,’ 1833,
3. ‘Rules of the Equitable Friendly Institu-
tion, Northampton, with Tables, 1837, 4.‘Ac-
count of some Applications of the Electric
Fluid to the Useful Arts by A. Bain, with a
Vindication of his Claim to be the First
Inventor of the Electro-Magnetic Printing
Telegraph, and also of the Electro-Magnetic
Clock, 1843. 5. ¢Tables for the use of
Friendly Societies, for the Certificate of the
Actuary to the Commissioners for the Reduc-
tion of the National Debt. Constructed from
the original computations of J. Finlaison, by
A. G. Finlaison,’ 1847, He also produced
some lyrical poems of considerable merit.
[Times, 17 April 1860, p. 9, and 23 April,
p- 9; Gent. Mag. August 1860, pp. 194-5 ; As-
surance Mag. April 1862, pp. 147-69 ; Walford's
Insurance Cyclopadia (1874), iii. 300-3 ; Macau-
lay’s England (1858), i, 284 ; Southwood Smith’s
Philosophy of Health (1835), i. 115.4(;7.]0

FINLAY, FRANCIS DALZELL (1793~
1857), Irish journalist, son of John Finlay,
tenant farmer, of Newtownards, co. Down, by
his wife, Jane Dalzell, was born 12 July 1793
at Newtownards, and began life as a printer’s
apprentice in Belfast, where he started as a
master printer in 1820. The letterpress which
issued from his works was distinguished by
both accuracy and elegance, being far superior
to any that had previously been produced in
Ireland. In 1824 he founded the ¢ Northern
‘Whig.” Liberalism being then a very unpo-
pular creed in Ulster, Finlay was frequently
prosecuted for press offences. On 21 July
1826 he was indicted for publishing in the
¢Northern Whig’a libel tending to bring into
disrepute the character of a certain ¢ improv-
ing’ landlord. The libel consisted in a letter
purporting to be by a small farmer in which
the improvements alleged to have been ef-
fected by the landlord in question were denied
to be improvements at all, and in which a
character for litigiousness was imputed to
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the landlord. Finlay was sentenced to three
months’ imprisonment, without the option of
a fine, and the publication of the ¢ Northern
Whig’ was suspended from August 1826
until May 1827. From the first Finlay ad-
vocated the emancipation of the Roman ca-
tholics, and it was in the columns of the
¢ Northern Whig’ that William Sharman
Crawford [q.v.] propounded his celebrated
views on tenant-right. Some comments in
the ¢ Northern Whig’on the conduct of Lord
Hertford’sagent led to another prosecution for
libel in 1830, which, however, was abandoned
when it transpired that Daniel O’Connell had
volunteered for the defence. On a similar
charge he was found guilty on 23 July 1832
and sentenced to three months’ imprisonment
and fined 50/, In spite, however, of these
proceedings, the ¢ Northern Whig’ continued
from time to time to give expression to similar
views which were adjudged libellous and
occasioned its proprietor very heavy legal ex-
penditure. To the extension of the suffrage,
the disestablishment of the Irish church, and
the reform of the land laws Finlay through
his paper gave a steady and zealous support;
but, though a personal friend of O’Connell,
he opposed the movement for the repeal of
the union and the later developments of Irish
disaffection, such as the Young Irelandism of
Mitchell and the agitation which resulted in
the abortive insurrection of Smith O'Brien.
He died on 10 Sept. 1857, bequeathing his
paper to his son, Francis Dalzell Finlay, by
whom it was conducted until 1874, when it
was transferred to a limited company. Finlay
married in 1830 Marianne, daughter of the
Rev. William Porter, presbyterian minister,
of Newtonlimavady, co. Derry.

[Northern Whig, 12 Sept. 1857 ; information
from F. D. Finlay, esq.] J. M. R.

FINLAY, GEORGE (1799-1875), his-
torian, was son of Captain John Finlay, R.E.,
F.R.S., and brother of Kirkman Finlay (d.
1828) [q. v.] His grandfather, James Fin-
lay, was a Glasgow merchant. Ie was born
21 Dec. 1799, at Faversham, Kent, where
his father was inspector of the government
powder mills. The latter died in 1802, and

George was for some time instructed by his |

mother, to whose training he attributed his
love of history. His education was con-
tinued at an English boarding-school, and in

the family of his uncle, Kirkman Finlay of |
Glasgow [q. v.], under private tutors. He
subsequently studied law in Glasgow, and |

proceeded about 1821 to the university of Got-
tingen to acquaint himself with Roman juris-

rudence. thile there he began to doubt
Eis vocation for law, and, partly influenced

by his acquaintance with a Greek fellow-
student, ¢ resolved to visit Greece and judge
for myself concerning the condition of the
people and the chances of the war.” In No-
vember 1823 he met Byron at Cephalonia.
¢ You are young and enthusiastic,’said Byron,
¢ and therefore sure to be disappointed when
you know the Greeks as well as I do” The
number of Hellenes and Philhellenes about
Byron gave umbrage to the Ionian govern-
ment, which was bound to remain neutral.
Finlay quitted the island on a hint from Sir
Charles Napier, and, after narrowly escap-
ing shipwreck, made his way successively
to Athens and Missolonghi, where for two
months he spent nearly every evening with
Byron, who, Parry says, ¢ wasted much of
his time’ in conversation with the future
historian and other such frivolous persons.
Quitting Missolonghi before Byron's death,
Finlay joined Odysseus on an expedition into
the Morea, but, disgusted with the general
venality and rapacity, returned to the head-
quarters of the government, where things
were no better. A malarious fever compelled
him to return to Scotland, where he passed his
examination in civil law, but was soon again
in Greece at the invitation of his intimate
friend Frank Abney Hastings [q. v.], who
had built a steamer in which Finlay took his
passage. He continued fighting for Greece,
or engaged in missions on her behalf, until
the termination of the war, when he pur-
chased an estate in Attica, ¢ hoping to aid in
putting Greece into the road that leads to a
rapid increase of production, population, and
material improvement.” ¢I lost my money
and my labour, but I learned how the sys-
tem of tenths has produced a state of society,
and habits of cultivation, against which one
man can do nothing. "When I had wasted
as much money as I possessed, I turned my
attention to study.” His unfortunate invest-
ment had at least the good results of com-
pelling his continual residencein the country,
with which he became most thoroughly ac-
quainted, and of stimulating his perception
of the evils which, in the past as in the pre-
sent, have deteriorated the Greek character
| and injured the credit and prosperity of the
nation. The publication of his great series
of histories commenced in 1844, and was
completed in 1861, when he wrote the auto-
biographical fragment whichisalmost the sole -
authority for his life, , His correspondence
is lost or inaccessiblégnd, notwithstanding
his courteous hospitality, acknowledged by
many travellers, little more seemsto be known
of his life in Greece than his constant endea-
] vours to benefit the country by good advice,

sometimes expressed in language of excessive

It is now in the library of the
British School at Athens. Foranaccountof
his diaries, letter books, and correspondence,
and a detailed biblioeranhv of his subliched
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if excusable acerbity, but which, if little fol-
lowed, was never resented by the objects of
it. His most important effort was the series
of letters he addressed to the ¢Times’ from
1864 to 1870, which, being translated by the
Greek newspapers, produced more effect than
his earlier admonitions. He also contributed
to ¢ Blackwood’s Magazine,’ the ¢ Atheneum,
and the ¢ Saturday Review,’ and occasionally
visited England, not later, however, than
1854. He wrote in Greek on the stone age
in 1869, and in the following year published
the French narrative of Benjamin Brue, the
interpreter who accompanied the Vizier Ali
on his expedition into the Morea in 1715,
Among his other writings are an essay on the
site of the holy sepulchre (1847), and pam-
phlets on Greek politics (1836) and finance
(1844). His essays on classical topography,
never collected by himself, were published
in 1842 in a German translation by S.F. W,
Hoffmann. He died at Athens 26 Jan. 1875;
the date 1876 given in the Oxford edition of
his history is an unaccountable mistake.

Finlay’s great work appeared in sections,
as follows :  Greece under the Romans,’ 1844;
¢ Gireece to its Conquest by the Turks,’ 1851 ;
¢ Greece under Ottoman and Venetian Domi-
nation,’ 1856 ;‘Gireek Revolution,’1861. After
the author’s death the copyright of these seve-
ral works was offered to the delegates of the
Clarendon Press by his representatives, and
in 1877 all were brought together under the
title of ¢ A History of Greece from its Con-
quest by the Romans to the present time,
B.C. 146 to A.D. 1864, and published in seven
volumes under the able editorship of the
Rev. H. F. Tozer. The whole had been
thoroughly revised by Finlay himself, who,
besides aiming throughout at a greater con-
densation of style, had added several new
cha%)ters, chiefly on economical subjects, en-
tirely recast the section on Medizxval Greece
and Trebizond, and appended a continuation
from 1843 to the enactment of the constitu-
tion of 1864. The period covered by the
history, therefore, is no less than two thou-
sand and ten years.

Finlay is a great historian of the type of
Polybius, Procopius, and Machiavelli, 2 man
of affairs, who has qualified himself for treat-
ing of public transactions by sharing in them,
a soldier, a statesman, and an economist.
He is not picturesque or eloguent, or a mas-
ter of the delineation of character, but a sin-
gular charm attaches to his pages from the
perpetual consciousness of contact with a
vigorous intelligence. In the latter portion
of his work he speaks with the authority of
an acute, though not entirely dispassionate,
eye-witness; in the earlier and more exten-

TP~

sive portion it is his great glory to have shown
how interesting thehistory of an age of slavery
may be made, and how much Gibbon had
left undone. = Gibbon, as his plan requires
exhibits the superficial aspects of the perioé
in a grand panorama ; Finlay plunges beneath
the surface, and brings to light a wealth of
social particulars of which the mere reader
of Gibbon could have no notion. This being
Finlay’s special department, it is the more to
his praise that he has not smothered his story
beneath his erudition. e may, indeed, even
appear at a disadvantage beside the Germans
as regardsextent and profundity of research,
but this inferiority is more than compensated
by the advantages incidental to his prolonged
residence in the country. His personal dis-
appointments had indeed caused a censorious-
ness which somewhat defaces the latter part
of his history, and is the more to be regretted
as it affected his estimate of the value of his
own work, and of its reception by the world.
In character he was a frank, high-minded,
public-spirited gentleman.

[Autobiography prefixed to vol. i. of the Ox-
ford edition of Finlay’s History ; Memoir in
Athenzum, 1875 ; Sir Charles Newton in Aca-

demy, and Professor Freemanin Saturday Review,
1875.]

FINLAY, JOHN (1782-1810), Scottish
poet, was born of humble parents at Glasgow
1 December 1782. He was educated in one
of the academies at Glasgow, and at the age
of fourteen entered the university, where he
had as a classmate John Wilson (¢ Christo-
pher North’), who states that he was distin-
guished ¢above most of his contemporaries.’
‘While only nineteen, and still at the uni-
versity, he published ¢ Wallace, or the Vale
of Ellerslie, and other Poems’ in 1802, dedi-
cated to Mrs. Dunlop of Dunlop, the friend
of Burns, a second edition with some addi-
tions appearing in 1804, and a third in 1817.
Professor Wilson describes it as displaying ‘a
wonderful power of versification,’and possess-
ing ‘both themerits and defects which welook
for in the early compositions of true genius.
The prospect of obtaining a situation in one
of the public offices led him to visit London
in 1807, and while there he contributed to
the magazines some articles on antiquarian
subjects. Not finding suitable employment
he returned to Glasgow in 1808, and in that
year he published ¢ Scottish Historical and
Romantic Ballads, chiefly ancient, with Ex-
planatory Notes and a Glossary. As the
title indicates, the majority of the ballads
were not his own eomposition, but Sir Walter
Scott nevertheless wrote of the book: ¢ The
beauty of some imitations of the old Scottish
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ballads, with the good sense, learning, and
modesty of the preliminary dissertations,
must make all admirers of ancient lore regret
the early loss of this accomplished young
man.” He also published an edition of Blair’s
¢Grave, wrote a life of Cervantes, and super-
intended an edition of Adam Smith's¢ Wealth
of Nations” In 1810 he left Glasgow to
visit Professor Wilson at Ellerlay, West-
moreland, but on the way thither was seized
with illness at Moffat, and died there on
8 Dec. He had begun to collect materials
for a continuation of Warton's ¢ History of
Poetry.

[Memoir with specimens of his poetry in
Blackwood’s Mag. ii. 186-92 ; J. Grant Wilson’s
Poets and Poetry of Scotland,ii.46-8; C. Rogers’s
Scottish Minstrel, iii. 57-62.] T.F. H.

FINLAY, KIRKMAN (d. 1828), phil-
hellene, was son of Captain-lieutenant John
Finlay, R.E., F.R.S., who died at Glasgow
in 1802 (Scots Mayg. Ixiv. 616), and brother of
George Finlay[q.v.] His education was cared
for by his uncle, Kirkman Finlay [q. v.], lord
provost of Glasgow. When about twenty
years of age, being in possession of a hand-
some fortune, he proceeded to Greece for the
purpose of engaging in the war of indepen-
dence. In February 1824 he became ac-
quainted with Lord Byron and Prince Mav-
rocordatos, both then at Missolonghi, who
entrusted him with conciliatory messages for
Odysseus and other refractory chiefs. At
Byron’s request, Finlay with two comrades
set out in March in charge of powder and
other military stores, forwarded from Misso-
longhi to Odysseus for his war in Negropont.
On crossing the stream of the Phidari, which
had been much swollen by the rains, he
missed the ford, lost the most valuable part
of his baggage and papers, and very nearly
his life. Finlay continued one of the few
philhellenes, undaunted by disappointment
and disgust, constant and persistent to the
cause he had adopted. On that cause he
spent his fortune, energies, and life. During
a sortie of the Turks from the fortress of
Scio on 29 Jan, 1828 he was shot through
the head at the first attack, as he was at-
tempting to rally a body of men under his
command. IJe fell dead on the spot.

[Moore’s Life of Lord Byron ; Count Gamba’s
Narrative of Lord Byron's Last Journey to
Greece, pp. 223-4; Gent. Mag. vol. xeviii. pt. i.
p. 372.] G. G.

FINLAY, KIRKMAN (1773-1842), lord
provost of Glasgow, the son of James Finlay,
merchant, was born in Glasgow in 1773. e
was educated at the grammar school and
at the university, and at an early age en-

tered on business on his own account. In
1793 he took a prominent part in opposing
the monopoly of the East India Company in
the cotton trade. e became a magistrate
of Glasgow in 1804, and in 1812 he was
elected lord provost of the city. He was
M.P. for Glasgow from 1812 to 1818, and
during this time distinguished himself as a
political economist of an advanced type. In
1819 he was appointed rector of the uni-
versity. He was really one of the founders
of the commerce of Glasgow, on the wider
basis which it took after the failure of the
tobacco trade with America. He married
Janet, daughter of Mr. John Struthers. He
died in 1842, at Castle Toward, a residence
which he built on the Firth of Clyde. George,
the Greek historian, and Kirkman Finlay,
both separately noticed, were his nephews.

[MacGeorge’s History of Glasgow ; Glasgow
Past and Present ; Irving’s Eminent Scotsmen.]
W. B-k.

FINLAYSON, GEORGE (1790-1823),
naturalist and traveller, born of humble pa-
rents at Thurso in 1790, was clerk to Dr.
Somerville, chief of the army medical staff
inScotland, and afterwards to Dr. Farrel, chief
of the army medical staff in Ceylon, whence
he was removed to Bengal, and attached to
the 8th light dragoons as assistant-surgeon
in 1819, In 1821-2 he accompanied the
mission to Siam and Cochin China in the
character of naturalist, returning with it to
Calcutta in 1823. By this time his health
was thoroughly broken, and he soon after-
wards died. The journal which he had kept
during the mission was edited, with a prefa-
tory notice of the author, by Sir Stamford
Raffles, F.R.S., under the title of ¢ The Mis-
sion to Siam and Hue, the capital of Cochin
China, in the years 1821-2, from the Journal
of the late George Finlayson, Esq.,” London,
1826, 8vo.

[Raffles’s memoir, noticed above; Quarterly
Review, 1826.] J. M. R.

FINLAYSON, JAMES, D.D. (1758-
1808), divine, was born on 15 Feb. 1758,
at Nether Cambushenie, in the parish of
Dunblane, Perthshire, where his ancestors
had been settled for several centuries. He
made rapid progress at school, and began his
studiesin the university of Glasgow at theage
of fourteen. He held two tutorships, and sub-
sequently became amanuensis to Professor
Anderson, who had discovered his abilities.
In 1782 he became domestic tutor to two sons
of Sir William Murray of Ochtertyre. As
the family spent the winter in Edinburgh,
TFinlayson continued his studies at the uni-
versity, Ile was licensed to preach in 1785.
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In this year the Duke of Atholl offered Fin-
layson the living of Dunkeld, which he was
induced to decline, as Sir William Murray in-
formed him that an arrangement was pro-

posed to procure for him the chair of logic |

in the university of Edinburgh. He was
offered the living of Borthwick, near Edin-
burgh, of which parish he was ordained
minister on 6 April 1787. He had assumed
the duties of the logic professorin the winter
session of 1786-7. He was now rising into
reputation with a rapidity the more remark-
able from his modest disposition. The most
experienced sages of the church respected his
Jjudgment in questions of ecclesiastical policy.
He therefore dedicated much of his leisure
to study the laws, constitution, and history
of the Scottish church, and began to take an
active part in the details of its political
government. This made him gradually lean
more to the ecclesiastical than to the literary
side of his functions. He soon became a
leader on the moderate side in the church
courts, In 1790 he was presented by the
magistrates of Idinburgh to Lady Yester's
church ; in 1793 he was appointed to succeed
Robertson, the historian, in the collegiate
church of the old Grey Friars; in 1799, 0ona
vacancy occurring in the high church, he was
chosen by the town council to fill that col-
legiate charge. This last is considered the
most honourable appointment in the church
of Scotland, and it was, at the time, rendered
more desirable from the circumstance that
he had for his colleague Hugh Blair [q.v.],
whose funeral sermon he was called upon to
preach in little more than a year. The uni-
versity of Edinburgh conferred on Finlayson
the degree of D.D. (28 March 1799), and in
1802 he was elected moderator of the general
assembly. Ide was elected king’s almonerin
the same year, but resigned the post almost
immediately, These honours indicate the
general estimate of Finlayson’s merits. Fin-
layson established his ascendency on the
wisdom of his councils and his knowledge of
the laws and constitution of the church, and
among his own party his sway was unlimited.
Those who differed from himin church polities
freely acknowledged his honourable character
and the purity of his motives: his political
- opponents, in points of business unconnected
- with party, were occasionally gnided by his
judgment. His manner was simple and un-
presuming ; he was below the average height.
He wrote the life of Dr. Hugh Blair, and a
volume of his sermons was published after
his death. In 1805 his constitution began
to decline. In 1807 he was constrained to
accept the assistance of one of his earliest
friends, Principal G. H. Baird [q. v.], who
VOL, XIX,

taught the class during the remainder of that
session.  On 25 Jan. 1808, while conversing
with Baird, he was seized with a paralytic
affection, Among the few words he was able
to articulate was the following sentence: ¢
am about to pass to a better habitation, where
all who believe in Jesus shall enter.”  On his
deathbed the senatus academicus of the uni-
versity and the magistrates of Edinburgh
waited on him and asked him to name the
successor to his chair. In deference to his
advice, an offer of the chair was made to
Principal Baird, the gentleman he had named.
He died on 28 Jan. 1808, and was honoured
with a public funeral in the cathedral church
of Dunblane. Hisstudents and others erected
a monument to his memory at Dunblane, and
a memorial window of stained glass was
placed in Grey Friars by his old pupil Prin-
cipal Lee of Edinburgh University. "He pub-
lished : 1. ¢ Ieads o% an Argument in sup-
port of the Overture respecting Chapels of
Ease,’ 1798. 2. ¢ A Sermon on Preaching,
{léloigburgh, 1801. 3. ¢Sermons,’ Edinburgh,
[Life by Baird; Encyclopwedia Perthensis ;
Chambers’s Biog. Dict. of Eminent Scotsmen ;
Anderson’s Scottish Nation; Hew Scott’s Fasti
Eeel. Scot.; Proceedings of the General As-
sembly of the Church of Scotland; private in-
formation.] A.R. M F.

FINLAYSON or FINLEYSON, JOHN
1770-1854), disciplé of Richard Brothers
q. v.], was born in Scotland in 1770. His

descendants make him the second son of
Colonel John Hamilton M‘Finlay, who mar-
ried, about 1765, Lady Elizabeth Mary Alex-
ander, eldest sister of the last Earl of Stir-
ling. He was originally a writer at Cupar-
Fife, and removed thence to Edinburgh. His
relations with Brothers, which began in 1797,
are detailed in the article on that enthusiast.
He printed at Edinburgh a couple of pam-
phlets before repairing to London. In London
he was ‘in considerable practice as a house-
agent.” Brothers led him to change the spel-
ling of his name, by telling him his ancestors
had some ¢ fine leys ’ of land granted them for
deeds of valour. Brothers, who died (1824)
in Finlayson’s house at Marylebone, made it
his dying charge to his friend that he should
write against a rival genius, Bartholomew
Prescot of Liverpool. This Finlayson did,
describing Prescot’s ¢ System of the Universe,’
very correctly,as a ‘misapprehended mistaken
elaborate performance, or book.” :

He printed a variety of pamphlets, reite-

rating Brothers’s views, and developing his

own peculiar notions of astronomy, for which

he claimed a divine origin. The heavenly

bodies were created, he thinks, partly ‘to
D
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amuse us in observing them.” The earth he
decides to be a perfect sphere, ‘not shaped
like a garden turnip,as the Newtonians make
it;’ the sun is a created body ¢ very different
from anything we can make here below ;’ the
stars are ¢ oval-shaped immense masses of
frozen water, with their largest ends fore-
most.

Finlayson was reduced in extreme and
widowed age to a parish allowance of 3s. 6d.
weekly, supplemented by 5s. from Busby, in
whose house Brothers had lived from 1806
to 1815. Prescot and John Mason (a brush-~
_maker), though a disciple of Brothers, refused
to assist him. He died on 19 Sept. 1854, and
was buried in the same grave as Brothers at
St. John’s Wood. He married, in 1808, Eliza-
beth Anne (d. 1848), daughter of Colonel
Basil Bruce (d. 1800), and had ten children.
His eldest son, Richard Brothers Finlayson,
who took the name of Richard Beauford, was
a photographer at Galway, where he died on
17 Dec. 1886, aged 75.

Finlayson printed: 1.¢An Admonition to
the People of all Countries in support of
Richard Brothers,” 8vo (dated Edinburgh,
7 Sept.1797). 2. The same, ¢ Book Second,’
containing ¢ The Restoration of the Hebrews
to their own Land,’ 8vo (dated Edinburgh,
27 Jan.1798). 8.‘AnEssay,’ &c. 8vo (onDan.
xii. 7, 11,12 ; dated London, 2 March 1798).
4. ¢ An Essay on the First Resurrection, and
on the Commencement of the Blessed Thou-
gand Years, 8vo (dated London, 14 April
1798). 5. ¢ The Universe as it is. Discovery
of the Ten Tribes of Israel and their Restora-~
tion to their own Land,’ 1832,8vo. 6. ‘God’s
Creation of the Universe, 1848, 8vo (contains
some of his letters to the authorities respect-
ing his claims on Brothers’s estate; Mason
and Prescot were angry at this publication,
but Finlayson had ¢a dream and vision’ of
Brothers, approving all he had done). 7. ¢ The
Seven Seals of the Réevelations.” 8. ¢The
Last Trumpet,’ &ec., 1849, 8vo (incorporates
No. 7; there are several supplements, the
latest dated 21 Feb. 1850). Also nine large
sheets of the ground plan of the New Jeru-
salem (with its 56 squares, 820 streets, 4
temples, 20 colleges, 47 private palaces, 16
markets, &e.); and twelve sheets of views
of its public buildings ; all these executed by
Finlayson for Brothers (the original copper-
plates were in the hands of Beauford, whose
price for a set of the prints was 88..) Fin-
layson’s pamphlets are scarce; he deposited
his stock with Mason, after whose death it
was destroyed.

[Finlayson’s Works ; information from his
eldest son, and from H. Hodson Rugg, M.D.;
tombstone at St. John’s Wood.] PATIGES

FINLAYSON, THOMAS (1809-1872),
united presbyterian minister, second son of
Thomas Finlayson, a farmer, was born at Col-
doch, Blair Drummond, Perthshire, 22 Dec.
1809. e received his elementary education
at the parish school of Kincardine in Men-
teith, and preparatory to entering college
engaged in a special study of the classics at
a school in the village of Doune in Kilma-~
dock parish. At the university of Glasgow
and at the theological hall of the united
secession church he went through the usual
course of training, and was licensed as a
preacher of the gospel in April 1835 by the
presbytery of Stirling and Falkirk., Part of
his period of study was spent in teaching a
school at Dumbarton, where he formed a
friendship with the Rev. Dr. Andrew Somer-
ville, who afterwards became the secretary
of the foreign mission of the united presby-
terian church. In November 1835 Finlayson
was ordained minister of the Union Street
congregation, Greenock, where he founded
a missionary society, and in two years per-
suaded his people to pay off the large debt
existing on the church. After twelve years
of admirable ministerial work in Greenock
he was called to be colleague and successor
to the Rev. John M‘Gilchrist of Rose Street
Church, Edinburgh, and, having accepted the
call, was inducted to the ministry there in
September 1847. The congregation to which
he now became minister was one of very
few churches which at that time set an ex-
ample and gave a tone to the whole church.
They at once attached themselves to their
new minister. He was elected moderator of
the supreme court of his church in 1867, and
shortly afterwards received the degree of D.D.
from the university of Edinburgh. Asone of
the most ardent promoters of the manse fund,
he was the chief agent in raising 45,0001,
which led to the spending of 120,000/ in
building and improving manses in two hun-
dred localities. In the management of the
augmentation fund he also took a deep in-
terest. As a preacher he excelled in distinct
and powerful exhibition of the truth; what-
ever he had to say came fresh from his own
independent thought, went straight to the
heart of the subject, and made an immediate
impression on his hearers. The untimely
death in 1868 of his eldest son Thomas,
a promising advocate at the Scottish bar,
caused himintense grief, from which he never
fully recovered. On 7 Qct. 1872 his con-
gregation celebrated the semi-jubilee of his
ministry in Edinburgh. Having gone to
Campbeltown to take part in an induction
service there, he was suddenly attacked with
failure of the heart’s action, and was found
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dead in his bed on 17 Oct. 1872. He was
buried in the Grange cemetery, Edinburgh,
on22 Oct. Hemarried,in1836, Miss Chrystal,
by whom he had six children.

[Memorials of the Rev. Thomas Finlayson,
D.D,, 18783, with portrait; John Smith’s Our
Scottish Clergy, 1849, 2nd ser. pp. 295-301.]

G. C. B.

FINN BARR, Satxtand Bisuor (d. 623),
of Cork, was son of Amergin, of the tribe of
Ui Briuin Ratha of Connaught, who were
descended from Eochaidh Muidmheadhon,
brother of Olioll Olum, king of Munster.
Amergin left Connaught for Munster and
settled in the territory of Muscraidhe (Mus-
kerry), in the county of Cork, where he ob-
tained an inheritance and land at a place
called Achaidh Durbchon ; he was also chief
smith to Tigernach, king of' the Ui Eachach
of Munster, who lived at Rathlin in the
neighbourhood of Bandon. Amergin married
in defiance of the king’s prohibition, and the
couple were ordered to be burnt alive, A
thunderstorm which prevented the sentence
from being carried out was regarded as a
divine interposition, and they were set free.
A child having been born from this union,
they returned to Achaidh Durbchon, where
he was baptised by a bishop named MacCorb,
who gave him the name of Luan (or Lochan
according to another account). When he
was seven years old three clerics of Munster—
Brendan, Lochan, and Fiodhach—who had
been on a pilgrimage to Leinster, came to re-
visit their native territories, and stopping at
the house of Amergin admired the child.

Eventually they were allowed to take him -

away to be educated. On their return with
him they arrived at a place called Sliabh
Muinchill, where it was thought suitable that
he should read his alphabet (or elements), be
tonsured, and have his name changed. The
cleric who cut his hair is said to have ob-
served : ‘Fair [finn] is this hair [barra] of
Luan. Let this be his name, said another,
¢ Barr-finn or Finn-barr.” His name, however,
in popular usage, as well as in many autho-
rities, has always been Barra or Bairre. On
this occasion Brendan was observed to weep
and then soon after to smile, and when asked
thereasonreplied, ‘ Thave prayed to Almighty
God to grant me three territories in South
Munster for my use and that of my successors,
viz. from the Blackwater to the Lee, from the
Lee to the Bandon, and from the Bandon to
Bere Island, but they have been granted to
- Barra for ever. I wept because I fear I am

blameworthy in God’s sight, and I smiled
again for joy because of the love which God
manifested for Barra.” The three clerics, with

Barra, proceeding on their journey, arrived a

Belarqh Gabhran, now Gowian, inyghe countyt
of Inlkpnny. Here he read his psalms and
bega._n his studies,and his diligence was shown
by his prayer that a heavy fall of snow might
continue to block his hut until he could read
his ‘saltair. Tt is said to have continued ac-
cordingly. He next went to Cuil Caisin (now
Coolcashin), in the barony of Galmoy, county
of Kilkenny, where he marked out and founded
that church, and thence to Aghaboe, where he
blessed a church and stayed for a while, He
departed at the request of his predecessor, St.
Canice, after some negotiation, and went to
MacCorb, by whom he had been baptised. The
latter had been a fellow-pupil of St. Dayvid,
and both were reputed to have been pupils
of Pope Gregory, which probably means that
they studied his writings, which were held in
high esteem by the Irish. About this time
Fachtna, an aged chieftain of Muscraidhe
Breogain, now the barony of Clanwilliam, in
county of Tipperary, whose son and daughter
Finn Barr had cured, and whose wife he was
said to have brought to life, made a grant to
him of Rath Mhartir in perpetuity. Here there
is an important difference between the Irish
and Latin lives, the latter giving Fiachna as
the name of the chieftain, whom Ussher, ap-
pearing to have known only the Latin life,
identifies with the king of West Munster. But
the Irish life evidently gives the correct ac-
count. = With MacCorb Finn Barr read the
gospels of St. Matthew and the ecclesiastical
rules, to which another authority adds the
Epistles of St. Paul. It was while in this
neighbourhood that he stayed at Lough Eirce,
in a place called Eadargabhail (Addergocle),
where, according to the Irish life, he had a
school in which many famous saints are said
to have been educated. There has been much
discussion as to the situation of Lough Eirce,
chieflyowing toan error of Colgan, who placed
it in the neighbourhood of Cork. There is
a townland of Addergoole in the parish of
Aghmacart in the south of Queen’s County,
and adjoining it in co. Kilkenny is the parish of
Eirke, in a low-lying district. Here the site
of the school must be looked for. At Lough
Eirce there was also a female school, presided
over by a sister of Finn Barr’s. Coming now
to his own country, he founded a church at
Achaidh Durbchon. ‘Near this,’says the Irish
life, “is the grotto [cuas] of Barra, and there is
a lake or tarn there, from which a _salmon is
brought to him every evening.” This appears
to be the lake of Gougane Barra, at the source
of the river Lee, which probably derives its
name from the cuadhan, pronounced cuagin
(the little cavity) of Barra. Warned,as we
are informed, by an angel not to stay at the

D
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hermitage, as his resurrection was not to be
there, he set out, and crossing the Avonmore
(Blackwater) proceeded in a north-easterly
direction until he arrived at Cluain, where
he built a church. This place, which has
been strangely confounded with Cloyne,
near Cork, is stated by Colgan to have heen
situated between Sliabh g-Crot (the Galtees)
and Sliabh-Mairge, and appears to be Cluain-
ednech, now Clonenagh, a townland near
Mountrath, in the Queen’s County. Here,
when he had stayed some time, he was visited
by two pupils of St. Ruadan, whose church of
Lothra was some thirty miles distant. These
clerics, Cormac and DBaithin, had asked
Ruadan for a place to settle in. ¢Go,’ he
said, ‘and settle wherever the tongues of
your bells strike” They went on until they
arrived at the church of Cluain, where their
bells sounded. They were much disap-
pointed at finding the place already occupied,
not thinking they would be allowed to stay
there, but Barra gave them the church and
all the property in it, and leaving the place
returned to co. Cork, and came to Corcach
Mor, or ‘ The Great Marsh,’ now the city of
Cork. Here he and his companions were en-
gaged in fasting and prayer, when Aodh, son
of Conall, the king of the territory, going in
search of one of his cows which had strayed
from the herd, met with them and granted
them the site of the present cathedral. Before
settling there finally, Barra was admonished
by an angel, we are told, to go to the place to
the westward, ¢ where, he said, ‘you have
many waters, and where there will be many
wise men with you.’

A long time after this, Barra, with Eolang,
David, and ten monks, 1s said to have gone
to Rome to be consecrated a bishop, but the
pope refused to consecrate him, saying the
rite would be performed by Jesus Christ
himself. The Latin lives, instead of Barra’s
journey to Rome, tell of a message brought

y MacCorb from the pope informing him
how he was to be consecrated. At this time,
MacCorb having died, Barra desired to have
Eolang of Aghabulloge as a soul-friend or
confessor in his place. According to the
¢ Calendar’ of Oengus, Eolang was originally
at Aghaboe, and probably accompanied Barra,
whose pupil he had been. Eolang declined,
saying, ‘Christ will take your hand from mine
and hear your confession.” It was reported
that Barra afterwards wore a glove on one of
his hands which Christ had touched, to hide
its supernatural brightness. Seventeen years
after the foundation of Cork, feeling that his
death was near, he went to Clonenagh, and
there died suddenly. is remains were
brought to Cork and honourably interred,

and in after times his bones were taken up
and enshrined in a silver casket. His pas—
toral character is thus described : ‘The man of
God abode there [at Cork], building up not so-
much a house of earthly stones as a spiritual
house of true stones, wrought by the word and
toil through the Holy Spirit.” His generosity
is often referred to. Cumin of Condeire, in his
poem, says: ‘He never saw any one in want
whom he did not relieve;’ and the ¢ Calendar’
of Qengus at 25 Sept. notices ‘the festival of
the loving man, the feast of Barre of Cork,
and in his ‘Life’ he is the ‘amiable champion™
(athleta). In after times, when Fursa was
at the city of Cork, ‘he saw [in vision] a
golden ladder near the tomb of the man

of God, to conduet souls to the kingdom of

Heaven, and he beheld the top of it reach to
the sky.’

Barra’s travels are scarcely referred to in
his ¢Life” He is said to have gone to-
Britain with St. Maidoc. In Reeves’s edition
of Adamnan’s ¢ St. Columba’ reference is
made to ¢ his repeated and perhaps protracted
visits to St. Columba at Hy,” though no
notice of them is found in his ‘Life There-
is an extraordinary story in the Rawlin-
son manuseript of his having borrowed a
horse from St. David in Wales and riddem
over to Ireland, in memory of which a brazen
horse was made and kept at Cork, but there
is nothing of this in the other lives. Ie is
the patron saint of Dornoch, the episcopal
seat of Caithness, where his festival is per-—
formed riding on horseback, a usage which
seems to have some connection with the
legend just mentioned. The island of Barra
also claims him as patron and derives its name
from him. According to Gerald de Barré, or
Giraldus Cambrensis, his family name was
derived from this island, and thus ultimately
from the saint. Mr. Skene thinks the name
Dunbarre is connected with him,as Dunblane:
with St. Blane. The name undergoes many
modifications. He is termed Finn Barr, Barr-
fhinn, or Barr-fhind, which by the silence
of fh becomes Barrind, and then Barrindus.
He is also Barr-og, or Barrocus, Bairre, Barra,
and Barre, the last being his name in popular
usage. In the parallel lists of Irish and
foreign saints in the ¢ Book of Leinster’ he is
said to have been ‘like Augustine, bishop of
the Saxons, in his manner of life.” He died
on 25 Sept. most probably in 623,

[Beatha Barra MS. 23 @, 44, Royal Irish
Academy; Codex Kilkenniensis, fol. 132 &, 134 ;
Codex Bodl. Rawlinson B. 485, both published
by Dr. Caulfield in hig Life of St. Finn Barr;
Lanigan’s Ecel. Hist. ii. 814-18; Calendar of
Oengus at 25 Sept.; Reeves’s Adamnan, 1xxiv.]
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FINNCHU, Saint (. 7th cent.), of
Brigobann, now Brigown, in the county
of Cork, was son of Finnlug, a descendant of
Eochaidh Muidhmeadhon, and an inhabi-
tant of Cremorne, county of Monaghan. Finn-
lug’s first wife, Coemell, was of the Cian-
machta of Glen Geimhin. After amarried life
of thirty years Coemell died, and Finnlug
married Idnait, daughter of Flann, also of the
Ciannachta. Soon after he was expelled from
Ulster with his followers,and making his way
to Munster the king, Aengus Mac Nadfraoich,
granted himland in the province of Mog-Ruth
{Fermoy). Here Idnaitgavebirth to the child
Finnchu, who was baptised by Ailbe of ImJach
Ibair (Emly), and ‘a screpall, that is seven
pennies of gold, paid as a baptismal fee.” The
form of his name given in the ¢ Calendar’ of
Oengus is Chua, to which Finn (fair) being
added makes Chua~finn, and by transposition
Finnchua. The Irish life and the ¢ Martyr-
ology of Donegal’ make him son of Finn-
lug, son of Setna, but in other authorities
he is son of Setna. e was placed with
Cumusgach, king of Teffia (in Westmeath
and Longford), with whom he remained seven

ears, At the end of that time Comgall
fq. v.] of Bangor (county of Down) obtained
leave to educate the child as an ecclesias-
tic at Bangor. Here he distinguished him-
self by his courage in bearding the king of
Ulaidh, who had insisted on grazing hishorses
on the lands of the monastery. Nine years
later Comgall died, and Finnchu succeeded
him as abbot, though he does not appear in
the regular lists. Seven years afterwards he
was expelled from Bangor and the whole of
Ulaidh, ¢because of the scarcity of land.” He
then returned to Munster, where the king of
Cashel allowed him to choose a place of re-
sidence. Finnchu said: ‘I must not settle in
any place save where my bell will answer me
without the help of man’ From Cashel he
proceeded to the territory of Fermoy, and on
the morrow his bell answered him at Fin
Muilt (the wether's slope). As this was the
queen’s home farm, he would have been
evicted had he not. consented to pay rent.
After this Finnchu ‘marked out the place
and arranged his enclosure, and covered his
houses, and allotted lands to his households.’
Hither came to him Conang, king of the
Déisi, who prostrated himself to him, and
Finnchu gave him,‘asasoul-friend’sjewel, his
own placein heaven.” Then,inorder to obtain
a place in heaven instead of that which he
had given away, he suspended himself by the
armpits from hooks in the roof of his cell,
s0 that ¢his head did not touch the roof, nor
his feet the floor” Thenceforth the place was
called Bri gobann (Smith’s Hill), now Mit-

chelstown, from the skill shown by the
smiths who manufactured the hooks. During
seven years he continued to practise this self-
mortification until he was visited by St.
Ronan Finn with an urgent request for help
from the king of Meath, who was distressed
by the inroads of British pirates. After much
persuasion he saw St. Ronan, ¢ though sorely
ashamed of his perforated body holed by
chafersand beasts.” Accompanying St. Ronan
to Tara, on the night of his arrival an inroad
took place,and by IFinnchu’sadvice, ¢ all, both
laymen and eclerics, turned right-handwise
and marched against the intruders,’ with the
result that they slew them, burnt their ships,
and made a mound of their garments.

At this time, dissensions having arisen
between the two wives of Nuadu, king of
Leinster, he sent off his favourite wife to
Munster ‘on the safeguard of Finnchua of
Sliabh Cua.’ Arrived near Brigown the saint
desired she should not come any further until
her child was born, for at that time ¢ neither
wives nor women used to come to his church.’

On the birth of the child he was baptised
by Finnchu, and named Fintan. In a war
which ensued between the king of Leinster
and the kinsmen of his neglected wife, Finn-
chu was successful in obtaining the victory for
the king. TFintan was with him, and when
the king begged that the boy might be left
with him, Finnchu consenting gave him ¢ his
choice between the life of alayman and that
of a cleric’ Having chosen the latter the
land was bestowed on him, from which he was
afterwards known as St. Fintan of Cluain-
ednech. The St. Fintan (d. 634) [q. v.] gene-
rally known by this title was the son of Tul-
chan, but it appears from his ¢ Life’ that there
were four of the name at Cluain-ednech. Re-
turning to Munster, Finnchu was next called
to repel an attack from the north, the queen
of Ulaidh having instigated her husband to
invade Munster to provide territory for her
sons. The king of Munster was then living
at Dun Ochair Maige (the fort on the brink
of the Maige), now Bruree, in the county of
Limerick, and when he and his consort be-
held ¢the splendid banners floating in the
air, and the tents of royal speckled satin
pitched on the hill,’ they sent for Finnchn,
who had promised, if occasion required, to
come, ‘with the CennCathach [head battler],
even his own crozier.” After vainly trying
to make peace, he ‘marched in the van of
the army with the Cenn Cathach in his hand,
and then passed right-handwise round the
host.” For the complete victory which fol-
lowed the king awarded ‘a cow from every
enclosure from Cnoc Brenain to Dairinis of
Emly, and a milch cow to the cleric carrying
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his crozier in battle” Ciar Cuircech, nephew
of the king of Kerry, having been sent adrift
on account of suspected treason, had been
taken by pirates, and was retained by them
as guide, and for three autumns they harried
Kerry, and carried off the corn. The king
sent for his relative, Finnchu (the Ciarraige
and Finnchu's mother being both of the seed
of Ebir). The saint came to the rescue, and
¢ his wrath arose against the maurauders, and
the howling and rending of a hound pos-
sessed him on that day, wherefore the name
of Finnchu [fair hound] clave to him.” Ciar
was spared by Finnchu, who took him away,
and placed him in the territory since called
from him Kerrycurrihy, in the county of Cork.

Thelast warlike adventurein whichFinnchu
was engaged was the repelling an invasion of
the Clanna Neill. The people of Munster,
who were then without an overking, elected
Cairbre Cromm, a man of royal descent, who
was at this time ‘in waste places hunting
wild swine and deer.” He consented to lead
them on condition that Finnchu accompanied
him. On coming in sight of the enemies’
camp the Munster men ¢ flinch from the fight
in horror of the Clanna Neill, but stirred by
the warning of Finnchu that not a homestead
would be left to them if they did not fight,
they gained the victory. Cairbre Cromm was
then made king of Munster, but being dis-
satisfied with his appearance, as ¢ his skin was
scabrous,’ he besought Finnchu to bestow a
goodly form on him, and the saint ¢ obtained
from God his choice of form for him.! His
shape and colour were then changed, so that
he was afterwards Cairbre the Fair.

