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PUCKLE, JAMES (1667 ?-1724), author
of ¢ The Club,” born about 1667, was son of
James Puckle (1633-1690), who was himself
third son of Samuel Puckle (1588-1661), a
prominent citizen of Norwich, and mayor of
that town in 1656. James the younger took
out on 16 June 1690 letters for the adminis-
tration of the estate of his father, who had
died a widower beyond sea. Adopting the
profession of a notary public, he soon entered
into partnership with one Jenkins in Pope’s
Head Alley, Cornhill. He seemsto have aided
professionally in the promotion of a company
whichsought toencourage the fishing industry
of England, and was known as ¢ The Royal
Fishery of England.’ Inordertorecommend
it to public notice, Puckle issued a pamphlet
entitled ¢ England’s Interests, or a Brief Dis-
course of the Royal Fishery in a Letter toa
Friend” This appeared late in 1696, and
reached a second edition in the same year.
It was reissued in a somewhat altered form
in 1697 as ‘A New Dialogue between a
Burgermaster and an English Gentleman,’
with a dedication addressed to the governor
and officers of the ¢ Royal Fishery.” In 1697
Puckle subjected the work tofurther changes,
and issued it as ‘ England’s Way to Wealth
and Honour, in a Dialogue between an Eng-
lishman and Dutchman, with a dedication
to the Duke of Leeds, governor of the ‘Royal
Fishery” A later version bore the title ¢ Eng-
land’s Path to Wealth’ (1700), of which ¢a
second edition with additions’ was dated
1718, and was included among the ¢ Somers
Tracts,’ vol. ii. A Swedish translation was
issued at Stockholm in 1723.

Puckle was also interested in mechanical
inventions, and on 15 May 1718 took out a
patent for a revolver, mitrailleuse, or Gatling
gun of his own construction. e deseribed
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it in a published broadside (1720?) as ¢ a port-
able gun or machine called a defence that
discharges soe often and soe many bullets,
and can he so quickly loaden as renders it
next to impossible to carry any ship by
boarding.’ The broadside supplies an en-
graving of the machine. The breech of the
gun, which was movahle, had six chambers,
which were discharged in turn through one
long barrel. Puckle endeavoured to form a
company to develop his invention during
the hubble period of 1720, and incurred
much unfavourable notice from catchpenny
satirists,one of whom stated that the machine
was only capable of wounding shareholders
(Cat. of Satirical Prints in Brit. Mus. Nos.
1620, 1625 ; Notes and Queries, Tth ser. viii.
365).

Puckle’s surest title to fame is as the
author of ¢ The Club, or a Dialogue hetween
Father and Son, ¢n o veritas, London,
printed for the author in 1711 (Gent. May.
1822, pt. i. p. 204). The volume is dedicated
to two merchants, Micajah and Richard
Perry, and to the memory of a third, Thomas
Lane, who married Mary Puckle, a cousin
of the writer, Puckle’s book belongs to the
class of collected character-sketches which
Sir Thomas Overbury began and Earle
brought to perfection in his ¢ Micro-Cosmo-
graphie.” A young man is represented hy the
author as having met one night at a friend’s
club, assembled at ¢ The Noah's Ark,’ twenty-
five typical personages, including an anti-
quary, buffoon, critic, quack, rake, and
usurer, and he gives next morning a sprightly
description of each of his companions to his
father. At the close of each of the son’s
sketches the father interposes much senten-
tious moralising on the habits of life of the
person described. The work exhibits shrewd

’ B



Puckle

2 Pugh

observation, but the moral reflections are
tedious, and the book’s long lease of popularity
seems to exceed its literary merits. Two new
editions appeared in 1713, with a portrait of
Puckle, engraved by Vertue, after a painting
by Clostermann. A reprint ¢ from the third
edition of the London Copy’ was issued at
Cork in 1721. In 1723 a revised version,
entitled ‘The Club, or a Grey Cap for a
Greenhead, in a Dialogue between Father
and Son,” was described as ¢ the fourth edition
with additions” The portrait was here en-
graved by Cole. Thetitle-page supplied the
warning, ¢ Thesecharacters being mearely in-
tended to expose vice and folly, let none pre-
tend to a key nor seek for another’s picture,
least he find his own.” There is a new dedi-
cation, addressed to the memory of the for-
mer patrons, who were now dead. The
additional matter mainly consisted of an
appendix of moral ¢ maxims, advice, and cau-
tions, with reflections on ¢ company, friends,
and death.’ Reprints of this edition ap-
peared in London (*‘the fifth’) in 1733 and

at Dublin in 1743. The new sub-title seems !

to plagiarise Caleb Trenchfield’s ¢ Cap of
Grey IgIa.irs for a Greenhead, the Father's
Councel to his Son, an Apprentice,” 1710
(5th edit.)

Puckle, who resided in early life in the
parish of St. Margaret, Lothbury, and after-
wards in that of St.Stephen, Coleman Street,
was buried in St. Stephen’s Church, Cole-
man Street, London, on 26 July 1724, [He
married twice. By his first wife, Mary,
whom he married before 1690, he had four
daughters and three sons, of whom Burton
alone seems to have reached manhood. On

Continuation of Granger, iii. 863 ; Addit. MS.
28875, f. 17 (letter from Puckle to John Ellis,
1676).] S. L.

PUDSEY, HUGH »e (1125°-1195),
bishop of Durham and earl of Northumber-
land. [See Puisgr.]

PUGH, ELLIS (1656-1718), Welsh
quaker, was born in the parish of Dolgelly in
June 1656. In 1686 he and his family sailed
for the quaker settlement in Pennsylvania.
They had a stormy passage,and were detained
for six months at Barbados. Pugh paid a visit
in 1706 to Wales, returning in 1708 to Phila~
delphia, where he diedon 30ct.1718. In1721
there was published at Philadelphia a tract
by him entitled ¢ Annerch i'r Cymry’ (‘ Ad-
dress to the Welsh People’), which was
probably the first Welsh book printed in
America. He speaks in particular to the

¢ craftsmen, labourers, and shepherds, men of
low degree, of my own quality,” and bids
them be ‘wiser than their teachers” The
tract was reprinted in this country in 1782
and 1801 (London); an English translation
by Rowland Ellis and David Lloyd appeared
at Philadelphia in 1727, and was reprinted
at London in 1739,

[Rowlands’s Cambrian Bibliography; Hanes

| Llenyddiaeth Gymreig, by C. Ashton, pp.158-9.}
J. E L

PUGH, HERBERT (A. 1758-1788),
landscape-painter, was a native of Ireland,
and came to London about 1758. He was
a contributor to the first exhibition of the
Society of Artists in 1760, sending a ¢ Land-

| scape with Cattle” In 1765 he gained a

921 Feb. 1714-15 he married at New Brent- | premium at the Society of Arts, and in 1766

ford a second wife, Elizabeth Fownes, a
widow of Brentford.

was a member of the newly incorporated

| Society of Artists. He continued exhibit-

The1723edition of Puckle’s Club’ was Te- i].lg with them up t01776. He tried hishand

issued in 1817, with many charming illustra-
tions by John Thurston [q. v.], and a title-
page and a few headpieces by John Thomp-
son [q.v.] Thus embellished, the work
reappeared in 1834 at the Chiswick Press,
with a preface by Samuel Weller Singer
[q.v.] The latter stated that Charles Whit-
tingham, the printer and publisher, owned
a manuscript by Puckle containing many
moral dialogues between father and son,
mother and daughter, and the like; but
the bulk of this material had been utilised by
Puckle in the appendices to the 1723 edition.
The latest reprint, with Thurston’s illustra-
tions, was published at Glasgow in 1890.
[The author of The Club Identified, by George
Steinman Steinman, 1872 (privately printed);
art. by Mr. Austin Dobson in * Bibliographica,’ pt.
viil. 407-21; Gent. Mag. 1822, i. 204-7; Noble’s

at some pictures in the manner of Hogarth,
but without success, although some of these
pictures were engraved. Pugh lived in the
Piazza, Covent Garden. His death, which
took place soon after 1788, was hastened by
intemperate habits. There is a large land-
scape by Pugh in the Lock Hospital, and two
views of London Bridge by him were contri-
buted to the Century of British Art exhibition
at the Grosvenor Galleryin 1888, when it was
recognised that his work had been unduly
neglected.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Bryan’s Dict. of
Painters and Engravers, ed. Graves and Arm-
strong; Graves's Dict. of Artists, 1760—1%93(.}]