After this he made a vow that he would
not henceforth be the cause of any battles.
He gave his blessing to the rulers of Munster,
and they promised to pay the firstlings of
cows, sheep, and swine to him and his sue-
cessors, together with an alms ‘from every
nose in Fermoy.’ Then he went to his own
place, and thence it is said to Rome, for he
‘was penitent for the battles and deeds he had
done for love of brotherhood. He is associated
in Oengus with two foreign saints, Mammes
and Cassian. Little of a religious character
appears in the present life, but in Oengus he
is said to have been ‘a flame against guilty
men,’ and that ‘he proclaimed Jesus.” His
religion appears to have chiefly consisted in
ascetic practices of anextreme character. He
was supposed to lie the first night in the same
grave with every corpse buried in his church.
In an Irish stanza current in the north of the
county of Cork he is associated with Molagga,
Colman of Cloyne, and Declan, all very early
saints, and he is termed ‘Finnchu the as-
cetic.” The anachronisms in this life are more

formidable than usual, but may possibly be
explained by the habit of using the name of
a well-known king for the reigning sove-
reign, as in the case of Pharaoh and Ceesar.
The year of his death is not on record, but it
must have been a long time after he left
Bangor, which wasin608. Hisdayis 25 Nov.
[The Irish life in the Book of Lismore, trans-
lated by Whitley Stokes, D.C.L.; Martyrology
of Donegal, p. 317; Reeves’s Eccles. Antiq. of
Down, &e., p. 381; Calendar of Oengus, cxix,
clxxii.] N0,

FINNERTY, PETER (1766 ?-1822),
journalist, born in or about 1766, was the
son of a trader at Loughrea in Galway. He
was brought up as a printer in Dublin, and
became the publisher of ‘The Press,’ a na-
tionalist newspaper started by Arthur O’Con-
nor in September 1797. The violence of
that journal caused it to be prosecuted by
the government. On 22 Dec. 1797 Finnerty
was tried before the Hon. William Downes,
one of the justices of the court of king’s
bench in Ireland, upon an indictment for a
seditious libel. The prosecution was insti-
tuted in consequence of the publication of a
letter signed ¢ Marcus,’” on the subject of the
conviction and execution of William Orr, a
presbyterian farmer, on a charge of adminis-
tering the United Irish vath to a private in
the Iifeshire Fencibles. Finnerty refused
to divulge the writer's name, and, although
John Philpot Curran made a most eloquent
speech in his defence, he was found guilty.
The sentence was that he should stand in
and upon the pillory for the space of one
hour; that he should be imprisoned for two
years from 81 Oct. 1797 (the day he was
arrested); that he should pay a fine'of 201
to the king; and that he should give secu-
rity for his future good behaviour for seven
years from the end of his imprisonment, him-
self in 5007, and two sureties in 2507 each.
Thewhole of this sentence was eventually car-
ried into effect. Finnerty,on 30 Dec., stood
for one hour in the pillory opposite the ses-
sions house in Green Street, in the presence
of an immense concourse of sympathising
spectators. Ile was accompanied by some
of the leading men in the country. On
being released from the pillory he said to the
people: ¢ My friends, you see how cheerfully I
can suffer—I can suffer anything, provided
it promotes the liberty of my country.” The
crowd cheered this brief address enthusiasti-
cally, but they were quickly dispersed by the
military (HoweLr, State Trials, xxvi, 902—
10})? é )CURRAN, Speeches, 2nd edit. by Davis,
p. 276).

On regaining his liberty Finnerty came to
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London and obtained an engagement as a
parliamentary reporter on the staff of the
‘Morning Chronicle” In 1809 he accom-
panied the Walcheren expedition as special
correspondent, in order to supply the ¢ Chro-
nicle’ with intelligence, but his bulletins
soon induced the government to ship him
home in & man-of-war. ‘This he attributed to
Lord Castlereagh, whom he libelled accord-
ingly. On 7 Feb. 1811 he was sentenced by
the court of queen’s bench to eighteen months’
imprisonment in Lincoln gaol for a libel
charging his lordship with cruelty in Ireland.
The talent and courage which he displayed
at the trial obtained for him a public sub-
seription of 2,000/, He memorialised the
House of Commons on 21 June against the
treatment he had experienced in prison, ac-
cusing the gaolers of cruelty in placing him
with felons, and refusing him air and ex-
ercise. The memorial gave rise to several
discussions, in which he was highly spoken
of by Whitbread, Burdett, Romilly, and
Brougham (IANsARD, Parl. Debates, 1811,
xx. 723-43). He died in Westminster on
11 May 1822, aged &6.

Finnerty was an eccentric Irishman, ex-
tremely quick, ready, and hot-headed. Much of
his time was spent with Paul Hiffernan[q.v.],
Mark Supple, and other boon companions at
the Cider Cellars, 20 Maiden Lane, Covent
Garden. He published: 1. ¢Report of the
Speeches of Sir Francis Burdett at the late
Election,” 1804, 8vo. 2. ‘Case of Peter Fin-
nerty, including a Full Report of all the
Proceedings which took place in the Court
of King’s Bench upon the subject .. . with
Notes, and a Preface comprehending an Es-
say upon the Law of Libel,’ 4th edit. London,
1811, 8vo.

[Phillips’s Curran and his Contemporaries,
p. 184 ; Gent. Mag. vol. xcii. pt. i. p. 644 ; Biog.
Dict, of Living Authors, p. 116; Andrews’s
British Journalism, ii. 81, 66 ; Notes and Queries,
2nd ser. ix. 306; Grant’s Newspaper Press, ii.
224 ; Hunt’s Fourth Estate, ii. 275.] T. C.

FINNEY,SAMUEL (1719-1798), minia-
ture-painter, born at Wilmslow, Cheshire,
18 Feb. 1718-19, was eldest son of Samuel
Finney of Fulshaw, Cheshire, and Esther,
daughter of Ralph Davenport of Chorley.
His family being in pecuniary difficulties,
Finney came up to London to study law, but
quitted that profession for painting. Iie
established himself as a miniature-painter,
working both in enamel and on ivory, and
was very successful. He exhibited minia-
tures at the Exhibition of the Society of Ar-
tists in 1761, and in 1765 exhibited a minia-
ture of Queen Charlotte, having been ap-

pointed ‘enamel and miniature painter to her
majesty.” He was a member of the Incor-
porated Society of Artists, and in 1766 sub-
scribed the declaration roll of that society.
Having amassed a fortune sufficient to pay
off the encumbrances on the old family estate,
Finney in 1769 retired to Fulshaw, became
a justice of the peace, and devoted the re-
mainder of his life to quelling the riots, then
so prevalent in that part of Cheshire, and in
local improvements. He also compiled a
manusecript history of his family, part of
which was printed in the ¢Cheshire and Lan-
cashire Historical Collector,’ vol. i. A small
portrait of Finney is in the possession of his
descendant, Mr. Jenkins of Fulshaw ; it was
engraved by William Ford of Manchester,
and the plate was destroyed after twelve
copies had been struck off. He died in 1798,
and was buried at Wilmslow. He was twice
married, but left no children.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Graves’s Dict.of
Artists, 1760-1880 ; Earwaker’s East Cheshire,
i. 154.] L. C.

FINNIAN, Saint (d. 550), of Cluaini-
raird, now Clonard, in the county of Meath,
son of Finlugh, son of Fintan, a descendant of
Conall Cearnach, one of the heroes of the Red
Branch, was born in Leinster. He was bap-~
tised by a Saint Abban, and afterwards placed
when of suitable age under the charge of Fort-
chern. With him he read ¢the Psalms and
the Ecclesiastical Order.”” On reaching the
age of thirty he crossed the sea, and accord-
ing to the Irish life went to Tours, called by
the Irish Torinis, where he became a friend
of St. Caeman. But the Latin life, the author
of which,according to Dr.Todd, had the Irish
before him, substitutes Dairinis, an island in
the bay of Wexford, in which there was a
well-known monastery. The resemblance in
sound may have suggested the correction, as
Caeman was connected with Dairinis. But
as the ¢ Office of St. Finnian’ also mentions a
visit to Tours,and two of St. Finnian’s pupils,
Columcille and Columb Mac Criomthainn,
are said to have visited Tours, the Irish life
may be correct. Finnian, probably on his
way back, was at Cell Muine, or St. David’s
in Wales, where he met David, Gildas, and
Cathmael or Docus. Here he is said to have
stayed thirty years, and to have spoken the
British language ¢ as if it was his own native
tongue.” Finnian was employed to negotiate
with the Saxon invaders, and failing in this
is said to have overthrown them by super-
natural means. An angel warned him to re-
turn to Ireland, which was in need of his
teaching, instead of visiting Rome as he
wished todo. e obeyed the divine call, and
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landed, according to Dr. Lanigan, first at the
island of Dairinis, where he paid a second
visit to St. Caeman. Leaving the island he
coasted along, and finally landed at one of
the harbours of Wexford, where he was well
received by Muiredach, son of the king of
Leinster, who honoured him, not as Dr. Lani-
gan says, by prostrating himself before him,
but by taking him on his back across the
fields. The king havinioﬁ'ered him any site
he pleased for a church, he selected Achad
Aball, now Aghowle, in the barony of Shil-
lelagh, in the county of Wicklow. Here he
is said to have dwelt sixteen years. Moving
about and founding churchesin several places,
he arrived at Kildare, where he ‘stayed for
a while, reading and teaching,’ and on leaving
was presented by Brigit with a ring of gold,
which she told him he would require. After-
wards a slave at Fotharta Airbrech, in the
north-east of the King’s County, complained
that the king demanded an ounce of gold for
his freedom. Finnian having weighed the ring
(ring money P) given him by Brigit, found it
to be exactly one ounce,and he purchased the
man’sfreedom. Thisslave wasSt.Caisin of Dal
m Buain. Crossingthe Boyne, he nextfounded
a church at Ross I'indchuill, also called Esgar
Brannain, now Ilosnarea. One of a raiding

arty from Fertullagh in Westmeath passing
gy his church became his disciple, and after-
wards his successor at Clonard. This was
Bishop Senach of Cluain Foda Fine, now
Clonfad, in the county of Westmeath. It
was probably at this time that he established
his school at Clonard, in A.D. 530, according
to Dr. Lanigan. Disciples came to him from
all parts of Ireland till the number is said to
havereached three thousand, and he acquired
the title of ‘the Tutor of the Saints of Ire-
land” Many celebrated men were educated
under him, among them Columecille, Columb

tile” Finnian replied, ¢ Put the hymn which
thou hast made into water, and scatter the
water over the land.” This is in accordance
with Bede’s description of the virtues of Irish
manuscripts when immersed in water (Eecl.
Hist. bk. i. chap. i.) In the Latin life he
orders Gemman ‘to sing the hymn over the
field” Some of the pupils of Finnian having
been attracted to St. Ruadan of Lothra, for-
merly one of his disciples, he visited that saint
at the request of his school, and an amicable
contest took place between them, with the
result that Ruadan consented ‘to live like
other people.” The special reason for the
flocking of students to Lothra is said to have
been ‘a lime tree from which there used to
drop a sweet fluid in which every one found
the flavour he wished’ His next journey
was into Luigne, now the barony of Leyney,
co. Sligo, whither he was accompanied by
Cruimther (or presbyter) Nathi. Here he
founded a church in a place called Achad
caoin conaire, now Achonry, where his well
and his flagstone were shown.

‘When he had thus ‘founded many churches
and monasteries, and had preached God’s
word to the men of Ireland,” he returned to
Clonard. Here his pupil, Bishop Senach, ob-
serving ¢ his meagreness and great wretched-
ness,’ and ‘seeing the worm coming out of
his side in consequence of the girdle of iron
which he wore,” could not restrain his tears.
Finnian comforted him by reminding him that
he was to be his successor. His food was a
little barley bread, and his drink water, ex-
cept on Sundays,

In the ¢ Martyrology of Donegal’he is com-
pared to St. Paul, the parallel being carried
out in detail. Finnian was the chief of the
second order of Irish saints; he is sometimes
said to have been a bishop, but it is not so
stated in his life, and it is improbable, as the

of Tir da Glas, the two Ciarans, and others. | second order were nearly all presbyters. He
To each of his pupils on their departure he | died at Clonard, and, according to the ¢ Chro-

gave a crozier or a gospel (i.e. a hook of the
gospels), or some well-known sign. These
gifts became the sacred treasures of their re-
spective churches. Trom his disciples he se-
lected twelve who were known as ¢the twelve
Apostles of Ireland.” These, according to Dr.
Todd, formed themselves into a kind of cor-
poration, and exercised a sort of jurisdiction
over the other ecclesiastics of their times,
They were especially jealous of the right
of sanctuary which they claimed for their
churches.

A bard named Gemman, also termed ¢the
master,” and mentioned in Adamman’s ¢ Co-
lumba’ as a tutor, brought him a poem cele-
brating his praises, and asked in return that
‘ the little land he had should be made fer-

<
1

nicon Scotorum,’ of the pestilence known as
the Buidhe Conaill, or yellow plague, which
ravaged Ireland in A.D. 550. The language
of his life is ambiguous, but seems to agree
with this: ¢ As Paul died in Rome for the
sake of the Christian people, even so Finnian
died in Clonard that the people of the Gael
might not all die of the yellow plague.” The
¢ Annals of the Four Masters’ place his death
at 548 (549), which is too early. Colgan’s
opinion that he lived as late as 563 is founded
on a statement referring not to him but to
St. Finnian of Maghbile. He is said in the
Irish life to have reached the age of 140, and
if his stay in different places was so long as
mentioned, this would seem to be necessary,
but the numbers can scarcely be intended to
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be taken literally. ¢ Thirty’ seems to be used
indefinitely in the lives of Irish saints. St.
Finnian’s day in the ¢ Martyrology of Done-
gal’ is 12 Dec., though 11 Feb., 3 Jan., and
26 March have also been mentioned.

[Lives from the Book of Lismore, translated
by Whitley Stokes, D.C.L., pp. 222-30; Lani-
gan’s Ecel. Hist. i. 468, &e., ii. 21, 22 ; Dr.Todd’s
St. Patrick, pp.98-101 ; Martyrology of Donegal,
p. 333; Annals of the Four Masters, o.p. 548 ;
Reeves's Adamnan, p. 136.] T. O.

FINTAN, SaiNt (d. 595), of Cluain-
ednech,according to his pedigree in the ‘ Book
of Leinster,’and his life as quoted by Colgan,
was the son of Gabren and Findath, and a
descendant of Feidlimid Rectmar. In the
¢ Codex Kilkenniensis’ his father is called
Crymthann, but Gabren is added in the mar-
gin, apparently as a correction. Again, in
the ¢ Life of Iinnchu ’he is said to have been
the son of Nuadu, king of Leinster, by his
wife, Anmet. But as, according to some ac-
counts, there were four Fintans at Cluain-
ednech, the son of Nuadu was evidently a

different person from the subject of the present.

notice. On the eighth day after his birth our
Fintan was baptised at Cluain mic Trein,
which may be presumed to have been in or
near Ross, anciently called Ros mic Trein.
He studied with two companions, Coemhan
and Mocumin, under Colum, son of Crim-
thann, afterwards of Tirdaglas, now Terry-
glas, barony of Lower Ormond, county of
Tipperary. Coemhan became eventually abbot
of Enach Truim, now Annatrim, in Upper
QOssory, and Mocumin, otherwise Natcaoim,
was also subsequently of Tirdaglas.

The party of students and their master
moved about, and on one occasion stayed at

. Cluain-ednech, where there was then no

monastery. Here such numbers flocked to
them that they had to move to Sliabh Bladma,
now Slieve Bloom. Looking back from the
mountain-side it was said that angels were
hovering over the place they had left, and
Fintan was at once advised to build his mo-
nastery there, which he did about A.D. 548.
This place is now Clonenagh, a townland near
Mountrath in the Queen’s County. Here he
led a life of the severest asceticism, but not-
withstanding the strictness of his rule many
sought admission to his community. ‘The
monks laboured with their hands after the
manner of hermits, tilling the earth with hoes,
and, rejecting all animals, had not even a
single cow. If any one offered them milk or
butter it was not accepted; no one dared to
bring any flesh meat.’

This mode of life being felt as a reproach
by the neighbouring clergy, a council assem-

bled, at which St. Cainnech of Kilkenny and
others were present, who visited St. Fintan
and requested him for the love of God to re-
lax the extreme rigour of his rule. Fintan
after much persuasion conceded the changes
Eroposed as regarded his community, but re-
tused to alter his own mode of living. His
discernment of character is shown in the case
of two relatives of one of his monks. After
the young man had failed to convert them,
Fintan visited them and pronounced that one
would be converted, but that the case of the
other was hopeless. He seems to have been
kind to his community, for when some of
them, eager, like all the Irish of the period, for
foreign travel, went away without his leave,
and proceeded to Bangor in Ulster,and thence
to Britain, he said to those who spoke of
them, ¢ They are gone for God’s work.’

A warlike party once left the heads of
their enemies at the gate of Clonenagh. They
were buried by the monks in their own ceme-
tery, Fintan saying that all the saints who lay
in that burial-ground would pray for them, as
the most important part of their bodies was
buried there. At this time the king of North
Leinster held the son of the king of South
Leinster (or Hy Censelach) prisoner, intend-
ing to kill him as a rival, but Fintan and
twelve disciples went to the king at a town
named Rathmore, in the north-east of the
county of Kildare, to remonstrate with him.
The king ordered the fortress to be firmly
closed against him, but Fintan overcame all
resistance, and rescued the youth, who after-
wards became a monk at Bangor.

‘Walking on one occasion in the plain of
the Liffey, he met Fergna, son of Cobhthach,
and kneeled before him. The man was much
surprised, but Fintan told him he was to be-
come amonk. He said: ‘T have twelve sons
and seven daughters, a dear wife, and peace-
ful subjects,’ but he eventually gave up all.
Bishop Brandubh, ‘a humble man of Hy Cen-
selach,’ went to Fintan to become one of his
monks. TFintan met him in the monastery
of Achad Finglas, near Slatey, and desired
him to remain in this monastery, ‘ where,’ he
added, ‘the mode of life is more tolerable
than in mine.

His most famous pupil was Comgall [q.v.]
of Bangor, who came to him at Cluain-ednech.
Here he joined the community, but so hard
was the Tlife that he grew weary of it, and
the devil tempted him to return to his native
place. He told Fintan of this, but shortly
after, when praying at a cross to the west of
Cluain-ednech, a supernatural light broke in
on him, and he became quite happy. Fintan
then sent him back to his native place to
build churches and rear up servants to Christ.
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He subsequently founded the famous monas-
tery of Benchor (Bangor) in Ulster.

Fintan when on his deathbed appointed as
his successor Fintan Maeldubh. Inthe ¢Lebar
Breee’ notes on the ¢ Calendar’ of Oengus
there are said to have been four Fintans there.
His life was a continual round of fasts, night
watches, and genuflexions. Ie is termed by
Oengus ‘Fintan the Prayerful,’ and on the
same authority we read, ¢ he never ate during
his time, save woody bread of barley, and
clayey water of clay.” In the parallel list of
Irish and foreign saints, he, as ‘chief head of
the monks of Ireland,” is compared with
Benedict, ‘head of the monks of Europe.
His day 1s 17 Feh.

[Colgan’s Acta Sanct. Hiberniz, p. 349, &c.;
Codex Kilkenniensis; Marsh’s Library, Dublin,
p. 74 aa ; Calendar of Oengus, lii. liii.; Martyr-
ology of Donegal, p. 61 ; Lanigan’s Eccl. Hist. ii.
227-30.] 115, Ok

FINTAN or MUNNTU, Sar~t (d. 634),
of Tech Munnu, now Taghmon, co. Wexford,
was son of Tulchan, a descendant of Conall
Gulban, son of Niall of the Nine Hostages,
his mother, Fedelm, being of the race of
Maine, son of Niall. He used to leave his
father’s sheep to go for instruction to a holy
man named Cruimther (or presbyter) Grel-
lan,wholived at Achad Breoan. Thesheepdid
not suffer, and it was even rumoured that two
wolves wereseen guarding them. St. Comgall
of Bangor on his way from Connaught met
with him at Uisnech (now Usny), in the
parish of Killare, barony of Rathconrath, co.
‘Westmeath, Comgall allowed the boy to
join him, and on the first day initiated him
to his discipline by refusing to allow him
a draught of water until vespers in spite of
the heat.

Fintan is said to have gone next to the
school of St. Columba at Cill mor Ditraibh ;
but this seems inconsistent with the dates of
his life. His regular studies were carried on
under Sinell of Cluaininis, an island in Lough
Erne, who is described as ‘the most learned
man in Ireland or in Britain” With him
he continued nineteen years, studying the
Scriptures in company with nine others. In
making their bread they were not permitted
to separate the chaff from the wheat; but all
being ground together, the flour was mixed
with water and baked by means of stones
heated in the fire.

On the completion of his studies he went
to Hy to enter the monastery, but found that
St. Columba was dead, and Baithin, his sue-
cessor, refused to accept him, alleging that
St. Columba had anticipated his coming, and
directed him not to receive him. ¢He will
not lik: this,” he added, ‘for he is a rough

man ; therefore assure him that he will be
an abbot and the head of a congregation.’
This story, which is not only found in his
lives, but in Adamnan’s ¢ Life of Columba,’ is
stated in the latter to have been communi-
cated to the author by Oissene, who had it
from the lips of Fintan himself. Fintan is.
described as fair, with curly hair and a high
complexion. On his return to Ireland he took
up his abode in an island named Cuimrige or
Cuinrigi, where he founded a church at a
place called Athecaoin ; but having ascended
a mountain to pray he was so disturbed by
the cries and tumult at the battle of Slenne
(perhaps of Sleamhain, near Mullingar, A.D.
602) that he left theisland. He next passed
on to his own neighbourhood in the territory
of Ely, but did not visit or salute any one.
Here he built Tech Telle (now Tehelly), in
the north of the King’s County, where he re-
mained five years. He permitted his mother
to visit him with his two sisters, but said
that if she came again he would depart to
Britain. Probably in allusion to this a poem
attributed to Colum Cillé, says: ¢ The mother
that bore thee, O Fintan, O Munnu, bore a
son hard to her family.” Soon afterwards
a virgin with five companions presented her-
self at Tech Telle, and said to the steward :
¢Tell the strong man who owns this place
to give it to me, for he and his fifty youths
are stronger than I and my. five, and let
him build another for himself” Fintan com-
plied, ordering his pupils to bring only their
axes, books, and chrismals with their ordinary
clothing, and the two oxen which drew the
wagon with the books. But he refused tobless
her, and told her that the church would not
be associated with her name, but with that
of Telle, son of Segein. He and his party then
proceeded to the Ui Bairrche (now the barony
of Slieve Margy in the Queen’s County),
where there was a monastery of Comgall of
Bangor, over which one of his pupils named
Aed Gophan (or Guthbinn ?) presided. He
was obliged to go away into exile for twelve
years, and left Fintan to take charge during
his absence. Meanwhile, Comgall having
died, ¢ the family’ of the monastery came to
Fintan, but he refused their several requests
either to accept the abbacy of Bangor, or to
become one of the monks there, but said
that he would leave the place if he could
surrender it to Aed Gophan, who entrusted
it to him. Then they said: ¢ Youhadbetter go
and seek for him, even if you have to go to
Rome, and we will wait your return. He
therefore set out with five companions, but
after crossing one field he met with Aedh
returning after twelve years of exile. Leaving
Ui Bairrche, Fintan came to Achad Liacc, in
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the barony of Forth, co. Wexford. Here one
day when in the woods he met three men
clothed in white garments, who told him,
¢ Here will be your city,” and they marked out
in his presence seven places in which after-
wards the chief buildings of his city should
be erected, and Fintan placed crosses there.
The chieftain of the country of Forth, named
Dimma, who had offended him by unseemly
rejoicing over a homicide, repenting, ¢ offered
him the land where his city Taghmon now is.’
He asked for a reward, and when Fintan
promised him the kingdom of heaven, said:
¢That is not enough, unless you also give me
long life and all my wishes, and allow me to
be buried with your monks in holy ground.
All these requests Fintan granted to him.
The community of Fintan consisted of fifty
monks, and their daily food was bread with
water and a little milk. Dimma, chieftain
of the territory, had placed his two sons in
fosterage—one, Cellach,at Airbre in Ui Cenn-
selaigh with St. Cuan; the other, Cillin,
with Fintan at Taghmon. The father going
to visit them found Cellach dressed in a blue
cloak, with a sheaf of purple arrows on his
shoulder, his writing tablet bound with brass,
and wearing shoes ornamented with brass.
Cillin, in a cloak of black undyed sheep’s
wool, a short white tunic, with a black border
and common shoes, chanting psalms with
other boys behind the wagon. The king was
displeased, but Fintan told him that Cellach
would be slain by the Leinster people, while
Cillin would be ¢the head of a church, a
wvise man, a scribe, bishop, and anchorite,’
and would go to heaven.

Fintan’s rugged character is illustrated in
an imaginary dialogue between him and the
angel who used to visit him. Fintan asked
why another, whom hementioned, washigher
in favour than himself. Because, was the re-
ply, ‘he nevercaused anyone to blush, whereas
you scold your monks shamefully.” ¢Then,’
Fintan indignantly replied, ‘I will go into
exile and never take any more pains with my
monks.” ¢ No,’ said the angel, ‘ but the Lord
will visit you” That night I'intan became a
leper, and continued sofor twenty-three years.
This is referred to in the ‘ Calendar’ of Oen-
gus, where he is called ‘crochda,’” crucified
or bearing a cross.

Fintan’s most remarkable appearance was
at the council of Magh Ailbe or-Whitefleld,
where the propriety of adopting changes made
on the continent in the Rule of Easter was
discussed. Laisrean or Molaisse of Leighlin,
with his friends, defended the new system
and the new order. Fintan and all others
maintained the old. The king of Ui Bairrche,
impatient at Fintan’s delay in coming, spoke

tauntingly of his leprosy. When he arrived
thp king asked him  to “speak. “Why, said
Fintan, turning fiercely to him, ¢ do you ask
me, aleprous man, for a speech? When you
were abusing me Christ blushed at the right
hand of the Father, for T am a member of
Christ.” Fintanproposed the ordeal by fireand
then by water, or a contest in miraculous
power; but Laisrean would not risk the danger
of defeat. Dr. Lanigan is not accurate in
saying that ¢ Fintan soon after withdrew his
opposition, and agreed with his brethren of
the south,” for the ¢ Codex Salmanticensis’
states that the council broke up, assenting to
his conclusion : ¢Let every one do as he be-
lieves, and as seems to him right, words
which fairly expressthe tolerant spirit of the
Irish church. It is added by the writer of
his ¢ Life’ that whenever he addressed a guest
in rough or hasty language he would not eat
until he had apologised, saying: ¢ At that mo-
ment I was the son of Tulchan according to
the flesh, but now I am spiritually the son
of God.” Lanigan does not allow that he was
at Clonenagh ; but Bishop Reeves, following
Colgan, holds that he was ¢ fourth in a suc-
cession of Fintans there.” He has given his
name to a Taghmon, alsoin Westmeath, and
is commemorated at Kilmun in Cowall (Scot-
land), where he is buried according to the
¢ Breviary of Aberdeen.” There was alsoa
church in LochLeven called after him. Inthe
¢Litany’ of Oengus ‘one hundred and fifty
true martyrs’ who lived under his rule are
invoked, and two hundred and thirty-three
are referred to in the ¢ Martyrology’ of Tam-
laght ; but this does not imply that they were
all living at one time. The name Mundu or
Munnu is interpreted in the ¢ Lebar Brece’
as a contraction of mo-Fhindu, the F in the
compound becoming silent; Fintan is also
a contraction of Findu-dn. His day is cele-
brated 21 Oct.

[Acta Sanct. Hiberniw ex codice Salmanticensi,
London, 1888; Calendar of Oengus, clix.; Lani-
gan’s Eccl. Hist. ii. 404-8; Ussher’s Works, vi.
503 ; Reeves’s Adamnan, pp. 18, 27; the Rev.
James Gammack, in Dict. of Christian Biography,
ii. 520.] T. O.

FIRBANK, JOSEPH (1819-1886), rail-
way contractor, son of a Durham miner, was
born at Bishop Auckland in 1819. At the
age of seven he was sent to work in a colliery,
and attended a night-school. In 1841 he se-
cured a sub-contract in connection with the
Woodhead tunnel on the Stockton and Dar-
lington railway, and in 1845 and 1846 took
contracts on the Midland railway. The oppo-
sition to railway construction was so great
at this time that on one occasion Firbank
was captured and kept a prisoner for twenty-
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four hours. Noblemen would not permit the
contractors or their workmen to approach
their demesnes. In 1848 Firbank was en-
gaged on the Rugby and Stamford branch
of the North-Western railway, and lost most
of his savings by the bankruptcy of the
former contractor of the line. When the
Monmouthshire Railway and Canal Com-
pany transformed their mineral tramways
and canals into passenger railways in 1854,
Firbank took the contract for dealing with
the canals in the town of Newport, Mon-
mouthshire, He also took the contract for
the maintenance of the lines for seven years,
and this contract was several times renewed.

Firbank established himself at Newport,
where he formed an intimate friendship with
Mr. Crawshaw Bailey, the ironmaster, who
supported him in his early undertakings. Ie
was employed in South Wales for thirty
years, until the absorption of the Monmouth-~
shire company by the Great Western. In
1856 Firbank took a contract for the widen-
ing of the London and North-Western rail-
way near London, and afterwards (1859-66)
various contracts on the Brighton line. He
was also engaged upon the Midland Com-
pany’s Bedford and London extension (1864-
1868), which involved great difficulties and
ultimately cost the company upwards of
3,000,000!. He was contractor in 1870 on
the Settle and Carlisle extension of the Mid-
land railway. He was afterwards contractor
for many lines, the most difficult undertaking
being the Birmingham west suburban section
of the Midland railway.

In 1884 Firbank built the St. Pancras
goods depdt of the Midland railway. The
last contract taken by him was for the Bourne-
mouthdirect line from Brokenhurst to Christ-
church. It proved to be the most troublesome
of all his undertakings, and was finally com-
pleted by his son, Joseph T. Firbank. The
lines constructed by Firbank from 1846 to
1886 amounted to forty-nine. All through
his career he was a generous employer, doing
his best to promote the welfare of those whom
he employed.

Firbank died at his residence, near New-
port,on 29 June 1886. He was twice married,
and was survived by his second wife and
seven children. Firbank has been described
as ‘an excellent specimen of the class of
Englishmen who rise up not so much by
any transcendent talents, as by intelligence
and energy,’ and above all by a scrupulous
‘honesty, inspiring confidence’ (SAMUEL
Laine). He was indefatigable in work, re-
tiring to rest by nine o’clock and rarely
rising later than five. His business faculties
were verygreat. e wes a justice of the peace

and deputy-lieutenant for the county of Mon-
mouth,

[F. M‘Dermott’s Life and Work of Joseph
Firbank, 1887.] G.B.S.

FIREBRACE, HENRY (1619-1691),
royalist, sixth son of Robert Firebrace of
Derby, who died in 1645, by Susanna, dangh-
ter of John Hierome, merchant, of London,
held the offices of page of the bedchamber,
yeoman of the robes, and clerk of the kitchen
to Charles I, which he obtained through the
interest of the Earl of Denbigh. e became
much attached to the king, and was able to
be of service to him on more than one occa-
sion—at Uxbridge, in connection with the
negotiations there in 1644, Oxford, and else-
where. After the king’s surrender to the Scots
at Newark, in 1646, Firebrace joined him
at Newcastle, and attended him to Holmby
House and Hampton Court, and again after
his flight to the Isle of Wight he obtained
permission to attend him as page of the bed-
chamber during his confinement in Caris-
brooke Castle. Here he determined, if pos-
sible, to effect the king’s escape, and accord-
ingly contrived one evening, as Charles was
retiring to rest, to slip into his hand a note
informing him of a place in the bedchamber
where he had secreted letters from friends
outside. A regular means of communication
was thus established between the king and
his most trusted supporters. They thus con-
certed a plan of escape. At a signal given
by Firebrace Charles was to force his body
through the aperture between the bars of his
bedchamber window, and let himself down
by a rope; Firebrace was then to conduct
him across the court to the main wall of the
castle, whence they were to descend by an-
other rope and climb over the counterscarp,
on the other side of which men and horses
were to be in waiting to carry them to a
vessel.  On anight, the precise date of which
cannot be fixed, but which was probably early
in April 1648, Firebrace gave the signal by
throwing something against the bedchamber
window. The king thrust his head into the
aperture, and succeeded in squeezing some
portion of his body through it, but then stuck
fast, and could with difficulty get back into
the room. Firebrace was not slow in devis-
ing a new plan, which he communicated to
the king by a letter. A bar was to be cut in
one of the windows, from which the king
would be able to step upon a wall and escape
over the outworks, The king, who had al-
ready begun filing one of the bars of his bed-
chamber window, expressed approval of the
new plan as an alternative scheme. In the
end, however, he abandoned an attempt
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at secret flight as impracticable. In a
letter (26 April) he commanded Firebrace
‘heartily and particularly to thank, in m;
name, A. C.F.Z., and him who stayed for
me beyond the works, for their hearty and
industrious endeavours in this my service.’
The cipher letters are supposed to stand for
Francis Cresset, Colonel William Legg, groom
of the bedchamber, Abraham Doucett, and
Edward Worsely. The person ¢ who stayed
beyond the works’ appears to have been one
John Newland of Newport, who had provided
the vessel for the king’s use. On the day
before his execution Charles charged Dr. Wil-
liam Juxon to recommend Firebrace to Prince
Charles as one who had been ¢ very faithful
and serviceable to him in his greatest extre-
mities.” After this we lose sight of Firebrace
until the Restoration, when he petitioned to
be appointed to one or other of the posts
which he had held under the late king. The
petition, which was supported by a certificate
from Juxon, then archbishop of Canterbury,
of Charles’s recommendation, was granted,
and Firebrace was appointed to the several
offices of chief clerk of the kitchen, clerk-
comptroller-supernumerary of the household,
and assistant to the officers of the green
cloth. e died on 27 Jan. 1690-1.

Firebrace married, first, Elizabeth, daugh-
ter of Daniel Dowell of Stoke-Golding,
Leicestershire ; secondly, Alice, daughter of
Richard Bagnall of Reading, relict of John
Bucknall of Creek, Northamptonshire ; and
thirdly, Mary, of whom nothing seems to be
known except that she was buried in the
north cloister of Westminster Abbey on
1 Feb. 1687-8. By his first wife he had issue
four sons and one daughter. His eldest son,
Henry, became a fellow of Trinity College,
Cambridge, and entered the church; his
second son, Basil (d. 1724), went into busi-
ness, was sheriff of London in 1687, and was
created a baronet on 28 July 1698. TIn De-
cember 1685 a royal bounty of 1,694/ was
paid him (Secret Services of Charles IT and
James IT, Camd. Soc. p. 114). Reference is
made to him in Luttrell’s ¢ Relation” The
dignity became extinet in 1759. The origi-
nal form of the name Firebrace, sometimes
spelt Ferebras, is said to have been Fier &
bras; the family was probably of Norman
lineage.

[Nichols’s Leicestershire, iv. pt. ii. 726 ; Hist.
MSS. Comm, 4th Rep. App. 274 4, 7th Rep. App.
224 a; Sir Thomas Herbert’s Memoirs, 1702,
pp. 185-200; Dr. Peter Barwick’s Life of Dr.
John Barwick (translation by Hilkiah Bedford,
pp. 87-9, 380-7 ; Wotton’s Baronetage, iv. 65—
77; Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1660-1, p. 20 ; Coll.
Top. et Gen. vii, 163, viii. 20.] J. M. R.

FIRMIN, GILES (1614-1697), ejected

minister, son of Giles Firmin, was born at

¥ | Ipswich in 1614. As a schoolboy he received

religious impressions from the preaching of
John Rogers at Dedham, Essex. ‘He matricu-
lated at Emmanuel College, Cambridge, in
December 1629, his tutor being Thomas Hill,
D.D. [q.v.] At Cambridge he studied medi-
cine. In 1632 he went with his father to
New England. While at Boston, Massa-
chusetts, he was ordained deacon of the first
church, of which John Cotton was minister.
At Ipswich, Massachusetts, he received in
1638 a grant of 120 acres of land. He prac-
tised medicine in New England, and had the
repute of a good anatomist. About 1647
he returned to England, leaving a wife and
family in America. He was shipwrecked
on the coast of Spain; Calamy relates, as a
¢ well-attested’ fact, that at the very time
when he was in danger of being drowned, his
little daughter of four years old roused the
family in New England by continually cry-
ing out ¢ My father!’

In 1648 Firmin was appointed to the vi-
carage of Shalford, Essex, which had been
vacant a year since the removal of Ralph
Hilles to Pattiswick. At Shalford he was
ordained a presbyter by Stephen Marshall
[q.v.] and others. He is returned in 1650
as ‘an able, godly preacher” e appears to
have been a royalist in principle, for he
affirms that he was one of those who ¢ in the
time of the usurpation’ prayed for ‘the af-
flicted royal family,” Very soon he got into
controversy on points of discipline. He was a
strong advocate for the parochial system, in-
sisted on imposition of hands as requisite for
the validity of ordination, and denied the
right of parents who would not submit to
discipline to claim baptism for their children,
‘With Baxter he opened a correspondence in
1654, complaining to him that ¢ these separa—
tists have almost undone us’ The quakers
also troubled his parish. In ecclesiastical
politics he followed Baxter, preferring a re-
formed episcopacy to either the presbyterial
or the congregational model, but laying most
stress on tﬁfe need of a well-ordered parish.
He actively promoted in 1657 the ¢ agree-
ment of the associated ministers of Essex’
on Baxter’s Worcestershire model.

After the king’s return he writes to Bax-
ter (14 Nov. 1660) that he is most troubled
about forms of prayer; these, he says, ¢ wilk
not downe in our parts” He is ready to
submit to bishops, ‘so they will not force
me to owne their power as being of divine
authoritie, and adds, ‘some episcopacies T
owne.” In spite of the persuasion of his seven
children he refused to conform. As the resulé
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of his ejection (1662), Shalford Church was
closed for some months.

Firmin retired to Ridgewell, Essex, per-
haps on the passing of the Five Mile Act
(1665). He supported himself by medical
practice, and was much in request. The
neighbouring justices, who valued his pro-
fessional services, took care,that he should
not be molested, though he regularly held con-
venticles, except once a month, when there
was a sermon at Ridgewell Church which
he attended. On 22 July 1672 Daniel Ray,
who had been ejected from Ridgewell, took
out licenses qualifying him to use his house
as a ‘presbyterian meeting-place.” Firmin on
1 Dec. took out similar licenses. Ray removed
in 1673, and Firmin remained till his death
in sole charge of the congregation. It still
exists, and now ranks with the independents.

Firmin retained robust health as an octo-
genarian, and was always ready to take his
part in polemics. He had broken a lance
with his old friend Baxter in 1670, and in
1693 he entered the lists of the Crispian con-
troversy, which was then breaking up the
newly formed ¢ happy union’ of the London
presbyterians and independents. He was
a well-read divine, if somewhat captious.
Calamy reckons him at his best in an experi-
mental treatise. He was taken ill on a Sun-
day night after preaching, and died on the
following Saturday,in April 1697. He mar-
ried, in New England, Susanna, daughter of
Nathaniel 'Ward, pastor of the church at
Ipswich, Massachusetts.

Davids gives an imperfect list of seventeen
of Firmin’s publications. His chief pieces
are: 1. *A Serious Question Stated,’ &ec.,
1651, 4to (on infant baptism). 2. ¢Separa-
tion Examined, &c., 1651 [i.e. 156 March
1652], 4to. 3. ‘Stablishing against Shaking,’
&ec., 1656, 4to (against the quakers; the
running title is ¢ Stablishing against Quak-
ing;” answered by Edward Burrough [q. v.]
4.‘Tythes Vindicated,’ &e., 1659, 4to. 5. Pres-
byterial Ordination Vindicated,’ &e., 1660,
4to. 6. ‘The Liturgical Considerator Con-
sidered, &e., 1661, 4to (anon., in answer to
Gauden). 7.¢The Real Christian,” &e., 1670,
4to; reprinted, Glasgow, 1744, 8vo (in this
he criticises Baxter; it is his best piece ac-
cording to Calamy). 8.‘The Questionbetween
the Conformist and the Nonconformist,’ &ec.,
1681, 4to. 9. ¢ Havovpyia, &e., 1693 (against
Davis and Crisp). 10. ¢ Some Remarks upon
the Anabaptist’s Answer to the Athenian
Mereuries, &c. (1694), 4to (apparently his
last piece). He wrote also in defence of
some of the above,and in opposition to John
Owen, Daniel Cawdry [q. V.ﬁ, Thomas Grant-
ham (d. 1692) [q. v.], and others.

[Calamy's Historical Account of his Life and
Times, 1713, p. 295; Continuation, 1727, p. 458;
Davids’s Annals of Evang. Nonconf. in Essex,
1863, pp. 440, 449, 457; Dexter’s Congrega-
tionalism of the last Three Hundred Years,
1880, p. 574 n.; Firmin’s letters to Baxter, in
the collection of Baxter MSS. at Dr. Williams’s
Library (extracts, occasionally needing eorrection, -
are given by Davids); Hunter’'s manuseripts,
Addit. MSS. 24478, p. 114 0.] LOMASGE

FIRMIN, THOMAS (1632-1697), phi-
lanthropist, son of Henry and Prudence Fir-
min, was bornat Ipswichin June1632. Henry
Firmin was a parishioner of Samuel Ward,
the puritan incumbent of St. Mary-le-Tower,
by whom in 1635 he was accused of erro-
neous tenets ; the matter was brought before
the high commission court, but on Firmin’s
making satisfactory submission the charge
(particulars of which are not disclosed) was
dismissed. Thomas was apprenticed in Lon-
don to & mercer, who attended the services
of John Goodwin [q.v.] the Arminian, then
vicar of St. Stephen’s, Coleman Street. He
learned shorthand, and took down Goodwin’s
sermons. Asan apprentice his alacrity gained
him the nickname of ¢ Spirit.” An elder ap-
prentice accused him of purloining 57., but
afterwards confessed that the theft was his
own. The late story (KENNETT) according to
which Firmin,during his apprenticeship, pre-
sented - petition in favour of John Biddle
g;ee BippLg, JouN], and was dismissed by

romwell as a ¢ curl-pate boy,” does not tally
with earlier accounts. XKennett, however,

ives as his authority John Mapletoft, M.D.
%q. v.], who was a relative of Firmin.

‘With a capital of 100Z. Firmin began busi-
nessas a girdler and mercer. His shop was at
Three Kings Court,in Lombard Street; he had
a garden at Hoxton, in which he took great
delight. Slender as were his means he con-
trived to keep a table for hisfriends, especially
ministers. His frank hospitality brought him
(after 1655) into relations with such men as
‘Whitchcote, Worthington, Wilkins, Fowler,
and Tillotson. Inthis way,somewhat earlier,
he became acquainted with Biddle, whose in-
fluence on Firmin's philanthropic spirit was
important. It wasfrom Biddle that he learned
to distrust mere almsgiving, but rather to
make it his business to fathom the condition
of the poor by personal investigation, and to
reduce the causes of social distress by eco-
nomic effort. Biddle also deepened Firmin’s
convictions on the subject of religious tolera-
tion, and without converting him to his own
specific opinions made him heterodox in the
article of the Trinity. Biddle was Firmin’s
guest in 1655, prior to his banishment, and it
was largely through Firmin’s exertions that a
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pension of one hundred crowns was granted
by Cromwell to the banished man.

Sympathy with the oppressed had some-
thing to do with Firmin’s religious leanings.
He expressed himself as hating popery ¢ more
for its persecuting than for its priesteraft.’
In 1662 he raised money partly by ¢ collec-
tions in churches’ for the exiled anti-trinita-
rians of Poland ; but when (1681) the Polish
Calvinists met the same fate Firmin was fore-
most in efforts for their relief, collecting about
6807. His acquaintance with religious con-
troversies was gained in conversation, for he
was never a student. There was scarcely a
divine of note whom he did not know. He
helped young clergymen to preferment, and
it is said that Tillotson, after becoming dean
of Canterbury (1672), when obliged to leave
town, ¢ generally left it to Mr. Firmin to pro-
vide preachers’ for his Tuesday lecture at St.
Lawrence, Jewry. Tillotson wasaware that
Firmin’s freedom of opinion did not bias his
judgment of men.

Firmin’s first philanthropic experiment was
occasioned by the trade disorganisation of the
plague year (1665). He provided employ-
ment at making up clothing for hands thrown
out of work. It was the only one of his en-
terprises by which he suffered no pecuniary
loss. - During the great fire (1666) his Lom-
bard Street premises were burned. He se-
cured temporary accommodation in Leaden-
hall Street, and in a few years was able to
rebuild in Liombard Street, and to carry on
his business with increased success. In1676
he left the management of the concern in the
hands of his nephew and partner, Jonathan
James (son of his sister Prudence), who had
been his apprentice; he was then worth about
9,000/, Henceforth he devoted his time and
great part of his means to works of public
benefit. He had been elected about 1673 a
governor of Christ’s Hospital, the first public
recognition of his worth.

He had two schemes already in operation.
About 1670 he had erected a building by the
river for the storage of corn and coals, to be
retailed to the poor in hard times at cost
price; how this plan worked is not stated.
in 1676 he had started a ¢ workhouse
in Little Britain, for the employment of the
poor in the linen manufacture ;’ he built new
premises expressly forit. Tillotson suggests
that the hint of this ‘larger design’ was taken
from the example of Thomas (gs’rouge [q. v.],
who was one of the frequenters of Firmin’s
table. Firmin employed as many as seven-
teen hundred spinners, besides flax-dressers,
weavers, &c. He paid them for their work
at the currentrate, but, finding that they must
work sixteen hours a day to earn sixpence, he

added totheir earningsin various ways, giving
a sort of bonus in coal to good workers, His
arrangements for the comfort and cleanliness
of hls} hands, and for the industrial training
of' children rescued from the streets, were ad-
mirable. Nothing is said of his directly fos-
tering the education of the children, but he
printed large editions of a ¢ Scripture Cate-
chism’ (probably by Bishop Edward Fowler
[g.v.]),and gaverewards to such as learned it.

The scheme never paid its way. Firmin
sold his linens at cost price, but the sale
flagged ; for the first five years the annual
loss was 200/. He invoked the aid of the
press, in the hope of getting the corporation
of London to take the matter up as a public
enterprise, but in vain. The scale of pro-
duction was diminished, yet the loss increased.
Two or three friends helped to make it good,
but the main burden rested on Firmin. In
1690 the patentees of the linen manufacture
took over the scheme, retaining Firmin as its
manager at a salary of 100/. a year, and re-~
ducing the rate of wages. The new arrange-
ment was unsuccessful, Firmin’s honorarium
was not paid, and the enterprise was once
more thrown on hishands. He kept it up to
the day of his death, and nominally contrived
to make it pay, only however by keeping the
wages low, and supplementing them by pri-
vate doles to his workers. His last wish was
for two months more of life, in order that he
might remodel his ‘workhouse.” This was
done after his death by James, his partner, a
prudent man, who had saved Firmin from
ruining himself by drawing too largely on the
ready money of the firm. He had put down
his coach rather than drop some of his spin-
ners. The higher rate of wages obtainable at
the woollen manufacture led Firmin to at-
tempt its introduction as a London industry.
He took for this purpose a house in Artillery
Lane; but wool was too dear; his hands
were too slow ; after losing money for two
years and a quarter he abandoned the trial.

Firmin deserves notice as a prison philan-
thropist. From about 1676 he interested
himself in the condition of prisoners for debt,
freeing several hundreds who were detained
for small sums, and successfully promoting
acts of grace for the liberation of others. He
visited prisons, inquired into the treatment
pursued, and prosecuted harsh and extor-
tionate gaolers. His biographer relates that
one of these incriminated officialshanged him-~
self rather than face a trial.

Firmin was a strong patriot as regards
English manufactures, strenuously opposing
the importation of I'rench silks. But when
the protestant refugees came over from France
in 1680 and following years he was the first
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to assist them to set up their own trades.
Most of the moneys devoted to their relief
passed through his hands, he himself collect-
ing some 4,000/, His pet project of a linen
manufacture he started for them at Ipswich
in 1682.

In politics Firmin does not seem to have
taken any part till 1685. His opposition to
James II's unconstitutional proceedings cost
him for a time his governorship at Christ’s
Hospital. Not won by James’s declaration
for liberty of conscience he largely aided the
circulation of pamphlets which sounded the
alarm against it. His principles seem to have
been republican, but he was a devoted ad-
herent to William of Orange. To Robert
Frampton [q. v.], the nonjuring bishop of
Gloucester, Firmin remarked, ‘I hope you
will not be a nonconformist in your old age.’
Frampton retorted that Firmin himself was
¢ a nonconformist to all Christendom besides
a few lowsy sectarys in Poland.” On the pro-
testant exodus from Ireland in 1688-9 Firmin
was the principal commissioner for the relief
of the refugees; more than 56,000/ went
through his hands, and eight of the protestant
hierarchy of Ireland addressed to him a joint
letter of thanks. He was rendering a similar
service for the nonjurors in 1695, when he
was stopped by the interference of the go-
vernment.

In conjunction with his friend, Sir Robert
Clayton %q. v.], Firmin was an indefatigable
governor of Christ’s Hospital, carrying out
many improvements, both of structure and
arrangement. On Sunday evenings it was
hiscustom to attend the scholars’ service, and
see that their ¢ pudding-pies’ for supper were
of proper ‘bigness.” In April 1693 he was
elected a governor of St. Thomas’s ITospital,
of which Clayton had been made president
in the previous year. Firmin carried through
the work of rebuilding the hospital and
church. Among his admirable qualities was
the faculty for interesting others in benevo-
lent designs and calling forth their liberality.
He was a kind of almoner-general to the me-
tropolis, keeping a register of the poor he
visited, recommending their cases, and ap-
prenticing their children.

Luke Milbourn [q.v.] in 1692 speaks of
Firmin as a ‘hawker’ for the Socinians, ¢ to
disperse their new-fangled divinity.” Only
four books of this class are known with cer-
tainty to have been promoted by him. In
1687 was printed at his expense ‘A Brief
History of the Unitarians, called also So-
cinians” It is in the shape of four letters,
written for his information, probably by Ste-
phen Nye, and is noteworthy as marking the
first appearance in English literature of the

term ¢ unitarian,’ a name unknown to Biddle.
In 1689 he printed ¢ Brief Notes on the Creed
of St. Athanasius,’ a sheet by an unknown
author. Tillotson, who had lectured on the
Socinian controversy at St. Lawrence, Jewry,
in 1679-80, felt himself compelled by calum-
nies’” to publish the lectures in 1693. He
sent a copy to Firmin, who printed a letter
(29 Sept. 1694) in reply, probably by Nye,
under the title ¢ Considerations on the Ex-
plications of the Doctrine of the Trinity’
(sometimes confounded with a tract of 1693
with similar title, and by the same hand).
This he laid before Tillotson, who remarked
that Burnet’s forthcoming exposition of the
articles ¢ shall humble your writers.” In1697,
at Firmin’s instance, appeared ‘ The Agree-
ment of the Unitarians with the Catholick
Church,’ a work which more closely expresses.
his own views than any of the foregoing.
He never departed from the communion of
the church of England, but put a Sabellian
sense on the public forms. At the time of
his death he was meditating a plan of ¢uni-
tarian congregations’ to meet for devotional
purposes as fraternities within the church.

Firmin was an original member of the ¢ So-~
ciety for the Reformation of Manners’(1691),
and was very active in the enforcement of fines
forthe repression of profane swearing. Kettle-
well’s biographer speaks of his disinterested
charity, and Wesley, who abridged his life
for the ¢ Arminian Magazine,’ calls him ¢truly
pious.’

Firmin had injured his health by over-
exertion and neglecting his meals, and had
become consumptive. He was carried off in
a couple of days by a typhoid fever, dying
on 20 Dec. 1697. Bishop Fowler [q. v.{at-
tended him on his deathbed. He was buried
in the cloisters at Christ’s Hospital, where a
marble slab is placed to his memory. A me-
morial pillar stands in the grounds of Marden
Park, Surrey, the seat of his friend Clayton,
where ¢ Firmin's Walk’ perpetuates his name.
There is no portrait of Firmin ; he is described
as a little, active man, of frank address and
engaging manner. Hisautograph will (dated
7 Feb. 1694) shows illiteracy.

Firmin died worth about 3,000/. He was.
twice married: first, in 1660, to a citizen’s.
daughter with a portion of 5007; she died
while Firmin was at Cambridge on business,
leaving a son (d. about 1690) and a daughter
(d. in 1nfancy) ; secondly, in 1664, to Mar-
garet (d.14 Jan.1719, aged 77), daughter of |
Giles Dentt, J.P., of Newport, Essex, alder-
man of London ; by her he had several chil-
dren,who all died ininfancy, except the eldest,
G1LES, born 22 May 1665 (Tillotson was his
godfather). Giles received his mother’s por-
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tion and became a promising merchant ; he
married Rachel (d. 11 April 1724), daughter
of Perient Trott and sister of Lady Clayton ;
died at Oporto on 22 Jan. 1694, and was
buried at Newport on 13 April; his widow
afterwards married Owen Griffith, rector of
Blechingley, Surre}z.

Firmin’s only known publication was
¢Some Proposals for the Imploying of the
Poor, especially in and about London, and
for the Prevention of Begging. In a Letter
to a Friend. By T.F.] 1678, 4to. An en-
larged issue appeared in 1681, 4to ; two edi-
tions same year. It was reprinted in a col-
lection of ¢ Tracts relating to the Poor,’ 1787,
4to.

[The Charitable Samaritan, or a Short and
Impartial Accountof . . . Mr. T.F. ... bya
gentleman of his acquaintance, 1698, 4to; Life
of Mr, Thomas Firmin, 1698, 8vo, 2nd edition,
1791, 12mo (the writer had known him since
1653 ; appended is a funeral sermon, probably
by the same writer, ¢ preached in the country’);
Vindication of the memory of Thomas Firmin
from the Injurious Reflections of . . . Milbourn,
1698, 4to (apparently by the writer of the Life);
Account of Mr. Firmin's Religion, &c., 1658,
8vo; Tillotson’s Funeral Sermon for Gouge,
1681; Penn’s Key Opening the Way, 1692;
Milbourn’s Mysteries in Religion, 1692; Grounds
and Oceasions of the Controversy concerning the
Unity of God, 1698 ; Life of Kettlewell, 1718,
P. 420 ; Kennett’s Register, 1728, p. 761 ; Bur-
net’s Hist. of his own Time, 1734, ii. 211 sq.;
Birch's Life of Tillotson, 1753, p. 292 sq.; Life
by Cornish, 1780 ; Arminian Magazine, 1786,
P. 263 ; Wallace's Antitrin. Biog., 1850, i. (his-
torical introduction), ifi. 353 sq.; Life of Bishop
Frampton (Evans), 1876, p. 187; State Papers,
Dom. Chas. T, celxi. 105; Cole’s manuseripts, v.
27 sq.; Hunter's manuscript (Addit. MS. 24478,
P. 114 0); Firmin’s will at Somerset House.]

A. G,

FIRTH, MARK (1819-1880), founder
of Firth College, Sheffield, was born at Shef-
field 25 April 1819and left schoolin 1833, His
father, Thomas Firth, was for several years
the chief melter of steel to the firm of San-
derson Brothers & Co., Sheffield, receiving
70s. a week; here his two sons, Mark and
Thomas, on leaving school, joined him, and
each had 20s.a week. Their demand for an
increase of wages being refused, they com-
menced a business of their own with a six-
hole furnace in Charlotte Street (1843). At
first they manufactured steel exclusively for
home consumption, and then gradually ex-
tended their business to Birmingham. By
perseverance and energy they at last acquired
an mmmense American connection, and in
1849 erected the Norfolk Works at Sheffield,
which cover thirteen acres of ground. In1848
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Thomas Firth, senior, died, and Mark became
the head of the firm, which soon acquired
othfar works at ‘Whittington in Derbyshire,
which occupy twenty-two acres, and several
forggs at Clay Wheels, near Wadsley. A
speciality of the business was casting steel
blocks for ordnance, and shot both spheri-
cal and elongated, in addition to all inds
of heavy forgings for engineering purposes.
From gun-blocks of seven inches diameter
they went up to sixteen inches for the 81-ton
gun, the heaviest single casting made. The
whole of the steel employed in the manu-
facture of guns for the British government
was Firth’s steel. When the government
found it necessary to have a steel core for
their great guns, the Firths laid down ma-
chinery which cost them 100,000Z., it being
understood that they should be compensated
for their outlay by receiving the government
work., The principal feature of their busi-
ness was the refining and manufacture of
steel, in which they were unrivalled. They
supplied foreign iron, which they imported
in immense quantities from Swedish mines,
of which they had concessions. After sup-~
plying the Italians with a 100-ton gun,
they cast a dozen similar ingots for massive
ordnance. The British government obtained
four of these, but they were never used in
the armament of any war ship., The Firths
furnished nearly all the steel gun tubes afloat
in the British navy, and a large propor-
tion of those used by the French. Three
younger brothers, John, Edward, and Henry,
became members of the firm of T. Firth &
Sons. Mark Firth was one of the original
members of the Iron and Steel Institute on
its establishment in 1869, and remained con-
nected with it to his decease. Having gained
a large fortune, he made many donations to
his native place. His first gift of any mag-
nitude was 1,000Z, which he added to a
legacy of 5,0000. left by his brother Thomas
(d. 1858) for the erection of a Methodist
New Connexion training college and the
education of young men about to enter the
ministry. In 1869 he erected and endowed
Mark Firth’s Almshouses at Ranmoor, near
his own residence, at a cost of 30,000Z; in
this building are thirty-six houses, which are
left to the poor of Sheffield for ever. For
three successive years he held the office of
master cutler, and in his third year enter-
tained Henry, duke of Norfolk, 2 Segpt. 1862?,
on the oceasion of his taking possession of his
estates as lord of Hallamshire. His next gift
was a freehold park of thirty-six acres forare-
creation ground. The Prince and Princess of
‘Wales opened this park on 16 Aug. 1875, and

were for two days Firth's guests at Sheffield.
B
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Perhaps the most useful act of hislife was the
erection and fitting up of Firth College at a
cost of 20,0007., its endowment with 5,0001.,
and the foundation of a chair of chemistry
with 1507, a year. Thisbuilding was opened
by Prince Leopold 20 Oct. 1879, and a great
éducational work has since been carried on
in the institution. Firth, who was mayor
of Sheffield in 1875, died of apoplexy and
paralysis at his seat, Oakbrook, 28 Nov. 1880,
and was buried in Sheflield general cemetery
on 2 Dec., when a public procession nearly
two miles in length followed his remains to
the grave. His personalty was sworn under
600,0007. in January 1881. He married first,
15 Sept. 1841, Sarah Bingham, who died in
1855, and secondly Caroline Bradley, in Sep-
tember 1857, and left nine children.

[Practical Magazine (1876), vi. 289-91, with
portrait ; Gatty’s Sheffield Past and Present
(1873), pp. 305, 312, 3324, with view of Firth’s
Almshouses ; Hunter’s Hallamshire (Gatty’s ed.
1869), p. 215; Times, 29 Nov. 1880, p. 9, and
3 Dec., p. 3; Illustrated London News, 21 Aug.
1875, pp. 185-90, and 28 Aug., pp. 193, 196,
208, with portrait ; Engineer, 3 Dec. 1880, p.
417 ; Journal of Iron and Steel Institute, 1880,
No. 2, pp. 687-8.] C. B.

FISCHER, JOHANN CHRISTIAN
(1733-1800), oboist and composer, lived
many years in London, was chamber musi-
cian to the queen (Charlotte), and took a
prominent part in the Bach-Abel and other
concerts of modern classical music which
were to bring about a great change in musical
taste. Born at Freiburg (Breisgau) in 1733,
Fischer was in 1760 a member of the Dresden
court band, and later entered the service of
Frederick the Great fora short time. In the
course of his travels he came to London, took
lodgings, according to an advertisement of
the time, at Stidman’s, peruke-maker, Frith
Street, Soho, and announced his concert for
2 June 1768. As earlyas 1774 he joined the
quartet parties at court, but his appointment
as queen’s musician dates from 1780, with a
salary of 180 ¢The original stipend of the
court musicians,’ says Mrs. Papendiek in her
journals, ¢ had been 1007; but on giving up
their house 307 had been added, and 25/. for
the Ancient Music concerts. They had four
suits of clothes, fine instruments, and able
masters to instruct them whenrequired.” The
same lady gives a lively account (p. 143)
of the practical jokes played on the popular
oboist by the Prince of ‘Vz,les and his friends
(see also KELLY, Reminiscences, i. 9, and
PARKE, p. 48, for anecdotes). Fischer esta-
blished his reputation in England by his bril-
liant Tplaying at the Professional, Nobility,
and New Musical Fund concerts, and espe-

cially at the Handel commemoration per-
formances at Westminster Abbey. In 1780
he married Mary, the beautiful younger
daughter of Gainsborough ; it is said that a
separation soon followed. Perhaps it was
because he was refused the post of master of
the king’s band and composer of minuets that
Fischer left England in 1786, but in spite of
disappointments of various kinds he returned
in 1790 to London. On the night of 29 April
1800, while performing a solo part in his con-
certo at the Queen’s House, and ¢ after hav-
ing executed his first movement in a style
equal to his best performance during any

art of his life,’ he was seized with an apo-
plectic fit. Prince William of Gloucester
supported him outof the room, and the king,
who was much affected, had the best medical
assistance called ; but Fischer died within an
hour at his lodgings in Soho, desiring in his
last moments that all his manuscript music
might be presented to his majesty.

George III has recorded his appreciation
of his faithful musician’s performance in a
critical note appended in his own handwrit-
ing to the proof-sheets of Dr. Burney’s ¢ Ac-
count of the Handel Commemoration.” The
testimony of the younger Parke, himself an
oboist of repute, is of even greater value.
After remarking that Fischer arrived in this
country in very favourable circumstances, the
twoprincipal oboe players, Vineent and Simp-
son, using an instrument which in shape and
tone bore some resemblance to a post-horn,
he continues : ¢ The tone of Fischer was soft
and sweet, his style expressive, and his exe-
cution atonce neat and brilliant.” A. B. C.
Dario compared the tone of his oboe to that
of a clarionet, Giardini commented on its
power, and Burney and Mrs. Papendiek
agree in praising him. Mozart, on the other
hand, writing from Vienna 4 April 1787, ob-
serves that whereas Fischer’s performance had

leased him upwards of twenty years ago in
olland, it now appeared to him undeserving
of itsreputation. Mozart was even more severe
upon Fischer’s compositions, yet he paid a
substantial compliment to the celebrated
minuet (composed by Fischer for a court ball
on the occasion of the king of Denmark’s visit
to England) by writing and often playing a
set of variations upon it (Kochel, No. 179);
and Burney bears witness to the merit of his
style.
yThere were published at Berlin : Oboe con-
certo; pianoforte concerto; popular rondo;
concerto for violin, flute, or oboe; six duos
for two flutes, Op. 2; ten solos for flute and
oboe. InLondon appeared : Three concertos
for principal oboe, Nos. 8,9, 10; the same
for pianoforte; seven divertimentos for two
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flutes ; ten sonatas for flute; three quartets
and two trios for German flutes, violin, viola,
and cello, from eminent masters, revised by J.
C. Fischer (GErBER). Pohl mentions ‘God
save great George our King, for four solo
voices, chorusand harpaccompaniment, newly
harmonised ; and ¢ The Invocation of Neptune,’
solo quartet and chorus.

Gainshorough’s portrait of Fischer, now at
Hampton Court, is full of expression ; another
by the same artist is mentioned by Thick-
nesse, ‘painted at full length . . .. inscarlet
and gold, like a Colonel of the Foot Guards.’
It is said to have been exposed for sale at a
picture dealer’s in Catherine Street.

[Burney’s History of Music, iv. 673 ; Mendel,
iili. 540; Grove’s Dict. i. 528; Pohl’s Mozart
und Haydn in London, ii. 53; The Gazetteer,
No.12, p. 246 ; Mrs. Papendiek’s Journals, i. 65,
ii. 125 ; Parke’s Musical Memoirs, pp. 48, 334;
Fulcher’s Life of Gainsborough, pp. 74, 118,
200; Thicknesse’s Gainsborough, 1788, p. 24;
Times, 1 May 1800; Gent. Mag. vol. 1xx. pt. i.
p. 488 ; D’Arblay’s Memoir of Burney, 1832, ii.
385; Jahn’s Mozart, 1882, ii. 343; Gerber’s
Tonkiinstler-Lexikon, 1812, i. 137.] L. M. M.

FISCHER, JOHN GEORGE PAUL
(1786-1875), painter, born at ITanover on
16 Sept. 1786, was the youngest of three sons
of a line-engraver, who died very soon after
the birth of the youngest child, leaving his
family in poverty. Fischer at the age of
fourteen was placed as pupil with J. H.
Ramberg, the fashionable court painter, by
whom he was employed in painting portraits,
theatrical scenery, and generally assisting
his master. He became capable of earning
enough money to support his mother. In
1810 he betook himself to England, and his
Hanoverian connection rendered it easy for
him to obtain the patronage of royalty. Ie
painted miniature portraits of Queen Char-
lotte and the junior members of the royal
family, and was employed by the prince re-
gent to paint a series of military costumes.
He painted the present queen twice, once in
1819 as an infant in her cradle, and again in
1820. In 1817 he began to exhibit at the
Royal Academy, and continued to do so up
to 1852, occasionally contributing also to
the Suffolk Street Exhibition. His works
were chiefly portraits in miniature, but he
occasionally exhibited landscapes in water-
colours. Ife continued to paint up to his
eighty-first year, and died 12 Sept. 1875.
Fischer was an industrious but inferior artist.
Some sketches by him in the print room at
the British Museum show spirit and intelli-
gence, especially two pencil portraits of Wil-
Iiam Hunt and his Wif%. He published a few
etchings and lithographs.

[Redgrave's Dict. of Artists; Graves’s Dict. of

Artists, 1760-1880; Royal Academy Catalogues.]
L C.

FISH, SIMON (4. 1531), theologian and
pamphleteer, was a member of the university
of Oxford,and entered Gray’s Inn about 1525,
which is the first date that can be approxi-
mately fixed in higlife. In London he formed
one of a circle of young men who gave ex-
pression to the popular dislike of Wolsey
and denounced the riches of the church.
One of their boldest undertakings was the
production of an interlude, written by one
Mater Roo (a member of Queens’ College,
Cambridge), the object of which was to hold
up Wolsey to ridicule. Fish acted a part
in thig interlude, and, fearing the wrath of
Wolsey, fled into the Low Countries, where
he consorted with other English exiles, chief
of whom were Tyndale and Roy. From
them it would seem that he learned the
principles of protestantism, and he turned
his energies to the promotion of the Refor-
mation in England. Wolsey’s wrath against
him soon passed away, and he returned to
London, where he acted as an agent for the
sale of Tyndale’s New Testament. Ile lived
in a house by the White Friars, and one
Necton confessed that he bought from him
copies of Tyndale’s prohibited book, ¢ now
five, now ten, to the number of twenty or
thirty ’ (Necton’s confession in STRYPE, Me-
mortals,1. App.No.22). Such conduct drewon
him suspicion, and he again fled to the Low
Countries, probably about the end of 1527.
There he wrote his famous ‘ Supplication of
the Beggars.

So far it is possible to adapt Foxe’s narra-
tive (Acts and Monuments, ed. 1837, iv. 656,
&ec.) to other known facts about Fish’s life.
About the date of the ¢ Supplication’ and its
influence in England, Foxe gives two con-
tradictory accounts without seeing that they
are contradictory: (1) He tells us that Fish
found means to send a copy of the ¢ Suppli-
cation’ to Anne Boleyn early in 1528 ; Anne
was advised by her brother to show it to
Henry VIII, who was much amused by it
and kept the copy. On hearing this Mrs.
Fish made suit to the king for her husband’s
return, but apparently received no answer.
Tlowever, on Wolsey’s fall,in October 1629,
Fish ventured to return, and had a private
interview with Henry VIII, who ‘embraced
him with a loving countenance, and gave
him his signet ring as a protection against
Sir Thomas More, in case the new chancellor
should continue the grudge of his predecessor.
(2) He tells us that the book was brought
to the king by two London merchants, who
read it aloud. When they had don2e the

E
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king said, ‘If a man should pull down an
old stone wall, and begin at the lower part,
the upper part thereof might chance to fall
upon his head,’ meaning that Fish’s exhor-
tation to deal with the monks andfriars was
hazardous advice until the royal supremacy
had been established. ~After saying this the
king took the book and put it away, com-
manding the merchants to keep their inter-
view a secret. Of these accounts the first is
very improbable in itself, and makes Fish a
much more important personage than he was.
Moreover, Foxe evidently thought that Wol-
sey was Fish’s personal enemy, and he did
not know of Fish’s return to London and of
his second flight. The second account of
Henry VIIT’s interview with the London
merchants is quite credible in itself, and the
king’s remark is so characteristic both of the
man and of the times as to make the story ex-
tremely probable. If this be accepted, Ifish’s
¢ Supplication’ was written in 1528, was
brought secretly to London at the end of
that year, and was presented to Henry VIII
early in 15629. Henry VIII, who was feeling
his way towards an ecclesiastical revolution,
appreciated the advantage of winning popu-
lar support. Fish’s pamphlet was admirably
fitted to impress men’s minds, and just before
the assembling of parliament in November
London was flooded with copies of it, in a
way which suggests the connivance of some
one in authority. ¢ The Supplication of the
Beggars’ was exactly suited to express in a
humorous form the prevalent discontent. It
purported to be a petition from the class of
beggars, complaining that they were robbed
of their alms by the extortions of the begging
friars ; then the monks and the clergy gene-
rally were confounded with the friars, and
were denounced as impoverishing the nation
and living in idleness. Statistics were given
in an exaggerated form ; England was said to
contain fifty thousand parish churches (the
writer was counting every hamlet as a parish),
and on that basis clerical revenues were com-
puted, with the result that a third of the
national revenue was shown to be in the
hands of the church. The pamphlet was
judged by Sir Thomas More to be of sufficient
1mportance to need an answer, ¢ The Suppli-
cation of Poor Soules in Purgatory,” which is
fairly open to the criticism that it makes
the penitents in purgatory express themselves
in very unchastened language about events
.on earth.

At the end of 1529 Fish returned to Eng-
land ; but, though Henry VIII was ready to
use Fish’s spirited attack upon the church,
he was not prepared to avow the fact, or to
stand between him and the enemies whom

he had raised up. It is not surprising that
he was suspected of heresy, that his book
was condemned by Archbishop Warham
(WiLkiNs, Concilia, iii. 737), and that he
was in great difficulties. Whether the pres-
sure of his difficulties overcame him, or he
underwent a change of opinion we eannot
tell ; but Sir Thomas More wrote: ‘This good
zele had, ye wote well, Symon Fysh when
he made the Supplication of Beggars; but
God gave him such grace afterwards that he
was. sorry for that good zele, and repented
himself, and came into the church again, and
forswore and forsook all the whole hill of
those heresies out of which the fountain of
that same good zele sprang’ ( Works,ed. 1557,
p- 881). Perhaps More overestimated the
result of his answer to Fish. At all events,
Fish’s perplexities were ended by his death
of the plague early in 1531. Very soon after
his death his wife married James Bainham
[q.v.], who was burned as a heretic in April
1532.

Fish’s ‘Supplication’ was not only remark-
able for its vigorous style and for its imme-
diate influence, but was the model for a series
of pamphlets couched in the same form. It
was first printed in England in 1546, and
was embodied in Foxe’s ¢ Acts and Monu-
ments’ (iv. 660, &ec., ed. 1837). It has also
been edited, with three of its sucecessors in
the same style, in ¢ Four Supplications,’” by
Furnivall and Cooper, for the Early English
Text Society, 1871. Besides this work Foxe
also ascribes to Fish a ‘ Summe of Scripture
done out of Dutch,” of which a unique copy:
exists in a volumeof pamphlets in the British
Museum (C. 87, @), where it was first identi~
fied by Mr. Arber in his introduction to a
¢ Proper Dialogue in Rede me and be not
‘Wroth’ (English Reprints,1871). There are
also assigned to Fish ¢ The Boke of Merchants,
rightly necessary to all Folks, newly made
by the Lord Pantopole’ (London, 1547), and
¢ The Spiritual Nosegay’ (1548).

[Foxe's Acts and Monuments, iv. 656, &e.;
Wood’s Athenz Oxon. ed. Bliss, i. 59 ; Tanner’s
Bibliotheea, p. 280; Furnivall's Introduction to
the Supplication (Karly English Text Soc.),
1871.] M. C.

FISH, WILLIAM (1775-1866), a musi-
cian of Norwich, was born in that city in
1775. He commenced his musical career as
violinist (GROVE) in the orchestra of the
theatre, and, after studying under Sharp, the
oboist, and Bond, the pianist and organist,
was fitted to take part in various capacities
in the important local concerts and cathedral
festivals. He was organist of St. Andrew’s,
Norwich, opened a music warehouse, and be-
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came well known in the neighbourhood as a
teacher. He died 15 March 1866, a later
date than that suggested by the musical dic-
tionaries, Fish’s Opus 1., a sonata in the
Mozartean manner, was followed by a num-
ber of less interesting pianoforte pieces, some
ballads (words and music by the composer),
among which ¢The Morning Star’ may be
singled out, an oboe concerto, and some fan-
tasias for the harp. His unpublished works
are said to have included a manuscript can-
tata to words by Mrs. Opie, and some pieces
(presumably for band) played at the Nor-
wich Theatre.

[Grove’s Dict. i, 530 ; Dict. of Musicians, 1827,
i. 249; History of Norfolk, 1829, ii. 1283 ; Notes
from Register Office, Norwich; Norfolk News,
17 March 1866 ; Fish's music in Brit. Mus.
Library.] L M. M.

FISHACRE, FISSAKRE, FISHAKLE,
or FIZACRE, RICHARD »r (d. 1248),
Dominican divine, is said to have been a na-
tive of Devonshire (FuLLER, i. 442, iii. 20).
Trivet styleshim ‘natus Oxonia, where, how-
ever, other manuscripts read Exonia (p. 230).
Bale makes him study ¢ the scurrilities of the
Sophists’ at Oxford and Paris ; but the whole
story of the latter visit is probably nothing
more than the expansion of a very dubious sug-
gestion in Leland’s ¢ Commentaries’ (BALE,

.294 ; LELAND, 1i.275). Like Robert Bacon
E .v.], Fishacre in his old age became a Domi-
nican; but as the two friends continued to
read divinity lectures for several years after
entering the order in the schools of St. Ed-
ward, his entry can hardly be dated later
than 1240, and perhaps like Robert Bacon’s
should be placed ten or more years earlier
(Triver, pp. 229-30). The two comrades
died in the same year, 1248 (MATT. PARIS,
v. 16). In their own days they were con-
sidered to be without superior, or even equal,
in theology or other branches of science;
nor was their eloquence in popular preach-
ing less remarkable (¢6.) Leland calls Fish-
acre, Robert Bacon’s ¢ comes individuus,” and
adds that the two were as fast linked together
in friendship as ever Theseus was to Piri-
thous. He even hints that the former died
of grief on hearing of his friend’s decease
(LELAND, ii. 275; FULLER, ubi supra). Fish-
acre was buried among the Friars Preachers
at Oxford. Ie was the first of his order in
England who wrote on the ‘Sentences’ (Oriel
M. No. 43, quoted in Coxe). Wood malkes
him a friend and auditor of Edmund Rich
(Hist. 11. ii. 740).

Fishacre’s works are: 1. Commentaries on
Peter Lombard’s ¢Book of Sentences,’ four
books (manuscripts at Oriel College, Nos. 31,
43, and Balliol, No. 57, Oxford, and, accord-

ing to Echard, at the Sorhonne in Paris, &e.)
2. Treatises on the Psalter (to the seventieth
Psalm only according to Trivet). 3. ‘Super
Parabolas Salamonis” To these Bale adds
other dissertations: ¢ De Peenitate, ¢ Postille
Morales,’ ‘ Commentarii Biblie, ¢ Queestiones
Variz,'* Quodlibeta quoque etalia plura.” Pits
sayshe was the first Englishman to become a
doctor in divinity. The same writer states
that ThomasWalden, the great anti-Wyeliffite
theologian of the early part of the fifteenth
century, often appealsto Fishacre's authority ;
while Bale adds that William Woodford (d.
1397), the Franciscan, and William Byntre
relied on him for the same purpose. Echard
assigns him another work, ‘e Indulgentiis.’

[Matt. Paris, ed. Luard (Rolls Ser.), vol. v.;
Trivet, ed. Hog (Engl. Hist.Soc.) ; Leland’s Com-
mentaries, ed, 1709 ; Bale's Scriptores, ed. 1559,
p. 294; Pits’s Commentaries, ed. 1619, p. 317;
Fuller’s Worthies, ed. 1840, i. 422, iii. 419-20;
Anthony 4 Wood's Hist. and Antiquities of Ox-
ford, ed. Gutch, ii. 740; Echard's Secriptores
Ordinis Preedicatorum, i. 118-19; Coxe’s Cat. of
Oxford MSS.; Tanner’s Seriptores.] T.A.A.

FISHER, CATHERINE MARIA (d.
1767), afterwards Norris, generally known as
Krrry FISHER, courtesan, seems to have been
of GGerman origin, since her name is frequently
spelt Fischer, and once by SirJoshua Reynolds
Fisscher. She became the second wife of
John Norris of Hempsted Manor, Benenden,
Kent,sometime M.P.for Rye. Herlaterlife,in
which she devoted herself to building up her
husband’s dilapidated fortunes, was in strik-
ing contrast with her previous career, which
was sufficiently notorious. Ensign (after-
wards Lieutenant-general) Anthony George
Martin (d. 1800) is said to have introduced
her into public life. In London she was
known as a daring horsewoman, and also cre-~
dited with the possession of beauty and wit.
A satire in verse, ‘ Kitty’s Stream, or the No-
blemen turned Fishermen. A comic Satire
addressed to the Gentlemen in the interest of
the celebrated Miss K——y F——r. By Rig-
dum Funnidos,” 1759, 4to, of which a copy,
with manuseript notes by the Rev. John Mit-
ford, is in the British Museum, says that her
parentage was ‘low and mean,’ that she was
a milliner, and had neither sense nor wit,
but only impudence. Other tracts concern-
ing her, mentioned in the ¢ Gentleman’s Ma-
gazine,’ 1760, are ¢ An odd Letter on a most
interesting subject to Miss K. F—h—r,’ 6d.,
Williams ; ¢ Miss K. F—’s Miscellany,’ 1s.,
Ranger (inverse); and ¢ Elegyto K. F—h—r.
A further satire on her among the satirical
tracts in the king’s library at the British
Museum is ¢ Horse and Away to St. James’s
Park on a Trip for the Noontide Air. Who
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rides fastest, Miss Kitty Fisher or her gay
gellant?’ It is a single page, and claims
to have been written and printed at Straw-
berry Hill. Mme. d’Arblay states (Memoirs,
1. 66) that Bet Flint once took Kitty Fisher
to see Dr. Johnson, but he was not at home,
to her great regret. She died at Bath, and
at her own request was placed in the coffin
in her best dress. This gave rise to‘An Elegy
on Kitty Fisher lying in state at Bath’ (query
same as the elegy previously mentioned ?),
an undated broadside with music assigned to
Mr. Harrington. She was buried at Benenden.
The Benenden registers give the date of her
burial as23 March 1767. It hasbeenattempted
to associate her with folklore in the expres-
sions, ¢ My eye, Kitty Fisher,’ and in a rhyme
beginning ¢ Luey Locketlost her pocket, Kitty
Fisher found it.” Her chief claim to recogni-
tion is that Sir Joshua Reynolds more than
once painted her portrait. Several paintings
of her by him seem to be in existence. One
was in 1865 in the possession of John Tolle-
mache, M.P., of Peckforton, Cheshire. Others
were in 1867 lent to the National Portrait
Gallery by the Earl of Morley and by Lord
Crewe. The last is doubtless that concern-
ing which in Sir Joshua’s diary, under the
date April 1774, is the entry, ¢ Mr. Crewe for
Kitty Fisher’s portrait, 527, 10s” This is
curious, however, in being seven years after
Mrs. Norris’s death. Mitford says in his
manuscript notes before mentioned that a
portrait by Sir Joshua is ¢at Field-marshal
Grosvenor’s, Ararat House, Richmond,’ and
one is gone to America. Two portraits, one
representing her as Cleopatra dissolving the
pearls, are engraved. In the ¢ Public Adver-
tiser’ of 30 March 1759 is an appeal to the
public, signed C. Fisher, against ¢ the base-
ness of little scribblers and scurvy malevo-
lence” After complaining that she has been
‘abused in public papers, exposed in print-
shops,” &c., she cautions the public against
some threatened memoirs, which will have
no foundation in truth, The character of
Kitty Willis in Mrs. Cowley’s ‘The Belle’s
Stratagem’is taken from Kitty Fisher. Hone’s
¢ Every-day Book’ says in error that ¢ she be-
came Duchess of Bolton,” and Cunningham’s
¢ Handbook to London’ states that she lived
in Carrington Street, Mayfair. !

[Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. viii. 81, 155, 4th
ser. v. 319, 410; Bromley’s Cat. of Engraved
Portraits ; Ann. Reg. ii. 168 ; Boswell’s Johnson,
ed. Birkbeck Hill ; works cited.] J. K.

FISHER, DANIEL (1731-1807), dis-
senting minister, born at Cockermouth in
1731, was appointed in 1771 tutor in classics
and mathematics at Homerton College, where

he was afterwards divinity tutor. He wasa
rigid Calvinist and staunch dissenter. He
died at Hackney in 1807 after a lingering
illness, in which he lost the use of all his
faculties. Twofuneral sermonswere preached
on the occasion, one of which, by the Rev.
Samuel Palmer, was published under the
title of ¢The General Union of Believers,
London, 1807, 8vo.

[Brit. Mus. Cat.; Evans’s Cat. of Engraved
British Portraits, ii. 152.] J.M. R.

FISHER, DAVID, the elder (1788°-
1858), actor, one of the managers of Fisher’s
company, which had a monopoly of the Suf-
folk theatres, was the son of David Fisher
(d.6 Aug.1832), manager of the same circuit.
Fisher made his first appearance in London at
Drury Lane, as Macbeth, 8 Dec. 1817. This
was followed on the 5th by Richard III, and
on the 10th by Hamlet. Therecovery from ill-
ness of Kean arrested his career. On 24 Sept.
1818, at Drury Lane, then under Stephen
Kemble, he played Jaffier in ¢ Venice Pre-
served.” Subsequently he appeared as Lord
Townly in the ‘Provoked Husband,’ and
Pyrrhus in ¢ Orestes” He was the original
Titus in Howard Payne’s ¢ Brutus, or the
Fall of Tarquin, 3 Dec. 1818, and Angelo
in Buck’s ¢ Italians, or the Fatal Accusation,”
3 April 1819. He failed to establish any
strong position, and discovered at the close
of the second season that his presence was
necessary on the Suffolk circuit. On 7 Nov.
1823 he appeared at Bath in ¢ Hamlet,” and
subsequently as Shylock, Leon, and Jaffier.
He was pronounced a sound actor, but with
no claim to genius, and failed to please. Re-~
turning again to the eastern counties, he built
theatres at Bungay, Beccles, Halesworth,
Eye, Lowestoft, Dereham, North ‘Walsham,
and other places. About 1838 he retired to
‘Woodbridge, where he died 20 Aug. 1858.
He was a musician and a scene-painter, and
in the former capacity was leader for some
time of the Norwich choral concerts.

[Genest’s Account of the English Stage; Gent.
Mag. 1858, ii. 422 ; Theatrical Inquisitor, vol. xi.]
J. K.

FISHER, DAVID, the younger (1816 -
1887), actor, the son of David Fisher the elder
[q. v.], was born at East Dereham, Norfolk,
a town on a circuit established by his grand-
father, and managed by his father and his
uncle. An accident to hisleg disqualified him
for the stage, and he appeared as principal
violinist at local concerts. A recovery, never
perfect, enabled him to join the company at
the Prince’s Theatre, Glasgow. After a stay
of four years he appeared 2 Nov. 1853 at
the Princess’s Theatre, under Charles Kean’s
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management, as Victor in the ¢ Lancers, or the
Gentleman’s Son,” an adaptation of ¢ Le Fils
de Famille’ of Bayard. During six years he
played at this house in various novelties and
revivals, including a trifling production from
his own pen entitled ¢ Music hath Charms’
(June 1858). In 1859 he joined the Adelphi
under B.Webster'smanagement,where he was
the original Abbé Latour in the ‘ Dead Heart’
of Watts Phillips, In 1863 he gave, at the
Hanover Square Rooms and at St. James’s
Hall, an entertainment called ‘Facts and
Fancies,” and in the autumn of the same year
rejoined the Princess’s, then under Vining’s
management. In 1865 he played, at the
Haymarket, OrEheus in Planché’s ¢ Orpheus
in the Haymarket” In 1866-8 he was at
Liverpool as stage-manager for Mr. H. J.
Byron, playing at the Amphitheatre and
AlexandraTheatre. When the Globe Theatre,
London, opened, 28 Nov. 1868, he wasthefirst
Major Treherne in Byron’s ¢ Cyril’'s Success.”
He appeared in succession at Drury Lane, the
Olympie, the Globe, the Opera Comique, the
Criterion, the Mirror (Holborn) Theatre, now
destroyed, and the Princess’s, playing in pieces
by H. J. Byron, Mr. Boucicault, and other
writers. Ilislast appearance in London was
at the Lyceum in 1884, as Sir Toby Belch.
After that period he played in the country.
He died in St. Augustine’s Road, Camden
Town, on 4 Oct. 1887, and was buried at
Highgate cemetery. The ‘Era’ says that not
a single actor attended his funeral. Fisher
was below the middle height, a stiff-built
man, who tried to conceal his lameness by
a dancing-master elegance, Concerning his
Abbé, Latour, John Oxenford said in the
“Times’ that ¢ he came to the Adelphi a se-
cond-rate eccentric comedian, and showed
himself an able supporter of the serious
drama.” He left a son on the stage, who per-
petuated the name of David Fisher borne by
at least four generations of actors.

[Pascoe’s Dramatic List, 1879; The Players,
1860 ; Cole’s Life and Times of Charles Kean;
Era newspaper, 8 and 15 Oct.; personal recocl-
lections.]

FISHER, EDWARD ( f. 1627-1655),
theological writer, was the eldest son of Sir
Edward Fisher, knight, of Mickleton,Glouces-
tershire. In 1627 he entered as a gentleman
commoner at Brasenose College, Oxford, and
graduated B.A. on 10 April 1630. He was
noted for his knowledge of ecclesiastical his-
tory and his skill in ancient languages. He
was a royalist, and a strong upholder of the
festivals of the church against the puritans.
He based the obligation of the Lord’s day
purely on ecclesiastical authority, declining

to consider it a sabbath. Ie succeeded to his
father’s estate in 1654, but finding it much
encumbered he sold it in 1656 to Richard
Graves. Getting into debt he retired to Car-
marthen and taught a school, but his creditors
found him out, and he fled to Ireland. Here
he died, at what date is not known. His
body was brought to London for burial. He
was married, but his wife died before him.
The only publications which can be safely
identified as his are: 1. ¢ The Scriptures Har-
mony . . . by E. F., Esq., &c., 1643, 4to (a
tract somewhat on the lines of Hugh Brough-
ton’s ¢‘Concent of Scripture,’ 1588). 2. ‘An
Appeale to thy Conscience, &e., without
place, ‘printed in the 19th yeare of our
gracious lord King Charles, &e. (British
Museum copy dated 20 April 1643; it is
quite anonymous, but easily identified as
Fisher’s). 3. ‘The Feast of Feasts, or the
Celebration of the Sacred Nativity,’ &c., Oxf.
1644, 4to (quite anonymous, but identified
as Fisher’s by the Bodleian Catalogue, and
in his style). 4. ‘A Christian Caveat to the
old and new Sabbatarians, or a Vindication
of our Gospel Festivals . . . By a Lover of
Truth ; a Defender of Christian Liberty ; and
an hearty Desirer of Peace, internall, ex-
ternall, eternall to all men,” &e., 1649 (i.e.
1650), 4to ; 4th edit. 1652, 4to, ‘ By Edward
Fisher, Esq.,” has appended ¢ An Answer to
Sixteen Queries touching the . . . observa-
tion of Christmass, propounded by Joseph
Hemming of Uttoxeter” (reprinted ¢ Somers
Tracts,’ 1748, vol. iv.); 5th edit. 1653, 4to ;
another edit. 1655, 4to, has appended ¢ Ques-
tions preparatory to the more Christian Ad-
ministration of the Lord’s Supper . . . by
E. F., Esq) The ‘Caveat,’ which reckons
Christmas day and Good Friday as of equal
authority with the Lord’s day, was attacked
by John Collinges, D.D. [q. v.], and by Giles
Collier [q. v.] Parts of the ‘Caveat’ were
reprinted by the Seventh Day Baptists of
America, in ‘Tracts on the Sabbath,” New

- York, 1853, 18mo.