PUGH, PHILIP (1679-1760), dissenting
minister, was born at Hendref, Blaenpenal,

Cardiganshire, in 1679, and inherited a good
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estate. He was trained for the independent | oratorian, who was confessor to Queen Hen-
ministry at the nonconformist college at rietta Maria. After his return to England
BrynllWarch, near- Bridgend, Glamorgan- he is said to have served in Charles I’s army
shire. This college, the earliest institution with the rank of captain, and to have been
of the kind in Wales, and the parent of the ' ejected by the jesuits in 1645 for not having
existing preshyterian college at Carmarthen, obtained permission beforehand. He after-
was founded by Samuel Jones after he was | wards studied civil and canon law (probably
ejected from the living of Llangynwyd in @ at Paris),and became doctor in both facul-
1662, and on Jones's death in 1697 was trans- | ties. He waswell known toWalter Montagu -
ferred to Abergavenuny, whither Pugh accom- | [q.v.] the abbot. Witk Montagu’s aid, in
panied it. He was received as church mem- ' a pamphlet entitled ‘De retinenda cleri

3

ber at Cilgwyn in 1704, and in October 1709
was ordained co-pastor with David Edwards
and Jenkin Jones. His social position as a
landed proprietor in the county was improved

. Anglicani in sedem Apostolicam observantia,’
| Paris, 1659, he attacked the philosophical
views of Thomas White (alias Blackloe)
[q. v.], and claimed, in opposition to White,

by his marriage with an heiress of the neigh- | that the regular clergy should be exempt
bourhood, while his power as a preacher and | from the jurisdiction of the catholic chapter
his piety gave him widespread influence. He | in England. White replied in ¢ Monumentum
and his colleagues were in charge of six or | Excantatus,” &e. (Rome, 1660), to which

eight churches, with a united membership of i

about one thousand. Between 1709 and 1760
he baptised 680 children.

Pugh avoided controversy, but he regarded
with abhorrence the Arminian doctrines in-
troduced by Jenkin Jones [q.v.] and the
Arian doctrines propagated by David Lloyd
(1725-1779). He sympathised, however,
with the calvinistic methodist movement
under Daniel Rowlands [q.v.] (1713-1790),
and induced Rowlands to modify the ferocity
of his early manner of preaching. Of the
churches with which Pugh was more or less
connected, three continue to be congrega-
tionalist, three have gone over to the metho-
dists, and three are unitarian.

Pugh died on 12 July 1760, aged 81, and

Pugh retorted in ¢ Amuletum Excantationis’
(1670). Subsequently Pugh returned to the
conflict in ¢ Blacklo’s Cabal discovered’ (2nd
edit. 1680, 4to). It contains letters, supplied
by Montagu, of White, and of White's
friends Sir Kenelm Digby, Henry Holden,
and others, the originals of which Pugh had
deposited in the English Jesuits’ College at
Ghent. Hisreputation as a theologian grew
rapidly, and in 1655 he was created by the
Pope ‘protonotarius publicus apostolicus.’
His Latin style was very good. After the
Restoration Pugh lived at times in London,
and at times at Redcastle in Wales, in the
family of the Marquis of Powis.

‘ In 1664 appeared, doubtless from his pen,
though the author merely calls himself ¢ a

was buried in the parish churchyard of royal veteran,’ ¢ Elenchus Elenchi; sive Ani-
Llanddewi Brevi, where the effigy of one madversiones in Georgei Batei, Cromwelli
Philip Pugh, probably an ancestor, once | parricide aliquando protomedici, Elenchum
figured in the chancel (MEeYRICK, Cardigan- | motuum nuperorum in Anglid,” Paris, 8vo
shire, p. 270). His unpublished diary and Eee Batg, GEoree]. With Roger Palmer,
the Cilgwyn church-book contain much in-  Earl of Castlemaine, Pugh was also closely
formation about the Welsh nonconformity of connected and, with him, seems to have

the period, and have been utilised by Dr.
Thomas Rees and other Welsh historians.

[Enwogion Ceredigion, Do. Sir Aberteifi;
Rees’s History of Protestant Nonconformity in
Wales, pp. 309, 310, 340; Williams’s Welsh
Calvinistic Methodism, xvii. 29, 31,32 ; Jeremy’s
Hist. of the Presbyterian Fund.] R.J.J.

PUGH, ROBERT (1609-1679), Roman
catholic controversialist, born in 1609 at Pen-
rhynin the parish of Eglwys-Ross, Carnarvon-
shire, was probably a son of Philip Pugh and
his wife, Gaynor or Gwynn. Foley says that
the family was of better lineage than fortune.
He was educated at the Jesuits’ College at
St. Omer, under the name of Robert Phillips
(Forey),and this alias renders him very liable
to be confused with Robert Philips [q. v.] the

written ‘The English Papist’s Apologie’
(1666). The author was diligently inquired
after by the House of Commons, but not
found. It wasanswered by William Lloyd,
afterwards bishop of Lichfield, and was de-
fended in ¢ A Reply to the Answer of the
“Catholic Apologie,”” 1668 (cf. BUTLER, Hist.
Mem. of English Catholics,iv. 4567 n.) Pugh’s
¢ Bathonensium et Aquisgranensium Com-
paratio, rebus adjunetis illustratis,’ 1676, 8vo,
was written ‘ by way of epistle to his patron,
Palmer.

During the ‘popish plot’ panic of 1678
Pugh was committed to Newgate, ¢ having
been betrayed by a treacherous miscreant
when paying a visit of charity to the catholic
gentry confined in 2 London prison.” He died
“a glorious martyr in chains’ on the 2night
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of 22 Jan. 1679. Ile bore no ill-will to the
jesuits, and when in articulo mortis ¢ earnestly
desired to be readmitted to the society.” Wood
says he had seen his grave, which wasin the
churchyard belonging to Christ Church, near
Newgate, ¢ under the middle part of a brick
wall on the north side of the said yard/
Wood seems to have known Pugh personally,
and says ‘ he was a person of a most comely
port, well favoured and of excellent parts.’
He was a friend of John Lewgar [q. v.]

Wood says that Pugh left, in manuseript,
“in Castlemaine’s hands,” a treatise ¢ Of the
several States and Commonswealths that have
been in England since 1642 He had seen
also a Latin ode of Pugh’s composition‘ made
on the immature death of Sidney Montagu,’
who perished in the sea-fight with the Dutch
in June 1672.

[Wood's Athense Oxon. iii. 697, 828-9, iv. 716;
Dodd’s Church Hist. iii. 288-9; Foley’s Records
of the English Jesuits, vi. 352, vol. vii. pt. i. p.
635; Pugh’s Works; Watt’s Bibl. Brit. ii. 782;
authorities cited.] G.Le G. N.

PUGHE, WILLIAM OWEN), known in
early life as WiLLiax Owex (1759-1835),
Welsh antiquary and lexicographer, was
born at Tynybryn in the parish of Llan-
fihangel y Pennant, Merionethshire,on7 Aug.
1759. His father was a skilled singer to
the harp, and he thus acquired at an early
age an mterest in Welsh poetry, which was
deepened by the study of ¢Gorchestion
Beirdd Cymru,” when that collection ap-
peared in 1773, After some education at
Altrincham, Cheshire, he sought his fortune
in May1776in London. About 1782 he made
the acquaintance of Robert Hughes (Robin
Ddu o Fén) and Owen Jones (Owain Myfyr),
through whom he hecame in 1783 a member
of the ¢ Gwyneddigion,’ a society of London
‘Welshmen founded in 1771. Owen there-
upon began to collect materials for a Welsh-
English dictionary. The first section ap-
peared ten years later, on 27 June 1793. Its
publication proceeded slowly until 18083,
when it was completed and issued in two
volumes, with a grammar prefixed to the
first. It contained about one hundred thou-
sand words, with English equivalents, and,
in a large number of cases, illustrative quo-
tations from old Welsh writers. No fuller
complete dictionary of the language at pre-
sent exists, In definition, too, the work is
fairly trustworthy; its system of etymology
is its chief blemish. This is based on the
assumption that all Welsh words can be
resolved into monosyllabic elements of abs-
tract signification, a notion first put forward
with regard to English and other languages

by Rowland Jones [q.v.]in his‘Philosophy of
Words’ (London, 1769). Anabridgment of
Owen’s dictionary appeared in 1806, a new
edition (revised by the author) in 1832
(Denbigh), and a further edition, with many
alterations, in 1857 (Denbigh).