In Tanner’s edition of Wood’s ¢ Athenz,’
1721, Fisher is identified with E. F., the
author of the ¢ Marrow of Modern Divinity’
see BostoN, TuoMas, the elder]; and the
1dentification has been accepted by Bliss,
Hill Burton, and others. It is doubted by
Grub, and internal evidence completely dis-
proves it. The author of the ¢ Marrow ’ has
been described as ¢ an illiterate barber,” but
nothing seems known of him except that
in his dedication to John Warner, the lord
mayor, he speaks of himself as a ‘ poore in-
habitant’ of London. The following publi-
cations, all cast into the form of dialogue,
and bearing the imprimatur of puritan li-
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censers, may be safely ascribed to the same
hand: 1. The Marrow of Modern Divinity . ..
by E. F.;” &c.,1645, 8vo ; 4th edit. 1646, 8vo,
has recommendatory letters by Burroughes,
Strong, Sprigge, and Prittie. 2. ¢ A Touch-
stone for a Communicant . . . by E. F.; &e.,
1647, 12mo (Caryl’s imprimatur). 3. ‘The
Marrow of Modern Divinity: the Second
Part ... by E. F.) &e., 1649, 8vo. The 19th
edit. of the ¢ Marrow’ was published at Mont-
rose, 1803, 12mo. It was translated into
Welsh by John Edwards, a sequestered
clergyman ; his dedication is dated 20 July
1650; later editions are Trefecca, 1782,12mo;
Carmarthen, 1810, 12mo. 4. ‘London’s Gate
to the Lord’s Table,” &ec., 1647, 12mo; the
title-page is anonymous, but the signature
‘E.T. appears at the end of the dedication to
Judge Henry Rolle of the pleas, and Mar-
garet his wife. 5. ‘Faith in Five Funda-
mentall Principles . . . by E.F., a Seeker of
the Truth,” &c., 1650, 12mo.

[Wood’s Athene Oxon. 1691 i. 866, 1692 ii.
132 ; Wood’s Athenz Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 407 sq. ;
Burton’s History of Scotland, 1853,11.317; Grub’s
Ecclestastical History of Scotland, 1861, iv. 54;
Cox’s Literature of the Sabbath Question, 1865,
i. 237, &e. ii. 418; Rees's History of Protestant
Nonconformity in Wales, 1883, p. 77 (compare
‘Walker’s Sufferings, 1714, ii. 237); publications
of Fisher and E. F.] A, G.

FISHER, EDWARD (1730-1785?), mez-
zotint engraver, born in Ireland in 1730, was
at first a hatter, but took to engraving, went
to London, and became 2 member of the In-
corporated Society of Artists in 1766, where
he exhibited fourteen times between 1761
and 1776. Iis earliest dated print is 1758,
and his latest 1781. He resided in 1761 in
Leicester Square, and moved to Ludgate
Street in 1778. It is said that Reynolds
called him injudiciously exact’ for finishing
too highly the unimportant parts of the plate.
After his death, about 1785, most of his
coppers were dispersed among several print-
sellers, and in some cases tampered with.
He engraved over sixty plates of portraits,
including George, earl of Albemarle, after
Reynolds; Robert Brown, after Chamberlin;
‘William Pitt, earl of Chatham, after Bromp-
ton; Colley Cibber, after Vanloo; Chris-
tian VII of Denmark, after Dance; David
Garrick, after Reynolds; Simon, earl Har-
court, after Hunter; Roger Long, after B.
‘Wilson ; Hugh, earl of Northumberland,
and Elizabeth, countess of Northumberland,
after Reynolds; Paul Sandby, after I. Cotes;
Laurence Sterne, after Reynolds; and the
following fancy subjects: ‘Lady in Flowered
Dress,’ after Hoare; ‘ Hope Nursing Love,’
or, according to Bromley,?[‘heophila Palmer,

afterwards Mrs. Gwatkin, after Reynolds;
and ‘Heads from ¢ Vicar of Wakefield,””
ten plates engraved from his own designs
and published in 1776.

[Redgrave’s Diet. of Artists; J. Chaloner
Smith’s Descriptive Catalogue of British Mezzo—
tints, pt. ii. p. 485.] L

FISHER, GEORGE (1794-1873), astro-
nomer, was born at Sunbury in Middlesex on
31 July 1794.  One of a large family left to
the care of a widowed mother, he received
little early education, and entered the office
of the Westminster Insurance Company at
the age of fourteen. Here his devotion to
uncongenial duties won the respect and re-
wards of his employers. His scientific aspi-
rations had, however, been fostered by Sir
Humphry Davy, Sir Joseph Banks, Sir Eve-
rard Home, and other eminent men, and he
entered St. Catharine’s College, Cambridge,
in 1817, whence he graduated B.A. in 1821,
M.A.in 1825. His university career was in-
terrupted by his appointment, on the recom-
mendation of the Royal Society, as astronomer
to the polar expedition fitted out in H.M. ships
Dorothea and Trent in 1818, The highest
latitude attained was 80° 34/, and both ves-
sels returned to England disabled before the
close of the year; but Fisher had made a series
of pendulum experiments at Spitzbergen, from
which he deduced the value 335 for the ellip-
ticity of the earth. The results of his obser-
vations on the ships’ chronometers were em-
bodied in a paper read before the Royal Society
on 8 June 1820, entitled ¢ On the Errors in
Longitude as determined by Chronometers
at Sea, arising from the Action of the Iron
in the Ships upon the Chronometers’ (Pkil.
Trans. cx. 196).

Iisher soon afterwards took orders, and
qualified himself by formally entering the
navy to act as chaplain as well as astronomer
to Parry’s expedition for exploring the north-
west passage in 1821-3. A ‘portable’ obser-
vatory, embarked on board the Fury, was set
up first at Winter Island, later at Igloolik,
and Captain Parry testified to the ¢ unabated
zeal and perseverance’ with which Fisher
pursued his scientific inquiries. He devote,
much care to the preparation of the resufts
for the press, and they formed part of a/vo-
lume, published at government expende in
1825, as an appendix to Parry’s ¢ Journdl of &
Second Voyage for the Discovery of 9/North~
‘West Passage.” Astronomical, chfonome-
trical, and magnetic observations/were ac-
companied by details of experim¢nts on the
velocity of sound, and on the li
chlorine and other gases at very low tempe-
ratures, as well as by an important discussion
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of nearly four thousand observations on as-
tronomical refraction in an arctic climate.

Fisher was elected a fellow of the Royal
Society in 1825, and of the Astronomical So-
ciety in 1827, acted several times as vice-pre-
sident of the latter body, and was a member of
the council from 1835 until 1863. Appointed
in 1828 chaplain to H.M. ships Spartiate
and Asia he carried on magnetic observations
in various parts of the Mediterranean, and on
24 Jan. 1833 laid a paper on the subject be-
fore the Royal Society, entitled ¢ Magnetical
Experiments made principally in the South
part of Europe and in Asia Minor during the
years 1827 to 1832’ (¢b. exxiii. 237; Proc.
R. Soc.ii1. 163). His theory of ¢ The Nature
and Origin of the Aurora Borealis’ was com-
municated to the Royal Society on 19 June
1834 (36. p. 295), and to the British Associa-
tion at Cambridge in 1845 (Report, pt. ii. p.
22). Founded on a close study of the phe-
nomenon in arctic regions, it included the
ideas, sinee confirmed, of its being the polar
equivalent of lightning, and of its origin in a
zone surrounding at some distance each pole.
Aurors were thus regarded as a means of
restoring electrical equilibrium between the
upper and lower strata of the atmosphere,
disturbed by the development of positive
electricity through rapid congelation.

Fisher accepted in 1834 the post of head-
master of Greenwich Hospital School, and
greatly improved the efficiency of the insti-
tution. He erected an astronomical obser-
vatory in connection with it, which he su-
perintended during thirteen years, observing
there the solar eclipse of 18 July 1860( Montily
Notices, xxi. 19). At the request of Lord
Herbert in 1845, he wrote text-books of alge-
bra and geometry for use in the school, of
which he became principal in 1860. His re-
tirement followed in 1863, and after ten years
of well-earned repose he died without suffer-
ing on 14 May 1873,

Besides the papers already mentioned
Fisher presented to the Royal Society ac-
counts of magnetic experiments made in
the West Indies and North America by Mr.
James Napier (Proc. R. Soc. iii. 253), and
on the west coast of Africa by Commander
Edward Belcher (Pkil. Trans. cxxii. 493),
and reduced those made on the coasts of
Brazil and North America from 1834 to 1837
by Sir Everard Home (5. exxviii. 343). He
contributed to the ¢ Quarterly Journal of Sci-
ence’ essays ¢ On the Figure of the Earth, as
deduced from the Measurements of Arcs of
the Meridian, and Observations on Pendu-
Tums ’ (vii. 299, 1819); ¢ On the Variation of
the Compass, observed in the late Voyage of
Discovery to the North Pole’ (ix. 81) ; and

¢ On Refractions observed in High Latitudes’
(xxi. 348, 1826),

[Monthly Notices, xxxiv. 140 ; Weld's Hist.
of Royal Society, ii. 280; Royal Society’s Cata-
logue of Scientific Papers.] A. M C

FISHER, JAMES (1697-1775), one of
the founders of the Scottish secession church,
was born on 23 Jan. 1697 at Barr in Ayr-
shire, where his father, Thomas, was minister,
studied at Glasgow University, and was or-
dained minister of Kinclaven, Perthshire, in
1725, TIn 1727 he married the daughter of
the Rev. Ebenezer Erskine [q. v.] of Port-
moak, Kinross-shire, with whom he was after-
wards associated as a founder of the secession
body. Fisher concurred with Erskine and
otherlikeminded ministersin their views hoth
as to patronage and doctrine, and in opposi-
tion to the majority of the general assembly,
by whom their representations were wholly
disregarded. In 1732 Erskine preached a
sermon at the opening of the synod of Perth,
in which he boldly denounced the policy
of the church as unfaithful to its Lord and
Master. For this he was rebuked by the
general assembly; but against the sentence
he protested, and was joined by three minis-
ters, of whom Fisher was one. The protest
was declared to be insulting, and the minis-
ters who signed it were thrust out of the
church, and ultimately formed the associate
presbytery. The people of Kinclaven adhered
almost without exception to their minister,
and the congregation increased by accessions
from neighbouring parishes. Fisher was
subsequently translated to Glasgow (8 Oct.
1741), but was deposed by the associate anti-
burgher synod 4 Aug. 1748, In 1749 the
associate burgher synod gave him the office
of professor of divinity, His name is asso-
ciated with a catechism designed to explain
the ¢ Shorter Catechism of the Westminster
Assembly.” What is known as Fisher’s¢ Cate-
chism’ (2 parts, Glasgow, 1753,1760) was in
reality the result of contributions by many
ministers of the body, which were made use
of by three of the leading men, Ebenezer and
Ralph Erskine and Fisher. Fisher survived
the other two; and as the duty of giving a
final form to the work, as well as executing
his own share, devolved on him, it is usually
spoken of as his. It is a work of great
care, learning, and ability ; it has passed
through many editions; it was long themanual
for catechetical instruction in the secession
chureh; and it was a favourite with evan-
gelical men outside the secession like Dr.
Colquhoun of Leith and Robert Haldane
[q. v.] Fisher was the author of various
other works, chiefly bearing on matters of
controversy at the time, and illustrative of
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‘Erskine’s work., Though not so attractive
a preacher as the Erskines, nor so able an
apologist as Wilson, yet by the weight of his
character and his public position he exerted
averypowerful influence on the secession, and
contributed very materially to its progress
and stability. He died 28 Sept. 1775, in the
seventy-eighth year of Hhis age.

[Scott’s Fasti, pt. iv. 802; Memorials of the
Rev. James Fisher, by John Brown, D.D. (United
Presbyterian Fathers), 1849 ; M‘Kerrow's Hist.
of the Secession; Life and Diary of the Rev.
E. Erskine, A.M., by Donald Fraser; Walker's
Theology and Theologians of Scotland; McCrie's
Story of the Scottish Church.] W. G. B.

FISHER, JASPER (/. 1639), divine
and dramatist, born in 1591, was the son of
William Fisher of Carleton, Bedfordshire,
deputy-auditor for the county of York (de-
scended from a Warwickshire family), by
Alice Roane of Wellingborough ( Visitation
of Bedfordshire, Harl. Soc. 1884, xix. 107).
Fisher matriculated at Magdalen Hall, Ox-
ford, 13 Nov. 1607; he was admitted B.A.
28 Jan. 1610-11, M.A. 27 Jan. 1613-14,
B.D. and D.D. 1639 (CLARK, Register, ii.
800). About 1631 (according to Wood)
he became rector of ‘Wilsden, Bedfordshire,
and in 1633 published his one considerable
work, a play, entitled ¢ Fuimus Troes, the
True Trojans, being a story of the Britaines
valour at the Romanes first invasion. Pub-
lickly presented by the gentlemen students
of Magdalen College in Oxford, London,
1633, 4to. The drama is written in blank
verse, interspersed with lyries; Druids, poets,
and a harper are introduced, and it ends with
a masque and chorus. Fisher held at Mag-
dalen College the post of divinity or philo-
sophy reader (Woop). He also published
some sermons, one on Malachi ii. 7, 1636,
8vo, and ‘ The Priest’s Duty and Dignity,
preached at the Triennial Visitation in Ampt-
hill 18 Aug. 1635, by J. F., presbyter and
rector of Wilsden in Bedfordshire, and pub-
lished by command,” London, 1636, 12mo.
The exact date of Fisher’s death is uncertain;
it is only known that he was alive in 1639,
when he proceeded D.D. AccordingtoOldys’s
manuseript notes to Langbaine he became
blind, whether from old age or an accident
is not known. Wood calls him ‘an ingenious
man, as those that knew him have divers
times informed me’ (Atkene, ii. 636, ed.
Bliss). IIe married Elizabeth, daughter of
the Rev. William Sams of Burstead, Essex.
Gideon Fisher, who went to Oxford in 1634
and succeeded to the estate at Carleton, was
the son, not of Jasper, but of Jasper’s elder
brother Gideon (Visitation of Bedfordshire,
1634, Harl. Soc. 107).

[Brit. Mus. Cat. of Printed Books; Langbaine’s
English Dramatic Poets, 1691, p. 533; Baker’s
Biographia Dramatica, 1812.] 10 LA R

FISHER, JOHN (1459?-1535), bishop
of Rochester, eldest son of Robert Fisher,
mercer, and Agnes, his wife, was born at
Beverley in Yorkshire, and probably received
his earliest education in the school attached
to the collegiate church in that city., Con-
siderable discrepancy exists in the statements
respecting the year of Fisher’s birth (see
Life by Lewis, i. 1-2). His portrait by Hol-
bein bears the words, ¢ A° Aetatis 74 As
this could scarcely have been painted after
his imprisonment in the Tower, it would
seem that Fisher must have been at least
seventy-five at the time of his execution.
This, however, requires us to conclude that
he was over twenty-six at the time of his
admission to the B.A. degree, an unusual
age, especially in those days. When only
thirteen years old he lost his father; the lat-
ter would seem to have been a man of con-
siderable substance, and, judging from his
numerous bequests to different monastic and
other foundations, religious after the fashion
of his age. Fisher was subsequently entered
at Michaelhouse, Cambridge, under William
de Melton, fellow, and afterwards master of
the college. In 1487 he proceeded to his
degree of bachelor of arts; was soon after
elected fellow of Michaelhouse, proceeded to
his degree of M.A. in 1491, filled the office
of senior proctor in the university in 1494,
and became master of his college in 1497,
The duties of the proctorial office necessi-
tated, at that time, occasional attendance at
court ; and Fisher on his appearance in this
capacity at Greenwich attracted the notice
of the king’s mother, Margaret, countess of
Richmond, who in 1497 appointed him her
confessor.

In 1501 he was elected vice-chancellor
of the university. We learn from his own
statements, as well as from other sources,
that the whole academic community was at
that time in a singularly lifeless and im-
poverished state. To rescue it from this
condition, by infusing new life into its
studies and gaining for it the help of the
wealthy, was one of the chief services which
Fisher rendered to his age. In 1503 he was
appointed by the Countess of Richmond to
fill the newly founded chair of divinity,
which she had instituted for the purpose of
providing gratuitous theological instruction
in the university ; and it appears to have
been mainly by his advice that about the
same time the countess also founded the
Lady Margaret preachership, designed for
supplying evangelical instruction of the laity
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in the surrounding county and elsewhere.
The preaching was to be in the vernacular,
which had at that period almost fallen into
disuse in the pulpit.

A succession of appointments now indi-
cated the growing and widespread sense of
his services. In 1504 he was elected to the
chancellorship of the university, an office to
which he was re-elected annually for ten
years,and eventually for life. A papal bull
(14 Oct. 1504) ratified his election to the
see of Rochester, but for this preferment he
was indebted solely to King Henry’s favour
and sense of his ¢ grete and singular virtue’
(Funeral Sermon, ed. Hymers, p. 163). On
12 April1505 Fisher was elected to the pre-
sidency of Queens’ College, but held the office
only for three years., His appointment to
the post, it has been conjectured, was mainly
with the design of providing him with a
suitable residence during the time that he
was superintending the erection of Christ’s
College, which was founded by the Lady
Margaret under his auspices in 1505. On
the death of Henry VII, Fisher preached the
funeral sermon at St. Paul’s, and his dis-
course was subsequently printed at the re-
quest of the king’s mother. Three months
later it devolved upon him to pay a like
tribute to the memory of his august bene-
factress, a discourse which forms a memor-
able record of her virtues and good works.
By a scheme drawn up during her lifetime
it was proposed to dissolve an ancient hos-
pital at Cambridge, that of the Brethren of
St. John, and to found a college in its place.
Fisher was shortly after nominated to attend
the Lateran council in Rome (19 April 1512),
and a sum of 500Z. had been assigned for his
expenses during 160 days; but at the last
moment it was decided that he should not
be sent. This happened fortunately for the
carrying out of the Lady Margaret’s designs,
for Fisher, by remaining in England, was
enabled to defeat in some measure the efforts
that were made to set aside her bequest; and
it was mainly through his strenuous exer-
tions that St. John’s College was eventually
founded, its charter being given 9 Apnl
1511. In connection with the college he
himself subsequently founded four fellow-
ships and two scholarships, besides lecture-
ships in Greek and Hebrew. In 1513, on
‘Wolsey’s promotion to the see of Lincoln,
Fisher,in the belief that one who stood so high
in the royalfavour would be better able to fur-
ther the interests of the university, proposed
to retire from the office of chancellor, advising
that Wolsey should be elected in his place.
The university acted upon his advice; but
‘Wolsey having declined the proffered honour,

under the plea of heing already overburdened
with affairs of state, Fisher was once more
appointed. Notwithstanding the deference
which he showed to Wolsey on this occasion

there existed betweenhim and the all-power:
ful ml.nister a strongly antagonistic feeling,
of which the true solution is probably indi-
cated by Burnet when he says that Fisher
being ‘a man of strict life’ ‘hated him [ Wol-
sey;leor his vices ’ (list. of the Reformation,
ed. Pocock, i. 52). Ata council of the clergy
held at Westminster in 1517, Fisher gave
satisfactory proof that he was actuated by
no spirit of adulation; and in a remarkable
speech, wherein he severely censured the
greed for gain and the love of display and
of court life which characterised many of the
higher ecclesiastics of the realm, he was gene-
rally supposed to have glanced at the cardinal
himself. In 1523 he opposed with no less
courage, by a speech in convocation, Wolsey’s
great scheme for a subsidy in aid of the war
with ¥landers (Harr, p. 72).

Fisher’s genuine attachment to learning is
shown by the sympathy which he evinced
with the new spirit of biblical criticism which
had accompanied the Renaissance. It was
mainly through his influence that Erasmus
was induced to visit Cambridge, and the
latter expressly attributes it to his powerful
protection that the study of Greek was al-
lowed to go onin the university without ac-
tive molestation of the kind which it had to
encounter at Oxford (Epist. vi. 2). Notwith-
standing his advanced years, Fisher himself
aspired to become a Greek scholar, and ap-
pears to have made some attainments in the
language. On the other hand, his attach-
ment to the papal cause remained unshaken,
while his hostility to Luther and the Refor-
mation was beyond question. He preached
in the vernacular, before Wolsey and War-
ham, at Paul’s, Cross, on the occasion of
the burning of the reformer’s writings in
the churchyard (12 May 1621), a discourse
which was severely handled by William Tyn-
dale (Lew1s, Life, i. 181-3). He replied to
Luther’s book against the papal bull in 2
treatise entitled A Confutation of the Lu-
theran Assertion’ (1523), and was supposed,
although without foundation, to have been
the real writer of the royal treatise against
Luther, entitled ¢ Assertio septem S_acramgn—
torum,’ published in 1521. He again replied
to Luther in his ‘Defence of the Chrlst}a.n
Priesthood’ (1524), and again, for the third
time, in his ¢ Defence’ of Henry’s treatise,
in reply to the reformer’s attack (1525). He
also wrote against (Ecolampadius and Ve-
lenus. X 4

With advancing years his conservative
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instinets would appear, indeed, sometimes to
have prevailed over his better judgment. To
the notable scheme of church reform brought
forward in the House of Commons in 1529 he
offered strenuous resistance, and his language
was such that it was construed into a dis-
respectful reflection on that assembly, and
the speaker was directed to make it a matter
of formal complaint to the king. Fisher was
summoned into the royal presence, and was
fain to have recourse to a somewhat evasive
explanation, which seems scarcely in harmony
with his habitual moral courage and con-
scientiousness, The statutes which he drew
up about this time, to be the codes of Christ’s
College and St. John’s College, are also charac-
terised by a kind of timorous mistrust, and,
while embodying a wise innovation on the
existing scheme of study, exhibit a pusillani-
mous anxiety to guard against all subsequent
innovations whatever. In the revised sta-
tutes which he gave to St. John'’s College in
1524 and 1530 this tendency is especially
apparent ; but it is to be observed that some
of the new provisions in the latter code were
taken from that given by Wolsey to Cardinal
College (afterwards Christ Church), Oxford.
In 1528 the high estimation in which his
services were held by St. John’s College was
shown by the enactment of a statute for the
annual celebration of his exequies.

The unflinching firmness with which he
opposed the doctrine of the royal supremacy
did honour to his consistency. When con-
vocation was called upon to give its assent,
he asserted that the acceptance of such a
principle would cause the clergy of England
¢ to be hissed out of the society of God’s holy
catholic church’ (Baivy, p. 110); and his
opposition so far prevailed that the form in
which the assent of convocation was ulti-
mately recorded was modified by the memor-
able saving clause, ‘ quantum per legem Dei
Licet,” (11 Feb. 1531).

His opposition to the royal divorce was
not less honourable and consistent, and he
stood alone among the bishops of the realm
in his refusal to recognise the validity of the
measure. As Queen Catherine’s confessor
he naturally became her chief confidant.
Brewer goes so far as to say that he was
“the only adviser on whose sincerity and
honesty she could rely.” From the evidence
of the gtate Papers it would seem, however,
that Wolsey, in his desire to further Henry’s
wishes, did succeed for a time in alienating
Fisher from the queen, by skilfully instilling
into the bishop’s mind a complete misappre-
hension as to the king’s real design in in-

uiring into the validity of his marriage.
%ut he could not succeed in inducing Fisher

to regard the papal dispensation for Cathe-
rine’s marriage as invalid, and in 1528 the
latter was appointed one of her counsellors.
On 28 June 15629 he appeared in the legate’s
court and made his memorable declaration
that ‘to avoid the damnation of his soul,
and ‘to show himself not unfaithful to the
king,’ he had come before their lordships ¢ to
assert and demonstrate with cogent reasons
that this marriage of the king and queen
could not be dissolved by any power, divine
or human’ (BREWER, Reign of Henry VIII,
ii. 346). Henry betrayed how deeply he
was offended by drawing up a reply (in the
form of a speech) in which he attacked both:
Fisher's character and motives with great
acrimony and violence. The copy sent to
Fisher is preserved in the Record Office,and
contains brief comments in his own hand-
writing on the royal assertions and misre-
presentations. In the following year, one
Richard Rouse having poisoned a vessel of
yeast which wasplacedinthe bishop’s kitchen
¢in Lambith Marsh,” several members of the
episcopal household died in consequence.
By Sanders (De Schismate, p. 72) this event
was represented as an attempt on the bishop’s
life by Anne Boleyn, dictated by resentment
at his opposition to the divorce.

The weaker side of Fisher’'s character
was shown in the credence and countenance
which he gave to the impostures of the Nun
of Kent [see BaRTON, Er1zABETH]; while
the manner in which the professedly inspired
maid denounced the projected marriage of
Henry and Anne Boleyn brought the bishop
himself under the suspicion of collusion.
This suspicion was deepened by the fact that
the nun, when interrogated before the Star-
chamber, named him as one of her confede-
rates. He was summoned to appear before
parliament to answer the charges preferred
against him. On 28 Jan. 156334 he wrote
to Cromwell describing himself as in a piti-
able state of health, and begging to be ex-
cused from appearing as commanded. In
another letter, written three days later, he
speaks as though wearied out by Cromwell’s
importunity and frequent missives. Crom-
well in replying broadly denounces his ex-
cuses as ‘mere craft and cunning,’ and ad-
vises him to throw himself on the royal
mercy. Chapuys, the imperial ambassador,
writing 25 March to Charles V, says that
Fisher, whom he characterises as ¢ the para-
gon of Christian prelates both for learning”
and holiness,” has been condemned to ¢ confis-
cation of body and goods, and attributes it
to the support whic% he had given to the
cause of Catherine. Fisher was sentenced,
along with Adyson, his chaplain, to be at-
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tainted of misprision, to be imprisoned at the
king's will, and to forfeit all his goods (Zet-
ters and Papers Henry VIII, vol. ii. No. 70).
He was, however, ultimately permitted to
compound for his offence by a payment of
3001.

On 13 April he was summoned to Lam-
beth to take the oath of compliance with the
Act of Succession. He expressed his willing-
ness, as did Sir Thomas More, to take that
portion of the oath which fixed the succession
in the offspring of the king and Anne Boleyn,
but, like More, he declined the oath in its
entirety. Their objection is sufficiently in-
telligible when we consider that while one
clause declared the offspring of Catherine il-
legitimate, another forbade ¢faith, truth, and
obedience’ to any ¢foreign authority or po-
tentate” The commissioners were evidently
unwilling to proceed to extremities, and
Cranmer advised that both Fisher and More
should be held to have yielded sufficiently
for the requirements of the case. Both,
however, were ultimately committed to the
Tower (Fisher on 16 April), and their fate
now began to be regarded as sealed. On the
27th an inventory of the bishop’s goods at
Rochester was taken, which has recently
been printed in ‘Letters and Papers’ (u. s.
pp. 221-2). His library, which he had de-
stined for St. John’s College; and, according
to Baily, the finest in Christendom, was
seized at the same time. In hisconfinement,
Fisher’s advanced age and feeble health pro-
cured for him no relaxation of the rigorous
treatment ordinarily extended to political
offenders, and Lee, the bishop of Coventry
and Lichfield, who visited him, described
him as ‘nigh gone,” and his body as unable
‘to bear the clothes on the back.” He was
deprived of his books, and allowed only in-
sufficient food, for which he was dependent
on his brother Robert. Itis to the credit of
the society of St. John’s College that they
ventured under the circumstances to address
to him a letter of condolence.

‘With the passing of the Aet of Supremacy
(November 1554) Fisher’s experiences as a

olitical offender entered upon a third phase.
%nder the penalties attaching to two spe-
cial clauses both Fisher and More were
again attainted of misprision of treason,
and the see of Rochester was declared va-
cant from 2 Jan, 1534-5. The bishop was
thus deprived of all privileges attaching to
his ecclesiastical dignity. On 7 May 1535
he was visited by Mr. Secretary Cromwell
and others of the king’s council. Cromwell
read aloud to him the act, and Fisher inti-
mated his inability to recognise the king as
¢supreme head’ of the church. A second

act, whereby it was made high treason to
deny the king’s right to that title, was then
read to him; and Fisher's previous denial,
extracted from him when uninformed as to
the exact penalties attaching thereto, would
appear to have constituted the sole evidence
on which he was found guilty at his trial.
It is probable, however, that Henry would
still have hesitated to put Fisher to death
had it not been for the step taken by the
new Roman pontiff, Paul ITT, who on 20 May
convened a consistory and created Fisher
presbyter cardinal of St. Vitalis. Paul was
at that time aiming at bringing about a re-
formation of the Roman church, and with
this view was raising various ecclesiastics of
admitted merit and character to the cardi-
nalate. According to his own express state-
ment, volunteered after Fisher’s execution,
he was ignorant of the extremely strained
relations existing between the latter and the
English monarch., His act, however, roused
Henry to almost ungovernable fury. A mes-
senger was forthwith despatched to Calais
to forbid the bearer of the cardinal’s hat from
Rome from proceeding further, and Fisher’s
death was now resolved upon. With the
design, apparently, of entrapping him into
admissions which might afford a further jus-
tification of such a measure, two clerks of the
council, Thomas Bedyl and Leighton, were
sent to the Tower for the purpose of putting
to Fisher thirty distinct questions in the
presence of Walsingham, the lieutenant, and
other witnesses. Fisher’s replies, subscribed
with hisown hand, are still extant. He had
already, in an informal manner, been apprised
of the honour designed for him by Paul, and
among other interrogatories he was now
asked simply torepeat what he had said when
he first received the intelligence. He re-
plied that he had said, in the presence of two
witnesses (whom he named), that ‘yf the
cardinal’s hat were layed at his feete he
wolde not stoupe to take it up, he did set so
little by it’ (LEWIs, Life, ii. 412). Accord-
ing to the account preserved in Baily, how-
ever, Cromwell was the interrogator on this
occasion, and the question was put hypo-
thetically ; whereupon Fisher replied: ‘If
any such thing should happen, assure your-
self I should improve that favour to the best
advantage that I could,in assisting the holy
catholic church of Christ, and in that re-
spect I would receive it upon my knees’
(p. 171). Athirdaccount is givenby Sanders
(see LEwis, Life, i. xv, ii. 178) ; but amid
such conflicting statements it seems reason-
able to attach the greatest weight to Fisher’s
own account upon oath. It is certain that
his replies, if they did not further incul-
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pate him, in no way served to soften Henry’s
resentment, and he was forthwith brought
to trial on the charge that he did, ¢7 May
27 Hen. VIII, openly declare in English,
“The king our sovereign lord is not supreme
head in earth of the church of England”’
(Letters and Papers Henry VIII, vol. viii.
No. 886). The jury found one bill against
Fisher, and presented another, and were then
discharged. On 17 June he was brought to
the bar at Westminster, pronounced guilty,
and sentenced to die a traitor’s death at Ty-
burn. But on the 21st Walsingham received
a writ in which the sentence was changed
to one of beheading (instead of the ordinary
hanging, disembowelling, and quartering),
and Tower Hill was assigned as the place
of execution, instead of Tyburn. The ac-
counts of Fisher’s execution, which took place
22 June 1535, and of the incidents which
immediately preceded and succeeded that tra-
gical event, are conflicting, and it seems that
on certain points there was a confusion in
the traditions preserved of the details with
those which belonged to More’s execution,
which took place just a fortnight later. (The
incidents recorded by Baily are partly taken
from the account by Maurice Channey ; see
authorities at end of art.) All the narra-
tives, however, agree in representing Fisher
as meeting death with a calmness, dignity,
and pious resignation which greatly im-
pressed the beholders. His head was ex-
posed on London Bridge; his body left on
the scaffold until the evening, and then con-
veyed to the churchyard of Allhallows Bark-
ing, where it was interred without ceremony.
A fortnight later it was removed to the church
of St. Peter ad Vincula in the Tower, and
there laid by the side of the body of his friend
Sir Thomas More, who, but a short time be-
fore his own career was similarly terminated,
had left it on record as his deliberate con-
viction that there was ¢in this realm no one
man in wisdom, learning, and long approved
vertue together, mete to be matched and
compared with him ’ (MoRrE, English Works,
p- 1437).

The intelligence of Fisher’s fate was re-
ceived with feelings approaching to conster-
nation not only by the nation but by Europe

.at large. Paul III declared that he would
sooner have had his two grandsons slain, and
in a letter (26 July) to Francis I says that
he ¢is compelled, at the unanimous sollici-
tation of the cardinals, to declare Henry
deprived of his kingdom and of the royal
dignity’ (Letters and Papers Henry VIII,
vol. viii. No. 1117).

As a theologian Fisher was to some ex-
tent an eclectic; and, according to Volusenus

(De Tranquillitate Animi,ed. 1751, p. 280),
inclined, on the already agitated question of
election and free will, to something like a
Calvinistic theory. The same writer tells us
(2. p. 250) that he also frequently expressed
his high admiration of the expositions of
some of the Lutheran divines, and only won-
dered how they could proceed from heretics.
Professor John E. B. Mayor observes: ¢If
bonus textuarius is indeed bonus theologus,
Bishop Fisher may rank high among divines.
He is at home in every part of scripture, no
less than among the fathers. If the matter
of his teaching is now for the most part trite,
the form is always individual and life-like.
Much of it is in the best sense catholic, and
mightbe illustrated by parallel passages from
Luther and our own reformers’ (pref. to Eng-
lish Works, p. xxii).

The best portrait of Fisher is the drawing
by Hans Holbein in the possession of the
queen. Another, by the same artist, also of
considerablemerit,isin the hall of the master’s
lodge at St. John’s College. A. third (sup-
posed to have been taken shortly before his
execution) is in the college hall. There are
others at Queens’, Christ’s, and Trinity Col-
leges. In the combination room of St. John's
there are also three different engravings.

A collected edition of Fisher’s Latin works,
one volume folio, was printed at Wiirzburg
in 1597 by Fleischmann. This contains:
1. ‘The Assertio septem Sacramentorum’ of
Henry VIII against Luther, which finds a
place in the collection as being ¢ Roffensis
tamen hortatu et studio edita’ 2. Fisher’s
‘Defence’ of the ¢Assertio,” 1523. 3. His
treatise in reply to Luther, ¢ De Babylonica
Captivitate,’ 1523. 4. His ¢ Confutatio As-
sertionis Lutherans,’ first printed at Ant-
werp, 1523. 5. ¢ De Eucharistia contra Joan.
(Ecolampadium libri quinque,’ first printed
15627. 6. ¢Sacri Sacerdotil Defensio contra
Lutherum.” 7. ‘Convulsioc calumniarum
Vlrichi Veleni Minhoniensis, quibus Petrum
nunquam Rome fuisse cauillatus est,” 1525.
8. ¢Concio Londini habita vernaculg, quando
Lutheri scripta publicd igni tradebantur,”
translated by Richard Pace into Latin, 1521.
9. ‘De unica Magdalena libri tres, 1519.
Also the following, which the editor states
are printed for the first time: 10. ¢ Commen-
tarii in vii. Psalmos peenitentiales, interprete
Joanne Fen & monte acuto” 11. Two ser-
mons: (@) ‘De Passione Domini,’ (5) ¢De
Justitia Phariseeorum.” 12. ¢ Methodus per-
veniendi ad summam Christians religionis
perfectionem.” 13, ¢Epistola ad Herman-
pum Lé@éetmatium Goudanum de Charitate
Christiana.” At the end (whether printed
before or not does not appear) are 14. ‘De
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Necessitate Orandi” 15. ¢ Psalmi vel pre-
cationes.’

An edition of his English works has been
undertaken for the Early English Text So-
ciety by Professor John E. B. Mayor, of
which the first volume (1876) only has as
yet appeared. This contains the originals
of 8, 10, 11a, and 12; the two sermons of
the funerals of Henry VII and his mother ;
and ¢ A Spiritual Consolation,” addressed to
Fisher’s sister, Elizabeth, during his confine-
ment in the Tower. Of these, the two
funeral discourses and the originals of 8
and 10 are reprinted from early editions by
Wynkyn de Worde. An ¢ Advertisement’
to this edition gives a valuable criticism
by the editor on Fisher’s theology, English
style, vocabulary, &c. The second volume,
containing the ¢ Letters’ and the ¢ Life’ by
Hall, is announced, under the editorship of
the Rev. Ronald Bayne.

Avolumein the Rolls Office (27 Hen. VIII,
No. 887) contains the following in Fisher’s
hand: 1, prayers in English; 2, fragment
of a ‘Commentary on the Salutation of the
Virgin Mary;’ 3, theological commonplace
book, in Latin; 4, draft treatises on di-
vinity ; 56 and 6, treatises on the rights
and dignity of the clergy; 7, observations
on the history of the Septuagint Version
(thisannotated and corrected only by Fisher).
He also wrote a ¢ History of the Divorce,
which, if printed, was rigidly suppressed ; the
manuscript, however, is preserved in the Uni-
versity Library, Cambridge.

[Fisher’s Life, professedly written by Thomas
Baily, a royalist divine, was first published in
1665, and was really written by Richard Hall,
of Christ’s College, Cambridge, who died in 1604
[see art. Bavry, THoMAs]; a manuseript in Uni-
versity Library, Cambridge, No. 1266, contains
Maurice Channey’s account of the martyrdoms
of More and Fisher; a considerable amount of
original matter is also given in the appendices
to the Life by the Rev. John Lewis (a pos-
thumous publication), ed. T. Hudson Turner,
2 vols. 1855. The following may also be con-
sulted: The Funeral Sermon of Margaret, Coun-
tess of Richmond, with Baker’s Preface, ed.
Hymers, 1840 ; Baker’s Hist. of St. John's Col-
lege, ed. Mayor, 2 vols. 1869 ; Cooper’s Memoir
of Margaret, Countess of Richmond and Derby,
1874 ; Early Statutes of the College of St. John
the Evangelist, ed. Mayor, 1859; Mullinger’s
Hist. of the University of Cambridge, vol.1.1873;
a paper by Mr. Bruce in Archaologia, vol. Xxv.;
Letters and Papers of the Reign of Henry VIII,
vols. iv. to viii., with Brewer’s and Gairdner’s
Prefaces ; Brewer’s Reign of Henry VIII, 2 vols.,
1884; T. E. Bridgett’s Life of Blessed John
Fisher, Bishop of Rochester, Cardinal of the Holy
Roman Chureh, and Martyr under Henry VIII,
London and New York, 1888.] J.B. M.

FISHER, JOHN (1569-1641), jesuit
whose real name was PERCY, son of J ohﬂ
Percy, yeoman, and his wife, Cecilia Lawson
was bornat Holmside, co. Durham, on 27 Sept’.
10_69. _At fourteen years of age he was re-
ceived into the family of a catholic lady, and
soon afterwards joined the Roman church.
He then proceeded to the English College at
Rheims, where he studied classics and rhetoric
for three years. On 22 Sept. 1589 he en-
tered the English College at Rome for his
higher studies. e was ordained priest on
13 March 1592-3, by papal dispensation, before
the full canonical age, in consequence of the
want of priests for themission. After publicly
defending universal theology at the Roman
college, he was admitted into the Society of
Jesus by Father Aquaviva, and began his no-
vieeship at Tournay on 14 May 1594. Inthe
second year of hisnoviceship he was ordered to
England for the sake of his health, which had
been impaired by over-application to study.
On his way through Holland he was seized
at Flushing by some English soldiers on sus-
picion of being a priest, and cruelly treated.
Immediately after his arrival in London he
wasarrested and committed to Bridewell, from
which prison, after about seven months’ con-
finement, he succeeded in making his escape
through the roof, together with two other
priests and seven laymen. In 1590 he was
sent by Father Henry Garnett to the north
of England, where he laboured till 1598, when
he was appointed companion to Father John
Gerardin Northamptonshire. Inthatlocality
he exercised his priestly functions, and he oc-
casionally visited Oxford, where he became ac-
quainted with William Chillingworth [q.v.],
whom he persuaded to renounce the pro-
testant faith (Woop, dtkene Ozon. ed. Bliss,
iii. 87). He was professed of the four vows
in 1603. For some time he and Gerard re-
sided first at Stoke Poges, and subsequently
at Harrowden, in the house of Mrs, Elizabeth
Vaux, widow of William, second son of Lord
Vaux of Harrowden. Fisher was afterwards
chaplain to Sir Everard Digby [q.v.] In
August 1605 he went on a pilgrimage to St.
‘Winifred’s well with Sir Everard Digby’s
wife, Mrs. Vaux, and others. He was arrested
in November 1610, with Father Nicholas
Hart, at Harrowden,was conveyed to London, -
and committed to the Gatehouse prison, and
after upwards of a year’s confinement was
released at the instance of the Spanish am-
bassador, and with Father Hart sent into
banishment. Both of them had been tried
and condemned to death, and had _received
several notices to prepare for execution.

After landing in Belgium, Fisher dis-
charged the duties at Brussels of vice-prefect
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of the English jesuit mission, in the absence
of Father Anthony Hoskins, He was next

rofessor of holy scripture at St.-John’s,

ouvain. At length he returned to Eng-
land, but was at once seized and confined in
the new prison on the banks of the Thames.
He appears, however, to have been allowed
eonsiderable freedom of action, and it is said
that during his three years’ confinement there
he reconciled 150 protestants to the Roman
church. He was famous for his dialectic
skill, and held several controversial confer-
ences with eminent protestant theologians,
‘When James I desired a series of disputations
to be held before the Countess of Bucking-
ham (who was leaning to catholicism), Fisher
defended the catholic side against Francis
White, afterwards bishop of Ely. The king
and his favourite (Buckingham, the countess’s
son) attended the conferences, the third and
last of which was held on 24 May 1622, when
Laud, bishop of St. David’s and afterwards
archbishop of Canterbury, replaced White.
The countess was converted by the jesuit,
whose arguments, however, failed to convince
her son and the king. James himself proposed
to Fisher nine points in writing upon the
most prominent topics of the controversy, in
a document headed ¢ Certain Leading Points
which hinder my Union with the Church of
Rome until she reforms herself, or is able to
satisfy me.” Fisher’s replies to these ques-
tions were revised by Father John Floyd
E(‘;.v.] The relation of the conference between

aud and Fisher forms the second volume of
Laud’s works (Oxford 1849). On 27 June
1623 another religious disputation was held
in the house of Sir Humphry Lynde, between
Dr. White, then dean of Carlisle, Dr. Daniel
Featley, and the jesuits Fisher and John
Sweet.

‘When the king of France gave his daugh-
ter in marriage to Prince Charles (afterwards
Charles I) in 1625, the French ambassador
obtained a free pardon for twenty priests, in-
eluding Fisher, who apparently enjoyed some
ten years of liberty under the royal letters
of pardon. In December 1634, however, he
was arrested, brought before the privy coun-
cil at Whitehall, and ordered to depart from
the realm, after giving bail never to return.
As he refused to find sureties, he was impri-
soned in the Gatehouse till August 1635,
when he was released at the urgent interces-
sion of the queen. During the last two years
of life he suffered severely from cancer. He
died in London on 3 Dec. 1641.

His works are: 1. ¢ A Treatise of Faith;
wherein is briefly and plainly shown a Direct
‘Way by which every Man may resolve and
settle his Mind in all Doubts, Questions, and

Controversies concerning Matters of Faith,’
London, 1600, St. Omer, 1614, 8vo, 2. ‘A
Reply made unto Mr. Anthony Wotton and
Mr. John White, Ministers, wherein it is
showed that they have not sufficiently an-
swered the Treatise of Faith, and wherein
also the Chief Points of the said Treatise are
more clearly declared and more strongly con-
firmed,’ St. Omer, 1612, 4to. 3. ¢ A Challenge
to Protestants, requiring a Catalogue to be
made of some Professors of their Faith in all
Ages since Christ” At the end of the pre-
ceding work. 4. An account of the confer-
ence in 1622, under the initials A. C. Laud
answered this in a reply to the ¢ Exceptions
of A. C.,” which is printed with his own ac-
count of the conference. 5. ¢ An Answer to
a Pamphlet, intitvled : ¢ The Fisher catched
in his owne Net....ByA. C.,”’s.1. 1623, 4to.
The pamphlet by Daniel Featley, to which this
isareply, appearedin 1623, and contains‘ The
Occasion and Issue of the late Conference
had between Dr. White, Deane of Carleil, and
Dr. Featley, with Mr. Fisher and Mr. Sweet,
Jesuites.” 6. ¢ An Answere vnto the Nine
Points of Controuersy proposed by our late
Soveraygne (of Famous Memory) vnto M.
Fisher. . .. And the Rejoinder vnto the Re-
ply of D. Francis White, Minister. With
the Picture of the sayd Minister, or Censure
of his Writings prefixed ’ [St. Omer], 1625-
1626, 8vo.

Among the protestant writers who entered
into controversy with Fisher were G. Walker,
G. Webb, and Henry Rogers.

[De Backer’s Bibl. des Ecrivains de la Com-
pagnie de Jésus (1869), i. 1870 ; Dodd’s Church
Hist. ii. 394; Foley’s Records, i. 521, vi. 180,
212, 526, vii. 585, 1028, 1032,1098 ; Gardiner’s
History of England, iv. 279, 231 ; Heylyn’s Cyp-
prianus Anglicus, p. 95; Lawson’s Life of Laud,
1. 217-19, 1i. 633; Le Bas’ Life of Laud, p. 55 ;
More’s Hist. Missionis Anglic. Soe. Jesu, p. 878 ;
Morris’s Condition of Catholics under James I ;
Oliver’s Jesuit Collections, p. 91; Southwell’s
Bibl. Seriptorum Soc. Jesu, p. 487; Calendar of
State Papers; Tanner's Societas Jesu Aposto-
lorum Imitatrix, p. 707; Wood’s Athenz Oxon,
(Bliss), iv. 971.] T. C.

FISHER, JOHN, D.D. (1748-1825),
bishop of Salisbury, the eldest of the nine
sons of the Rev. John Fisher, successively
vicar of Hampton, Middlesex, vicar of Peter-
borough, rector of Calbourne, Isle of Wight,
and prebendary of Preston in the cathedral
of Salisbury, was born at Hampton in 1748.
Hisfatherbecame chaplain to Bishop Thomas,
the preceptor of George III, on his appoint-
ment to the see of Peterborough in 1747, and
was by him presented to the incumbency of
St. John the Baptist in that city, The son

e it
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received his early education at the free school
at Peterborough, whence at the age of four-
teen he was removed to St. Paul’s School, of
which Dr. Thicknesse was then head-master.
In 1766 he passed to Peterhouse, Cambridge,
on a Pauline exhibition. Dr. Edmund Law,
afterwards bishop of Carlisle, was then head
of the college, and Fisher became the inti-
mate friend of his two distinguished sons,
afterwards respectively Lord-chief-justice
Ellenborough and Bishop of Elphin. He
took his degree of B.A.1n 1770, appearing
as tenth wrangler, and being also eminent
for his classical attainments. In 1773 he
became M.A., and in the same year was ap-
pointed to a Northamptonshire fellowship at
St. John’s, of which college he was chosen
tutor, the duties of which office, we are told,
¢he fulfilled to the great advantage of his
pupils, being distinguished not only for his
various talents, but for the suavity of his
manners and the peculiarly felicitous manner
in which he conveyed instruction.’ Fisher
then became private tutor to Prince Zarto-
rinski Poniatowski, and to the son of Arch-
bishop George of Dublin, and spent some
time with Sir J. Cradock, governor of the

. Cape, but ‘deriving no great benefit from

these connections,” he undertook parochial
work, as curate of his native parish of Hamp-
ton. In 1780 he became B.D., and on the
cecommendation of Bishop Hurd he was ap-
pointed preceptor to Prince Edward, after-
wards Duke of Kent, father of Queen Vie-
toria, and became royal chaplain and deputy
slerk of the closet. This appointment he
:eld five years, until in 1785 his royal pupil
went to the university of Gottingen, On
'his Fisher visited Italy, where he became
wnown to Mrs. Piozzi, who describes him in
meofherlettersas‘acharming creature, gene-
'ally knownin societyas “ the King’s Fisher””’
'WHALLEY, Correspondence, ii. 367). The fol-

“‘owing year, 14 July, he was recalled from

Naples by his nomination by the king to a
sanonry at Windsor, where he took up his
residence, and in September of the next year
he married Dorothea, the only daughter of
J.F. Scrivenor, esq., of Sibton Park, Suffoll,
by whom he had one son and two daughters.
The refined simplicity and courteousness of
his manners and the amenity of his temper
rendered Fisher a favourite with George IIT,

* whose esteem he also gained by his unaffected

piety and his unswerving fidelity to him.
The king, we are told, treated him rather as
a friend than as a subject, and reposed in
him almost unlimited confidence. In 1789
he took the degree of D.D. TFrom 1793 to
1797 he held the vicarage of Stowey,in the
gift of the chapter of Windsor. When the
VOL. XIX,

bishoprice of Exeter became vacant by the
death of Bishop Courtenay, Fisher was chosen
by the king to be his successor, and was con-
secrated in Lambeth Chapel, 16 July 1803.
In 1805 George III appointed him to super-
intend the education of the Princess Char-
lotte of Wales. He fulfilled the duty, we
are_told, ‘with exemplary propriety and
credit.” Theautobiography of Miss C. Knight
and other contemporary memoirs give some
glimpse of the difficulties of this post, which
he would have thrown up but for his respect
for his sovereign, His union of gentleness,
firmness, and patience carried him through,
His chief concern, we are told, was to train
the princess in the self-command naturally
foreign to her. At the outset of his charge
a correspondencesprang up between him and
Hannah More, who had published anony-
mously ‘Hints towards Forming the Cha-
racter of a Princess” An interview took
place, and Hannah More records that ¢the
bishop appeared to havea very proper notion
of managing his royal pupil, and of castin,
down all high imaginations’ (H. Morg, Cor-
respondence, ed. Roberts, iii. 230). Fisher
was no favourite with Miss C. Knight, who
narrates that he used to come three or four
times a week to ‘do the important ;” his great
point being to arm the princess against popery
and whiggism, ¢ two evils which he seemed
to think equally great;’ she adds, what is
contradicted by all other estimates of his
character, that ‘his temper was hasty, and
his vanity easily alarmed. His ¢best ac-
complishment,’ in this lady’s opinion, was ‘a
taste for drawing, and a love of the fine arts’
(Miss C. Kn1enT, Autobiography,i. 232 sq.)
Dr. Parr gives the following estimate of his
character :—

Unsoiled by courts and unseduced by zeal,
Fisher endangers not the common weal.

In 1804 he accepted the office of vice-
president of the British and Foreign Bible
Society. In 1807, on the death of Bishop
Douglas, Fisher was translated from Exeter
to Salisbury, where he won general respect
and affection by his faithful and unobtrusive
performance of his episcopal duties. His
mode of life was dignified, but unostentatious.
He was very liberal in works of charity, de-
voting a large portion of his episcopal re-
venues to pious and beneficent uses, leaving
his bishopric no richer than he came to it,
his personal estate amounting at his death to
no more than 20,000/, In 1818 Fisher, under
a commission from Bishop North, visited
the Channel Islands for the purpose of hold-
ing confirmations and consecratinga church,

being the first time, since the islands were
¥
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laced under the jurisdiction of the see of

Vinchester, that they had enjoyed episcopal
visitation (Ann. Reg. 1x. 92, 104). He died
in Seymour Street, London, after long pro-
tracted sufferings borne with exemplary pa-
tience, 8 May 1825, aged 76, and was buried
at Windsor. He published nothing beyond
his primary charge as bishop of Exeter, and
two or three occasional sermons, which were
given to the world under pressure. In his
charge he declared himself against intolerant
treatment of Roman catholics, but expressed
his opinion that bare toleration was all that
peaceable and conscientious dissenters from
the established church had any claim to. In
the same charge he repudiated the alleged
Calvinism of the church of England, which
he said was flatly contradicted by the articles
of the church. Fisherwasa generous patron
both of authors and of artists, whom he is
recorded to have treated with liberality and
unaffected kindness. A portrait of him hangs
in the dining-room of the palace at Salisbury.
Fisher’s only published works are: 1. ¢Charge
at the Primary Visitation of the Diocese of
Exeter,” Exeter, 1805, 4to. 2. ‘Sermon at the
Meeting of the Charity Children in St. Paul’s,
3 June 1806,’ London, 1806, 4to. 3. ‘Sermon
preached before the House of Lords, 256 Feb.
1807, on the occasion of a General Fast, on
Is. x1. 31, London, 1807, 4to. 4. ‘Sermon in
behalf of the S. P. G. on Is. 1x. 5 London,
1809, 4to. 5. ¢ Sermon preached at the Con-
secration of St. James’s Church, Guernsey,on
Col. i. 24, Guernsey, 1818.

[Baker’s St. John’s College, ed. Mayor, p. 731;
Annual Register, 1825, also lvi. 218,1x. 92-104 ;
Imperial Mag. August 1825 ; Gent. Mag. 1825,
ii, 82; Sandford’s Thomas Poole, pp. 65, 170,
241.] E. V.

FISHER, JOHN ABRAHAM (1744-
1806), violinist, son of Richard Fisher, was
born at Dunstable in 1744, Te was brought
up in Lord Tyrawley’s house, learning the
violin from Pinto, and his appearance at the
King’s Theatre (1763), where he playeda con-
certo, was ¢ by permission’ of his patron. The
following year Fisher was enrolled in the
Royal Society of Musicians. He matricu-
lated at Magdalen College, Oxford, 26 June
1777 (FosTER, Alumni Ozon. ii. 465). His
indefatigable industry obtained him the de-
grees of Bac. and Doc. Mus. on 5 July 1777,
his oratorio ‘Providence’ being performed at
the Sheldonian Theatre two days previously.
The work was afterwards heard several times
in London ; but Fisher’s name as a composer
is more closely connected with theatrical than
with sacred music. He became entitled to a
sixteenth share of Covent Grarden Theatre by
his marriage about 1770 with Miss Powell,

daughter of a proprietor. He devoted his
musical talent and business energy to the
theatre. "'When his wife died Fisher sold his
share in the theatre, and made a professional
tour on the continent, visiting France, Ger-
many, and Russia, and reaching Vienna in
1784. The Tonkiinstler-Societdt employed
three languages in a memorandum—¢ Mon-
sieur Fischer, ein Engelléinder und virtuoso
di Violino’—which probably refers to the
stranger’s performance at a concert of the
society. Ifisher won favour also at court,
and became as widely known for his eccen-
tricities as for his ingenious performances.
It was not long before he drew odium upon
himself through his marriage with, and sub-
sequent ill-treatment of, Anna Storace, the
prima donna. The wedding had taken place
with a certain amount of éclat, but when the
virtuoso bullied and even struck his bride,
the scandal soon became public, and a separa-
tion followed. The emperor (Joseph) ordered
Fisher to quit his dominion. Leaving his
young wife he sought refuge in Ireland. The
cordiality with which his old friend Owen-
son welcomed him to Dublin, his personal
appearance, and introduction into the family
circle, have been amusingly described by Lady
Morgan, one of Owenson’s daughters, Fisher
gave concerts at the Rotunda, and occupied
himself asa teacher. He died in May or June
1806. Asan executant Fisher pleased by his
skill and fiery energy. Inhisyouthhe appears
to haverevelled in hiscommand of the instru-
ment, and in his maturer years he offended the
critics by a showiness that bordered on char-
latanism. Among Fisher’s compositions, his
¢Six Easy Solos for aViolin’ and ¢ Six Duettos’
were useful to amateurs of the time; while
his ¢ Vauxhall and Marybone Songs,’ in three
books, were made popular by the singing of
Mrs, Weichsel, Vernon, and Bellamy. An-
other favourite book was a collection of airs
forming ¢ A comparative View of the English,
French, and Italian Schools,” which, how-
ever, contains no critical remarks. The songs
“In vain I seek to calm to rest’and ‘See
with rosy beam ’ deserve mention. The ‘Six
Symphonies’ were played at Vauxhall and
the theatres; the pantomime, with music,
¢ Master of the Woods,” was produced at Sad-
ler's Wells; the ¢ Harlequin Jubilee’ at Co-
vent Garden, and, with the ¢Sylphs’ and
the ¢ Sirens,” gave evidence of the professor’s
facility in manufacturing musicianly serio-
comic measures. The ‘Norwood Gipsies,’
‘Prometheus,” ¢ Macheth, and lastly ‘Zo-
beide,” point to a more serious vein, though
belonging equally to Fisher's theatrical period,
about 1770-80; but the well-writtenanthem,
¢ Seek ye the Lord,” sung at Bedford Chapel
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~and Lincoln Cathedral, is of later date. Three
vi701in concertos were published at Berlin,
1782.

[Grove’s Dict. i. 530; Brown’s Biog. Dict.
P- 247; A. B. C. Dario, p. 20 ; Pohl’s Mozart and
Haydn in London, i. 42, &e.; Royal Society of
Musicians, entry 2 Sept. 1764 ; -Oxford Gradu-
ates, p. 231 ; Kelly’s Reminiscences, i. 231; Mu-
sical World, 1840, p. 276; Hanslick’s Geschichte
des Concertwesens in Wien, p. 108 ; Mount-Edg-
cumbe’s Reminiscences, 1834, p. 59 ; Clayton’s
_Queens of Song, i. 215 ; Lady Morgan’s Memoirs,
1863, p. 80; Gent. Mag. vol. lxxvi. pt. i.
587 ; Gerber’s Tonkiinstler-Lexikon, 1770,1.418;
Fisher's music in Brit. Mus, Library.] L. M. M.

FISHER, S1r JOHN WILLIAM (1788-
1876), surgeon, son of Peter Fisher of Perth,
by Mary, daughter of James Kennay of York,
was born in London 30 Jan. 1788, and ap-
prenticed to John Andrews, a surgeon en-
Joying a large practice. After studying at
St. George’s and 'Westminster Hospitals, he
was admitted member of the Royal College
of Surgeons in 1809, became a fellow in 1836,
and was a member of the council in 18483,
The university of Erlangen, Bavaria, con-
ferred on him the degree of M.D. in 1841.
He was appointed surgeon to the Bow Street
patrol in 1821 by Lord Sidmouth, and pro-
moted to the post of surgeon-in-chief to the
metropolitan police force at the time of its
formation in 1829, which position he held un-
til his retirement on a pension in 1865. He
was knighted by the queén at Osborne on
2 Sept. 1858. He was a good practitioner,
honourable, hospitable, and steadfast in duty.
He died at 33 Park Lane, London, 22 March
1876, and was buried in Kensal Green ceme-
tery on 29 March, when six of his oldest
medical friends were the pallbearers. His
will was proved on 22 April, the personalty
being sworn under 50,000.. He married,
first, 18 April 1829, Louisa Catherine, eldest
daughter of ‘William Haymes of Kibworth
‘Harcourt, Leicestershire, she died in London,
5 Oct. 1860; and secondly, 18 June 1862,
Lilias Stuart, second daughter of Colonel
Aillexander Mackenzie of Grinnard, Ross-
shire.

[Proceedings of Royal Medical and Chirurgi-
cal Soc. (1880), viii. 173-4 ; Illustrated London
News, 1 April 1876, p. 335, and 27 May, p. 527;
Lancet, 1 April 1876, p. 515.] G. C. B.

FISHER, JONATHAN (d. 1812), land-
scape-painter, was a native of Dublin, and
originally a draper in that city. Having a
taste for art, he studied it by himself, and
eventually succeeded in obtaining the pa-
tronage of the nobility. He produced some
landscapes which were clever attempts to re-

produce nature, but were too mechanical and
cold in colour to be popular. They were,
however, very well suited for engraving, and
a set of views of Carlingford Harbour and
its neighbourhood were finely engraved by
Thomas Vivares, James Mason, and other
eminent landscape engravers of the day. In
1792 Fisher published a folio volume called
‘A Picturesque Tour of Killarney, consist-
ing of 20 views engraved in aquatinta, with
8 map, some general observations, &c.” He
also published other illustrations of scenery

P- | in Ireland. Fisher did not find art profitable,

but was fortunate enough to obtain a situa-
tion in the Stamp Office, Dublin, which he
continued to hold up to his death in 1812,
There is a landscape by Fisher in the South
Kensington Museum, ‘ A View of Lyming-
ton River, with the Isle of Wight in the
distance.” A painting by him of ¢ The Schom-
berg Obelisk in the Boyne’ was in the Irish
Exhibition at London in 1888.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Catalogues of the
South Kensington Musenm and the Irish Exhi-
bition, 1888 ; Lowndes’s Bibl. Man. ; engravings
in Print Room, Brit. Mus.] L.C.

FISHER, JOSEPH (d.1705), archdeacon
of Carlisle, was born at Whitbridge, Cum-
berland, and matriculated at Queen’s College,
Oxford, in Michaelmas term 1674 ; took his
B.A. degree 8 May 1679, his M.A. 6 July
1682, was fellow of that college, and on the
death of Christopher Harrison, 1695, was pre-
sented to the rectory of Brough or Burgh-
under-Stanmore, Westmoreland. Before that
time he had filled the office of lecturer or
curate, living in a merchant’s house in Broad
Street, London, to be near his work. At this
place he wrote, 1695, the dedicatory epistle
to his former pupil Thomas Lambard, pre-
facing his printed sermon, preached 27 Jan.
1694 at Sevenoaks, Kent, on ‘¢ The Honour
of Marriage,’ from Heb. xiii. 4. This is his
only literary production, although we are
told that he was well skilled in Hebrew and
the oriental languages. Onthe promotion of
‘William Nicolson [q.v.] to the see of Carlisle,
the archdeaconry was accepted by Fisher
9 July 1702, and his installation took place
14 July. To the archdeaconry was attached
the living of St. Cuthbert, Great Salkeld,
which he held in conjunction with Brough
till his death, which took place early in1705.
Te was succeeded in office by George Fleming
[q.v.], afterwards Sir George Fleming, bishop
of Carlisle, 28 March 1705. He was buried
at Brough.

[Wood’s Athenz Oxon. ed. Bliss, i. 639;
Nicolson’s and Burn’s Hist. of Westmoreland
and Cumberland, i. 569 ; Le Neve's Fasti ]?)ccles.
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Angl.; Watt’s Bibl. Brit. 1824 ; Willis’s Survey
of Cathedrals, i. 307 ; Jefferson’s Antiquities of
Cumberland, i. 266.] iGN,
FISHER, MARY (/. 1652-1697),
quakeress, was born in a village near York
about 1623. She joined the Friends before
1652,in which yearshe was admitted a quaker
minister. Shortly afterwards she was im-
prisoned in York Castle for having addressed
a congregation at Selby at the close of public
worship. Thisimprisonment lasted forsixteen
months, during which she wrote with four
fellow-prisoners a tract called ¢False Pro-
phets and Teachers Described.” Immediately
after her release she proceeded on a mis-
sionary journey to the south and east of Eng-
land, in company with Elizaheth Williams,
a quaker minister. At the close of 1653 they
visited Cambridge, and, preaching in front of
Sidney Sussex College, were stoned by the
¢ scholars, whom Mary Fisher irritated by
terming the college a cage of unclean birds.
The Friends were apprehended as disorderly
persons by the mayor of Cambridge, who
ordered them to be whipped at the mar-
ket cross ‘until the blood ran down their
bodies” The sentence was executed with
much barbarity. This is the first instance of
quakers being publicly flogged. Shortlyafter-
wards Mary Fisher ¢ felt called to declare the
truth in the steeple-house at Pontefract,” and
for so doing was imprisoned for six months
in York Castle, at the completion of which
term she was imprisoned for another period
of three months, at the request of the mayor
of Pontefract, for being unrepentant and re-
fusing to give securities for good behaviour.
In 1655, while travelling in the ministry in
Buckinghamshire, she was also imprisoned
for several months for ¢ giving Christian ex-
hortation’ to & congregation. Later in this
year she ‘felt moved’ to visit the West Indies
and New England. On her arrival, accom-
panied by Ann Austin, at Boston the autho-
rities refused to allow them to land, and
searched their baggage for books and papers,
confiscating more than a hundred volumes,
which were destroyed. The quakeresses then
disembarked and were kept in close confine-
ment in the common gaol, the master of the
ship which brought them being compelled to
pay for their support and to give a bond that
he would remove them. During their impri-
sonment they were deprived of writing mate-
rials, and their beds and bibles were confis-
cated by the gaoler for his fees. They were
stripped naked to see if they had witch-marks
on their persons, and would have been starved
if some inhabitants had not bribed the gaoler
to be allowed to feed them. Mary Fisher
returned to England in 1657, visiting the

‘West Indies again at the end of that year.
In 1660 she deemed it her duty to attempt
to convert Mahomet IV, and for that purpose:
made a long and hazardous journey, largely
on foot, to Smyrna, where she was ordered
to return home by the English representative..
She retraced her steps to Venice, and at length:
succeeded in reaching Adrianople, where the
sultan lay encamped with his army. The
grand vizier, hearing that an Englishwoman
had arrived with a message from the ¢ Great
God to the sultan,” kindly offered to procure
her an interview with the sultan, which he
did. Mary spoke through an interpreter,
whom the sultan heard with much patience
and gravity, and when she had concluded
acknowledged the truth of what she said and
offered her an escort of soldiers to Constan—
tinople, which she declined. He then asked
her what she thought of Mahomet, ‘a pitfall
she avoided by declaring that she knew hime
not” She afterwards journeyed on foot to
Constantinople, where she obtained passage
in a ship to England. In 1662 she married
William Bayley of Poole, a quaker minister
and master mariner, who was drowned at sea
in 1675, and by whom she is believed to have
had issue. During his lifetime she appears
to have chiefly exercised her ministry in Dor-
setshire and the adjacent counties. Her ‘tes-
timony concerning her deceased husband ™
appears at the end of Bayley’s collected writ-
ings in 1676. In 1678 she married John
Cross, a quaker of London, in which towm
sheresided until—when uncertain—they emi-
grated to America. In1697 she was living at
Charlestown, South Carolina, where she en-
tertained Richard Barrow, a quaker, after he
had been shipwrecked, and from a letter of
Barrow's it appears she was for a second time
a widow. No later particulars of her life are
known. Mary Fisher was a devoted, untiring,
and suceessful minister, and Croese describes:
her as having considerable intellectual fa-
culties, which were greatly adorned by the
gravity of her deportment.

[Croese’s Hist. of the Quakers, ii. 124 ; Besse’s
Sufferings, &e. i. 85, ii. 85, &ec.; Manuscript
Sufferings of the Friends ; Manuseript Testimony
of the Yearly Meeting (London) ; Neal’s Hist. of
New England, i. 292 ; Minutes of the Two Weeks’
Meeting (London); Bowden’s Hist. of the Friends
in America,i. 35 ; Smith’s Friends’ Books, 1. 220,
612 ; Sewel’s Hist. of the Society of Friends, ed.
1853, i. 440, ii. 225 ; Bishop’s New England
Judged.] A.C.B.

FISHER, PAYNE (1616-1693), poet,
son of Payne Fisher, one of the captains in
the royal life guard while Charles I was in
Oxfordshire, and grandson of Sir William
Fisher, knight, was born at Warnford, Dor-
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setshire, in the house of his maternal grand-
father, Sir Thomas Neale. He matriculated
at Hart Hall, Oxford, in Michaelmas term,
1634; three years after he removed to Magda-
lene College, Cambridge. Whileat Cambridge
he first developed ¢a rambling head’ and a
turn for verse-making (Woop, Atkene, Bliss,
iv. 877). He quitted the university very
speedily, about 1638, and entered the army in
the Netherlands. There he fought in the de-
fence of Boduc, but, returning to England
before long, enlisted as an ensign in the army
raised (1639) by Charles I against the Scots,
and during this campaign made acquaintance
with the cavalier poet, Lovelace. Subse-
quently Fisher took service in Ireland, where
Le rose to the rank of captain, and, returning
about 1644, was made, by Lord Chichester’s
influence, sergeant-ma‘gr of a foot regiment
in the royalist army. By Rupert’s command
he marched at the head of three hundred men
to relieve York, and was present at Marston
Moor, but, finding himself on the losing side,
‘he deserted the royalist cause after the battle,
and retired to London, where he lived as best
he could by his pen.

Fisher’s first poem, published in 1650, cele-
brating the parliamentary victory of Mars-
ton Moor, was entitled ¢ Marston Moor,
Eboracense carmen; cum quibusdam mis-
cellaneis opera studioque Pagani Piscatoris,
. . J London, 1650, 4to. He always wrote
under the above sobriquet, or that of Fitz-
paganus Fisher. By his turn for Latin
werse and his adulatory arts, or, as Wood
termed it, by his ability ‘to shark money
from those who delighted to see their names
in print, Fisher soon became the fashion-
able poet of his day. He was made poet-
laureate, or in his own words after the Re-
storation, ¢scribbler’ to Oliver Cromwell,
and his pen was busily employed in the ser-
vice of his new master. He wrote not only
Latin panegyries and congratulatory odes on
the Protector, dedicating his works to Brad-
shaw and the most important of the parlia-
mentary magnates, but also composed a con-
stant succession of elegies and epitaphs on
the deaths of their generals. Thus the ¢ Ire-
nodia Gratulatoria, sive illus. amplissimique
Oliveri Cromwellii . . . Epinicion,’ London,
1652, was dedicated to the president (Brad-
shaw) and the council of state,and concluded
with odes on the funerals of Ludlow and
Popham (London, 1652). To another, ‘ Veni
vidi, vici, the Triumphs of the most Excel-
lent and Illustrious Oliver Cromwell . . .
set forth in a panegyrie, written in Latin,
and faithfully done into English verse by T.
Manly’ (London, 1652, 8vo), was added an
elegy upon the death of Ireton, lord deputy of

Ireland. The ¢ Inauguratio Oliveriana, with
other poems’ (Lond. 1654, 4to), was followed
the next year by ‘Oratio Anniversaria in die
Inaugurationis . . . Olivari . . . (London,
1655, fol.), and again other panegyrics on the
second anniversary of ¢ his highness’s” inau-
guration (the ‘Oratio . . . and* Pean Trium-
phalis;” both London, 1657 ). To the ‘Paxan’
was addpd an epitaph on Admiral Blake,
which, like most of Ifisher’s odes and elegies,
was also published separately as a ¢ broad-
sheet” (see list in Woob, ed. Bliss, Atkene
Ozon. iv. 377, &c.) He celebrated the vie-
tory of Dunkirk in an ¢ Epinicion vel elo-
gium . . . Ludovici XIIII . . . pro nuperis
victoriis in Flandria, precipue pro desidera~
tissima reductione Dunkirke captee . . . sub
confeederatis auspiciis Franco-Britannorum ’
(London ? 1655 7). The book has a portrait
of the French king in the beginning, and
French verses in praise of the author at the
end. Fisher afterwards presented Pepys with
a copy of this work ¢ with his arms, and de-
dicated to me very handsome’ (PEpYS, Diary,
ed. 1849, i. 118, 121, 122). It was a usual
habit of the poet’s to put different dedica-
tions to such of his works as might court
the favour of the rich and powerful. His
¢ vain, conceited humour’ was so notorious
that when he once attempted to recite a
Latin elegy on Archbishop Ussher in Christ
Church Hall, Oxford (17 April 1656), the
undergraduates made such a tumult that he
never attempted another recitation at the
university. He printed ‘what he had done’
in the ¢ Mercurius Politicus’ (1658), which
called forth some satire doggerel from Samuel
Woodford in ¢ Naps upon Parnassus’ (1658
(see Woop). It was not till 1681 that the
elegy on Ussher was separately issued, and
then an epitaph on the Earl of Ossory was
printed with it. "With the return of the
Stuarts the time-server turned his coat, and
his verses were now as extravagant in praise
of the king as they had been of the Protec-
tor, His most despicable performance was a.
pamphlet entitled ¢ The Speeches of Oliver
Cromwell, Henry Ireton,and John Bradshaw,
intended to have been spoken at their exe-
cution at Tyburne 30 June 1660, but for
many weightie reasons omitted, published by
Marchiament Needham and Pagan Fisher,
servants, poets, and pamphleteers to his In-
fernal Highness,’ 1660, 4to (Bodl.) Fisher’s
character was too notorious for him to gain
favour by his palpable flatteries, and he lived
oor and out of favour after the Restoration.
e spent several years in the Fleet prison,
whence he published two works on the monu-~
ments in the city churches, written before
or just after the great fire, and therefore of
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some value. The first of these compilations
is ¢ A Catalogue of most of the Memorable
Tombs, &ec., in the Demolisht or yet extant
Churches of London from St. Katherine’s be-
yond the Tower to Temple Barre, written
1666, published 1668, ‘two years after the
great fire,’ London, 4to. The second is ‘ The
Tombs, Monuments, and Sepulchral Insecrip-
tions lately visible in St. Paul’s Cathedral . . .
by Major P. F., student in antiquity, grand-
child to the late Sir William Fisher and that
most memorable knight, Sir Thomas Neale, by
his wife, Elizabeth, sister to that so publick-
spirited patriot, the late Sir Thomas Freke’
of Shroton, Dorsetshire ; from the Fleet, with
dedication to Charles II, after the fire, Lon-
don, 1684, 4to. Several editions were pub-
lished of both these catalogues; the latest
is that revised and edited by G. B. Morgan,
entitled ¢Catalogue of the Tombs in the
Churches of the City of London,’ 1885. Fisher
died in great poverty in a coffee-house in
the Old Bailey 2 April 1693, and was buried
6 April in a yard belonging to the church of
St. Sepulchre’s.

Besides the works above enumerated, and
a quantity of other odes and epitaphs (see
list in 'Woop and ZBrit. Mus, Cat.), Fisher
edited poems on several choice and various
subjects, occasionally imparted by an eminent
author [i. e. James Iowell, g.v.]; collected
and published by Sergeant-major P. I., Lon-
don, 1663; the second edition, giving the
author’s name, is entitled ¢ Mr. Howel's
Poems upon divers emergent occasions,” and
dedicated to Dr. Henry King, bishop of Chi-
chester, with a preface by Fisher about
Howell, whom he describes as having ‘as-
serted the royal rights in divers learned
tracts,” London, 1664, 8vo. Fisher also pub-
lished : 1. ¢Deus et Rex, Rex et Episcopus,’
London, 1675,4to. 2. ¢ Elogia Sepulchralia,’
London, 1675, a collection of some of Fisher’s
many elegies. 3. ‘A Book of Heraldry,’ Lon-
don, 1682, 8vo. 4. ¢ The Anniversary of his
Sacred Majesty’s Inauguration, in Latin and
English ; from the Fleet, under the generous
jurisdiction of R. Manlove, warden thereof,
London, 1685.

Winstanley sums up Fisher’s character in
the following words: ‘ A notable undertaker
in Latin verse, and had well deserved of his
country, had not lucre of gain and private
ambition overswa?red his pen to favour suc-
cessful rebellion” Winstanley adds that
he had intended to ¢ commit to memory the
monuments in the churches in London and
Westminster, but death hindered him’( Zives
of the Poets, pp. 192, 193).

[Chalmers’s Biog. Dict. p. 433 ; Cat. of Printed
Books in Brit, Mus,; Bodleian Cat.] E. T. B.

FISHER, SAMUEL (1605-1665);
quaker, son of John Fisher, a hatter in North-
ampton, was born in Northampton in 1605
After attending a local school he matricu-
lated at Trinity College, Oxford, in 1623, and
graduated B.A. in 1627. Being puritanic-
ally inclined he removed to New Inn Hall,
whence he proceeded M.A. in 1630. Croese
(Gen. Hist. of Quakers, p. 63, ed. 1696) says
he was chaplain to a nobleman for a short
time, and became a confirmed puritan. In
1632 he was presented to the lectureship of
Lydd, Kent, a position variously estimated:
as being worth from two to five hundred
pounds a year. Wood (Atkene Oxon. iii. 700,
ed. 1813) says he was presented to the vicar—
age of Lydd, but the register shows this to
be incorrect. Me rapidly obtained the cha~
racter of a powerful preacher, and was a
leader among the puritans of the district. In
his ¢ Baby-Baptism ’ (p. 12) Fisher states that
he was made a priest (P presbyter) by certain
presbyterian divines after episcopacy was laid
aside. 'While at Liydd Fisher took a warm

art in favour of some anabaptists, attend-
ing their meetings and offering them the use
of his pulpit, in which he was stopped by the
churchwardens. About 1643 he returned
his license to the bishop and joined the bap-
tists, with whom he had for some time con-
sorted, supporting himself by farming. e
was rebaptised, and after taking an active
part in the baptist community became minis-
ter to a congregation at Ashford, Kent, some
time previous to 1649, in which year he was
engaged in a controversy on infant baptism
with several ministers in the presence of over
two thousand people. He also disputed with
Dr. Channel at Petworth, Sussex,in 1651,and
was engaged in at least eight other disputes
within three years, and is said to have been
considered a ‘great honour to the baptist
cause’ (CRrosBY, Hist. of the Baptists,i. 363).
He wrote several tractates in defence of his

rinciples, and ¢ Baby-Baptism meer Babism.”

n 1654 William Coton and John Stubbs,
while on a visit to Lydd, stayed at Fisher’s
house, and convinced him of the truth of
quakerism, Shortly afterwards he joined
the Friends, among whom he subsequently
became a minister, probably before his meet-
ing with George Fox at Romney in 1655,
On 17 Sept. 1656 Fisher attended the meet-
ing of parliament, and when the Protector
stated that to his knowledge no man in Eng-
land had suffered imprisonment unjustly at-
tempted a reply. He was prevented com-
pleting his speech, which he afterwards pub-
lished. He subsequently attempted to ad-
dress the members of parliament at a fast-day
service in St. Margaret’s Church, Westmin~
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ster. He appears to have laboured chiefly in
Kent, in which county Besse (Sufferings, i.
289) says he was ‘ much abused’ in 1658, and
in 1659 he was pulled out of a meeting at
‘Westminster by his hair and severely beaten.
In May of this year he went to Dunkirk with
Edward Burrough [q.v.], when the authori-
ties ordered them to leave the town. They
declined, and were then directed to be mode-
rate. After unsuccessfully endeavouring to
promulgate their doctrines to the monks and
nuns for a few days they returned to Eng-
land. During the following year Fisher and
Stubbs made a journey to Rome, travelling
over the Alps on foot, where they  testified
against popish superstition’ to several of the
cardinals, and distributed copies of qualker
literature, nor were they molested or even
warned. Wood (Atkene Oxon. iii. 700) states
that when Fisher returned he had a ¢ very
genteel equipage,” which, as his means were
known to be very small, caused him to be
suspected of being a jesuit and in receipt of
a pension from the pope, and Fisher seems
to have undergone some amount of persecu-
tion from this cause. Wood also states that
this journey took place in 1658, and that it
extended to Constantinople, whither Fisher
went, hoping to convert the sultan. In 1660
Fisher held a dispute with Thomas Danson
at Sandwich, in which he defended the doc-
trines of the Friends (see Rusticus ad Aca-
demicos), and later in this year he was im-
prisoned in Newgate. The rest of his life
was chiefly spent in or near London, where
he was a successful preacher. In 1661 he was
imprisoned and treated with much severity
in the Gatehouse at Westminster. In 1662 he
was arrested and sent to the Bridewell for
being present at an illegal meeting. He was
again sent to Newgate for refusing to take
the oaths, and was detained for upwards of
a year, during which time he occupied him-
self in writing ¢ The Bishop busied beside the
Business” During part of thisimprisonment
he was confined with other prisoners in aroom
80 small that they were unable tolie down at
the same time. [Shortly after his discharge he
was again arrested at Charlwood, Surrey,and
committed to the White Lion Prison, South-
wark, where he was confined for about two
years. During the great plague he was tem-
porarily released, and retired to the house of
Ann Travers, a quakeress at Dalston, near
London, where he died of the plague on
31 Aug. 1665. His place of burial is uncer-
tain. Fisher’'s works show him to have been a
man of considerable erudition and some lite-
rary skill, but they are disfigured by violence
and coarseness. They were, however, quaker
text-books for more than a century. He was

skilful in argument, had no little logical
acumen, and great controversial powers.
Sewel asserts that he was ‘dextrous and
we_all sk}lled in the ancient poets and Hebrew.’
His private life appears to have been above
reproach, and the * testimonies ’ of the Friends
unite in giving him a high personal charac-
ter.  'William Penn, who was intimately ac-
quainted with him, praises his sweetness and
evenness of temper, his self-denial and hu-
mility, and Besse declares that he excelled
in ‘natural parts and acquired abilities’ and
that he incessantly laboured by word and
writing.” His more important works are:
1. ¢ Baby-Baptism meer Babism, or an Answer
to Nobody in Five Words, to Everybody who
finds himself concerned in it. (1) "Anti-
Diabolism, or a True Account of a Dispute at
Ashford proved a True Counterfeit ; (2) An-
ti-Babism, or the Babish Disputings of the
Priests for Baby-Baptism Disproved; (8) An-
ti-Rantism, or Christndome Unchrist'nd;
(4) Anti-Ranterism, or Christ'ndome New
Christ'nd ; (5) Anti-Sacerdotism the deep
dotage of the D.D. Divines Discovered, or
the Antichristian C.C. Clergy cleared to be
that themselves which they have ever charged
Christ’s Clergy to be, &c.,1653. 2. ¢ Chris-
tianismus Redivivus, Christ'ndom both un-~
christ'ned and new-christ’'ned, &e., 1655.
3. ¢The Scorned Quaker’s True and Honest
Account, both why and what he should have
spoken (as to the sum and substance thereof)
by commission from God, but that he had
not permission from Men,’ &c., 1656. 4. ¢The
Burden of the Word of the Lord, as it was
declared in part, and as it lay upon me from
the Lord on the 19th day of the 4th mo.
1656, to declare it more fully,” &e., 1656.
5. ¢ Rusticus ad Academicos in Exercita-
tionibus Expostulatoriis, Apologeticis Qua-
tuor. The Rusticks Alarm to the Rabbies,
or the Country correcting the University and
Clergy, &ec., 1660. 6. ¢ An Additional Ap-
pendix to the book entitled “ Rusticus ad
Academicos,”’ 1660. 7. ¢ Lux Christi emer-
gens, oriens, effulgens, ac seipsam expandens
per universum,’ &c., 1660. 8. ¢ One Antidote
more against that provoking Sin of Swearing,’
&e., 1661, 9. “’Amdkpunra dmokdlvrra, Ve-
lata Queedam Revelata,” &c.,1661. 10. ©Exi-
oxomos dmdokoros ; the Bishop Busied beside
the Businesse,” &ec., 1662. The foregoing
works with many less important were re-
printed in 1679 under the title of ¢ The Tes-
timony of Truth Exalted,’ &e., folio.
[Wood’s Athenz Oxon. iii. 700 ; Fasti,i. 430,
ed. 1813; Croese’s General Hist. of the Quakers,
p. 63, ed. 1696; Sewel’s Hist. of the Quakers,
vols, i. ii. and iii. 1838 ; Gough’s Hist. of the
Quakers, i. 2563 ; Besse's Sufferings, i. 289, 366 ;
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Wood’s Hist. of the General Baptists ; Crosby’s
Hist. of the Baptists, i. 359 ; Britton and Bray-
ley’s Description of the County of Northampton ;
Tuke’s Biographical Notices of , . . Friends, ii.
221, ed, 1815; W, and T. Evans’s Friends’ Li-
brary, vol. ii.; Hasted’s Kent, ii. 617; Fox’s
Autobiography, p. 139, ed. 1765 ; Smith’s Cata-
logue of Friends’ Book; Swarthmore MSg.]

A. C. B.

FISHER, SAMUEL ( . 1692), puritan,
son of Thomas Fisher of Stratford-on-Avon,
was born in 1617, and educated at the uni-
versity of Oxford, matriculating at Queen’s
College in 1634, and graduating at Magdalen
College—B:A. 15 Dec. 1636, M.A. 18 June
1640. He took holy orders, and officiated at
St. Bride’s, London, at Withington, Shrop-
shire, and at Shrewsbury, where he was
curate to Thomas Blake [q.v.] Heafterwards
held the rectory of Thornton-in-the-Moors,
Cheshire, from which he was ejected at the
Restoration. He spent the rest of his life
at Birmingham, where he died, ¢leaving
the character of an ancient divine, an able
preacher, and a godly life” Ie published :
1. ¢ An Antidote against the Fear of Death;
being meditations in a time and place of great
mortality ’ (the time, Wood informs us, being
July and August 1650, the place Shrews-
bury). 2.°¢A Love Token for Mourners,
teaching spiritual dumbness and submission
under God’s smarting rod,” in two funeral
sermons, London, 1655. 3. A Fast sermon,
preached 30 Jan. 1692-3.

[Wood’s Athenz Oxon. (Bliss), iv. 5687 ; Orme-
rod’s Cheshire, ed. Helsby, ii. 21; Calamy’s
Abridgment, i. 124.] J. M. R.