Meanwhile, in 1789, Owen published a
volume of poems in English, and with Owain
Myfyredited the poetry of David (or Dafydd)
ap Gwilym [q.v.] (London; reprinted at
Liverpool, 1873), adding in English a ‘sketch
of the life and writings ’ of the poet. In 1792
he published ¢ The Ieroic Elegies and other
Pieces of Llywarg Hen’ (London), with a
translation and a prefatory sketch on bardism.
e had become dissatisfied with the ortho-
graphy of the Welsh language, and through-
out this work uses ‘¢’ for the sound usually
written ‘ch,’and ‘v’ for Welsh ¢f.” In his die-
tionary a third innovation appeared—the use
of ¢z’ for *dd” In 1800 Owen translated
into Welsh ‘A Cardiganshire Landlord’s
Advice to his Tenants,’ a treatise on agri-
culture, by Colonel Johnes of Iafod. The
next year saw the publication of a far more
important work, the first volume of the
¢ Myvyrian Archaiology of Wales,” an enter-
prise for which Owen, Owain Myfyr, and
Iolo Morgannwg were all nominally re-
sponsible, though the main literary work
was probably done by Owen, as the cost
(above 1,000. for the three volumes) was
defrayed by Owain Myfyr. The first volume
was an attempt to give from the manuseripts
the text of all Welsh poetry to 1370 (ex-
cluding that of Dafydd ap Gwilym, already
printed). The design of supplementing this
with a selection of later poetry (general ad-
vertisement of 1 Jan. 1801) was never car-
ried out. Vol. ii., which also appeared in
1801, contains the text of the Trioedd, the
Bruts, and other prose documents of an his-
torical nature; vol. iii. (didactic literature,
laws, and music) followed in 1807. The
three were reprinted, with some additions,
in one volume at Denbigh in 1870. Owen
was the editor of the ¢ Cambrian Register, a
publication devoted to Welsh history and
literature, of which three volumes appeared,
in 1796, 1799, and 1818. TIn June 1805 he
commenced the ¢ Greal,” a Welsh quarterly
of a similar character, which was issued
under the patronage of the Gwyneddigion
and Cymreigyddion societies of London.
Its orthographical peculiarities proved an
obstacle to its success, and it was discon-
tinued in June 1807, ¢Cadwedigaeth yr
Taith Gymraeg,” a Welsh grammar published
by Owen in 1808, was printed at London in
the same orthography, but an edition in
ordinary spelling also came from a DBala
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press. In 1803 had appeared Owen’s con-
cise ¢ Cambrian Biography.

In 1806 Owen succeeded to a small estate
at Nantglyn, near Denbigh, wherenpon he
assumed the surname of Pughe.
rest of his life he spent much of his time in
‘Wales, and his literary activity diminished.

On 9 Aug. 1790 he had married Sarah Eliza- |

beth Harper, by whom he had a son, Aneurin
Owen [q.v.], and two daughters, Isabella
and Ellen. ITis wife died on 28 Jan. 1816,
and it was to divert his mind from the loss
that he afterwards undertook to translate
¢ Paradise Lost” into Welsh. ¢Coll Gwynfa’

During the |

PUGIN, AUGUSTUS CHARLES
(1762-1832), architect, archeeologist, and
architectural artist, was born in Ifrance in
1762, and claimed descent from a distin-
guished French family. Driven from his
country either by the horrors of the revolu-
tion or by private reasons connected with a
duel, he came to London about 1798, and
soon found employment as a draughtsman
in the office of Jolm Nash [q. v.] His
earliest work with Nash consisted in making
coloured perspective views of certain ¢ Gothic’
mansions upon which his master was en-
gaged, and 1n the working out of an unac-

appeared in 1819. Though a powerful and ' cepted design for the Waterloo monument.
fairly aceurate version, its ponderous and To increase his powers as an artist, he en-
artificial diction has always repelled the | tered the schools of the Royal Academy,
ordinary Welsh reader. Pughe was no | where he made the acquaintance of two
doubt the anonymous translator of Dodsley's | fellow-students, Martin (afterwards Sir Mar-
“Life of Man’ (‘ Einioes Dyn, 1821). In | tin) Archer Shee [q. v.]and William Hilton.
1822 he essayed original verse, publishing a | He further revived acquaintance with Meri-
‘Welsh poem in three cantos on ¢ IIu Gadarn,’ | got, an aquatint engraver, who formerly had
while in the same year he issued a volume | been a drawing-master to his father’s family,
of translations from English, which included | and studied under him with advantage.

Gray’s ¢ Bard’ and 1leber’s ¢ Palestine.’| Nash, who treated his pupils and assist-
During his later years Pughe was chiefly | ants with great kindness and hospitality,
occupted in preparing an edition of the discovered in Pugin a valuable subordinate.
¢ Mabinogion,” or Welsh romances; but | Gothicart,thoughill understood,waswarmly
though the Cymrodorion Society in 1831 | appreciated by the distinguished clients for
voted 507 for the publication of this work | whom he worked, and Nash set Pugin to
at Denbigh (Camérian Quarterly Magazine, | produce a collection of trustworthy drawings

iil. 117), 1t never appeared.

Pughe died of apoplexy on 4 June 1835in
a cottage near Dolydd Cau, in the neigh-
bourhood of his birthplace, whither he had
gone for the sake of his health, and was
buried at Nantglyn. IIe had been elected a
fellow of the Society of Antiquaries about
1793, and on 19 June 1822 received from
the University of Oxford the degree of
D.C.L. (Alwmni Oxon.) In erudition no
student of the Welsh language and lite-
rature has ever surpassed him, and his en-
thusiasm for these studies has deepened
the interest generally felt in Celtie lustory
and literature. His influence upon Welsh
students was very great,nor has his authority
upon questions of spelling and etymology
yet ceased to carry weight in Wales. But
he was entirely without critical power; his
opinions were formed early and underwent
no alteration to the close of lhis life. The
eccentricity of his mind may be gauged from
the fact that lie was one of the followers of
Joanna Southcott [q. v.]

[Hanes Llenyddiaeth Gymreig, by C. Ashton,
pp. 412-21; introduction to first edition of the
Dictionary (1803); preface to Coll Gwynfa;
Enwogion Cymru, Foulkes, pp. 864-8; Leathart’s
Origin and Progress of the Gwyneddigion
Society, London, 1831.] J.E. L.

from ancient buildings which might form
the basis of desjgn for himself and other
architects. The truthfulness of Pugin’s
drawings in form and colour at once at-
tracted attention. A change was then com-
ing over water-colour art. The old style—
brown or Indian ink outline with a low-toned
' wash—was giving way to the more modern
practice of representation in full colour,
and Pugin, though he limited his palette to
indigo, light red, and yellow ochre, was an
active supporter of the new movement, and
to his influence its ultimate predominance
was largely due. In 1808 Pugin was elected
an associate of the O1d Water-colour Society,
which had been founded in 1805, and he was
a frequent exhibitor at the annual exhibi-
tions held first in Lower Brook Street and
subsequently in Pall Mall. Through his
connection with the society he formed friend-
ships with Antony Vandyke Copley Fieldin

[q. v.] and George Fennel Robson [q. \'.j
About the same time P’ugin was employe

on Ackermann’s publications, notably the
¢Microcosm, for which he snupplied the
architectural portions of the illustrations,
Rowlandson executing the figures. In 1823
he published, in conjunction with E. W.
Brayley, a set of views in Islington and
Pentonville, for which he had been collecting
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the materials at least eleven years before.
Islington was, after the French Revolution,
the headquarters of royalist emigration, and
there Pugin met his future wife, Catherine,
daughter of William Welby, barrister, and
a relative of Sir William Welby. She was
known as the ‘Belle of Islington.’ After
her marriage (2 Feb. 1802) she exercised a
firm control over Pugin’s pupils as well as
his household.