FISHER, otherwise HAwxins, THOMAS
(d. 1577), M.P. for Warwick, was of ob-
scure origin and usually known by the name
of Fisher, because his father was ‘by pro-
fession one that sold fish by retail at the
mercate crosse in Warwick” The quick-
ness of his parts recommended him to the
notice of John Dudley, duke of Northumber-
land, then Viscount Lisle, who received him
into his service, and on 4 May, 34 Hen. VIII,
constituted him high steward and bailiff of
hismanor of Kibworth Beauchamp, Leicester-
shire, For his exercise of that office during
life Fisher had an annuity of 6/ 13s. 6d.
granted to him, which was confirmed in the
reign of Mary. He contrived to accumulate
a vast estate in monastery and church lands,
of which a lengthy list is given by Dugdale
( Warwickshire, edit. 1656, p. 865). In
38 Hen. VIII he obtained the site of St.
Sepulchre’s Priory, Warwick, with the lands
adjacent, and proceeded to pull the monas-
tery to the ground, raising in the place of
it ‘a very fair house as is yet to be seen,

which being finished about the 8 year of
Queen Eliz. reign, he made his principal
seat” He gave 1t a new name ‘somewhat
alluding to his own, viz. Hawkyns-nest, or
Hawks-nest, by reason of its situation,
having a pleasant grove of loftie elmes al-
most environing it’ (7.) However, its old
designation of the ¢ Priory’ was soonrevived
and finally prevailed. In 1 Edward VI,
Bishop’s Itchington, Warwickshire, being
alienated to him from the see of Coventry
and Lichfield, he made an ¢ absolute depopu-
lation’ of that part called Nether Itchington,
and even demolished the church for the pur-
pose of building a large manor-house on its
site. He also changed the name of the
village to Fisher’s Itchington, in an attempt
to perpetuate his own memory. Fisher, who
was now the chief citizen of Warwick, next
appears as secretary to the Duke of Somer-
set, protector of England. There is a tra-
dition that he was colonel of a regiment in
the English army under the command of
Somerset, when the Scots were defeated at
the battle of Pinkie, near Musselburgh,
10 Sept. 1547, ¢ where he, taking the colours
of some eminent person in which a griffon
was depicted, had a grant by the said duke
that he should thenceforth, in memory of
that notable exploit, bear the same in his
armes within a border verrey, which the
duke added thereto in relation to ome of
the quarterings of his own coat [viz. Beau-
champ of Hatch] as an honourable lodge for
that service’ Towards the end of June
1548 he was commissioned by Somerset to
repair with all diligence into the north to
the Earl of Shrewsbury and Lord Grey, with
instruections for the defence of Haddington,
and for the other necessary movements of
the king’s army and his officers in Scotland.
He was also to repair to Sir John Luttrell
at Broughty, and to commune with him and
Lord Gray of Scotland, to devise with them
some means of communicating with the Earl
of Argyll, and to treat with the earl accord-
ing to certain articles proposed (Cal. State
Papers, Scottish Ser. 1509-89,1.89, 92). In
March 1549 he was appointed along with
Sir John Luttrell to confer with Argyll and
other Scotch nobles for the return of the
queen from France and ¢ accomPlishment of
the godly purpose of marriage’ (6. p. 97).
Under the strain of such duties his health
gave way, and in a melancholy letter to
Secretary Cecil, dated from the ¢Camp at
Enderwick,’ 17 Sept. 1549, he declares that
he ¢would give three parts of his living to
be away; and wishes to be spared like ser-
viee in future’ (6. p. 98). In 6 Edward VI
he had a grant of the bailiwick of Banbury,
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Oxfordshire, being made collector of the
king’s revenue within that borough and hun-
dreg, as also governor of the castle, with a
fee of 66s. 7d. a year for exercising the office
of steward and keeping the king’s court
within that manor. It was generally be-
lieved that the Duke of Northumberland,
anticipating want of money to pay the forces
which would be required in the évent of his
daughter-in-law Lady Jane Grey being pro-
claimed queen, ¢privately conveyed a vast
summe’ to Fisher's keeping, which was
hidden by him in Bishop’s Itchington pool.
After the attainder and execution of the
duke in 1558, Fisher was questioned about
the money by orders from the queen, but he
sturdily refused to deliver it up, and even
suffered his fingers to be pulled out of joint
by the rack rather than discover it. Fisher
represented Warwick in the second parlia-
ment of Mary, 1554, and in the first (1554),
second (1555), and third (1557-8) of Philip
and Mary (Lests of Members of Parliament,
Official Return, pt. i. pp. 387, 391, 395, 398).
In 1571, when Robert Dudley, earl of
Leicester, celebrated the order of St. Michael
in the collegiate church of Warwick, the
bailiff and burgesses of the borough were
invited to attend the ear]l from the Priory,
where he was Fisher’s guest for six or seven
days, and thence went in grand procession
to the church. Immediately on the conclu-
sion of the ceremony, at which he had been
present, William Parr, marquis of North-
ampton, brother of Queen Catherine Parr,
died suddenly at the Priory. The following
year Elizabeth paid a sudden visit to the
Priory, when returning to Warwick from
Kenilworth, on Saturday night, 17 Aug.,
having dined with Fisher’s son, Edward, at
his house at Itchington on the Monday pre-
viously. After supping with Mrs., Iisher
and her company, her majesty withdrew for
the kind purpose of visiting ‘the good man
of the house . .. who at that time was
grevously vexid with the gowt,’ but with
most gracious words she so ‘comfortid him
that forgetting, or rather counterfeyting, his
payne,’ he resolved ¢ in more haste than good

spede to be on horseback the next tyme of

her going abrode” Though his resolution
was put to the proof assoon as the following
Monday, he actually accomplished it, at-
tending the queen on her return to Kenil-
worth and riding in company with the Lord-
treasurer Burghley, to whom, it would seem,
he talked with more freedom than discretion
(N1cHOLS, Progresses of Queen Elizabeth, i.

tomb, which bore the recumbent effigies of
himself and his first wife ‘Winifred, daughter
of William Holt, probably perished in the
| great fire of 1694 ; it has been engraved
by Hollar (DuepaLE, p. 350). His son and
heir, Epwarp Fisuer, was thirty years old
at the time of his father's death, = His in-
heritance, Dugdale informs us, was then
worth. 3,0004. & year, but he soon squan-
dered it, and hastened his ruin by making a
fraudulent conveyance to deceive Serjeant
| Puckering, to whom in 23 Elizabeth he sold
| the Priory and lands adjoining. The serjeant
commenced a prosecution against him in the
Star-chamber, and had not Leicester inter-
posed, his fine would have been very severe.
| He ultimately consented that an act of par-
liament should be made to confirm the es-
tate to Puckering, but being encumbered
with debts he was committed prisoner to
the Fleet, where he spent the rest of his
life. He married Katherine, daughter of
Sir Richard Longe, by whom he had issue,
Thomas, John, Dorothy, and Katherine.
Fisher is sometimes mistaken for the John
Fisher who compiled the ¢Black Book of
‘Warwick, The latter was in all probability
John Fisher, bailiff of Warwick, in 1565.

[Dugdale’s Warwickshire (1656), pp. 364-5,
and pussim; Colvile's Worthies of Warwick=
shire, pp. 287-91; Cal. State Papers, Dom.
1647-80, Addenda, 1547-65 ; Visitation of War-
wickshire, 1619, Harl. Soc. 20.] G. G.

FISHER, THOMAS (1781 P-1836), anti-
quary, born at Rochester in or about 1781,
was the younger of the two sons of Thomas
Fisher, printer, bookseller, and alderman of
that eity., His father, who died on 29 Aug,
1786, was author of the ¢ Kentish Traveller's
Companion,’ 12mo, 1776, i

J.x orLE T

(]

Sl - o e gr vl Ivir g

. In
1786 Fisher entered the India House as an
extra clerk, but in April 1816 was appointed
searcher of records, a post for which his
knowledge and literary attainments well
fitted him. From this situation he retired
on a pension in June 1834, after having
spent in different offices under the company
altogether forty-six years. He died unmar-
ried on 20 July 1836, in his sixty-fifth year,
at his lodgings in Church Street, Stoke New-
ington, and was buried on the 26th in Bun-~
hill Fields. From the time of his coming to
London he had resided at Gloucester Terrace,

310, 318-19). Fisher died 12 Jan. 1576-7, | Hoxton, in the parish of Shore'ditcl’l.
and was buried at the upper end of thenorth | Before he left Rochester Fisher’s tg]ents)f
aisle in St, Mary’s Church, Warwick. His | as a draughtsman attracted the attention of ‘and w

originator and publisher of “ The history a
antiquities of Rochester and its environs

1772 (new eds., 1817 and 1833) ; the pri;
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Isaac Taylor, the engraver. He was besides
eminent as an antiquary. Some plates in
the ¢ Custumale Roffense,” published by John
Thorpe in 1788, are from drawings by Fisher;
while it appears from the same work (pp. 155,
234, 262) that he had helped Samuel Denne,
one of the promoters of the undertaking, in
examining the architecture and monuments
of Rochester Cathedral. His first literary
effort, a description of the Crown inn at Ro-
chester and its curious cellars, was printed
with a view and plan in the ¢ Gentleman’s
Magazine’ for 1789, under the pseudonym of
¢ Antiquitatis Conservator’ (vol. lix. pt. ii.
p- 1185). He had previously contributed
drawings for one or two plates. In 1795
Denne communicated to the Society of An-
tiquaries a letter on the subject of water-
marks in paper, enclosing drawings by Fisher
of sixty-four specimens, together with copies
of several autographs and some curious docu-
ments discovered by him in a room over the
town hall at Rochester. The letter, accom-
panied by the drawings, is printed in ¢ Ar-
cheeologia,’ xii. 114-31. By Fisher’s care the
records were afterwards placed in proper cus-
tody. His next publications were ¢ An En-
graving of a fragment of Jasper found near
Hillah, bearing part of an inscription in the
cuneiform character,’s. sh. 4to, London, 1802,
and ¢ AnInscription [in cuneiform characters]
of the size of the original, copied from a stone
lately found among the ruins of ancient
Babylon,’ s. sh. fol., London, 1803. In 1806
and 1807 Fisher was the means of preserving
two beautiful specimens of Roman mosaic
discovered in the city of London; the one
before the East India House in Leadenhall
Street, and the other, which was presented
to the British Museum, in digging founda-
tions for the enlargement of the Bank of
England. These he caused to be engraved
from drawings made by himself, and he pub-
lished a description of them in the ¢ Gentle-
man’s Magazine,’ vol. Ixxvii. pt. i. p. 415.

In the summer of 1804 Fisher discovered
some legendary paintings on the roof and
walls of the chapel belonging to the ancient
Guild of Holy Cross in Stratford-on-Avon. A
work founded upon this and muniments lent
tohim by the corporation appeared in 1807 as
¢ A Series of antient Allegorical, Historical,
and Legendary Paintings . . . discovered . . .
on the walls of the Chapel of the Trinity at
Stratford-upon-Avon. . .also Views and Sec-
tions illustrative of the Architecture of the
Chapel,’parts i-iv.(Appendix, No.1,pp.1-4),
fol. (London), 1807. His account of the
guild, with copious extracts from the ledger-
book, appeared in the ¢ Gentleman’s Maga-
zine, new ser. iii. 162, 875.

Between 1812 and 1816 Fisher published
ninety-five plates from his drawings of monu-
mental and other remains in Bedfordshire,
under the title of ¢Collections Historical,
Genealogical,and Topographical for Bedford-
shire,’ 4to, London, 1812-16. A second part,
consisting of 114 folio plates, appeared only
a few weeks before his death in 1836. He
gave up his intention of adding letterpress
descriptions on account of the tax of eleven
copies . imposed by the Copyright Act. He
published numerous remonstrances in peti-
tions to parliament,in pamphlets, and in es-
says in periodicals. See his essay in the
¢ Gentleman’s Magazine’for 1813, vol. Ixxxiii.
pt. ii. gp. 513-28, and his petition in 1814,
printed in the ¢ Gentleman’s Magazine,” vol.
Ixxxvil. pt. i. p. 490. In 1838 John Gough
Nichols added descriptions to a new edition.

Meanwhile Fisher had printed at the litho-
graphic press of D. J. Redman thirty-seven
drawings of ¢ Monumental Remains and An-
tiquities in the county of Bedford,’” of which
ﬁfgty copies were issued in 1828. Fisher was
one of the first to welcome lithography in
this country. As early as 1808 he published
an account of it, under the title of ¢ Polyan-
tography,’ with a portrait of Philip H. André,
its first introducer into England, in the
‘Gentleman’s Magazine, vol. lxxviii. pt. i.
p. 193. 1In 1807 he published in four litho-
graphic plates: 1. ¢ A Collection of all the
Characters . .. which appear in the Inscrip-
tion on a Stone found among the Ruins of
ancient Babylon . ... now deposited in the
East Indian Company’s Library at Leaden-
hall Street” 2. ‘A Pedestal, and Fragment
of a Statue of Hercules . . . dug out of the
Foundations of the Wall of the City of Lon-
don.” 3. ‘Ichnography, with Architectural
INustrations of the old Church of St. Peter
le Poor in Broad Street, London.” 4. ¢Sir
‘W. Pickering, from his Tomb in St. Helen’s
Church, London.” Shortly afterwards he is-
sued several plates of monumental brasses to
illustrate Hasted'’s  Kent” and Lysons’s ¢ En-
virons of London.” In order to encourage a
deserving artist, Hilkiah Burgess, Fisher had
ten plates etched of ¢ Sepulchral Monuments
in Oxford.” These were issued in 1836.

Fisher was in 1821 elected F.S.A. of Perth,
and on 5 May 1836 F.S.A. of London, an
honour from which he had been hitherto
debarred, as being both artist and dissenter.
Many of the more valuable biographies of
distinguished Anglo-Indians in the ¢ Gentle-
man’s Magazine’ were contributed by Fisher.
That of Charles Grant, father of Lord Glenelg
(Gent. Mag. vol. xciii. pt. ii. p. 561), was
afterwards enlarged and printed for private
circulation, 8vo, London, 1833. He was like-
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wise a contributor to the ¢ European Maga-
zine,’ the ¢ Asiatic Journal, and to several
religious periodicals. He was one of the
projectors of the ¢ Congregational Magazine,’
and from 1818 to 1823 conducted the sta-
tistical department of that serial. When
elected a guardian of Shoreditch, in which
parish he resided, he assisted John Ware,
the vestry clerk, in the compilation of a vo-
lume entitled ‘ An Account of the several
Charities and Estates held in trust for the
use of the Poor of the Parish of St. Leonard,
Shoreditch, Middlesex, and of Benefactors
to the same,’ 8vo, London, 1836. He was
also zealous in the cause of anti-slavery.
In 1825 he published ¢ The Negro's Memo-
rial, or Abolitionist’s Catechism. By an
Abolitionist,’ 8vo, London. He was a mem-
ber, too, of various bible and missionary
societies. A few of his letters to Thomas
Orlebar Marsh, vicar of Steventon, Bedford-
shire, are in the British Museum, Addit. MS.
23205. Ilis collections of topographical draw-
ings and prints, portraits and miscellaneous
prints, books, and manuscripts, were sold by
Evans on 30 May 1837 and two following
days.

[Gent. Mag. new ser. vi. 220, 434-8; Notes
and Queries, 5th ser. xi. 228,339; Cat. of Library
of London Institution, iii. 850.] G. G.

FISHER, WILLIAM (1780-1852), rear-
admiral, second son of John Fisher of Yar-
mouth, Norfolk, was born on 18 Nov. 1780,
and entered the navy in 1795. After serv-
ing in the North Sea, at the Cape of Good
Hope, and in the Mediterranean, and as
acting lieutenant of the Foudroyant on the
coast of Egypt, he was confirmed in the
rank on 3 Sept. 1801. In 1805 he was lieu-
tenant of the Superb during the chaseof Ville-
neuve to the West Indies; and in 1806 was
promoted to be commander. In 1808 he
commanded the Racehorse of 18 guns in the
Channel, and in the same ship, in 1809-10,
was employed in surveying in the Mozam-
bique. In March 1811 he was promoted to
post-rank, and in 1816-17 commanded in suc-
cession the Bann and Cherub, each of 20 guns,
on the coast of Guinea, in both of which
he captured several slavers and pirates, some
of them after a desperate resistance. From
March 1836 to May 1841 he commanded the
Asia in the Mediterranean, and in 1840, during
the operations on the coast of Syria [see Stop-
¥ORD, SIR ROBERT), was employed as senior
officer of the detached squadron off Alexan-
dria, with the task of keeping open the mail
communication through Egypt. For this
service he received the Turiis gold medal
and diamond decoration. Hehad no further

service afloat, but became,
rear-admiral in 1847,

he wrote two novels
on the Ocean ’ (1850), which passed through
three editions, and ¢ Ralph Rutherford, a
Nautical Romance’ (1851). He died in Lon-
don, on 80 Sept. 1852. "A man who had
been so long in the navy during a very stir-
ring period, who had surveyed the Mozam-
bique, and captured slavers and pirates, had
necessarily plenty of adventures at command,
which scarcely needed the complications of
improbable love stories to make them inte-
resting; but the author had neither the con-
structive skill nor theliterary talent necessary
for writing a good novel, and his language
throughout is exaggerated and stilted to the
point of absurdity.

Fisher married, in 1810, Elizabeth, sister
of Sir James Rivett Carnac, bart., governor
of Bombay, by whom he had two children, a
daughter and a son.

[O’Byrne’s Nav. Biog. Dict. ; Gent. Mag. 1852,
new ser. xxxviii. 634.] J. K. L.

FISHER, WILLIAM WEBSTER,M.D.
(1798 P-1874), Downing professor of medi-
cine at Cambridge, a native of Westmore-
land, was born in or about 1798. He studied
in the first instance at Montpellier, where
he took the degree of M.D. in 1825 (D. M. I.
‘De linflammation considérée sous le rap-
port de ses indications, 4to, Montpellier,
1825). Two years later he was entered at
Trinity College, Cambridge, of which his
brother, the Rev. John Hutton Fisher, was
then fellow and assistant-tutor. Subse-
quently he removed to Downing College,
where he graduated as M.B. in 1834. Shortly
afterwards he succeeded to a fellowship, but
the Downing professorship of medicine fall-
ing vacant in 1841, Fisher was elected and
resigned his fellowship. He, however, held
some of the college offices. In 1841 he pro-
ceeded M.D. His lectures were well at-
tended. He acted for many years as one
of the university examiners of students in
medicine, and was an ex officio member of
the university board of medical studies. In.
addition to fulfilling the duties of his pro-
fessorship, Fisher had a large practice as a
physician at Cambridge. He was formerly
one of the physicians to Addenbrooke’s Hos-'
pital, and on his resignation was appointed.
consulting physician to that institution, Al-
though for some time he had relinquished
the practice of his profession, he regularly
delivered courses of lectures until 1868, since
which time they were read by a deputy,
P. W. Latham, M.D., late fellow of Down-~
ing. Fisher was a fellow of the Cambridge.

, in due course, a
During his retirement
¢The Petrel, or Love
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Philosophical Society, and & contributor to
its ¢ Transactions.” He was highly esteemed
in the university for his professional attain-
ments and his conversational powers. He
died at his lodge in Downing College, 4 Oct.
1874, in his seventy-sixth year.

[Brit. Med. Journ. 10 Oct. 1874, p. 481; Med.
Times and Gaz. 10 Oct. 1874, p. 434, 17 Oct.
1874, p. 461 ; Lancet, 10 Oct. 1874, p. 633.]
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FISK, WILLIAM (1796-1872), painter,
born in 1796 at Thorpe-le-Soken, Essex, was
the son of a yeoman farmer at Can Hall in
that county, of a family whichboasted of some
antiquity,datingbacktothe days of HenryIV.
Drawing very early became Fisk’s favourite
occupation, but his inclination to art was
discouraged by his father, who sent him to
school at Colchester, and at nineteen years
of age placed him in a mercantile house in
London. Inthisuncongenial profession Fisk
remained for ten years, though he never ne-
glected his artistic powers, and in 1818 sent
to the Royal Academy a portrait of Mr. G.
Fisk, and in 1819 a portrait of a ¢ Child and
Favourite Dog” He married about 1826,
and after the birth of his eldest son he de-
voted himself seriously to art asa profession.
In 1829 he sent to the Royal Academy a
portrait of William Redmore Bigg, R.A., and
continued to exhibit portraits there forafew
years. At the British Institution he ex-
hibited in 1830 ¢ The Widow, and in 1832
‘Puck.” About 1834 he took to painting
large historical compositions, by which he is
best known. These compositions, though a
failure from an artistic point of view, pos-
sessed value from the care Fisk took to ob-
tain contemporary portraits and authorities
for costume, which he faithfully reproduced
on his canvas. Some of them were engraved,
and the popularity of the engravings led to
his painting more. They comprised ¢ Lady
Jane Grey, when in confinement in the Tower,
visited by Feckenham’ (British Institution,
1834) ; ¢ The Coronation of Robert Bruce’
(Royal Academy, 1836); ¢ La Journée des

Dupes’ (Royal Academy, 1837); ¢ Leonardo |

da Vinei expiring in the arms of Francis I’
(Royal Academy, 1838); ¢The Chancellor
Wriothesley approaching to apprehend Ka-
therine Parr on a charge of heresy, and
¢ Mary, widow of Louis XII of France, re-
ceiving Charles Brandon, Duke of Suffolk,
ambassador from Henry VIII’ (British In-
stitution, 1838) ; ¢ The Queen Mother, Marie
de Medici, demanding the dismissal of Car-
dinal Richelieu ’ (British Institution, 1839);
¢ The Conspiraty of the Pazzi, or the attempt
to assassinate Lorenzo de Medici’ (Royal
Academy, 1839) ; the last-named picture was

in 1840 awarded the gold medal of the Man~-
chester Institution for the best historical
picture exhibited in their gallery. About
1840 Fisk commenced a series of pictures con-
nected with the reign of Charles I, namely,
¢ Cromwell’s Family interceding for the life
of Charles I’ (Royal Academy, 1840); ¢ The
Trial of the Earl of Strafford’ (never exhi-
bited, engraved by James Scott in 1841, and
now in the Walker Art Gallery, Liverpool);
¢ The Trial of Charles I in Westminster Hall’
(Royal Academy, 1842); ¢ Charles I passing
through the banqueting-house, Whitehall, to
the Scaffold’ (Royal Academy, 1843); ¢ The
last interview of Charles I with his Children’
(British Institution, 1844). After these his
productions were of a less ambitious nature,
and he eventually retired from active life to
some property at Danbury in Essex, where
he died on 8 Nov. 1872. He was also a fre-
%pent contributor to the Suffolk Street exhi-
ition.

[Art Journal, 1873, p. 6; Redgrave’s Dict. of
Artists; Graves's Dict. of Artists, 1760-1880;
Catalogues of the Royal Academy and British
Institution.]

FISK, WILLIAM HENRY (1827-1884),
painter and drawing-master, son of William
Fisk [q.v.], was a pupil of his father, and
also a student of the Royal Academy. He
was a skilled draughtsman, and as such was
appointed anatomical draughtsman to the
Royal College of Surgeons. In painting he
was a landscape-painter, and exhibited for
the first time in 1846. In 1850 he exhibited
at the Royal Academy, subsequently being
an occasional exhibitor at the other London
| exhibitions and also in Paris. He was teacher
| of drawing and painting to University Col-
| lege School, London, and in that eapacity
was very successful and of high repute. A
series of drawings of trees which he produced
for the queen were much esteemed. He was
a clear and logical lecturer on the practical
' aspect of art, and succeeded in attracting
{ large audiences in London and the provinces.
| He also occasionally contributed articles on
painting to the public press. He died on
13 Nov. 1884, in his fifty-eighth year.

[Athenseum, 22 Nov. 1884 ; Graves’s Dict. of
Artists, 1760-1880; Catalogues of the Royal
Academy, &ec.] L. C.

FISKEN, WILLIAM (d. 1883), presby-
terian minister, the son of afarmer, was born
on Gelleyburn farm, near Crieff, Perthshire.
After attending school at the neighbouring
village of Muthill, he was sent to St. An-
drews College to study for the ministry under
Professor Duncan. Subsequently he removed
to the university of Glasgow, and thence to
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the Divinity Hall of the Secession church.
‘While there he taught a school at Alyth, near
his birthplace. " Upon receiving license in
the presbytery of Dundee, he commenced his
career as a preacher in the Secession church.
He visited various places throughout the
country, including the Orkney Islands, where
he would have received a call had he cared
to accept it. He was next sent to the pres-
byteryat Newcastle-upon-Tyne,and preached
as a probationer at the adjoining village of
Stamfordham, wherein 1847 he received a call,
and was duly ordained. He there laboured
zealously until his death. In the double ca-
pacity of governor and secretary he did much
towards promoting the success of the scheme
of the endowed schools at Stamfordham.
Fisken and his brothers Thomas (a school-
master at Stockton-upon-Tees) and David
studied mechanics. Thomas and he invented
the steam plough. A suit took place between
the Fiskens and the Messrs. Fowler, the well-
known implement makers at Leeds, and the
finding of the jury was that the former were
the original discoverers. The appliance which
perfected the plan of the brothers occurred to
them both independently and almost simul-
taneously. William Chartres of Newcastle-
upon-Tyne, the solicitor employed by the
Fiskens, used to tell how the two brothers
wrote to him on the same day about the final
discovery,but that hereceived William’sletter
first. Fisken also invented a potato-sowing
machine, a safety steam boiler, a propeller,
an apparatus for heating churches, which
worked excellently, and the ‘steam tackle’
which, patented in July 1855, helped to render
the steam plough of practical use. This
system of haulage, which obtained second
prize at the royal show at Wolverhampton,
has undergone great modifications since its
early appearance in Scotland in 1852, its ex-
hibition at Carlisle in 1855, and at the show
of the Royal Agricultural Society of Eng-
land in 1863 (Journal of Royal Agricultural
Society, xx. 198, xxiv. 368). Fisken worked
on the fly-rope system. An endless rope set
into motion direct by the fly-wheel of the
engine drove windlasses of an extremely in-
genious type, by which the plough or other
implement was put in motion. A great deal
of excellent work was done on this system,
especially with tackle made by Messrs. Bar-
ford & Perkins of Peterborough, but for
some reason the system never quite took with
farmers, and very few sets of Fisken's tackle
are now in use (Engineer, 11 Jan. 1884,
p- 87). Fisken was the author of a pamphlet
on ‘The Cheapest System of Steam Cultiva-
tion and Steam Cartage,’ and of another ‘On
the Comparative Methods of Steam Tackle,

which gained the prize of the Bath and West
of England Society. A man of liberal views,
great generosity of character, and wide read-
ing, he made friends wherever he went. He
died at his manse, Stamfordham, on 28 Dee.
1883, aged upwards of seventy.

[Times, 4 and 8 Jan, 1884; Newcastle Courant,
4 Jan, 1884.] . G.

FITCH, RALPH (/. 1583-1606), tra—
veller in India, was among the first English-
men known to have made the overland route
down the Euphrates Valley towards India.
He left London on 12 Feb. 1583 with other
merchants of the Levant Company, among
whom were J. Newberry, J. Eldred, W.
Leedes, jeweller, and J. Story, a painter.
He writes: ‘I did ship myself in a ship of
London, called the Tiger, wherein we went
for Tripolis in Syria, and from thence we
took the way for Aleppo’ (HaxLuYT, ii. 250).
Fitch and his companions arrived at Tripolis
on 1 May, thence they made their way to
Aleppo in seven days with the caravan. Set-
ting out again on 81 May for a three days
journey on camels to Bir (Biredjik) on the
Euphrates, there they bought a large boat,
and agreed with a master and crew to de-
scend the river, noticing on their way the
primitive boat-building near the bituminous
fountains at Hit (cf. CHESNEY, ii. 636). On
29 June Fitch and his company reached
Feldjah, where they landed. After a week’s
delay, for want of camels, they crossed the
great plain during the night, on account of
the heat, to Babylon (i.e. Bagdad) on the
Tigris. On 22 July they departed hence in
flat-bottomed hoats down this river to Bus-
sorah at the head of the Persian Gulf, where
they left Eldred for trade.

On 4 Sept. Fitch and his three companions:
arrived at Ormuz, where within a week
they were all imprisoned by the Portuguese
governor at the instance of the Venetians,
who dreaded them as their rivalsintrade. On
11 Oct. the Englishmen were shipped for Goa
in the East Indies unto the viceroy, where,
upon their arrival at the end of November, as:
Fitch puts it, ‘for our better entertainment,
wewere presently putintoa fair strong prison,
where we continued until 22 Dec.’ (HAKLUYT,
vol. ii. pt.i. 250). Storyhaving turned monk,
Fitch, Newberry, and Leedes were soon after-
wards set at liberty by two sureties procured
for them by two jesuit fathers, one of whom
was Thomas Stevens, sometime of New Col-
lege, Oxford, who was the first Englishman
lmown to have reached India by the Cape of
Good Hope, four years before, i.e. 1579 (cf.
HARLUYT, vol. il pt.i. 249). After.‘ employing
the remains of their money in precious stones,”
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on Whitsunday, 5 April 1584, Fitch and his
two companions, Newberry and Leedes, es-
caped across the river from Goa, and made
the best of their way across the Decean to Bi-
Jjapur and Goleonda, near Haiderabad, thence
northwards to the court of Akbar, the Great
Mogore (i.e. Mogul, Persian corruption for
Mongol), whom they found either at Agra or
his newly built town of Fatepore (Fatehpur
.Sikri), twelve miles south from it. They
stayed here until 28 Sept. 1585, when New-
berry proceeded north to Lahore, with a view
to returning throngh Persia to Aleppo or
Constantinople ; as Newberry was never
heard of afterwards it is supposed he was
murdered in the Punjab. Story remained at
Goa,where he soon threw off the monk’s habit
and married a native woman, and Leedes,
the jeweller, accepted service under the Em-
peror Akbar. From Agra Fitch took boat
with a fleet of 180 others down the Jumna
to Prage (Allahabad), thence he proceeded
down the Ganges, calling at Benares and
Patna, to ‘Tanda in Gouren, formerly one
of the old capitals of Bengal, the very site of
which is now unknown. From this point
Fitch journeyed northward twenty days to
Couch (Kuch Behar), afterwards returning
south to Hugli, the Porto Piqueno of the
Portuguese, one league from Satigam. His
next journey was eastward to the country
of Tippara, and thence south to Chatigam,
the Porto Grande of the Portuguese, now
known as Chittagong. Here he embarked
for a short voyage up one of the many mouths
of the Ganges to Bagola (Barisol) and Se-
rampore, thence to Sinnergan, identified by
Cunningham (xv. 127) as Sunargaon, an
ancient city formerly the centre of a cloth-
making district, the best to be found in India
at this period. On 28 Nov. 1586 he re-em-
barked at Serampore in a small Portuguese
vessel for Burma. As far as can be learned
from this obscure part of his narrative, Fitch,
after sailing southwards to Negrais Point,
ascended the western arm of the Irawadi to
Cosmin (Kau-smin, the old Talaing name
for Bassein), thence by the inland naviga-
tion of the Delta, across to Cirion (Syriam,
now known as Than-lyeng, near Rangoon),
calling at Macao (Meh-Kay of Williams’s
map), and so on to Pegu. Fitch's sketches
of Burmese life and manners as seen in and
near Pegu deserve perusal upon their own
merits, apart from the fact of their having
been drawn by the first Englishman to enter
Burma. With a keen eye to the prospects
of trade, he also proved himself to be a per-
sistent questioner upon state affairs. In de-
seribing the king of Pegu’s dress and splen-
dour of his court retinue, he adds: ‘He [the

king] hath also houses full of gold and silver,
and bringen in often, but spendeth verylittle’
(HAxLUYT, ii. 260). From Pegu Fitch went
a twenty-five days’ journey north-east to
Tamahey (Zimmé) in the Shan States of
Siam ; this must have been towards the end
of 1587, for on 10 Jan. 1588 he sailed from
Pegu for Malacca, where he arrived 8 Feb.,
soon after its relief by P. de Lima Pereira for
the Portuguese (cf. LiNscHOTEN, p. 153).
On 29 March Fitch set out on his homeward
journey from Malacca to Martaban, and on
to Pegn, where he remained a second time.
On 17 Sept. he went once more to Cosmin
(Bassein), and there took shipping for Ben-
gal, where he arrived in November. On
3 Feb, 1589 he shipped for Cochin on the
Malabar coast, where he was detained for
want of a passage nearly eight months. On
2 Nov. he sailed for Goa, where he remained
for three days, probably in disguise. Hence
he went up the coast to Chaul, where after
another delay of twenty-three days in making
provision for the shipping of his goods, he
left India for Ormus, where he stayed for
fifty days for a passage to Bussorah. On his
return journey Fitch ascended the Tigris as
far as Mosul, journeying hence to Mirdui
and Urfah, he went to Bir, and so passed
the Euphrates. He concludes the account
of his travels thus: ‘From Bir I went to
Aleppo, where I stayed certain months for
company, and then I went to Tripolis, where,
finding English shipping, I came with a pro-
sperous voyage to London, where, by God’s
assistance, I safely arrived the 29th April
1591, having been eight years out of my
native country ’ (HAKLUYT, vol. ii. pt.i. 265).

How far Fitch’s travels and experience in
the East may have contributed to the esta-
blishment of the East India Company, and
won their first charter from Elizabeth, 31 Dec.
1601, will be best gleaned from one or two
entries in their court minutes, which con-
tain the latest traces that can be found of
him, Under date 2 Oct. 1600 we read:
¢Orderid that Captein Lancaster (and others),
together with Mr. Eldred and Mr. flitch,
shall in the meetinge to-morrow morning
conferre of the merchaundize fitt to be pro-
vided for the (first) voyage’ (STEVENS, p. 26).
Again, 29 Jan.1600-1: ‘Orderisgivento . ..
Mr. Hacklett, the histriographer of the viages
of the East Indies, beinge here before the
Comitties, and having read vnto them out
of his notes and bookes . . . was required to
sette downe in wryting a note of the prin-
cipal places in the Fast Indies where trade
was to be had, to th’ end the same may be
used for the better instruction of o factors in
the said voyage ’ (5. p. 123). Again court
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minutes, 31 Dec. 1606 : ¢ Letters to be ob-
tained from K. James to the king of Cam-
baya, gouernors of Aden, etc. . . . their titles
to be inquired of Ralph Fitch’ (SATNsBURY,
State Papers, No. 36). This is the latest
mention of Fitch known to us.

In 1606 was produced Shakespeare’s ‘ Mac-
beth;’ there weread (act i. 8) ¢ Her husband’s
to Aleppo gone, master of the Tiger.” This
line, when compared with the opening passage
of Fitch’s narrative, is too striking to be re-
garded as a mere coincidence, and is also one
of the clearest pieces of evidence known to
us of Shakespeare’s use of the text of Hak-
luyt.

[Chesney’s Survey of the Euphrates and Tigris,
1850 ; Cunningham’s India’; Archzeological Sur-
vey Reports, vol. xv., Calcutta, 1882; Hak-
tuyt's Navigations, 1599, vol. ii.; Linschoten’s
Voyages, London, 1598; Stevens and Bird-
wood's Court Records of the East India Com-
pany, 1599-1603, London, 1886 ; Sainsbury’s
State Papers, East Indies, &c., 1513-1616,
London, 1862.] C. H. C.

FITCH, THOMAS (d.1517). [SeeFicH.]

FITCH, WILLIAM (1563-1611). [See
CANFIELD, BENEDICT. ]

FITCH, WILLIAM STEVENSON
(1798-1859), antiquary, born in 1793, was
for more than twenty-one years postmaster
of Ipswich, but devoted his leisure to study-
ing the antiquities of Suffollk. Tle made full
collections for a history of that county. Most
of them appear to have been dispersed by
auction after his death, though the West
Suffolk Archseological Association, of which
he was a founder, purchased the drawings
and engravings, arranged in more than thirty
quarto volumes, and they were deposited in
the museum of the society at Bury St. Ed-
munds. Fitch published : 1. ¢ A Catalogue
of Suffolk Memorial Registers, Royal Grants,
&e. (in his possession), Great Yarmouth, 1843,
8vo. 2.¢Ipswich and its Early Mints’ (Ips-
wich), 1848, 4to. He contributed notices of
coins and antiquities found in Suffolk to the
< Journal of the British Archaological Asso-
ciation’ (vols, i. ii. iii. xxi.), and contributed
to the ¢ Proceedings of the East Suffolk Ar-
chaological Society.’ Vitch died 17 July
1859, leaving a widow, a daughter, and two
sons.

[C. R. Smith's Collect. Antiqua, vi. 323-4;
O. R. Smith’s Retrospections, i. 245-8; Gent.
Mag. 1859, 3rd ser. vii. 202; Index to Journ.
Brit. Arch. Assoc. vols. i-xxx.] W. W.

FITCHETT, JOHN (1776-1838), poet,
the son of a wine merchant at Liverpool, was
born on 21 Sept. 1776, and having lost his
parents before he attained the age of ten, was

removed to Warrington by his testamentar
guardian, Mr. Kerfoot, andyplaced at the \Vm{
rington grammar school under the Rev. Ed-
ward Owen. In 1793 he was articled to his
guardian, and in due time, having been ad-
mitted an attorney, was taken into partner-
ship with him, subsequently attaining a high
place in his profession. His first published
work, ‘ Bewsey, a Poem’ g\Varrington, 1796,
4to), written at the age of eighteen, had con-
siderable success. Heafterwardswrote many
fugitive pieces, which were collected and
printed at Warrington in 1836, under the
title of ‘ Minor Poems, composed at various
Times’(8vo,pp.ii,416). The great work of his
life was one which occupied his leisure hours
for forty years, and in the composition of
which he bestowed unwearied industry and
acuteresearch., It wasprintedat Warrington
for private circulation at intervals between
1808 and 1834, in five quarto volumes. It
was cast in the form of a romantic epic poem,
the subject being the life and times of King
Alfred, including, in addition to a biography
of Alfred, an epitome of the antiquities, to-
pography, religion, and civil and religious
condition of the country. Ie rewrote part
of the work, but did not live to finishit. He
left money for printing a new edition, and the
work of supervising it was undertaken by his
pupil, clerk, and friend, Robert Roscoe[q.v.]
(son of William Roscoe of Liverpool), who
completed the task by adding 2,585 lines, the
entire work contaimng more than 131,000
lines, and forming probably the longest poem
in any language. This prodigious monument
of misapplied learning and mental energy
was published by Pickering in 1841-2, in six
volumes, 8vo, with the title of ¢ King Alfred,
a Poem.’

Fitchett died unmarried at Warrington on
90 Oct. 1838, and was buried at Winwick
Church. His large and choice library was
left to his nephew, John Fitchett Marsh, and
was sold, with that gentleman’s augmenta-
tions, at Sotheby’s rooms in May 1882.

[Marsh’s Lit. Hist. of Warrington in War-
rington Mechanics’ Inst. Lectures (1859), p. 85;
Palatine Note-book, ii. 168, 175; Kendrick’s
Profiles of Warrington Worthies; Notes and
Queries, 1st ser. x. 215, 334; Manchester City
News Notes and Queries, iii. 89, 98; Larc. and
Cheshire Hist. and Geneal. Notes, iii.éi.ﬁ‘, V55.S]

FITTLER, JAMES (1758-1835), en-
graver, was born in London in 1758, and
became a student at the Royal Academy in
1778. Besides book illustrations, he distin-
guished himself by numerous works after
English and foreign masters, chiefly portraits.
He engraved also landscapes, marine subjects,
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and topographical views, and was appointed
marine engraver to George III. He was
elected an associate of the Royal Academy in
1800; died at Turnham Green2Dec.1835,and
was buried in Chiswick churchyard. Fittler
exhibited at the Royal Academy between
1776 and 1824. In 1788 heresided at No. 62
Upper Charlotte Street, Rathbone Place.
Among his most important works are: two
views of Windsor Castle, after George Ro-
bertson ; a view of Christ Church Great
Gate, Oxford, after William Delamotte ;
¢ The Cutting of the Corvette la Chevrette
from the Bay of Camaret, on the night of
21 July 1801, ¢ Lord Howe’s Victory, and
¢ The Battle of the Nile, after P. J. de Lou-
therbourg; several naval fights, after Captain
Mark Oates, Thomas Luny, and D. Serres ;
a classical landscape, with a temple on the
left, after Claude Lorraine; the celebrated
portrait known by the name of ¢ Titian's
Schoolmaster, after Moroni; portrait of Lord
Grenville, after T. Phillips; portrait of Dr.
Hodson, after T. Phillips; Pope Innocent X,
after Velasquez; he also executed the plates
for Forster’s ¢ British Gallery, many of those
for Bell’s ¢ British Theatre,’ and all the illus-
trations in Dibdin’s ¢ Ades Althorpianse,
published in 1822, after which time he under-
took no important work. His prints, books,
and copper-plates were sold at Sotheby’s
14 July 1825, and two following days.

[Redgrave’s Dictionary of Artists.] L. F.

FITTON, Sir ALEXANDER (d. 1698),
lord chancellor of Ireland, was the younger
son of William Fitton of Awrice, co. Lime-
rick, by Eva, daughter of Sir Edward Trevor,
knt., of Brynkinallt, Denbighshire (Harl.
MS. 2153, £.36). This William Fitton was
next male kinsman to Sir Edward Fitton,
bart., the possessor of Gawsworth, Cheshire,
who resolved in 1641 to restore the old entail
of his estates,and settled them by indenture,
which he was said to have confirmed by deed-
poll, on the above William Fitton, with re-
mainder to his two sons. Sir Edward died
in August 1643, shortly after the taking of
Bristol, and ‘his heart, his brain, and soft
entrails’ were buried in a fragile urn in the
church of St. Peter in that city (Gloucester-
shire Notes and Queries, iii. 353). On the
death of Felicia, lady Fitton, in January
16545, William Fitton became possessed of
Gawsworth. His son Alexander was ad-
mitted a law student of the Inner Temple in
1655, and was called to the bar on 12 May
1662. He married, about 1655, Anne, elder
daughter of Thomas Jolliffe (or Jollie) of
Cofton, Worcestershire, with whom he pro-
bably received a fortune, for shortly after

the mortgages on the family estates were
paid off; and his elder brother, Edward, hav-~
ing died without issue, he became, on his
father’s death, the possessor of the whole.
His wife died 7 Oct. 1687, and was buried
in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin, under the
monument of her husband’s ancestor, Sir Ed-
ward Fitton [q.v.] Their issue was Anne,
an only child.

In 1661 Charles, lord Gerard of Brandon,
laid claim to Fitton’s estates in right of his
mother, who was sister to Sir Edward, and
a will was produced, nineteen years after Sir
Edward’s death, giving the estates to Lord
Gerard. A litigation took place, in the course
of which it was alleged by Lord Gerard’s
solicitor that the deed-pollexecuted by Sir Ed-
ward Fitton, upon which Fitton relied, was
forged by one Abraham Granger. An issue
was then directed by the court of chancery to
try the genuineness of the document, and the
jury finally found against it. Then Granger
withdrew a previous confession, and stated
that the deed was duly signed gORMEROD,
Cheshire, iii. 259). The House of Lords on
hearing of this ordered that Fitton should be
fined 5007 and committed to the king’s bench
prison until he should produce Granger, and
find sureties for good behaviour during life.
Having lost his money in the fruitless prose-
cution of his case, Fitton remained in gaol
until taken out by James II to be made
chancellor of Ireland, when he was knighted.

On 12 Feb. 1686-7 he received the ap-
pointment of lord chancellor of Ireland, and
on 1 April 1689 was raised to the peerage
as Baron Fitton of Gawsworth, but this title,,
granted by James after his abdication, was
not allowed. Little is known of Fitton’s.
qualifications for his office beyond his long-
experience of litigation. The absence of any
complaints from the bar or bench is so farin
his favour. Archbishop King has asserted
that Fitton ¢ could not understand the merit
of a cause of any difficulty, and therefore.
never failed to give sentence according to his
inclination, having no other rule tolead him”
(State of the Protestants of Ireland under
King James,1691,p.59). A recent biographer:
says: ‘I have looked carefully through those
[decrees] made while Lord [Fitton of] Gaws-
worth held the seals, but could observe no-
thing to mark ignorance of his duty, or in-
capacity to perform it. He confirms reports,
dismisses hbills, decrees in favour of awards,
grants injunctions, with the confidence of'
an experienced equity judge’ (O’FLANAGAN,
Lives of the Lord Chancellors of Ireland,
1870, i. 487).

After the flight of James IT from Ireland,
Fitton, Chief Baron Rice, and Plowden as-
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sumed theoffice of lords justices of Ireland.
In 1690 Sir Charles Porter was appointed
lord chancellor in succession to Fitton, who
was attainted ; fled to France; and died at
St. Germains in November 1698 (LurTRELL,
Relation,iv. 586). The husbands of the two
coheiresses of the Fitton estates, Lord Mohun
and the Duke of Hamilton, killed each other
(1712) in the famous duel arising from a
dispute as to the partition, ‘ and Gawsworth
itself passed into an unlineal hand by a series
of alienations complicated beyond example’
(Cheshire, iii. 295).

[Authorities cited above; Burke's Extinet Baro-
netcies (1844), p.199; Earwaker’s East Cheshire,
ii. 556, 560-3, 591 ; Nash’s Worcestershire, i.
250 ; Smyth’s Law Officers of Ireland, p. 36.]

B. H. B.

FITTON, SiREDWARD, the elder (1527~
1579),lord president of Connaught and vice-
treasurer of Ireland, was the eldest son of Sir
Edward Fitton of Gawsworth, Cheshire, and
Mary, daughter and coheiress of Guicciard
Harhottle, esq., of Northumberland (OrME-
ROD, Cheskire, iii. 292). He was knighted by
Sir Henry Sidney in 1566 (Cal. Carew MSS.
i1, 149), and on the establishment of provincial
governments in Connaught and Munster he
was in 1569 appointed first lord president of
Connaught and Thomond (patent, 1 June
1569 ; Liber Hibernice, ii. 189). Arrived in
Ireland on Ascension day he was established
in his office by Sir H. Sidney in July. On
15 April 1570 he wrote to Cecil: ¢ We began
our government in this province at Michael-
mas, from thence till Christmas we passed
smoothly . . . but after Christmas, taking a
Jjourney into Thomond, all fell upside down’
(State Papers, Eliz. xxx. 43). Ere long he
found himself so closely besieged in Galway
by the Earl of Thomond and the sons of the
Farl of Clanricarde that Sidney was obliged
to send a detachment to extricate him from
his position. With their assistance and that
of the Earl of Clanricarde, ¢ and such others
as made profession of their loyalty,” he made
a dash at Shrule Castle, a place of strategical
importance, which he captured. An attack
on his camp by the Burkes was successfully
averted ; but during the conflict he was un-
horsed and severely wounded in the face.
His conduct was approved by the deputy,
who wrote that ‘he in all his doings, both
formerlysincethesetroubles began, and other-
wise in following the same, hath shewed
great worthiness, as well in device as in at-
tempt, and of good counsel according to the
success and state of things’ (¢6. xxx. 56).
The short period of calm that followed served
only as the prelude toa fresh storm. O'Conor
Don, whom he held in Athlone Castle as se-
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curity for the good conduct of his sept, havin
esct@ped one night he next morning marche
against his castle of Ballintober, which he
§peedlly captured. But the Burkes were up
In arms and were vigorously supported by a
large bO(_ly of Scots. Notwithstanding “all
his exertions he gradually lost ground durin
15671-2, and believing that the Earl of Clan-
ricarde was secretly instigating his rebellious
sons he arrested him and clapped him in
Dublin Castle. His conduct in the matter
led to a quarrel with Sir William Fitzwil-
liam [q. v.], who had succeeded Sidney as
deputy, Fitzwilliam complained that Fit-
ton had imprisoned Clanricarde, and refused
to reveal the nature of his offence, either to
the council or to himself as in duty bound,
which, he declared, ¢ implieth an accusation
of me” When called upon to explain, Fitton
could only say that the proofs of the earl’s
guilt, though satisfactory to himself, were not
likely to weigh much with the council. After
six months’ imprisonment Clanricarde was
allowed to return home, when he endeavoured
to signalise his loyalty by hanging his own
som, his brother’s son, his cousin-german’s son,
and one of the captains of hisown galloglasses,
besides fifty of his followers that bore armour
and weapons ; but he never forgave Fitton
the injury he had done him. Meanwhile the
lord president, cooped up within Athlone,
prayed earnestly that fresh reinforcements
might be sent him, or that he might be re-
lieved of his government. In midsummer
1572 the rebels burnt Athlone to the ground,
and his position becoming one of extreme
peril he was shortly afterwards recalled, and
the office of president allowed to sink for the
nonce into abeyance.

In October he retired to England, and
seems to have spent his time chiefly at Gaws-
worth, In December, however, he was ap-
pointed vice-treasurer and treasurer at wars
(queen to Fitzwilliam, Ham. Cal. i. 491).
On 25 March 1573 he returned to Dublin in
charge of Gerald, fifteenth earl of Desmond,
and on 1 April entered upon his duties as
treasurer. Shortly afterwards a fresh quarrel
broke out between him and Fitzwilliam. It
arose out of a brawl between his servant Ro-
den and one Burpell, a friend of Captain
Harrington, the lord de_puty’s nephew. I,t
appears that Roden, having broken Burnell’s
head with a dagger, was himselfa day or two
after run through the body by Harrington’s
servant, Meade. Meade was acquitted by the
coroner’sjury, but found guilty of manslaugh-
ter by the queen’s bench. Thereupon the
deputy stepped in with a general pardon,
which coming into the possession of Fitton
he refused to surrenderit, and was forthwith

@
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committed to gaol for contempt. Next day,
regretting his hasty action, the deputy sum-
moned him to take his place at the council
board ; but he, declining to be thus thrust
out of gaol privily, complained to the queen,
who, evidently without due consideration of
the merits of the case, sharply reprimanded
the deputy, praised Fitton for his loyalty, and
then bade them become friends again. No
doubt Fitzwilliam lost his temper, but the
treasurer’s conduct was exasperating to the
last degree (BA6WELL, Ireland, ii. 256). On
18 June he was commissioned, along with the
Earl of Clanricarde, the archbishop of Tuam,
and others, to hold assizes in Connaught. On
his return he accompanied the deputy to Kil-
kenny ; but when it was proposed that he
should proceed into Munster and endeavour
to prevent the disturbances likely to arise
there owing to the escape of the Earl of
Desmond, he flatly refused to play the part
of ‘a harrow without pynnes,’ protesting to
Burghley that ¢if I must neuely be throwen
upon all desperate reckes (I meane not for life
but for honesty and credit) I may say my
hap is hard ’ (State Papers, Eliz. xlvi. 46).
In May 1575 he escorted the Earl of Kil-
dare and his two sons, suspected of treason,
into England, but returned in September with
Sir H. Sidney, Fitzwilliam’s successor, whom
he attended on his northern journey. In
April 15678 he was the cause of another
‘scene’ at the council board owing to his re-
fusal, apparently on good grounds, to affirm
with the rest of the council that there had
been an increase in the revenue. The only
governor with whom he seems to have cor-
dially co-operated was Sir William Drury.
With him he was indefatigable in his prepa-
rations to meet the threatened invasion of
James Fitzmaurice. He died on 3 July 1579
‘from the disease of the country,’ caught
during an expedition into Longford. ‘I
know, wrote Drury, ¢ he was, in many men’s
opinions, over careful of his posterity, and was
not without enemies that sought to interpret
that to his diseredit ; but I wish in his suc-
cessor that temperance, judgment, and ability
to speak in her majesty’s causes that was
found in him. And for my own part, if I
should (as of right Tought) measure my liking
of him by his good affection to me, truly my
particular loss is alsovery great’ (26.1xvi1. 25).
He was buried on 21 Sept. in St. Patrick’s
Cathedral beside the ¢ wyef of his youth, Anne,
the second daughter of S* Peter Warburton,
of Areley in the county of Chester, knight,
who were borne hoth in one yere, viz. he y®
last of Marche 1527, and she the first of
Maye in the same yeare, and were maried on
Sonday next after Hillaries daye 1539, being

y© 19 daye of Januarie,in the 12 yere of their
age, and lyved together in true and lawfull
matrymonie iuste 34 yeres, for y* same Son-
day of the yeare wherein they were maried
y© same Sondaie 34 yeres following was she
buried, though she faithfully depted this Iyef
9 daies before, viz. on Saturdaie y¢ 9 daie of
Januarie 1573, in wt tyme God gave theim.
15 children, viz. 9 sonnes and 6 daughters’
(from a brass in St. Patrick’s, of which there
is a rubbing in Brit. Mus. Add. MS. 32485,
Q. 1).

S1r EpwaRrD FirToN the younger (1548 P—
1606), son and heir of the above, being disap-
pointed in his expectation of succeeding his
father as vice-treasurer, retired to England
shortly after having been knighted by Sir
William Pelham (Ham. Cal. ii. 175; cg Do-
mestic Cal. Add.p.25). HisinterestinIreland
revived when it was proposed to colonise Mun-
ster with Englishmen, and he was one of the
first to solicit a slice of the forfeited estates
of the Farl of Desmond. On 3 Sept. 1687
he passed his patent for 11,515 acres in the
counties of Limerick, Tipperary, and Water-
ford ; but the speculation proved to be not
so profitable as he had anticipated, and on
19 Dec. 1588 he wrote to Burghley that he
was 1,600Z out of pocket through it, and
begged that his rent might be remitted on
account of his father’s twenty years’ service
and his own (Ham. Cal. iv. 87). He was
most energetic in his proposals for the extir-
pation of the Irish, but seems to have taken
little care to fulfil the conditions of the grant,
and was soon remarked as an absentee. He
married Alice, daughter and sole heiress of
Sir John Holeroft of Holeroft, Lancashire,
who survived him till 5 Feb. 1626, and who,
after his death in 1606, erected a tablet to
his memory in Gawsworth Church, the latter
portion of which appears to have been vio-
lently defaced (ORrMEROD, Cheskire, iii. 295).
His daughter Mary is noticed below.

[Authorities as in the text; J. P. Earwaker’s
East, Cheshire.]

FITTON, MARY (#.1600), maid of
honour to Queen Elizabeth, and alleged to be
‘ the dark lady ’ mentioned in Shakespeare’s
sonnets, was the fourth child and second
daughter of Sir Edward Fitton the younger
%see above], by his wife, Alice, daughter of

ir John Holeroft. She was baptised at
Gawsworth Church, Cheshire, 24 June 1578.
In 1595 Mary was one of the maids of
honour to the queen. In 1600 Queen Eliza-
beth attended the festivities which celebrated
the marriage of Anne Russell, another of her
maids of honour, and Lord Herbert, son of
the Earl of Worcester. Mary Fitton took &

(
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prominent part in the masque performed then
by ladies of the court, and sheled the dances
(Sidney Papers, ii. 201, 203). Her vivacity
madeherpopular with the young men at court,
and she became the mistress of William Her-
bert (1580-1630) [q. v.], the young earl of
Pembroke. ‘During the time that the Earl
of Pembroke favoured her she would put off
her head-tire, and tuck up her clothes, and
take a large white cloak and march as though
she had been a man to meet the said earl out
of the court’ (State Papers, Dom. Add. vol.
xxxiv.) Early in 1601 she was ¢ proved with
child’(Cal. Carew MSS.1601-3, p.20). Pem-
broke admitted his responsibility, and both
were threatened withimprisonment. Theearl
‘utterly renounced all marriage, and was sent
to the Fleet in March, but his mistress, who
was delivered of a son, seems to have escaped
punishment. The child died soon after birth.
According to Sir Peter Leycester (1614-1678)
Mary Fitton alsobore two illegitimate daugh-
ters to Sir Richard Leveson, knight (SHAKE-
SPEARE, Sonnets, ed. Tyler, xxil. ; Academy
for 15 Dec. 1888, p. 388). There seems no
doubt that she married Captain William
Polwhele in 1607. But there is some likeli-
hood of his having been her second husband,
for as early as 1599 her father corresponded
with Sir Robert Cecil ahout her marriage
portion. In Sir Peter Leycester’s manuscripts
the name of Captain Lougher appears beside
that of Captain Polwhele as one of her hus-
bands. Recent examination of Leycester’s
manuscripts (in the possession of Lord de
Tabley) seems to show that Mary Fitton
married Polwhele before Lougher. Hence
it would seem either that the marriage con-
jecturally assigned to 15699 did not take place,
and that, when mistress of Pembroke and
Leveson, Mary Fitton wasunmarried; or that
her first husband’s name is lost, and that
Lougher was a third husband. On the ela-
borate tomb erected by her mother over her
father’s grave in 1606 in Gawsworth Church,
kneeling figures of herself, her brothers, her
sister, and her mother still remain,
Anattempt has been made to identify Mary
Fitton with the ‘ mistress’ with eyes of ‘raven
black’ to whom Shakespeare appears to malke
suit in his sonnets (cxxvii-clvii.) There
seems little doubt that the earlier sonnets
celebrate Shakespeare’s friendship with Wil-
liam Herbert, earl of Pembroke, while it has
been assumed that the later sonnets describe
how Shakespeare supplanted his friend in
the affections of a dark-complexioned beauty
of the court. This beauty,it 1s now suggested,
was Mary Fitton. But there is very little
beyond the fact that Mary Fitton was at one
time Herbert’s mistress to confirm the iden-

tification, and it is possible that the later son-
nets deal with a fictitious situation. The
natural objection raised to the circumstance
that a lady moving inhigh society should have
entered into a liazson with a man of the low
social position of an actor and playwright has
been met by the discovery of the fact that Wil-
liam Kemp, the actor, dedicated to Mistress
Anne Fitton, whom he calls maid of honour to
the queen, his  Nine Daies Wonder, 1600, in
termsapproaching familiarity. Mistress Anne
Fitton was Mary Fitton’s elder sister, and
there is no good reason for supposing (as has
been suggested) that Kemp intended Mary
when he wrote Anne. Anne Fitton, bap-
tised 6 Oct. 1574, married about 1595 Sir
John Newdegate of Erbury, Warwickshire.
Kemp’s employment of her maiden name
alone in his dedication is in accordance with
a common contemporary practice of address-
ing married women. The wholetheory of Mary
Fitton’s identification with Shakespeare’s
¢ dark lady’ is ingenious, but the present
state of the evidence does not admit of its
definite acceptance.

[Shakespeare’s Sonnets—the first quarto, 1609
—a facsimile in photo-lithography, edited by
Thomas Tyler, London, 1886, contains almost all
that can be said in favour of the theory of Mary
Fitton’s identification with the ‘dark lady’ of the
sonnets. Mr. Tyler has supplemented this infor-
mation by a letter in the Academy, 15 Dec. 1888,
which is to be incorporated in a volume on Shake-
speare’s sonnets. See also J. P. Earwaker’s East
Cheshire, ii. §66; Ormerod’s Cheshire; Nichols’s
Progresses of Queen Elizabeth ; Gerald Massey’s
Secret Drama of Shakespeare’s sonnets (1888),
adverse to the Fitton theory.] S. L. L.

FITTON, MICHAEL (1766-1852), lieu-
tenant in the navy, was born in 1766 at
Gawsworth in Cheshire, the ancient seat of
his family. He entered the navyin June1780,
on board the Vestal, with Captain George
Keppel. On 10 Sept. the Vestal gave chase to
and captured the Mercury packet, having on
board Mr. Laurens, late president of congress,
on his way to Holland as ambassador of the
revolted colonies. During the chase young
Fitton, being on the foretop-gallant yard,
hailed the deck to say that there was a man
overboard from the enemﬂ. The Vestal sent
a boat to pick him up, when the object was
found to be a bag of papers, which, being in-
sufficiently weighted, was recovered. On
examination these papers were found to com-
promise the Dutch government, and led to a
declaration of war against Holland a few
months afterwards. Fitton continued with
Captain Keppel during the war in different
ships, and as midshipman of the Fortitude

was present at the relief of Gibraltar in21782.
e
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In 1793 he was again with Captain Keppel
in the Defiance of 74 guns, as master’s mate.
In 1796 he was appointed purser of the
Stork in the West Indies, and in 1799 was
acting lieutenant of the Abergavenny of 54
guns, from which he was almost immediately
detached in command of one of her tenders.
One of his first services was, in the Ferret
schooner, to cruise in the Mona Passage, in
company with the Sparrow cutter, com-
manded by Mr. Whylie. The two accident~
ally separated for a few days. On rejoining,
Fitton invited Whylie by signal to come to
breakfast, and while waiting caught a large
shark that was under the stern. Inits stomach
was found a packet of papers relating to an
American brig Nancy. When Whylie came
on board, he mentioned that he had detained
an American brig called the Nancy. Fitton
then said that he had her papers. ‘Papers?’
answered Whylie; ¢ why, Ipsealed up her
papers and sent them in with her.” ¢Just
so,” replied Fitton; ‘those were her false
papers; here are her real ones”’ And so it
proved. The papers were lodged in the ad-
miralty court at Port Royal, and by them
the brig was condemned. The shark’s jaws
were set up on shore, with the inseription,
¢ Lieut. Fitton recommends thess jaws for a
collar for neutrals to swear through’ The
papers are still preserved in the museum of
the Royal United Service Institution.
Fitton’s whole service during the three
years in which he commanded the Aberga-
venny’s tenders was marked by daring and
good fortune (JamEs, Nav. Hist. 1860, ii.
398, iii. 38). Several privateers of superior
force he captured or beat off. One, which he
drove ashore, he boarded by swimming, him-
self and the greater part of his men plunging
into the sea with their swordsin their mouths
(O’'BYRNE; afriend of the present writer has
often heard Fitton tell thestory). When the
war was renewed in 1803, Fitton was again
sent out to the West Indian flagship, and ap-
pointed to command her tender, the Gipsy
schooner. At the attack on Curagao in 1804,
being the only officer in the squadron who
was acquainted with the island, he piloted the
ships in, and had virtually the direction of
the landing. On the failure of the expedition
the Gipsy was sent to the admiral with des-
patches, and Fitton, in accordance with the
senior officer’s recommendation, was at last
promoted to be lieutenant, thus receiving, as
¢ the bearer of despatches announcing a de-
feat, what years of active employment and
of hard and responsible service, what more
than one successful case of acknowledged
skill and gallantry as a commanding officer
had failed to procure him’ (JamEs, iii. 296).

His promotion, however, made no difference
in his employment. In the Gipsy and after-
wards in the Pitt, a similar schooner, he con-
tinued to wage a dashing and suecessful war
on the enemy’s privateers, and on 26 Oct.
1806, after a weary chase of sixty-seven
hours, drove on shore and captured the Su-
perbe, a French ship of superior force, which
had long been the scourge of English trade,
and on board of which a list of captures
made showed a value of 147,000/, The cap-
tain of the Superbe afterwards equipped a
brig which he named La Revanche de la
Superbe, and sent an invitation to Fitton to
meet him at a place named ; but before the
message arrived Fitton had been superseded
by a friend of the admiral, Sir Alexander
Cochrane, ‘not to be promoted to the rank
of commander, but to be turned adrift as an
unemployed lieutenant’ (¢6. iv. 184). All
that he seems to have got for capturing or
destroying near forty of the enemy’s ships,
many of them privateers, was the thanks of
the admiralty, a sword valued at 50/ from
the Patriotic Society, and his share of the
prize-money, which, from his being in com-
mand of a tender, was only counted to him
as one of the officers of the flagship. He
was left unemployed till 1811, when he was
appointed to the command of a brig for ser-
vice in the North Sea and Baltic, and which
was paid out of commission in 1815. In 1831
he was appointed a lieutenant of the ordinary
at Plymouth, and in 1835 was admitted into
Greenwich Hospital, where he continued till
his death, which took place at Peckham on
31 Dec. 1852.

It is now impossible to say what was the
cause of Fitton’s being so grievously ne-
glected. The record of his services is bril-
liant beyond that of any officer of his stand-
ing; and the story of his career is in marked
and painful contrast with that of Sir Thomas
Cochrane, whose rapid promotion by the ad-
miral who superseded Fitton has been already
related.

[O'Byrne’s Nav. Biog. Dict.; Gent. Mag. 1853,
new ser. xl. 312; United Service Journal, 1835,
pt.i. p. 276; Allen’s Battles of the British Navy
(see index). Allen was an intimate friend of
Fitton in the days of his retirement at Green-
wich, and his notices of Fitton’s achievements
may be considered as practically related by
Fitton himself.] J Rl

FITTON, WILLIAM HENRY, M.D.
(1780-1861), geologist, born in Dublin in
January 1780, was a descendant of an an-
cient family, originally of Gawsworth in
Cheshire, but long settled in Ireland. Fitton
went to school in Dublin with Moore (the
poet) and Robert Emmett. He carried off
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the senior classical scholarship at Trinity
College, Dublin, in 1798, and took his B.A.
degree there in1799. He was destined for the
church, but his bent towards natural science
induced him to adopt the medical profession.

Before 1807 he had determined barometri-
cally the heights of the prineipal mountains
of Ireland, had made excursions to Wales
and to Cornwall to study their minerals and
rocks, and had been arrested on suspicion as
a rebel while engaged in collecting fossils
in the neighbourhood of Dublin. In 1808
Fitton went to the university of Edinburgh,
where he attended the lectures of Professor
Jameson, through whose influence many able
men were led to the study of geology. In
1809 Fitton removed to London, where he
continued to study medicine and chemistry,
and in 1812 he established himself in North-
ampton, assured of a good reception there as
a physician by the introduction of Lord and
Lady Spencer, and with the anticipation also
of succeeding to the practice of Dr. Kerr, the
father of Lady Davy.

At Northampton TFitton’s mother and
three sisters kept house for him, till in 1820
he married Miss James, a lady of ample
fortune, by whom he had five sons and three
daughters. In 1816 Fitton was made M.D.
of Cambridge University, but after his mar-
riage he gave up the active practice of his
profession, removed to London, and devoted
himself entirely to scientific researches,
mainly geological. After acting for several
years as secretary of the Geological Society,
Fitton was made president in 1828. He esta-
blished the ‘Proceedings’ of the society.

Fitton was a man of very independent
spirit. He strongly supported Herschel in
opposition to the Duke of Sussex for the chair
of the Royal Society. His house was a
hospitable meeting-place for scientific per-
sons, and while president of the Geological
Society he held a regular conversazione on
Sundays. Fitton was elected a fellow of the
Royal Society in 1815; he also belonged to
the Linnean, Astronomical, and Geographical
Societies. He was awarded the Wollaston
medal by the Geological Society in 1852. He
died at his house in London on 13 May 1861.

Fitton’s scientific work began in 1811 with
his paper, ¢ Notice respecting the Geological
structure of the vicinity of Dublin (‘Trans.
Geological Society,” 1811). Between 1817
and 1841 he contributed a series of papers
to the ¢ Edinburgh Review’ upon contempo-~
raneous geological topics, such as ¢ William
Smith’s Geological Map of England,’ ¢ Liyell’s
:Geology,” the ‘Silurian System, &c. But
Fitton's best work was done between 1824
-and 1836, when he laid down the proper suc-

cession of the strata between the oolite and
the chalk; dividing the ‘greensand ’ into an
upper and a lower division, separated by a
bed of clay, the gault. This work forms a
distinet landmark in the history of geology.
His principal papers descriptive of the green-
sand are contained in the ‘Proceedings’ and
in the ¢ Transactions’ of the Geological So-
ciety for 1834-5, and in the‘ Journal’ of the
same society, 1845-6. It was Fitton's de-
light to instruct others in practical geology,
and many travellers, including Sir John
Franklin, Sir George Back, and Sir John
hRilchardson, received valuable assistancefrom

m.

Fitton’s last paper (he published twenty-
one altogether) was ‘On the Structure of
North-West Australia’ in the ¢ Proceedings
of the Geographical Society’ for 1857,

{Quart. Journ. Geological Society, president’s
address, 1862, p. xxx; Royal Society’s Cata-
logue of Scientific Papers.) W.J. H.

FITZAILWIN, HENRY (d. 1212),
first mayor of London, is of doubtful origin.
Dr. Stubbs holds that he ‘ may have been an
hereditary baron of London’ (Const. Hist.
i. 631). Mr. Loftie confidently asserts that
he was a grandson of Leofstan, portreeve
of London before the Conquest (London, pp.
22,36, 129). The present writer has shown
(Antiquary, xv. 107-8) that this is a fallacy,
partly based on the confusion of three or four
Leofstans, who are similarly confused by
Mr. Freeman (Norman Conguest, v. 469). It
is just possible that the clue may be found
in an entry in the ¢ Pipe Roll’ of 1165 (Rot.
Pip. 11 Hen. II, p.18), where a Henry Fitz-
ailwin Fitzleofstan, with Alan his brother,
pay for succeeding apparently to lands in
Essex or Hertfordshire, since we learn that
our Henry Fitzailwin held lands at Watton
and Stone in Hertfordshire by tenure of ser-
jeanty (Testa de Nevill, p. 270 a), which de-
scended to his heirs (. pp. 276 b, 2665). In
that case his grandfather was a Leofstan, but
as yet unidentified. It has been urged by the
writer (Academy, 12 Nov. 1887) that Henry's
career should be divided into two periods: the
first, in which he is styled Henry Fitzailwin
(i.e. Aithelwine), and the second, in which he
figures as mayor of London. He appears as
a witness under the former style in a docu-
ment printed by Palgrave (Rof. Cur. Rey.
cvii), in a duchy of Lancaster charter (Box
A. No. 163), and in two of the St. Paul’s
muniments (9th Rep. i. 25, 26). A grant of
his also is printed by Palgrave (Zot. Cur.
Reg. cv). As mayor he occurs far more fre’:-
quently, namely five times, in the St. Panl’s
muniments (9th Rep. i. 8, 10, 20, 22, 27),
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twice in the ‘ Rot. Cur. Reg.’ (pp. 171, 432),
viz. in 1198 and 1199, and once in an Essex
charter of 1197 (Harl. Cart.83 A, 18). His
last dated appearance in the first capacity is
30 Nov. 1191, and he first appears as mayor
in April 1193 (HovEDEN, iii. 212). He pro-
bably therefore became mayor between these
dates. This is fatal to the well-known as-
sertion in the ¢Cronica Maiorum et Vice-
comitum Londonis’ (Liber de Ant. Leg.) that
¢ Henricus filius Eylwini de London-stane’
was made mayor in ‘1188’ or 1189, and is
even at variance with Mr. Coote’s hypothesis
that the mayoralty originated in the grant of
a communa 10 Oct. 1191 (vide infra). Dr.
Stubbs, however, leans tothisdateasthe com-
mencement of Henry’s mayoralty (Sel. Chart.
P-300; Const. Hist.i.630). Though he con-
tinued mayor, as far as can be ascertained,
uninterruptedly till his death, the only re-
corded event of his mayoralty is his famous
“assize’ (Liber de Ant. Leg. p. 206; Liber
Albus, p. 319). And even this is only tra-
ditionally associated with his name. In 1208
he is found holding two knight’s fees of the
honour of ¢ Peverel of London’ (Rot. Cane.
3 John). He derived his description as ‘de
London-stane’ from his house, which stood
on the north side of St. Swithin’s Church
in Candlewick (now Cannon) Street, over
against London Stone. He also held pro-
perty at Hoo in Kent, Warlingham and
Burnham in Surrey,and Edmonton in Middle-
sex. He is found presiding over a meet-
ing of the citizens, 24 July 1212, consequent
on the great fire of the previousweek (Liber
Custumarum, p. 88). The earliest notice of
his death is a writ of 5 Oct. 1212, ordering
his lands to be taken into the king’s hands
(Rot. Pat.14 John). It is often erroneously
placed in 1213. His wife, Margaret, sur-
vived him (Ro?¢. Claus. 14 John), as did his
three younger sons, Alan, Thomas, and Ri-
chard (¢6.15 John), but his eldest son, Peter,
who had married Isabel, daughter and heir
of Bartholomew de Cheyne, had died before
him, leaving two daughters, of whom the
survivor was in 1212 Henry Fitzailwin’s heir.

[Patent Rolls (Record Commission); Close
Rolls (ib.); Testa de Nevill (ib.); Palgrave’s
Rotuli Curie Regis (ib.); Rot. Cane. (ib.); Pipe
Roll Society’s works; Duchy Charters (Public
Record Office) ; Roger Hoveden (Rolls Series) ;
Riley’s Munimenta Gildhalle Londoniensis (ib.);
Reports on Historical MSS. ; Stapleton’s Liber
de Antiquis Legibus (Camd. Soc.); Stubbs’s Se-
lect Chartersand Constitutional Hist. ; Freeman’s
Norman Conquest; Antiquary, 1887 ; Academy,
1887 ; Coote’s A Lost Charter (London and
Middlesex Arch. Trans. vol.v.); Loftie’s London
(Historie Towns).] JOHRES

FITZALAN, BERTRAM (d.1424), Car-
melite, said to have been a member of the great
family of the Fitzalans, entered the Carmelite
fraternity at Lincoln, and studied at Oxford,
presumably in the house of his order, where
‘William Quaplod, also a Carmelite, who be-
came bishop of Derry (not of Kildare, as Bale
has it) in 1419, was his friend and patron.

Fitzalan, after proceeding to the degree of.

master, seems to have returned to Lincoln,
and to have there founded a library, in which
Bale saw the following works of his: ¢Super
quarto Sententiarum liber i.,” ¢ Quastiones
Theologiz,” and ¢ Ad plebem Conciones.” Pits
also assigns to him a volume of ¢ Excerpta

nedam ex alils auctoribus,” which he men-
tions as existing in the library of Balliol Col-
lege, Oxford. The book has, however, either
been lost, or else Pits was misled by a codex
there (clxv. B) of miscellaneous contents,
some of which are by Cardinal Peter Bertrand.
Fitzalan died on 17 May 1424.

[Leland, Comm, de Scriptt. Brit.dxxviii. p. 436
(ed. A. Hall, 1709); Bale, Scriptt. Brit. Cat.
vii. 64, p. 558 ; Pits, De Angl. Scriptt. p. 610 et
seq.; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit. 282.] 1R U8 12

FITZALAN, BRIAN, Lorp or BEpALE
(d. 1306), was descended from a younger
branch of the Counts of Brittany and Earls
of Richmond. His father, Brian Fitzalan, an
itinerant justice (Foss, Judges, ii. 326), and
sheriff of Northumberland between 1227 and
1235and of Yorkshire between 1236 and 1239
(Thirty-first Report of Deputy-Keeper of Re-
cords, pp. 321, 364), was grandson of Brian, a
younger son of Alan of Brittany, and brother,
therefore, of Count Conan, the father of Con-
stance, wife of Geoffrey of Anjou (DUGDALE,
LBaronage, i. 53; cf. Harl. MS. 1052, 1. 9).
He was summoned to the Welsh war of
1282, and in 1287 to the armed council at
Gloucester. In 1290 he was appointed by
Edward warden of the castles of Forfar,
Dundee, Roxburgh, and Jedburgh. They re-
mained in his custody till 1292 (STEVENSON,
Doc. tllustrative of Scott. Hist.i. 207-8, 350).
In 1292 he was made by Edward one of the
guardians of Scotland during the vacancy of
the throne (Fadera, i. 761 ; cf. RISHANGER,
P- 250, Rolls Ser.) He took a leading share
in the judicial proceedings which resulted in
John Baliol being declared by Edward king
of Scotland, and after witnessing the new
king’s homage to Edward surrendered his
rolls and official documents to the new king
(Fadera, 1.782,785). In 1294 he was sum-
moned to repress the Welsh revolt. In1295
he received a summons to the famous parlia-
ment of that year. Henceforth he was regu-
larly summoned, but always as ¢ Brian Fitz-
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alan,’ though in 1301 he subscribed the letter
of the magnates sent from the Lincoln par-
liament to the pope as ‘Lord of Bedale.” In
1296 and the succeeding years he was almost
constantly occupied in Scotland. On 10 July
1296 he was present at Brechin when John
Baliol submitted to Edward (STEVENsoN, ii.
61). Though summoned on 7 July 1297 to
serve in person beyond sea, he wason12 July
appointed captain of all garrisons and fort-
resses in Northumberland.  On 14 Aug. 1297
he was appointed guardian of Scotland in
succession to Earl Warenne (Federa,i. 874).
An interesting letter is preserved, in which
he remonstrates with the king for appointing
one of so small ability and power as himself to
sogreat apost. Hewasonlyworth1,000Z.,and
feared that the salary of his office, inadequate
forso great anoble ashis predecessor,would be
still more insufficient for himself (STEVENsoN,
ii.222—4). Buton 24 Sept. he was ordered to
go at once to Scotland and act with Warenne
(3b. ii. 232). On 28 Sept. the musters from
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire were or-
dered to assemble under his command, and in
October he was made captain of the marches
adjoining Northumberland, In 1298 Earl
V\;arenne was again the royal representative
(HEMINGBURGH, ii. 155). 1In 1299, 1300, and
lastly in 1303, Fitzalan was again summoned
against the Scots. His last parliamentary
summonses were for 1305 to Westminster,
and for May 1306, for the occasion of making
Edward, the king’s son, a knight. He died,
however, before June 1306 (see note in Parl.
Wiits,1. 598 ; ef. Calendarium Genealogicum,
p- 619). Ie was buried in Bedale Church,
¢ where he hath a noble monument, with his
effigies in armour cross-leg’d thereon’ (Duc-
DALE). He left by his wife Matilda two
daughters, Matilda, aged 8, and Catharine,
aged 6, who were his coheiresses ( Cal. Geneal.
p. 619). His possessions were partly in
Yorkshire and partly in Lincolnshire.

~ [Parl. Writs, i. 598-9; Rymer’s Feedera, vol.
i.; Stevenson’s Documents illustr. of Hist. of
Scotland ; Calendarium Genealogicum ; Dugdale’s
Baronage, i. 53.] RSN

FITZALAN, EDMUND, EArRL oF
ARrUNDEL (1285-1326), son of Richard I
Fitzalan, earl of Arundel [q. v.], and his
Ttalian wife Alisona, was born on 1 May
1285 (Cal. Genrealogicum, ii. 622). In 1302
he succeeded to his father’s titles and estates.
On Whitsunday (22 May) 1306 he was
knighted by Edward I, on the occasion of the
knighting of Edward the king’s son and many
others, and was at the same time married to
Alice, sister and ultimately heiress of John,
earl Warenne (Ann. Worcester in Ann. Mon.

1v. 558 ; LANGTOFT, ii. 368). Ile then served
in the campaign against the Scots, and was
still in the north when Edward I died. At
Edward II's coronation he was a bearer of
the royal robes (Federa, ii. 36). On 2 Dec.
1307 he was beaten at the ‘Wallingford tour-
nament by Gaveston,and straightway became
a mortal enemy of the favourite (MALMEs-
BURY, in Stusss's Chron. Ed. I and Ed. II,
Rolls Series, ii. 156). In 1309 he joined
Lancaster in refusing to attend a council
at York on 18 Oct. (HEMINGBURGH, ii.
275), and in 1310 was appointed one of the
lords ordainers (Rot. Parl. i. 4435). In
1312 he was one of the five earls who formed
a league against Gaveston (MALMESBURY, p.
176), and he warmly approved of the capture
of the favourite at Scarborough. Even after
Gaveston’s murder Arundel adhered to the
confederate barons and was with Lancaster
one of the last to be reconciled to the king.
In 1314 he was one of the earls who refused
to accompany Edward to the relief of Stir-
ling, and thus caused the disaster of Ban-
nockburn (¢b. p. 201). In 1316 he was ap-
pointed captain-general of the country north
of the Trent, and in 1318, after being one
of the mediators of a fresh pacification, was
made a member of the permanent council
then established to watch the king. In
1319 he served against the Scots.

The Despensers now ruled Edward, and
the marriage of Arundel’s eldest son to the
daughter of the younger Hugh was either
the cause or the result of an entire change
in his political attitude. He consented in-
deed to their banishment in 1321, but after-
wards pleaded the coercion of the magnates.
‘When Edward’s subsequent attempt to re-
store them began, Arundel still seemed to
waver in his allegiance. Finally in October
1321 he joined Edward at the siege of Leeds
Castle, and henceforth supported consistently
theroyal cause (:5.p. 263, ‘propteraflinitatem
Hugonis Despenser,’ a phrase suggesting that
the marriage had already been arranged). In
1322he persuaded the Mortimers to surrender
to the king at Shrewsbury (Ann. Paul. in
Stusss’s Chron. Ed. Iand I:d. I1,1.301), acted
as one of the judges of Thomas of Lancaster
at Pontefract (¢, p. 302), and received large
grants from the forfeited estates of Badlesmere
and the Mortimers. The great office of jus-
tice of Wales was transferred from Mortimer
to lim (Abbrev. Rot. Orig. i. 262), and in
that capacity he received the writs directing
the attendance of Welsh members to the
Parliament at York (Rot. Parl.i. 456). His
importance in Wales had been also largely
increased by his acquisitions of Kerry, Chirk,
and Cydewain. In 1325 he also hecame
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warden of the Welsh marches (Parl. Writs,
II. iil, 854), and in 1326 he still was justice
of Wales (Feedera, ii. 641). In1326 heand
his brother-in-law Earl Warenne were the
only earls who adhered to the king after the
invasion of Mortimer and Isabella, e was
appointed in May chief captain of the army
to be raised in Wales and the west; but he
does not seem to have been able to make
effectual head against the enemy even in his
own district. He was captured in Shrop-
shire by John Charlton, first lord Charlton
of Powys [q. v.], and led to the queen at
Hereford, where on 17 Nov. he was executed
without more than the form of a trial, to
gratify the rancorous hostility of Mortimer
to arival border chieftain (Ann. Paul.p. 321,
says beheaded, but KN16HTON, c. 2546, says
‘ distractus et suspensus’). His estates were
forfeited, and the London mob plundered
his treasures.

By his wife Alice, sister of John, earl
‘Warenne, Arundel had a fairly numerous
family. His eldest son, Richard IT Fitzalan
[g. v.], ultimately succeeded to his title and
estates. He had one other son, Edmund,
who seems to have embraced the ecclesiasti-
cal profession, and to have afterwards aban-
doned it. Of his daughters, Aleyne married
Roger L’Estrange, and was still alive in 1375
(N1coras, Testamenta Vetusta, p. 94), and
Alice became the wife of John Bohun, earl
of Hereford. A third daughter, Jane, is said
to have been married to Lord Lisle (compare
the genealogies in ExYroxN, Skropshire, vil.
229, and in YEATMAN, House of Arundel,
p. 324).

[Rymer’s Feedera, vol. i.; Rolls of Parliament,
vol. i1, ; Parl. Writs, vol. ii. ; Stubbs's Chronicles
of Edward I and Edward II (Rolls Series);
Knighton in Twysden, Decem Scriptores; Wal-
ter of Hemingburgh (Engl. Hist. Soc.) ; Dugdale’s
Baronage, 1. 316-17; Doyle’s Official Baronage,
1. 70 ; Tierney’s Hist. of Arundel, 212-24 ; Vin-
cent’s Discoverie of Errours in Brooke's Cata-
logue of Notility, p. 26.] J 10 L

FITZALAN, HENRY, twelfth EARL oF
ARUNDEL (1511 ?-1580), born about 1511,
was theonly son of William Fitzalan,eleventh
earl of Arundel, K.G., by his second wife,
Lady Anne Percy, daughter of Henry Percy,
fourth earl of Northumberland. He was
named after Henry VIII, who personally
stood godfather at his baptism (Zefe, King’s
MS. xvii. A. ix. f. ). Upon entering his
fifteenth year his father proposed to place
him in the household of Cardinal Wolsey,
but he preferred the service of the king, who
receivec{) him with affection (76. ff. 3-7). He
was in the train of Henry at the Calais in-
terview of September 1532 (GAIRDNER, Let-

ters and Papers of Reign of Henry VIII,
vol. v. App. No. 33). In February 1533 he
was summoned to parliament by the title of
Lord Maltravers (26. vol. vi. No. 123). In
July 1534 he was one of the peers summoned
to attend the trial of William, lord Dacre of
Gillesland (z8. vol. vii. No. 962). In May
1536 he was present at the trial of Anne
Boleyn and Lord Rochford (z6. vol. x. No.
876). In 1540 he succeeded Arthur Planta-
genet, viscount Lisle, in the office of deputy
of Calais. During a successful administra-
tion of three years he devoted himself to the
improvement of military discipline and to
the strengthening of the town. At his own
expense the fortifications were extended or
repaired, and large bodies of serviceable re~
cruits were raised. The death of his father
in January 1543-4 recalled him home. Omn
24 April of that year he was elected K.G.
(Harl. MS. 4840, £. 729 ; BeL1z, Memorials,
p. clxxv), and during the two following
months appears to have lived at Arundel
Place. On war being declared with France
Arundel and the Duke of Suffolk embarked
in July 1544 with a numerous body of troops
for the French coast; Henry himself followed
in a few days, and on 26 July the whole force
of the English, amounting to thirty thousand
men, encamped hefore the walls of Boulogne.
Arundel on being created ¢marshal of the
field’ began elaborate preparations for in-
vesting the town. The besieged made a most
determined resistance. In the night, how-
ever, of 11 Sept. a mine was successfully
sprung. He immediately ordered a sharp
cannonade, and at the head of a chosen body
of troops marched to the intrenchments, and
when the artillery had effected a breach by
firing over his head, successfully stormed the
town. On his return to England Arundel
was rewarded with the office of lord cham-
berlain, which he continued to fill during
the remainder of Henry’s reign. ¢The boke
of Henrie, Earle of Arundel, Lorde Chamber-
leyn to Kyng Henrie th’ Eighte,” containing
thirty-two folio leaves and consisting of in-
structions to the king’s servants in the duties
of their several places, is preserved in Harl.
MS. 4107, and printed from another copy in
Jeffery’s edition of the ¢ Antiquarian Reper-
tory,” 4to, 1807, ii. 184-209. In hiswill the
king bequeathed him 200, At Henry's fune-
ral Arundel was present as one of the twelve
assistant mourners, and at the offering brought
up, together with the Iarl of Oxford, ¢the
king’s broidered coat of armes’ (STRYPE, Me~
morials, 8vo ed. vol. ii. App. pp. 4, 15).

On the accession of Edward VI, in 1547,
Arundel was retained in the post of lord
chamberlain and chosen to act as high con~-
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/table at the coronation. He had also been
named, in the will of Henry VIII, as a mem-
ber of the council of twelve, intended to as-
sist the executors in cases of difficulty; but
his influence was destroyed when Somerset

‘became protector. Somerset soon disgusted
the other members of the cabinet, and Arun-
del was among the first to urge his dismissal
in favour of the Earl of Warwick. At
length, in 1549, Somerset was sent to the
Tower, while Arundel, Warwick, and four
other lords were appointed to take charge of
the king. Warwick quickly grew jealous
of Arundel’s influence. "When the bill for
the infliction of penalties on Somerset was
brought before parliament in 1550 Arun-
del was still in office ; but a series of ridicu-
lous charges had been collected against him
from the last twelve years of his life, and
when the late protector obtained his release
the earl had been dismissed from his employ-
ments. It was asserted that he had abused
his privileges as lord chamberlain to enrich
himself and his friends, that he had removed
: the locks and bolts from the royal stores

} at Westminster, had distributed ¢ the king’s
i stuff’ among his acquaintance, and had been
guilty of various other acts of embezzle-
ment. The proof of these charges was
never exhibited, and Edward himself in his
¢ Diary ’ terms the offences only ¢ crimes of
suspicion against him ;” but the ‘suspicion’
was sufficient for the purposes of Warwick.
Arundel was removed from the council, was
ordered to confine himself to his house, and
was mulcted in the sum of 12,0007, to be
paid in equal annual instalments of 1,0001.
each. His confinement, however, was of
. short duration, and the injustice of the ac-

cusations having been ascertained, 8,000 of
the fine was remitted. Arundel had been sent

! into Sussex to allay the insurrection of 1549.
By his influence tranquillity was perfectly re-
stored throughout Sussex ( Cal. State Papers,
Dom. 1547-80, p. 19). When renewed symp-
toms of uneasiness appeared shortly after his
release, the council made a second request
for his assistance in repressing the disturb-
ance. Arundel returned a severely dignified
refusal, His late punishment, he said, for
offences which he had never committed had
injured him both in his fortune and hishealth,
and he did not understand why his services,
which had formerly been so ill requited, were
again demanded. The council, after attempt-
ing to frighten him into submission, were
glad to despatch the Duke of Somerset in his
stead.