Meanwhile Nash and his works were not
altogether neglected. Pugin in 1824 was
asked to make the drawings for a volume
illustrating the Brighton Pavilion, and while
he was engaged upon the work George IV,
who came to watch, accidentally upset the
colour-box, and, mindful perhaps of illus-
trious parallels in the past, picked it up with
an apology that greatly gratified the artist.

In 1821 there appeared the first number of
¢ Specimens of Gothic Architecture,’ the first-
fruits of the mission which Nash had laid
upon Pugin; and in 1825 he visited Nor-
mandy with some of his pupils. The draw-
ings which he and his assistants made in
France on this and later occasions are among
the most important of his productions. Pu-
gin’s band of pupils included, besides his
celebrated son Augustus Welby Northmore
Pugin [¢.v.], W. Lake Price (still living)
and Joseph Nash [q.v.], who became mem-
bers of the Old Water-colour Society ; James
Pennethorne [q. v.], Talbot Bury, J. D'Eg-
ville, son of the ballet-master of the Italian
opera; B. Ferrey, biographer of the Pugins
Francis T. Dollman, architect and author of
several architectural works (still living);
and Charles James Mathews [q. v.], the
comedian. Hints for the character of Mon-
sieur Mallet, which the elder Mathews fre-
quently personated at the old Adelphi
Theatre, were drawn from his knowledge
of Pugin and of his troubles as a newly
arrived foreigner in England.

As an architect on his own account Pugin
had little or no practice. He was associated
with Sir Mare Isambard Brunel [q. v.] in the
designs for the cemetery at Kensal Green,
and his drawing for one of the gateways of the
cemetery wasexhibitedat the Royal Academy
in 1827. He was joint architect with Morgan
of the diorama near Regent’s Park, now a
chapel, and designed the internal decoration
of the cosmoramain Regent Street (destroyed
by fire). He earned his title to fame partly
as an educator of young architeets, notably
his own son, but chiefly by his work as an
illustrator of Gothie architecture ; for by his
careful drawings of old buildings he paved
the way for the systematic study of detail
which was the basis of that true revival

which followed the hopeless and unlearned
period of ¢ Strawberry-Hill’ enthusiasm.

Pugin’s office was first at 34 Store Street,
Tottenham Court Road, but in his later years
he resided at 105 (now 106) Great Russell
Street. There he died, after a long illness,
on 19 Dec. 1832.  Mrs. Pugin survived him
till 28 April 1833, and both were buried in
a family vault at the church of St. Mary,
Islington, where they had been married.

A lithograph portrait is in B. Ferrey’s
‘ Recollections of A. N. W. Pugin,/ drawn
from memory by his pupil Joseph Nash, and
a portrait in oils, by Oliver, is in the posses-
sion of the family.

The published works which Pugin pro-
duced or in which he participated are:
1. Plates (with Rowlandson) for ¢ Acker-
man’s Microcosm of London,” 1808, 2. With
Mackenzie, ¢ Specimens of Gothie Architec-
ture from Oxford,” 4to, n.d. 3. With E. W.
Brayley, ¢ Views in Islington and Penton-
ville,’ 4to, 1823. 4. ¢ Specimens of Gothic
Architecture’ (descriptions by E. J. Will-
son), 2 vols. 4to, 1821-3. 5. With J.
Britton, ¢Illustrations of the Public Build-
ings of London,” 8vo, 1825-8. 6. Plates of
Gothic Furniture for ¢ Ackermann’s Reposi-
tory of Arts,” 1810-25-26-27 ; republished
separately about 1835. 7. With Britton and
Le Keux, ¢ Specimens of Architectural An-
tiquities of Normandy, 4to, 1826-8. 8. ‘Iix-
amples of Gothic Architecture,” 2 vols. 4to,
1828-31. 9. ¢Translation of Normand’s
Parallel of Orders of Architecture,” with two
extra plates, fol. 1829. 10. With Heath,
‘Views of Paris and Invirons,’ 4to, 1828
1831. 11. ¢ Gothic Ornaments from Ancient
Buildings in England and I'rance, 4to,
1831. 12. ¢Ornamental Gables,’ 4to, 1831.
This and No. 10 with lithographs by J. D.
Harding, 13, ¢Gothic Furniture, 1835.
Pugin also contributed plates to other publi-
cations by Ackermann, such as the volumes
on Westminster Abbey, 1812, and the public
schools, 1816.

[Ferrey’s Recollections of A. W, N. Pugin;
Life of C..J. Mathews, edited by C. Dickens;
Architectural Publication Society’s Dictionary;
Redgrave’s Diet. of Artists; private information.]

PISWL

PUGIN, AUGUSTUS  WELBY
NORTHMORE (1812-1852), architect,eccle-
siologist, and writer, born on 1 March 1812
at 34 Store Street, Bedford Square, was son
of Augustus Charles Pugin [q.v.], from
whom he received his training as an archi-
tect and inherited a remarkable facility in
draughtsmanship. After being educated at
Christ's Hospital as a private student, he
joined his father’s pupils, and for two or three
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years assisted his work as an archzologist,
architect, and illustrator, In his thirteenth
year he was sufficiently advanced to accom-
gmy his father on an architectural visit to

aris; and a drawing of Christ Church, |
Hampshire (reproduced in Ferrey’s ¢ Recol- |

lections’), testifies to his precocious powers
of sketching.

In 1826 he was engaged in making inves-
tigations and drawings of Rochester Castle,
and in the following year was taken ill from
overwork while sketching in the cathedral
of Notre-Dame at Paris. . Afterassisting his
father in preparing a scheme, which resulted
in the establishment of Kensal Green ceme-
tery, he engaged in June 1827 in his first
important independent work, the designing
of the furniture for Windsor Castle. This
commission led incidentally to an acquaint-
ance with George Dayes, son of the artist Ed-
ward Dayes [q.v.], and it was through him,
says Pugin 1n his ‘Diary’ (26 June 1827),
“that I first imbibed the taste for stage-
machinery and scenic representations, to
which I atterwards applied myself so closely.’
His enthusiasm for theatrical accessories led
himtofit up asmall modelstage at hisfather’s
housein Great Russell Street (on which was
gresented a moving panorama of ¢ Old Lon-

on’), and it culminated in 1831 with the
execution, by Pugin, of scenery for the new
ballet of ‘Ienilworth, an adaptation of a
spectacular piece which had been first pre-
sented at Drury Lane in January 1824
(GeNEsT, Hist.ix.232). Hewas subsequently
employed in the rearrangement of the stage
machinery at Drury Lane. While still under
age and in uncertain lealth, he developed an-
other taste which exercised a great influence
on his life: he became passionately fond of
sailing, purchased a smack, and subsequently
a lugger, and at one time took to trading by
sea in a small way., In 1830 he was ship-
wrecked off Leith, and made his way to the
residence of James Gillespie Graham [q.v.],
the architect, to whom he was a complete
stranger. Graham gave him, besides some

ood advice, the compasses which figure in
%Ierbert's portrait of him. His passion for
the sea was never subdued. Iis ordinary
costume was that of a pilot, and, but for his
hatred of beer and tobacco, he might Lave
been taken for one. ¢There is nothing worth
living for,” he is reported to have said, ¢ but
Christian architecture and a boat.’

In 1831, at the age of nineteen, he mar-
ried Ann Garnett (a connection of George
Dayes), who died in childbirth on 27 May
1832, and was buried at Christ Church
Priory. Soon after the marriage ugin was
imprisoned for debt, and after his release

opened in Hart Street, Covent Garden, a sort
of workshop of architectural details. His
intention was to supply to architects draw-
ings and architectural accessories, such as
carving and metal work, for designing which
he justly felt he had unequalled capacity. The
venture was not pecuniarily successful, and
Pugin was forced to abandon it, though he
ultimately paid his creditors in full. In1833
he married his second wife, Louisa Burton,
and established himself at Salisbury., In
1835 he bought an acre of ground at Laver-
stock, an adjoining hamlet, and built on it a
house named St. Marie's Grange. In 1841
he left Salisbury for a temporary sojourn at
Cheyne Walk, Chelsea. Subsequently he
settled at Ramsgate, where resided his aunt,
Miss Selina Welby, who eventually made him
her heir. At Ramsgate he built for himself
a house with a church adjoining on the West
Cliff, and was wont to assert that these were
the only buildings in which, being his own
paymaster, his designs wers not hampered by
financial restrictions. Soon after his second
marriage he was received into the Roman
catholic church. e took this step under a
sense of its spiritual importance, though on
his own admission he was first drawn to Ro-
man catholicism by his artistic sympathies.
He believed the Roman catholic religion and
Gothic art to be intimately associated, and
came to regard it as almost a religious obliga-
tion for catholics to encourage Gothic archi-
tecture and no other (cf. W. G. Ward and
the Oxford Movement,pp.153-5). At Rams-
gate, profiting by the propinquity of his
| church, he spent much time in the obser-
vance of religious rites, and practised a rigid
asceticism.
| Meanwhile Pugin began a regular archi-
| tectural practice. Accident had made him
acquainted with the Ilarl of Shrewsbury,
to whose patronage he owed some of his
most congenial opportunities of architec-
tural work. Ile designed for the earl the
additions to Alton Towers, the church at
Cheadle, and the chapel and other buildings
at St. John’s Hospital, Alton, and rebuilt
| the castle on Alton Rock. In 1835 he first
| appeared as an architectural author, pub-
| lishing his ¢ Gothic Furniture in the Style of
the Fifteenth Century ’ (London, 4to). This
was followed in 1836 by his ¢ Ancient Tim-
| her Houses’ (London, 4to), and by a more
| remarkable and very polemical publication,
the celebrated ¢Contrasts’ (Salisbury, 4to),
| in which, by means of satirical sketches and
cutting sarcasm, theso-called‘ Pagan’method
of architecture is compared to its disad-
vantage with the ¢ Christian.’
In the same year (1836) the report of the
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commissioners on the competing schemes for
the new houses of parliament wasissned. No
design had been sent in under Pugin’s name,
but it was well known that he had assisted
oneof the competitors, Gillespie Graham. The
design of Charles (afterwards Sir Charles)
Barry [q.v.] was chosen, and Barry was ap-
pointed the architect for the new building.
Barry employed Pugin in the gigantic task
of providing the detail drawings during six
or seven following years. In 1867, after both

Pugin and Barry were dead, the former’s son, |

Edward Welby Pugin [q. v.}, claimed that

his father originated the design which Sir |

Charles Barry submitted in the competition,
and was the guiding spirit of the design as
carried out.

Edward Pugin declared that

Barry adopted a scheme of his father’s con-

ception, and sent it in after it had been re- |

Anne, Keighley, St. Mary-on-the-Sands,
Southport, and St. Alban, Macclesfield, be-
long to about the same period. In 1841
appeared Pugin’s ‘True Principles of Pointed
or Christian Architecture’ (London, 4to0), a
book which shows that the author combined
with his enthusiasm a remarkable power of
logical analysis. There followed ¢ An Apo-
logy for the Revival of Christian Architecture
in England’ (London, 4to, 1843), the ¢ Glos-
sary of KEcelesiastical Ornament and Cos-
tume’ (London, 4to, 1841), and two articles
in the ‘Dublin Review’ on ¢ The Present
State of Ecclesiastical Architecture in Eng-
land’ (republished separately 1843). These
articles, which he did not sign, met with
some severe and not undeserved criticism.
They largely consist of appreciative accounts,
with illustrations, of the works of Pugin

drawn in his own office in order to conceal ' himself.

its likeness in handiwork to the design which
was nominally Graham’s. This claim was
hardly substantiated; but it is probable that
while Barryinitiated the design—and he must
in any case be allowed the whole credit of the
arrangement of the plan—Pugin was called
in as a skilled draughtsman to assist in the
completion of Barry’s half-finished drawings.
In such work a man of his originality could
hardly have acted as a mere copyist; and it
may therefore be concluded that he had at
least a share at thisstage in the elegance and
artistic merit which won for Barry's design
the first place in the competition. With
regard to the working drawings prepared
after the competition, every witness, in-
cluding Sir Charles Barry, acknowledges
that the detail drawings all came from
Puzin’s hand; and when it is considered
how largely the effect of that building is
due to its details, no critic will deny to
Pugin an all-important share in the credit
of the completed work (cf. Epwarp WELBY
PreiN, Who was the Art Architect of the

Houses of Parliament 21867 ; ALFRED BARRY, |

The Architect of the New Palace of West-

minster, 1867 ; E. W. Pveix, Notes on Dr, |
Barry’s Reply to the ¢ Infatuated State-

ments’ made by E. W, P., 1867).

Pugin's practice rapidly increased. Work-

ing with little assistance, and largely without

the usual instruments (he never used a'

T si are), he achieved a vast amount of
work. Tn 1839, besides Alton Towers, he
was engaged upon St. Chad's Church at
Birmingham, Downside Priory near Bath,

and the churches of St. Mary, Derby, and |

St. Oswald, Liverpool ; while the churches

Pugin had already made many sketching
tours 1n France and the Netherlands, and his
masterly sketches are not the least of his
artistic achievements (see AYLING'S repro-
ductions of the sketches, 2 vols. 8vo, 1865).
In 1847 he made, for the first time, a tour
in Ttaly. He visited Florence, Rome (with
which he was disappointed), Assisi, Perugia,
Arezzo, Cortona, and Verona, besides many
French towns—Avignon, Carcassonne, Miil-
hausen, Besangon. Although his practice at
this period was in full vigour, and the pres-
sure on his time, powers, and eyesight was
terrific, he published in 1849 a work in
chromolithograph on ¢ Floriated Ornament’
(London, 8vo), and in 1850 ‘Remarks on
Articles in the “ Rambler”’ (a pamphlet
containing some autobiographical notes). In
1851 he was appointed a commissioner of

fine arts for the Great Exhibition, but be-

fore the close of the vear his mind, over-
wrought with excess of occupation, became
unhinged. Next year found him a patient
in a private asylum, whence Le was sub-
sequently removed to Bedlam. On 14 Sept.
1852 he died in his own house at Ramsgate.
His second wife had died in 1844, and, after
paying addresses to two other ladies, for one
of whom he had designed as a wedding gift
the jewellery shown by him at the Great Ex-
hibition, he married, in 1849, a third wife,
daughter of Thomas Knill. She survived
him, with eight children. His son, Ed-
ward Welby Pugin [q.v.], had taken charge
of his professional work during his last ill-
ness.

Pugin was never a candidate for personal
honour, and when his name was proposed

of St. Mary, Stockton-on-Tees, St. Wilfrid, | for the associateship of the Royal Academy,

Hulme, near Manchester, St. Mary, Dudley, | it was without his sanction.

The Pugin

St. Mary, Uttoxeter, St. Giles, Cheadle, St. travelling studentship, controlled by the
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Royal Institute of British Architects, was
established as a memorial after his death.

An indomitable energy was the basis of
Pugin’s character; his guiding principle was
his belief in Gothic architecture, and his
reputation lies in his chronological position
as a Gothic artist. It may almost be said
that he was the first to reduce to axioms
the fundamental relationship of structure
and ornament in architecture, and the first
productive architect of modern times who
gave a complete, serious, and rational study
to the details and inuer spirit of medieval
architecture. A few contemporaries were
working on the same conscientious lines,
but they recognised him as their leader.
His work is open to adverse modern eriticism,
and shows certain errors in the light of
later knowledge. Occasionally it exhibits
a meagreness in the use of materials, which,
to do Pugin justice, is often attributable to
false economy on the part of his clients. None
the less it was in its day the most sincere,
most faithful, and most Gothic work that had
been executed in England since the fifteenth
century.

In the midst of his pressure of work Pugin
formed an extensive library of boolis bearing
on medizval art and worship. A fine col-
lection of prints, carvings, enamels, and
objects of ancient art also adorned his Rams-
gate house. As a landscape artist in water-
colour he displayed appreciable skill.