A

B s R

party at court subjected him to much perse-
cution, Finding the necessity of offering a

His opposition to Warwick and the ruling |

united resistance to the aggressions of War-
wick, he formed a friendship with his old
enemy the Duke of Somerset. On 16 Oct.
1551 Somerset was a second time committed
to the Tower on charges of felony and treason.
In the original depositions no mention was
made of Arundel as an accomplice, but in a
few days the evidence of one of the accused,
named Crane, began to implicate him ; by
degrees Crane’s recollections became more
vivid, and on 8 Nov. Arundel was arrested
and conveyed to the Tower (‘King Ed-
ward’s Diary” in Cotton MS. Titus, B. ii.)
It was said that he had listened to overtures
from Somerset, and that he was privy to
the intended massacre of Northumberland,
Northampton, and Pembroke, at the house
of Lord Paget. These accusations rest en-
tirely on the doubtful testimony of Crane
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1547-80, p. 36).
During more than twelve months that Arun-
del was confined to the Tower, Northumber-
land, although he plotted unceasingly agains$
the life of his prisoner, never ventured to
bring him to his trial ; Arundel’s subsequent
confession was exacted as the condition of
his pardon, and on a subsequent occasion he
publicly asserted his innocence in the pre-
sence, and with the assent, of Pembroke him-
self. On 3 Dec. 1552 he was called before
the privy council, required to sign a sub-
mission and confession, and fined in the sum
of six thousand marks, to be paid in equal
portions of one thousand marks annually ;
he was bound in a recognisance of ten thou-
sand marks to be punctual in his payment of
the fine, and was at length dismissed with
an admonition (STRYPE, Memorials, ii. 383,
from the Council Book). The declining
health of the king suggested to Northumber-
land the expediency of conciliating the no-
bility. Arundel was first restored tohis place
at the council board, and four days before
Edward's death was discharged entirely of
his fine. InJune 1558 he strongly protested
against Edward’s ‘device’ for the succession,
by which the king's sisters were declared
illegitimate. Heultimatelysigned theletters
patent, but not the bond appended, with a
deliberate intention of deserting Northum-
berland whenever a chance should present
itself. On the death of the king, 6 July 1553,
Arundel entered with apparent ardour into
the designs of the duke. But on the very
same evening, while the council were still dis-
cussing the measures necessary tobe adopted
before they proclaimed the Lady Jane, l}e
contrived to forward a letter to Mary, in
which he informed her of her brother’s dpatb;
assured her that Northumberland’s motive in
conceding it was ¢ to entrap her before she
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knew of it ;’ and concluded by urging her to
retire to a position of safety. Mary followed
his advice ; while Arundel continued during
morethanten days to concur in Northumber-
land’s schemes with a view to his betrayal.
He attended the meetings of the council, he
signed the letter to Mary denouncing her as
illegitimate, and asserted the title of her
rival ; he accompanied Northumberland and
others when they informed Jane of her ac-
cession to the crown, and attended her on
the progress from Sion House to the Tower
preparatory to her coronation. Arundel and
the other secret partisans of Mary persuaded
Northumberland to take the command in
person of the force raised to attack Mary,
and assured him of their sympathy when
he started. IHis speeches strongly betrayed
his distrust of Arundel (STow, Annales, ed.
Howes, 1615, pp. 610, 611; HorLiNsHED,
Chronicles, ed. Hooker, 1587, 1ii. 1086).
Arundel lost no time in endeavouring to
sound the dispositions of the councillors. They
were still under the eyes of the Tower gar-
rison. Their first meeting toform their plans
was within the Tower walls, and Arundel
said ‘he liked not the air” On19 July 1553
they managed to pass the gates under pre-
tence, says Bishop Godwin, of conference with
the French ambassador, Lavall (Annrals of
Queen Mary, pp. 107, 108), and made their
way to DPembroke’s house at Baynard’s
Castle, above London Bridge, when they sent
for the mayor, the aldermen, and other city
magnates. Arundel opened the proceedings
in a vehement speech. He denounced the
ambition and violence of Nortliumberland,
asserted the right of the two daughters of
Henry VIII to the throne, and concluded
by calling on the assembly to unite with him
in vindicating the claim of the Lady Mary.
Pembroke pledged himself to diein the cause,
amid general applause. The same evening
Mary was proclaimed queen at the cross at
Cheapside, and at St. Paul’s. Pembroke took
ossession of the Tower, and Arundel, with
ord Paget, galloped off with the great seal
and a letter from the council, which he de-
livered to Mary at Framlingham Castle in
‘Suffolk (the draft of this letter is printed in
Sir Henry Ellis’s 2nd series of ¢Original
Letters,” 1i. 243, from Lansdowne MS. 3).
He then hastened to Cambridge to secure
Northumberland. Their meeting is described
by Stow (p. 612) and by Holinshed (iii.
1088). In Harl. MS. 787,1. 61, is a copy of
the piteous letter which Northumberland
addressed to Arundel the night before his
execution (cf. Hist. MSS. Comm. 5th Rep. p.
213).
+ In reward of his exertions Mary bestowed

on Arundel the office of lord steward of the
household ; to this were added a seat at the
council board, a license for two hundred
retainers beyond his ordinary attendants
(StrYPE, Memorials, iii. 480), and a variety
of local privileges connected with his posses-
sions in Sussex. He was also appointed to
act as lord high constable at the coronation,
and was deputed to confer on any number
of persons not exceeding sixty the dignity
of knighthood (HARDY, Syllabus of Rymer's
Federa, ii. 792). Though favoured by the
queen he deemed it politic to make some
show of resenting her derogatory treatment
of Elizabeth. In September 15563 he was
a commissioner for Bishop Bonner's restitu-
tion (STRYPE, Memorials,1ii. 23). On 1 Jan.
155634 he was nominated a commissioner
to treat of the queen’s marriage, and on 17
Teb. 1554 he was lord high steward on the
trial of the Duke of Suffolk. He bore, too,
a part in checking the progress of Wyatt’s
shortlived rebellion. On Philip’s landing at
Southampton, 20 July 1554, Arundel re-
ceived him and immediately presented him
with the George and Garter (SPEED, Historie
of Great Britaine,ed. 1632, p. 1121). Along
with William, marquis of Winchester and
others, he received from Philip and Mary,
6 Feb. 1555, a grant of a charter of incor-
poration by the name of Merchant Adven-
turers of England for the discovery of un-
known lands ( Cal. State Papers, Dom. Ad-
denda, 1547-65, p. 437 ; the grant is printed
in HAxzUYT, i. 298-304). In May 1555 he
was selected with Cardinal Pole, Gardiner,
and Lord Paget tourge the mediatorial offices
of the queen at the congress of Marque, and
to effect, if possible, a renewal of amity be-
tween the imperial and French crowns. He
accompanied Philip to Brussels in the fol-
lowing September. In the same year (1555)
he was elected high steward of the university
of Oxford. "When the troubles with France
commenced, the queen appointed Arundel,
26 July 1557, lieutenant-general and captain
of the forces for defence of the kingdom
(Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1547-80, p. 93).
The following year he was deputed with
Thirlby, bishop of Ely, and Dr. Nicholas
‘Wotton to the conferences held by England,
France, and Spain, in the abbey of Cercamp,
and was actually engaged in arranging the
preliminaries of a general peace, when the
death of Mary, in November 1558, caused
him to abruptly return home in December
(cf. MS. Life, f. 53; also the letter addressed
by Arundel and Wotton to their colleague,
the Bishop of Ely, which is printed, from
the original preserved at Norfolk House,
in Tierney’s ‘Ilist. of Arundel, pp. 835-7.
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1t is dated ¢ Ffrom Arras, the xvth of No-
vembre, 1558, and relates to a proposed
meeting at that town. Other letters and
despatches will be found in Cal. State Papers,
For, 1558).

By Elizabeth, Arundel was retained in all
the employments which he had held in the
preceding reign, although he was trusted by
no one (FRoUDE, ch. xxxvl.), chiefly because
she could not afford to alienate so powerful a
subject. A commission, dated 21 Nov. 1558,
empowers Arundel, William, lord Howard
of Effingham, Thirlby, and Wotton to treat
with Scotland ; it was made out on 27 Sept.
in the last year of Mary, and the alterations
are in the handwriting of Sir William Cecil
(Cal. State Papers,Scottish Ser. i.107). Dis-
gusted by the ¢sinister workinge of some
meane persons of her counsaile,” Arundel had
surrendered the staff of lord steward shortly
before the death of Mary (MS. Life, ff. 49-
51). Elizabeth on her accession replaced it
in his hands; she called him to a seat in the
council, and added to his other honours the
appointments of high constable for the day

‘before, and high steward for the day of her

coronation, on which occasion he received a
commission to create thirty knights (HarDY,
Syllabus of Rymer's Feedera, ii. 798,799). In
January 1559 he was elected chancellor of
the umiversity of Oxford, but resigned the
office, probably from religious motives, in
little more than four months (Woob, Fast:
Ouxon. ed. Bliss, i. 86, 87). In August 1559
Elizabeth visited him at Nonsuch in Cheam,
Surrey, where for five days she was sump-
tuously entertained with banquets, masques,
and music (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1547-80,
p. 136). At her departure she accepted ‘a
cupboard of plate’ (N1cHOLS, Progresses of
Queen Elizabeth, 1. 74), as she had before re-
ceived the perquisites obtained by the earlat
her coronation. The queen paid several sub-
sequent visits to Nonsuch (Liysoxs, Environs,
i.154-5). In August 1560 he was one of the
commissioners appointed to arrange a com-
mercial treaty with the Hanse Towns. Dur-
ing the same year Arundel, in the gqueen’s
presence, sharply rebuked Edward, lord Clin-
ton, who advocated the prosecution of the
war with Scotland for the arrest of English
subjects found attending mass at the Span-
ish or French chapels, and Elizabeth herself
could scareely prevent them from coming to
blows. ‘Those,” Arundel exclaimed, ‘¢ who
had advised the war with Scotland were
traitors to their country’ (FRoUDE, ch.
xxxviii,) Being a widower Arundel was
named among those who might aspire to the
queen’s hand, a fact which led to a violent

‘quarrel with Leicester in 1561 (¢6. ch. x1.)

Upon the queen’s dangerous illness in Oc-~
tober 1562 a meeting was held at the house
of Arundel in November to reconsider the
succession, The Duke of Norfolk, Arun-
del’s son-in-law, was present. The object
was to further the claims of Lady Catherine
Grey, to whose son Norfolk’s infant daughter
was to be betrothed. The discussion ended
at two in the morning without result.
‘When the queen heard of it she sent for
Arundel to reproach him, and Arundel, it
is said, replied that if she intended to govern
England with her caprices and fancies the
nobility would be forced to interfere (ib. ch.
x1.) In 1564 he resigned the staff of lord
steward ¢ with sundry speeches of offence’
(STRYPE, Annals,i. 413), and Elizabeth, to
resent the affront, restrained him to his
house.

Though released within a month from his
confinement, Arundel felt deeply the humilia-
tion of his suit. Early in 1566 a smart at-
tack of gout afforded him a pretext for visit-
ing the baths at Padua. He returned in
March 1567. On his arrival at Canterbury
he was met by a body of more than six hun-
dred gentlemen from Kent, Sussex, and Sur-
rey ; at Blackheath the cavalcade was joined
by the recorder, the aldermen, and many of
the chief merchants of London, and as it drew
near to the metropolis the lord chancellor,
the earls of Pembroke, Huntingdon, Sussex,
‘Warwick, and Leicester, with others, to the
number of two thousand horsemen, came out
to meet him. He passed in procession through
the city, and having paid his respects to the
queen at Westminster went by water to his
house in the Strand.

It has often been asserted, but quite erro-
neously, that on this occasion Arundel ap-

eared in the first coach, and presented to
ilizabeth the first pair of silk stockings ever
seen in England. The subject has been fully
discussed by J. G. Nichols in the ¢ Gentle-
man’s Magazine’ for 1833 (vol. ciii. pt. ii. p.
212, n.12). That he sent the queen some
valuable presents appears from her letter
to him, dated at Westminster, 16 March
1567 (Cal. State Papers, Dom. 1547-80, p.
289).

A)rundel was now partially restored to fa-
vour, so that when the conferences relative
to the accusations brought by the Earl of
Murray against the Queen of Scots were re-
moved in November 1568 from Yorkto West-
minster, he was joined in the commission (2.
Scottish Ser. ii. 864). His hopes of gaining
Elizabeth in marriage had long been buried.
As the leader of the old nobility and the ca~
tholic party he now resolved that the Queen
of Scots should marry Norfolk; Cecil and
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Bacon were to be overthrown, Elizabeth de-
posed, and the catholic religion restored. He
became intimate with Leslie, bishop of Ross,
and with Don Gueran, the Spanish ambassa-
dor. In 1569 he undertook to carry Leslie’s
letter to Elizabeth, wherein it was falsely as-
serted that the king of Spain had directed
the Duke of Alva and Don Gueran ¢ to treat
and conclude with the Queen of Scots for her
marriage in three several ways, and thus
alarm the queen by the prospect of a possible
league between France and Spain and the
papacy. He followed up the blow by lay-
ing in writing before her his own objections
to extreme measures against Mary Stuart
(FRroUDE, ch. li.) 'When at length the dis-
covery of the proposed marriage determined
Elizabeth to commit the Duke of Norfolk to
the Tower, Arundel was also placed under
arrest, and restrained to his house in the
Strand in September 1569 ( Cal. State Papers,
Scottish Ser. ii. 880). The northern insur-
rection which broke out a few weeks later
added to the length and rigour of his confine-
ment. From Arundel House he was removed
to Eton College, and thence to Nonsuch (75.
Dom. Addenda, 1566-79, pp. 269, 279, 284,
286), where a close imprisonment brought on
a return of the gout, and by withdrawing
him from his concerns contributed to involve
him in many pecuniary difficulties, which,
however, his son-in-law, Lord Lumley, did
muchto alleviate. Thoughhisname appeared
conspicuously in the depositions of the pri-
soners examined after the northern rebellion,
he had been too prudent to commit himself
to open treason. ‘He was able torepresent
his share of the conspiracy as part of an honest
policy conceived in Elizabeth’s interests, and
Elizabeth dared not openly break with the
still powerful party among the nobles to
which Arundel belonged.” Leicester, desiring
toinjure Cecil, had little difficulty in inducing
the queen to recall Arundel to the council
board during the following year. With
Arundel was recalled also Lord Lumley, and
both of them renewed their treasonable com-
munications with Don Gueran and La Mothe
Fénelon. He violently opposed himself to
Elizabeth’smatrimonial treaty with the Duke
.of Alengon. He strongly remonstrated
against the Earl of Lennox being sent with
Sir William Drury’s army to Scotland as the
representative of James. At length the dis-
covery of the Ridolfi conspiracy, to which he
was privy, in September 1571, afforded in-
dubitable evidence that he had been for years
conspiring for a religious revolution and
Elizabeth’s overthrow (¥Froupr, ch. lvi.)
He was again placed under a guard at his
own house, and did not regain his liberty

until December 1572 (Cal. State Papers,
Dom. Addenda, 1566-79, p. 454).

Arundel passed the remainder of his days
in seclusion. He died 24 Feb. 1579-80 at
Arundel House in the Strand, and on
22 March was buried, in accordance with his
desire, in the collegiate chapel at Arundel,
where his monument, with a long biogra-
phical inscription from the pen of Lord Lum-
ley, may still be seen (TIERNEY, Hist. of
Arundel, pp. 628-9, and ¢ College Chapel at
Arundel,” Sussex Archeol. Coll. i1i.84-7). The
programme of his funeral is printed in the
* Sussex Archaological Collections,’ xii. 261
262. In his will, dated 30 Dec. 1579, and
proved 27 Feb. 15679-80, he appointed Lum-
ley his sole executor and residuary legatee
(registered in P. C. C. 1, Arundell). Inperson
Arundel appears to have been of the middle
size, well proportioned in limb, ¢ stronge of
bone, furnished with cleane and firme fleshe,
voide of fogines and fatnes” His counte-
nance was regular and expressive, his voice
powerful and pleasing ; but the rapidity of
his utterance often made his meaning ¢ some-
what harde to the unskilfull’ (MS. Life, ff.
63, 68). MHis dislike of ‘new-fangled and
curious tearmes’ was not more remarkable
than his aversion to the use of foreign lan-
guages, although he could speak French
(PurTENHAM, Arte of English Poesie, 1589,
p. 227). According to his anonymous bio-
grapher he was ‘not unlearned,” and with the
counsel of Humphrey Lhuyd [q.v.], who
lived with him, he formed a library, described
by the same authority as ‘righte worthye of
remembrance.” His collection merged in that
of Lord Lumley [q. v.] With Lumley and
Lhuyd he became a member of the Eliza-
bethan Society of Antiquaries enumerated in
the introduction to vol.i. of the ¢ Archweo-
logia,” p. xix.

Arundel was twice married. His first wife,
whom he had married before November 1532
(GAIRDNER, vol. v. No. 1557), was Katherine,
second daughter of Thomas Grey, marquis of
Dorset, K.G.,by whom he had one son, Henry,
lord Maltravers, born in 1538, who died at
Brussels, 30 June 1566, and two daughters,
Jane and Mary. Jane was married before
March 1552 to John, lord Lumley, but had
no issue, and nursed her father after the
death of his second wife, and died in 1576-7.
Mary, born about 1541, became the wife (be-
tween 1552 and 1554) of Thomas Howard,
duke of Norfolk, and the mother of Philip
Howard, who inherited the earldom of Arun~
del. She died 25 Aug.1557, and was buried
at St. Clement Danes. Both these ladies
were eminent for their classical attainments.
Their learned exercises are preserved in the
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British Museum among the Royal MSS.,
having been handed down with Lord Lum-
ley’s library (Gent. Mag. vol. ciii. pt. ii. pp.
494-500). Arundel married secondly Mary,
daughter of Sir John Arundell of Lanherne,
Cornwall, and widow of Robert Ratcliffe,
first earl of Sussex of that family, and K.G.
She had no children by Arundel, and dying
21 Oct. 15657 at Arundel House, was buried
1 Sept. in the neighbouring church of St.
Clement Danes, but was afterwards rein-
terred at Arundel (Sussex Archeol. Coll. iii.
81-2). A curious account of her funeral is
contained in a contemporary diary, Cotton
MS. Vitellius, F. v. Arundel thus died the
last earl of his family.

His portrait was painted by Sir Anthony
More; another by Hans Holbein, now in the
collection of the Marquis of Bath, has sup-
plied one of the best illustrations of Lodge’s
¢ Portraits.” A third portrait, dated 1556, is
at Parham House, Sussex. There is also an
engraved likeness of him in armour, half-
length, with a round cap and ruff, the work
of an unknown artist.

[The chief authority is The Life of Henrye
Fitzallen, last Earle of Arundell of that name,
supposed to have been written by his chaplain in
the interval between the earl’s death in February
1580 and the following April, and now pre-
gerved among the King’s MSS. xvii. A. ix. in
the British Museum. It has been largely drawn
on by Tierney (Hist. of Arundel, pp. 319-50),
and printed by J. G. Nichols in Gent. Mag.
for 1833 (vol. eiii. pt. ii. pp. 11, 118, 210, 490),
accompanied by notes and extracts from other
writers, and is also cursorily noticed in Dalla-
way’s History of the Rape of Arandel. The Life
in Lodge’s Portraits is both inadequate and in-
accurate. Other authorities are Dugdale’s Baron-
age, i. 324; Chronicle of Queen Jane (Camd.
Soe.); Froude’s Hist. of England; Tytler’s Eng-
land under Edward VI and Mary ; Sussex Archzol.
Coll.; Cal. State Papers, For. 1547-69, Venetian,
1554-8; Nicolas’s Historic Peerage (Courthope),
p. 30; Nichols’s Literary Remains of Edward VI
(Roxb. Club), 1857.] G. G.

FITZALAN, JOHN IT, LorDp oF OsWEs-
TRY, CLUN, AND ARUNDEL (1223-1267), was
the son of John I Fitzalan, one of the barons
eonfederated against King John, and of his
first wife Isabella, sister and finally one of
the four coheiresses of Hugh of Albini, last
earl of Arundel of that house. In his father’s
lifetime he was married to Matilda, daughter
of Theobald le Butiler and Rohese de Ver-
dun. In 1240 his father’s death put him in
possession of the great Shropshire estates of
his house, of which the lordship of Oswestry
had been in its possession since the days of
Henry I, and that of Clun since the reign of
Ienry II.  Until 1244, when he attained

his majority, the estates remained in the
custody of John I'Estrange, sheriff of Shrop-
shire, while in 1242 his father's executors
were quarrelling with Rohese de Verdun,
apparently about his wife’s portion (Rot,
Finium, 1. 387). In 1243 he received his
mother’s share of one-fourth of the inherit-
ance of the Albinis, including the town and
castle of Arundel. In 1244 he entered into
actual possession of all his estates.

In general politics Fitzalan’s attitude was
rather inconsistent. He was no friend of
foreigners. In 1258 he quarrelled with
Archbishop Boniface about the right of hunt-
ing in Arundel Forest, and in 1263 carried
on a sharp feud with Peter of Aquablanca,
the Poitevin bishop of Hereford. In the
course of this he seized and plundered the
bishop’s stronghold of Bishop’s Castle (WEBE,
Introduction to Expenses Roll of Bishop
Swinfield, 1. xxi~xxil. Camd. Soc.) In1258
he seems to have adhered to the baronial
party against Henry ITI, and so late as De-
cember 1261 was among those still unrecon-
ciled to the king. Yet in 1258 and 1260 he
had acted as chief captain of the English
troops against Llewelyn of Wales, who was
on the baronial side. Finally he seems to
have adopted the middle policy of his patron
Edward, the king’s son, whom in 1263 he
attended in Wales, acting in the same year
as conservator of the peace in Shropshire and
Staffordshire. He joined Edward and other
magnates in the agreement to refer all dis-
putes to the arbitration of St. Louis (Fe-
dera, i. 433). In April1264 he was actively
on the king’s side, and besieged with Earl
‘Warenne in Rochester Castle (LeraxDd, Col-
lectanea, i. 321). After the king had re-
lieved the siege, Fitzalan joined the royal
army and was taken prisoner at the battle
of Lewes (14 May). Next year Montfort’s
government required him to surrender either
his son or Arundel Castle as a pledge of his
faithfulness (Federa, i. 464). He died in
November 1267, having in October made his
will, in which he ordered that his body should
be buried in the family foundation of Haugh-
mond, Shropshire. He was succeeded (Ca-
lend. Geneal. i. 132) by his son John III
Fitzalan (1246-1272), who in his turn was
succeeded by his son Richard I Fitzalan

oW
[qJ oljxln Fitzalan is loosely described by Ri-
shanger (p. 28, Rolls Ser. ; cf. p. 25 Chron. de
Bello, Camd. Soe.) as Earl of Arundel, but in
all writs and official documents he is simply
spoken of as John Fitzalan, and he never
described himself in higher terms than lord
of Arundel. His history does not, then, bear
out the notion that the possession of the
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castle of Arundel conferred an earl’s dignity
on its holders (but cf. TIERNEY, Hist. Arun-
del, who holds the contrary view). Hisson
John also is never spoken of by contemporaries
as Earl of Arundel.

[Rymer’s Foedera, i. 399, 412, 420, 434, 454 ;
Rot. Finium, i. 387, 411, 417; Eyton’s Shrop-
shire, vil. 2563-6 ; Dugdale’s Baronage, i. 314-15;
Doyle’s Official Baronage, i. 68-9; Lords’ Re-
porton the Dignity of a Peer, pp. 411-15 (1819);
Yeatman’s Genealogical Hist. of the House of
Arundel, pp. 334-5 ; Tierney’s Hist. of Arundel,
193-200.] SRRTE

FITZALAN, JOHN VI, EARL oF
ARUNDEL (1408-1435), born in 1408, was the
son of John Fitzalan, lord Maltravers, and
of his wife, Eleanor, dayghter of Sir John
Berkeley of Beverston, Hisfather,thegrand-
son of Sir John Arundel, marshal of England,
and of Eleanor, heiress of the house of Mal-
travers, inherited, in accordance with an
entail made by Earl Richard II [see F1rz-
ATAN, RicuARD IT], the castle and earldom of
Arundel afterthe decease, without heirs male,
of Earl Thomas [see FITzALAN, THOMAS], and
wasin 1416 summoned to parliament as Earl
of Arundel. But Thomas Mowbray, duke
of Norfolk, the hushand of Earl Thomas’s
eldest sister, contested his claim both to the
estate and title, and he received no further
summons as earl., On his death,in 1421, the
question was still unsettled, and the long
minority both of his son and of John, duke
of Norfollk, his rival, still further put off the
suit.

The younger John, called Lord Maltravers,
was knighted in 1426, at the same time as
Henry VI at Leicester (Federa, x. 357).
On attaining his majority he was summoned
to parliament as a baron (12 July 1429).
But he still claimed the earldom, and official
documents describe him as ¢John, calling
himself Earl of Arundel’ (NIcoras, Proceed-
ings and Ord. of Privy Council, iv. 28). At
last, in November 1433, on his renewed
ﬂetition, it was decided in parliament that

is claims were good, and ‘John, now Earl
of Arundel, was admitted to the place and
seat anciently belonging to the earls of
Arundel in parliament and council’ (Rot.
Parl. iv. 441-3 ; ef. Lords Report on the
Dignity of a Peer, p. 405 sq. ; and TIERNEY,
Hist. of Arundel, pp. 107-39, for very diffe-
rent comments on the whole case).

Arundel’s petition had been sent from the
field in France, where his distinguished ser-
vices Had warmly enlisted the regent Bed-
ford in his favour, and possibly hastened the
favourable decision. In February 1430 he
had entered into indentures to serve Henry
in the French wars, and on 23 April was

among the magnates that disembarked with
the young king at Calais (WAURIN, Chro-
niques, 1422-31,p. 360). In June he joined
Bedford at Compiégne, and brilliantly dis-
tinguished himself in the siege of that place
(SAINT-REMY,ii.1814). He was thence sent:
by Bedford to co-operate with a Burgundian
force in saving Champagne from the vie-
torious course of the French governor, Bar-
basan. He compelled Barbasan to raise the
siege of Anglure, a place situated between
Troyes and Chalons, but he could not force
an engagement, and was constrained to re-
treat, leaving Anglure a ruin to save it from
falling into the enemies’ hands (WAURIN,
pp. 395, 396; cf. MartiN, Hist. de France,
v1.245). Inthe summer of 1431 he was called
with Talbot from the siege of Louviers to de-
fend the Beauvaisis from invasion, and took
part in the action in which Saintrailles was
captured (SAINT-REMY, ii. 263). On 17 Dec.
he was at Henry VI’s coronation at Paris,
and next day shared with the bastard of St.
Pol ¢ the applause of the ladies for being the
best tilters’ at a tournament (MONSTRELET,
liv. ii. ch. 110).

In February 1432 Arundel was made cap-
tain of the castle of Rouen, and on the night
of 3 March was surprised in his bed by Ri-
carville and 120 picked soldiers, admitted by
the treachery of a Béarnais soldier. Arundel
had only time to escape from capture; but
the gallant attack was unsupported by alarger
force, and Arundel managed to confine the
assailants to the castle, where twelve days
later they were forced to surrender (CHERUEL,
Rouen sur les Anglais, p. 113 ; cf. Piéces Jus-
tificatives,p. 94 ; MONSTRELET, liv.ii. ch. 113).
Soon after he was despatched by Bedford
with twelve hundred men to reconquer some
French fortresses in the Isle de France. He
captured several, but was checked at Lagny-
sur-Marne, where, after partial successes, the
greater part of his troops deserted. Not
even the arrival of Bedford could secure the
capture of Lagny. In November Arundel
returned to Rouen as captain of the town,
castle, and bridge (LucE, Chronique de Mont
Saint-Mickel, i1. 14). In 1433 he was at
the head of a separate army, which operated
mostly upon the southern Norman frontier,
where his troops held Vernon on the Seine
and Verneuil in Perche (StevENsoN, Wars
of Englishin France,ii. 256,542, 543) ; while
he was engaged on countless skirmishes, fo-
rays, and sieges (POLYDORE VERGIL, p. 482,
ed. 1570). With such success were his
dashing attacks attended that he was able
to carry his arms beyond Normandy into
Anjou and Maine (¢26.) He is described as
‘lieutenant of the king and regent in the
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lower marches of Normandy’ (Liucg, ii. 20).
His cruelty, no less than his success, made
him exceptionally odious to French patriots
(BroNDEL, Reductio Normannie, pp. 190-6,
is very eloquent on this subject ; cf. Mox-
STRELET, liv. ii. ch. 158). In the summer
of 1534 he was despatched with Lord Wil-
loughby to put down a popular revolt-among
the peasants of Lower Normandy. This gave
them little difficulty, though in January 1435
Arundel was still engaged on the task (LUCE,
ii. 53). The clemency with which he sought
to spare the peasants and punish the leaders
only was so little seconded by his troops that
it might well have seemed to the French a
new act of cruelty (Por. VERre. p. 483). In
February 1435 his approach led Alengon
to abandon with precipitation the siege of
Avranches (Lucg, ii. 54).

In May 1435 Arundel was despatched by
Bedford to stay the progress of the French
arms on the Lower Somme ; but on his arrival
at Gournay he found that the enemy had re-
%aired the old fortress of Gerberoy in the

eauvaisis, whence they were devastating all
the Vexin. He accordingly marched by night
from Gournay to Gerberoy, and arrived at
eight in the morning before the latter place.
But La Hire and Saintrailles had secretly
collected a large force outside the walls, and
simultaneous attacks on the English van from
the castle and from the outside soon putitin
confusion, while the main body was driven
back in panic retreat to Gournay. Arundel
and the small remainder of the van took up
a strong position in the corner of a field, pro-
tected in the rear by a hedge, and in front by
pointed stakes ; but cannon were brought from
the castle,and the second shot from a culverin
shattered Arundel’s ankle. On the return
of La Hire from the pursuit the whole body
was slain or captured (MoNSTRELET, liv. ii.
ch. 172). Arundel was taken to Beauvais,
where the injured limb was amputated. He
was so disgusted at his defeat that he rejected
the aid ofg medicine (Basiv, i. 111), and on
12 June he died. His body was first deposited
in the church of the Cordeliers of that town.
A faithful Shropshire squire, Fulk Eyton,
bought the remains from the French, and his
executors sold them to his brother William,
the next earl but one, who deposited them in
the noble tomb in the collegiate chapel at
Arundel, which Earl John had himself de-
signed for his interment (TIERNEY in Sussexr
Areh. Collections, xii. 232-9). His remains
show that he was over six feet in height. The
French regarded the death of the ¢Jinglish
Achilles’ with great satisfaction. e was
a valiant knight,’ says Berry king-at-arms,
‘and if he had lived he would have wrought

great mischief to F'rance’ (GobErroy, p.389).
‘He was, says Polydore Vergil, ¢a man of
singular yalour, constancy, and gravity.” But
hisexploits werethoseofa knightand partisan
rather thari those of a real general. e had
just before his death been created Duke of
Touraine,and in1432 had been made a knight
of the Garter. °

Arundel had been twice married. His
first wife was Constanee, daughter of Lord
Fanhope ; his second Maud, daughter of
Robert Lovell, and widow of Sir R. Stafford.
By thelatter he left a son, Humphrey (1429
1438), who succeeded him in the earldom.
On Humphrey’s early death, his uncle, Wil-
liam IV Fitzalan (1417-1487), the younger
son of John V, became Earl of Arundel. He
was succeeded by his son, Thomas IT Fitz-
alan (1450-1524), whose successor was Wil-
liam V Fitzalan (1483-1544), the father of
Henry Fitzalan [q. v.]

[Monstrelet’s Chronique, ed. Douet d’Areq (Soc.
de P'Histoire de France) ; Waurin’s Chroniques,
1422-31 (Rolls Series); Jean le Févre, Seigneur
de Saint-Remy, Chroniques (Soc. de 'Histoire de
France) ; Thomas Basin’s Histoire de Charles VII,
vol. i. (Soc. de I'Histoire de France) ; Godefroy’s
Histoire de Charles VII, par Jean Chartier,
Jacquesle Bonvier, &ec. (Paris, 1661) ; Stevenson’s
Wars of English in France (Rolls Series); Blon-
del’s De Reductione Normanniz (Rolls Series);
Hall’sChronicle, ed. 1809 ; Polydore Vergil’s Hist.
Angl. ed. 1570 ; Rolls of Parl, vol. iv.; Luce’s
Chron. de Mont. Saint-Michel, vol. ii. (Soc. des
Anciens Textes Francais); Doyle’s Official Baron-
age, 1. 76; Tierney’s Hist. of Arundel, pp. 106-27,
292-303, and 625, corrected in Sussex Arch. Coll.
xii. 282-9 ; Lords’ Rep. on Dignity of a Peer;
Martin’s Hist. de France, vol. vi.] T. F. T.

FITZALAN, RICHARD I, EArL oF
AruNDEL (1267-1302), was the son of
John IIT Fitzalan, lord of Arundel, by his
wife Isabella, daughter of Roger Mortimer
of Wigmore, and was thereforé the grandson

‘of John II Fitzalan [q.v.] He was pro-

bably born on 3 Feb. 1267 (Exrox, vii. 258,
but cf. Calendarium Genealogicum, i. 347,
which makes him a little older). His father
died when he was five years old, and his
estates were scandalously wasted by his
grandmother Matilda, and her second hus-
band, Richard de Amundeville (ExToX, iv.
122). He was himself, however, under the
wardship of hisgrandfather, Mortimer, though
several custodians, among whom was his
mother (1280), successively held his castle
of Arundel. In 1287 he received his first
writ of summons against the rebel Rhys ap
Maredudd, and was enjoined toreside on his
Shropshire estates until the revolt was put
down (Parl. Writs. i. 599). He is there
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described as Richard Fitzalan, but in 1292
he is called Earl of Arundel in his pleas, in
answer to writs of quo warranto (Placita de
quo warranto, pp. 681, 687). It is said, with-
©out much evidence, that he had been created
earl in 1289 (Vincent, Discovery, p. 25),
when he was knighted by Edward I. But the
title was loosely and occasionally assigned
to his father and grandfather also, though
certainly without any formal warranty, for
the doctrine of the act of 11 Henry VI, that
all who possessed the castle of Arundel be-
came earls without other title, was certainly
not law in the thirteenth century (Lords’ Re-
port on the Dignity of a Peer,but ¢f, DUGDALE,
Baronage, i. 315). 1In 1292 his zeal to join
the army was the excuse for a humiliating
submission to Bishop Gilbert of Chichester,
after a quarrel about his right of hunting
in Houghton forest (TierNEY, pp. 203-7,
from Bishop Rede’s Register), In 1294 he
was again spoken of as earl in his appoint-
ment to command the forces sent to relieve
Bere Castle, threatened by the Welsh in-
surgent Madoc (Parl. Writs, i. 599). 1In
all subsequent writs he equally enjoys that
title, though his absence in Gascony pre-
vented his being summoned to the model

arliament of 1295. In 1297 he again served
in Gascony. In 1298, 1299, and 1300 he
held command in Scotland, and in the latter
year appeared, a ‘beau chevalier'et bien
amé’ and ‘richement armé,’ at the siege of
Carlaverock (N1cowras, Siege of Carlaverock,
p. 50). His last attendance in parliament
was in 1301 at Lincoln, where he was one
of the signatories of the famous letter to the

ope. His last military summons was to Car-
lisle for 24 June 1301. He died on 9 March
1302 (DovytLE, i. 70).

Fitzalan married Aliceor Alisona,daughter
of Thomas I, marquis of Saluzzo (MULETTI,
Memorie Storico-diplomatiche di Saluzzo, ii.
508), an alliance which is thought to point
to a lengthened sojourn in Italy in his youth,
By her he left two sons, of whom the elder,
Edmund Fitzalan [q. v.], succeeded him,
while the younger, John, was still alive in
1375 (N1coras, Testamenta Vetusta, p. 94).
Of their two daughters, one, Maud, married
Philip, lord Burnell, and the other, Margaret,
married William Botiler of Wem (DUGDALE,
i. 315).

[Parliamentary Writs, i. 599-600; Calenda-
rinm Genealogicum, ii. 622; Nicolas’s Le Siége
de Carlaverock, pp. 50, 283-5; Doyle’s Official
Baronage, i. 69-70 ; Dugdale’s Baronage, i. 315;
Eyton’s Shropshire, iv. 122, 123, vii. 260-1;
Lords’ Report on the Dignity of a Peer, pp. 420,
%21 ; Tierney’s Hist. of Arundel, pp. 201-12.]
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FITZALAN, RICHARD II, EARL oF
ARUNDEL AND WARENNE (1307 P-1376), son
of Edmund Fitzalan, earl of Arundel [q.v.],
and his wife, Alice Warenne, was born not
before 1307. About 1321 his marriage to Isa-
bella, daughter of the younger Hugh le De-
spenser, cemented the alliance between his
father and the favourites of Edward IT. In
1326, however, his father’s execution deprived
him of the succession both to title and estates.
In 1830, after the fall of Mortimer, he peti-
tioned to be reinstated, and, after some delay,
was restored in blood and to the greater part
of Earl Edmund’s possessions (Rot. Parl. ii.
50). He was, however, forbidden to con-
tinue his efforts to avenge his father by
private war against John Charlton, first lord
Charlton of Powys [q. v.] (. ii. 60). In
1331 he obtained the castle of Arundel from
the heirs of Edmund, earl of Kent. These
grants were subsequently more than once
confirmed (. ii. 226, 256). In 1334 Arun-
del received Mortimer’s castle of Chirk,
and was made justice of North Wales, his
large estates in that region giving him con-
siderable local influence. The justiceship
was afterwards confirmed for life. He was
also made life-sheriff of Carnarvonshire and
governor of Carnarvon Castle. Arundel took
a conspicuous part in mnearly every impor-
tant war of Edward IIT’s long reign. After
surrendering in 1336 his ‘hereditary right’
to the stewardship of Scotland to Edward for
a thousand marks (Feedera, ii. 952), he was
made in 1337 joint commander of the Eng-
lish army in the north. Early in 1338 he
and his colleague Salisbury incurred no small
opprobrium by their signal failure to capture
Dunbar (KN16HTON, ¢. 2570; cf. Liber Plus-
cardensis, i. 284, ed. Skene). On 25 April
he was elevated to the sole command, with
full powers to treat with the Scots for truce
or peace (Feedera, ii. 1029, 1031), of which
he availed himself to conclude a truce, as his
duty now compelled him to follow the king to
Brabant (Chron. de Melsa, ii. 385), where
he landed at Antwerp on 13 Dec. (FRoIsSART,
i. 417, ed. Luce). In the January parlia-
ment of 1340 he was nominated admiral of
the ships at Portsmouth and the west that
were to assemble at Mid Lent (Rot. Parl. ii.
108). On 24 June he comported himself
‘loyally and nobly’ at the battle of Sluys,
and was one of the commissioners sent by
Edward from Bruges in July to acquaint
parliament with the news and to explain
to it the king’s financial necessities (¢b. ii.
118 5). Later in the same year he took
part in the great siege of Tournay (Luck,
Chronique des Quatre Premiers Valois, p. 4,
ed. Soc. de I’Histoire de France). In 1342
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he was at the great feast given by Edward IIT
in honour ofthe Countess of Salisbury ( Fro1s-
SART, iil. 3). His next active employment
was in the same year as warden of the Scot-
tish marches in conjunction with the Earl of
Huntingdon. In October of the same year
he accompanied Edward on his expedition to
Brittany (¢6. iii. 225), and was left by the
king to besiege Vannes (7b. iii. 227) while the
bulk of the army advanced to Rennes. In
January 1343 the truce put an end to the
siege, and in July Arundel was sent on a
mission to Avignon. In 1344 he was ap-
pointed, with Henry, earl of Derby, lieu-
tenant of Aquitaine, where the French war
had again broken out ; and at the same time
was commissioned to treat with Castile, Por-
tugal, and Aragon (Fwdera, iii. 8,9). In
1345 he repudiated his wife, Isabella, on the
ground that he had never consented to the
marriage, and, having obtained papal recog-
nition of the nullity of the union, married
Eleanor, widow of Lord Beaumont, and
daughter of Henry, third earl of Lancas-
ter. Thisbusiness may have prevented him
sharing in the warlike exploits of his new
brother-in-law, Derby, in Aquitaine. He
was, however, reappointed admiral of the
west in February 1345, and retained that
post until 1347 (Nicoras, Hist. of Royal
Navy, ii. 95). In 1346 he accompanied Ed-
ward on his great expedition to northern
France (FRro1ssART, iii. 130), and commanded
the second of the three divisions into which
the English host was divided at Crecy (¢b.
iii. 169, makes him joint commander with
Northampton, but MURIMUTH, p. 166, in-
cludes the latter among the leaders of the
first line). He was afterwards with Edward
at the siege of Calais (Rot. Parl. ii. 163 b).
In 1348 and 1350 Arundel was on commis-
sions to treat with the pope at Avignon
(Feedera, iii. 165, 201). In 1350, however,
he took part in the famous naval battle with
the Spaniards off Winchelsea (FRroissirt,
iv. 89). In 1351 he was employed in Scot-
land to arrange for a final peace and the
ransom of King David (Federa, iii. 225).

~ In 1354 he was one of the negotiators of a
proposed truce with France, at a conference
held under papal mediation at Guines (z5. iii.
253), but on the envoys proceeding to Avig-
non (7b. iii, 283), to obtain the papal rati
cation, it was found that no real settlement
had been arrived at, and Innocent VI was
loudly accused of treachery (Cont. MURI-
MUTH, p. 184). In 1855 Arundel was one of
the regents during the king’s absence from
England (Federa, iii. 305). In1357 he was

. again negotiating in Scotland, and in 1358

was at the head of an embassy to Wenzel,
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duke of Luxemburg (5. iii, 392). In August
_1360 he was joint g(l:o(mmissionez‘ in com{)zlet-
ing the ratifications ofthe treaty of Bretigny.
In 1362 he was one of the commissioners to
prolong the truce with Charles of Blois (b.
ui. 662). In 1364 he was again engaged in
diplomacy (2. iii. 747).

The_declining years of Arundel’s life were
spent in comparative seclusion from public
affairs, In 1365 he was maliciously cited to
the papal court by William de Lenne, the
foreign bishop of Chichester, with whom he
was on bad terms. e was supported by
Edward in his resistance to the hishop, whose
temporalities were ultimately seized by the
crown. He now perhaps enlarged the castle
of Arundel (TIerRNEY, Hist. of Arundel, P-
239). His last military exploit was perhaps
his share in the expedition for the relief of
Thouars in 1372.

Arundel was possessed of vast wealth, espe-
cially after 1353, when he succeeded, by right
of his mother, to the earldom of Warenne or
Surrey. He frequently aided Edward ITIin
his financial difficulties by large advances, so
that in 1370 Edward was more than twenty
thousand pounds in his debt. Yet at his
death Arundel left behind over ninety thou-
sand marks in ready money, nearly half of
which was stored up in bags in the high tower
of Arundel (Harl. MS. 4840, f. 393, where is
a curious inventory of all his personal pro-
perty at his death).

One of Arundel’s last acts was to become,
with Bishop William of Wykeham, a gene-
ral attorney for John of Gaunt during his
journey to Spain (Federa, iii. 1026). He
died on 24 Jan. 1376. By his will, dated
5 Dec. 1375, he directed that his body should
be buried without pomp in the chapter-house
of Lewes priory, by the side of his second
wife, and founded a perpetual chantry in the
chapel of St. George’s within Arundel Castle
(N1coras, Testamenta Vetusta,pp. 94-6). By
his first marriage his only issue was one
daughter. By his second he had three sons,
of whom Richard, the eldest [see FIrzALAN,
RicHARD IIT], was his successor to the earl-
dom. John,the next,became marshal of Eng-
land, and perished at seain 1879. According
to the settlement made by Earl Richard in
1347 (Rot. Parl. iv. 442), the title ultimately
reverted to the marshal’s grandson, John VI
Fitzalan, The youngest, Thomas [see ARUN-
pEL, THOMAS], became archbishop of Canter-
bury. Of his four daughter<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>