Pugin was of moderate stature, rather
thick set, with a heavy complexion, high
brow, and keen grey eyes. Quick in move-
ment, a frank and voluble talker whether at
work or at table, master of a fund of anec-
dote and a dramatic manner of narration, he
fairly overflowed, when in health, with
energy and humour. His hands, which
worked in drawing with marvellous rapidity,
were thick and dumpy, with short fingers
tapering off to small tips; in these a stump of
pencil, his compasses, and a carpenter’s rule,
sufficed for even the most elaborate worl;
and he could turn out his exquisite drawings
under the most untoward circumstances—
even in a Ramsgate steamer rolling off the
North TForeland.

The chief portrait of Pugin is the oil-

Although chiefly employed by Roman
catholies in his ecclesiastical designs, the
restorations at St. Mary’s, Beverley, and at
the parish churches of Wymeswold, Leices-
tershire, and Winwick, Lancashire, are ex-
amples of his work for the church of Eng-
land. The following are the principal works
which have not already been specially men-
tioned: The cathedrals of Southwark (St.
George’s), Killarney, and Enniscorthy ;
churches at Liverpool (St. Edward and St.
Mary); Kenilworth; Cambridge ; Stockton-on-
Tees ; Newcastle-on-Tyne; Preston; Ushaw;
Warwick; Rughy; Northampton ; Stoke-on-
Trent ; Woolsich ; Hammersmith; Ponte-
fract; 'ulham; Walham Green; St. Edmund,
near Ware (with adjoining buildings); Buck-
ingham; St. Wilfrid, near Alton; Notting-
ham (with a convent and a chapel); Lynn;
St. John, Salford (design not carried out) ;
Salisbury ; Kirkham ; Whitwick; Solihull;
Great Marlow ; Blairgowrie ; (Guernsey ; be-
sides various designs for Australia and the
colonies. Conventual buildings at Birming-
ham, Nottingham, Liverpool, London, Ber-
mondsey, Waterford, and Gorey ; St. Bernard’s
Monastery, Leicestershire ; a small chapel at
Reading, a chapel and convent at Jidge I1ill;
the Jesus Chapel near Pontefract; colleges at
Radclifte, Rugby and St. Mary’s Oscott (com-
pletion); Sibthorpe’s almshouses, Lincoln ;
the restoration of Tofts, near Brandon, a
chapel for Sir William Stuart in Scotland;
the church, and restoration of Grace Dien
Manor for Ambrose Lisle ’hillipps, and the
gateway of Magdalen College, Oxford. Ie
made plans (which were never executed) for
the rebuilding of Iornby Castle for the Duke
of Leeds; and his domestic work was further
represented by Scarisbrick I1all, Lancashire ;
Bilton Grange, Warwick; Lord Dunraven’s
seat at Adare, co. Limerick, in Ireland, and
the restorations at Chirk Castle, Denbigh-
shire. A fuller list (not, however, free from
inaccuracies) will be found in Ferrey’s ¢ Re-
collections.’

J. G. Crace, the decorative artist, who was
engaged in much of the work at the houses
of parliament, was associated with Pugin in

| the carrying out of many of his designs for

painting by J. R. Herbert, R.A., now in the |
| also executed from Pugin’s cartoons a set of

possession of the Pugin family, which is only
moderately good as a likeness. It was etched

by the panter, and a lithograph from it by |

J. II. Lynch was published, with a short
memoir, in the first issue of the ¢ Metro-
politan and Provincial Catholic Almanac,’
1853. A different lithograph portrait of
Pugin in youth is printed in Ferrey’s ¢ Re-
miniscences.’

interiors, such as Eastnor Castle, Leighton
1Iall, near Liverpool, and Abney Hall. He

stained-glass windows for Bolton Abbey.
Among builders Pugin preferred and gene-
rally employed a man named Myers, whose
enthusiastic and rugged temperament suited
his own.

In addition to his more important archi-
tectural works, mentioned above, Pugin pub-

| lished: 1. ¢Designs for Gold- and Silver-
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Smiths,’ 4to, London, 1836. 2. ¢ Designs for | Leeds, Preston, Sheerness, Stourbridge, Gor-
Brass and Iron Work,’ 4to, London, 1836. | ton, Kingsdown, and elsewhere ; orphanages
3. ‘Treatise of Chancel Screens,’ &e., 4to, | at Hellingly and Bletchingley; the restora-
London, 1851. | tion of the palace at Mayfield, Sussex ; Har-

Besides various pamphlets of small im- | rington IHouse, Leamington ; Benton Manor;
portance setting forth his religious views, his | Croston Hall, Meanwood, near Leeds ; Seels
desire for the reunion of the churches, and | Buildings, Liverpool ; additions to Garendon
similar topics, he issued in tract form in 1850 | Hall, Leicester, and Carlton Towers, York-
‘An Earnest Appeal for the Revival of An- | shire, for Lord Beaumont. In a design for
cient Plain Song.’ the chiteau of Baron von Carloon de Gouray

[Ferrey’s Recollections of A. W. N. Pugin; | at Lophem he was associated with J. Bethune
Redgrave's Dictionary of Artists; Architectural | of Ghent. He added to St. Augustine’s

Publication Society’s Dictionary ; Eastlake's | Chureh, Ramsgate, and built the monastic
Gothic Revival; Ward and the Catholic Revival; | buildings opposite the church.
Builder, 1852, 1862, 1896; Keclesiologist, 1852; In spite of his great success as an archi-
Royal Inst. Brit. Arch. Journal, 1894, pp. 517; | toet which is said to have secured him
519, 598; Mozley's Reminiscences ; private in- during five years an average income of
Hem | B 8,000/.a year, lis life was one of disappoint-
PUGIN, EDWARD WELBY (1834-| ment, and was marred by an apparently
1875),architect, eldest son of Augustus Welby | irresistible impulse to disputation. The cele-
Northmore Pugin [q. v.], by his second wife, | brated discussion as to the true authorship
Louisa Burton, was born on 11 March 1834. | of the houses of parliament was not a soli-
He received his pl‘OfeSSiOllal training under tary instance of his aptitude for controversy
his father, and, owing to the latter’s failing [see under PucIN, AvcusTUs WELBY NORTH-
health, found himself at the age of seventeen | morg].
in control of a large practice. His father | In architectural style he adhered to the
dying in 1852, there devolved upon Pugin the | lines in which he had been trained. His
task of bringing to eompletion various im- | short career coincided with the high tide of
portant buildings then unfinished. He was | the great Gothic revival, of which his father
thus launched at an early age with a large | had been the leader. Although a facile and
number of architectural engagements, which | rapid draughtsman, he did not work with
he soon succeeded in augmenting on his own | the same perception of the spirit of Gothic
account. art; hiswork was harder and less thoughtful,
He was on several occasions an exhibitor | and the uncouth Granville Hotelat the north
of designs in the Royal Academy (see Cata- | end of the Ramsgate cliffs presents a woful
logues, 1855, 1860-1-3-6-7, 1873-4) ; some | contrast in style and other aspects to the
of these were executed with Ashlin, a former | buildings by his father at the south end of
pupil, who was his partner for a few years, | the town. This gigantic hotel, designed
and joined him in several buildings in lre- | originally as a range of separate houses, was
land, the chief of them being the cathedral | a5 great a blow to Pugin’s finances as to lis
at Queenstown. James Murray of Coventry, | artistic fame. He was speculator as well as
who died in 1863, was also his partner for architect’ and lost heavily by the venture.
a short time. Though Pugin dates from a Birmingham
During Pugin’s fourteen years of practice | address in 1855, and in 1859 from 5 Gordon
a very large number of works, ehiefly Roman | Square, he seems to have resided and worked
catholic churches, were entrusted to him. | principally at a house in Victoria Road,
His_principal undertakings were the fol- g\’estminster, where, on 4 June 1875, he
lowing : The completion of his father’s build- | died of syncope.
ings at Scarisbrick Hall, Lancashire, and at | e is commemorated at Ramsgate by a
Chirk Castle ; the Church of the Immaculate | marble bust in the gardens on the cliff.
Concep_tlon at Dac.llzeele, Belgium (1859), [Builder, xxxiii. 523, and the Building News,
for which he received the 'pap‘al order ?f xxviii. 670 (where lists of his works are given);
St. Sylvester from Pius IX; St. Michael's | Byjider and Building News; Architectural Pub-
Priory, Belmont, Ilerefordshire ; the Church | Jication Society’s Dictionary ; private informa-
of SS. Peter and Paul, Cork; the Augus-/| tion,] P.W.
tinian Church at Dublin; the College of
St. Cuthbert and the Schools of St. Aloy-| PUISET or PUDSEY, HUGH b»dE
sius, Ushaw ; several churches at Liverpool; | (1125 #~1195), bishop of Durkiam and earl of
the chitean of the bishop of Bruges (1861), | Northumberland, born about 1125, was in all
in the style of the fourteenth century ;| probability the son of that Hugh de Puiset,
churches at Kensington, Peckham, Stratford, | viscount of Chartres, who was for many years

- —————- T
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the opponent of Louis VI of France. His
mother, Agnes, must have been an otherwise
unknown daughter of Count Stephen of Blois
and Adela, daughter of William the Con-
queror; for King Stephen, in a charter to
Hugh as bishop, deseribes him as his nephew.
Hugh is also called the king’s nephew by
Geoffrey of Coldingham ; other writers speak
of him as ‘cognatus regis '(Kist. Dunelm.
Seriptores tres, pp. 5,xxvii, xxxii). Hugh’s
elder brother Ebrard was viscount of Chartres,
and his great-uncle, Hlugh de Puiset, had
been made first count of Jaffa by his kins-
man Baldwin I of Jerusalem (cf. a notice of
the family pedigree ap. StUBBs, Pref. to
Roe. Hov. vol. iii. p. xxxiiin.)

ITugh was probably born in the latter
part of 1125 (WiLL. NEws. ii. 436; but
cf. GEoFFREY oF CoLpINGHAM, p. 4). He
perhaps came to Eungland under the protec-
tion of his uncle, ITenry of Blois [q.v.], bishop
of Winchester, who made him his archdeacon.
In September 1143 his cousin William was
consecrated archbishopof York,and from him
Hugh received the treasurership of that
church, thus commencing his lifelong con-
nection with the north of England (Joux or
HexHAM, p. 1565). This connection Hugh
strengthened by an alliance with Adelaide
de Percy, who was certainly mother of his
son Ilenry, and perhaps of his other son Hugh
also. After JTugh became bishop, Adelaide
seems to have married a Morevill, and thus
Hugh was closely connected with two great
northernfamilies (Stubbs's Pref. to Roe. Hov.
vol.iil. p. xxxiv n. 3). ITugh,whostyled him-
self ¢ Dei gratia Tbor. thesaurarius et archi-
diaconus’ (Monasticon Anglicanum, v.315),
supported his cousin William in his con-
tention for the archbishoprie, and in 1147
was one of those who joined in the election
of Hilary (d. 1169) [q.v.] in opposition to
Henry Murdae [q.v.] In 1148 Murdac ex-
communicated Iugh, who replied by excom-
municating the archbishop, but soon after
withdrew to his unele Ilenry in the south.
‘When, in 1151, Henry of Winchester went
to Rome, ITugh was left in charge of his
unele’s possessions, and kept his castles and
trained his soldiers. Henry of Winchester
obtained from Pope Lugenius an order for
his nephew’s absolution, and after Hugh had
been taken into favour at Yarm, the trouble
in the northern province for a time was
healed (Jouy oF HEx1AMN, pp. 155, 158,162;
NORGATE, Angerin Kings, 1. 382). It was,
however, renewed when, on 22 Jan. 1153,
Hugh was chosen bishop by Prior Lawrence
(d. 1154) [q. v.] and the monks of Durham.
Murdac, supported by Bernard of Clairvaux,
quashed the election on the score of Hugh's

uncanonical age, worldly character, and lack
of the requisite learning (GEOFFREY oF CoLD-
INGHA, pp. 4,5). Inthe consequent quarrel
between Murdac, the monks of Durham, and
their supporters, Hugh, who was still in the
south of England, took no part. But in
August he made a fruitless visit to York, and
soon after set out for Rome in the company
of Lawrence of Durham, and with the ap-
proval of Theobald of Canterbury. Before
Hugh and his supporters reached Italy they
heard that Eugenius, the Cistercian pope,
was dead ; Anastasius, his suceessor, approved
Hugh's election, and on 20 Dec. consecrated
him bishop (?. p. 6).

Hugh returned to England in the spring
of 1154, and on 2 May was enthroned at
Durham. Murdac had died in the previous
October, and William of York had recovered
his archbishopric, according to Gervase,
through Hugh's influence with the new
pope (GERVASE oF CANTERBURY, i. 157).
William had hardly reached home when he
died in June 1154, and one of Hugh’s first
acts as bishop was to celebrate the funeral
of his cousin and metropolitan. During the
first years of his episcopate Hlugh was chiefly
engaged in securing his position in the
north, and took little part in general affairs.
He was, however, present at the coronation
of Henry IT on 19 Dec. 1154, and he seems
to have attended at the royal court with
tolerable frequengy. Thus he was with the
king at York in February 1155, and at
Windsor in September 1157, and in Nor-
mandy when Ienry made peace with
Louis VII in May 1160 (ExToN, Itinerary
of Henry 11, 1. 5, 30, 49). Ile was again
at Rouen in April 1162, and was an assessor
in the royal curia at Westminster on 8 March
1163 (DueDALE, Mon. Angl. vi. 1275). In
May 1163 he was one of the English bishops
who attended the council of Tours (RALPH
pE DicEro,ii. 310). In 1166, 0n the occasion
of the marriage of Matilda, daughter of
Henry II, he made a return of the military
tenures and services within his franchise
(Surrers, Hist. Durkam, vol, i. pp. Xxiv,
cxxvi). Hesteered comparatively clear of the
quarrel between the king and Thomas Becket,
probably sympathising with the archbhishop’s
ecclesiastical principles, but not wishing to
compromise his own political position by de-
cided action. Ile was, however, present with
Roger (d.1181) [q.v.], archbishop of Yorl,at
the coronation of the young king on 14 June
1170, and was in consequence suspended by
Alexander ITI; but he received absolution
without having to take an oath of submission
to the pope ( Gesta Henrict,i.5-6; Materials
for the History of T. Becket, vii. 477-8).
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Three years later, when the king's sons re-
belled, Hugh, perhaps influenced by his con-
nection with the French court, for the first
time endeavoured to play an important part
in political affairs. Though he did not ac-
tually join in the rebellion, he permitted
William the Lion to enter England un-
opposed in 1173, and in January 1174 held a
conference with the Scottish kingat Revedale
and purchased a truce for himself for three
hundred marks (RarpH DE Dicero, i. 376 ;
Gesta Henricl,i. 64). Healso fortified North-
allerton Castle, and put it in charge of his
nephew Hugh, count of Bar, who brought
over a force of Fleming mercenaries to his
uncle’s ald. When the failure of the re-
bellion was manifest, Hugh came to the
king at Northampton on 31 July. But his
temporising policy had displeased Henry,
and the bishop had to purchase peace by the
surrender of his castles of Durham, Norham,
and Northallerton;it was with difficulty that
he could obtain permission for his nephew
and his Flemings to go home undisturbed
(. 1. 73).

During 1174 ITugh made an agreement
with Roger of York as to the rights of Hex-
ham and the churches belonging to the see
of Durham in Yorkshire (Roa. Ilov. ii. 70-1;
RaNE, Historians of Chwrch of York, iii
79-81). He was with the king at Wood-

stock and Nottingham in July-August 1175,

and at Westminster in March 1176 (ExTox,
Itinerary, pp. 192-3,200). In March 1177 he
was again present in the council at Westmin-
ster when the king arbitrated between the
kings of Castile and Navarre, and in the fol-
lowing May was allowed to purchase his peace
for two thousand marks and obtained a grant
of the manor of Whitton for his son Henry.
About this time Northallerton Castle was dis-
mantled ; nor does the bishop appear to have
recovered his castles of Norham and Durham
till somewhat later (Gesta Henric, i. 160).
After keeping Christmas 1178 with the king
at Windsor, Hugh went abroad to attend
the Lateran council at Rome in March 1179.
In the following year he was commissioned
with Roger of York to excommunicate Wil-
liam the Lion for his action with reference
to the bishopric of St. Andrews. In 1181
Hugh and Roger, by the pope’s orders,
threatened the clergy of St. Andrews with
suspension, and put Scotland under an inter-
dict. Hugh was afterwards,in 1182, present
at the meeting of Bishop John of St. An-
drews with the papal legates (/5. 1. 263, 281~
282). On 26 June 1181 he had been em-
ployed on another papal commission at Lon-
don on the matter of the dispute between
the monks of St. Augustine’s, Canterbury,

’and the archbishop (GERvASE oF CANTER-
BURY, i. 296). Roger of York had died in
| November 1181, and the long vacancy of the
northern primacy which ensued tended to in-
crease Hugh’s power and importance. After
| Roger’s death Hugh refused to account to the
| king for three hundred marks which he had
received from the archbishop for charity.
Henry, in wrath, ordered the castle of Dur-
| ham to be taken into his hands ; but Hugh'’s
| disgrace was not of long duration. He seems
to have owed his reconciliation to the king to
Geoftrey, the future archbishop of York (GIr.
CaMBR. iv. 367). He was with Henry at
| Windsor for Christmas 1184, and in the fol-
lowing March was present at the council at
Clerkenwell, where, like many other mag-
nates,hetook the cross. On16 April he passed
over to Normandy with the king, and seems
to have spent the next twelve months abroad.
In March 1186 Henry sent him back to Eng-
land ; Hugh rejoined the king at Carlisle in
July, and during the autumn was with Henry
at Marlborough and Winchester (RALPH DE
i DicETo, ii. 33—t ; Exrox, Itinerary, pp. 263
1273). He was at Canterbury on 11 Feb.
1187, when Henry intervened in the dispute
between Archbishop Baldwin and the monks
of Christchurch, and was afterwards one of
" the bishops to whom the monks appealed in
January 1188 (GErv. CANT. i. 353 Epistole
Cantuarienses, p. 148). At the council of
Geddington in February 1183, when the
news of the fall of Jerusalem was considered,
ITugh, with many others, renewed his
crusading vows, and afterwards was sent to
| collect the Saladin tithe from William the
Lion, whom he met for this purpose at
Birgham in Lothian.

During thelast years of the reign of Henry IT
Hugh had been taking a more prominent part
in general English politics. The commence-
ment of the new reign, and the intention of
Richard to go on the crusade, opened to him
the opportunity to turn his position in the
north and his accumulated wealth to further
advantage. The appointment of Geoftrey,

| the new king’s half-brother, to be archbiskop
‘ of York, threatened to interfere with his
plans, and Hugh at once joined with Hubert
Walter in appealing against the election.
‘ On 3 Sept. he was present at Richard’s
coronation, and walked on the king’s right
'hand. In the subsequent general sale of
offices Hugh's wealth placed him at a great
| advantage; the manor of Sadberge was pur-
" chased for his see for six hundred marks, and
| for the earldom of Northumberland he paid
two thousand marks. The latter transaction
Richard completed with a jest, saying: ¢See
what a fine workman I am, who have made

B e gy S ———
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an old bishop into anew earl’ (WILL. NEWB. i.
305 ; Roa. Hov. iii. 13,15, and Preface, p.
xxvili; Hist. Dunelm. Scriptores tres, Ap-
pendix, pp. lix-Ixii). At the council of
Pipewell on 15 Sept. Hugh was also made
justiciar as the colleague of William de Man-
deville, third earl of Essex [q. v.], paying
one thousand marks for the office. Hugh
had thus expended the money which he had
accumulated fer the crusade, and he now
procured exemption from his vow, either
on the plea of age or because his presence
was needed in England (?5. App. p. lxiii).
He had, however, obtained the political posi-
tion which he aimed at, and endeavoured to
secure it by preventing Geoflrey’s censecra-
tion. Geoffrey had refused to be ordained
priest by Hugh in September, and Hugh
would not recegnise his claims as archbishop,
styling himself not only bishop of Durham
and earl of Northumberland, but also custos
of the church of York (GIrR. CAMBR. iv.
375, 377).

During the latter part of 1189 Hugh was
chiefly engaged in the south of England;
on 1 Dec. he was with Richard at Canter-
bury when the quarrel between Baldwin and
his monks was settled. Four days later he
once more appealed against Geoffrey’s elec-
tion, but under pressure from the king with-
drew and accepted confirmation ef his privi-
leges from the archbishop-elect. Through the
death ef Mandeville in November, a resettle-
ment of the justiciarship had become neces-
sary. Before Richard left England, on 11 Dee.,
William Longchamp, Ilugh Bardulf, and
William Brewer were assigned to Hugh de
Puiset as his colleagues. Hoveden actually
makes Longchamp co-justiciar with TTugh;
but the latter may have heen really chief
justiciar for a short time; it was probably
during the ensuing months that the pleas
were held in Hugh's name in Northumber-
land, Yorkshire, and Cumberland (Pipe Roll,
1 Richard I,pp.84, 139, 243). The real power
was, however, in the hands of Longchamp,
who held the Tower of London, while Hugh

held Windsor, Longchamp would not admit |

Hugh to the exchequer, nor recognise him
as in charge of Northumberland, probably
because the payment for the sounty had not
actually been made. In March 1190 Hugh
was summoned to the king in Normandy,
and the chief-justiciarship was bestowed on
Longchamp, Hugh's jurisdiction being con-
fined to the district nerth of the Humber.
Longchamp went back to Xingland before
Hugh, and in May visited York to punish
those who had been cencerned in the perse-
cution of the Jews. Whether justly or not,
the punishment fell most heavily on Richard

Malebysse[q.v.]and the Percys, theallies and
relatives of ITugh of Durham. Hugh’s posi-
tion was too strong for Longehamp to accept
it without a struggle, and the chancellor
may have deliberately intended to assert his
authority within his rival’'s jurisdiction.
Meantime Hugh had come back from Nor-
mandy, and now met Longchamp at Blythe
i in Nottinghamshire. Hugh displayed his
| commission as justiciar; but Longchamp
contrived to postpone a settlement, and when
the rivals met again a week later, at Tickhill,
produced a commission to himself of later
date than the one held by ITugh. The bishep
of Durham, who had heen forced to enter
the castle alone, was then arrested by his
rival and taken prisoner to Southwell, where
he was kept in custody till he consented to
surrender his castles, justiciarship, and earl-
dom, and to give his son Henry and anether
| knight as hostages for his good hehaviour
I (DevizEs, p. 13; Geste Ricardi,ii.109). As
Hugh proceeded northwards he was again
arrested, at ITowden, and compelled to give
security that he would reside there during
Longehamp’s pleasure. Hugh at ence sent
messengers to Richard at Marseilles, and the
king, perhaps feeling that the bishop had
been harshly treated, ordered the manor of
Sadberge and earldom of Northumberland te
be)restored to him (# ii. 110; Roa. Hov. ii.
38).

In the complicated politics of the next few
years ITugh’s first purpose was to avoid mak-
ing formal submission to Geoffrey of York,
and in 1190 he accordingly obtained from
Pope Clement the privilege of exemption
(G1R. CaMBR. iv. 383, says he did so by
bribery). This privilege was, however, re-
versed through the intervention of Queen
Eleanor in the following year, when Celes-
tine ITI erdered Hugh to attend and make
his profession ef obedience at York (RRAINE,
Historians of the Church of York, iii. 88;
Roa. Hov. iii. 78). Nevertheless when the
outrage on Archbishep Geoffrey furnished
the pretext for an attack on Longchamp,
Hugh joined the opposition. ITe had been
one of the mediators in the agreement be-
tween Earl John and Longchamp at Win-
chester on 30 July 1191 (#5. iii. 134), but his
own wrongs were now made a ground of
complaint against the chancellor, and he was
present at the deposition of Longchamp on
| 8 Oct. (2b. iii. 145). No sooner was his more
formidable rival disposed of than Hugh re-
sumed his quarrel with Geoffrey. He refnsed
to make his profession, declaring that he had
made it once and for all to Archbishop Roger,
and appealed to the pope. Geoflrey, after
three citations, excommunicated Hugh in
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November or December 1191. In spite of
the sentence, Earl John spent Christmas with
the bishop of Durham at Howden. On 2 Feb,
1192 Geoffrey repeated his sentence, and re-
jected the offer of arbitration which Hugh
made in the following month. Shortly after-
wards the excommunication of Hugh was
annulled by a papal letter, and delegates
were appointed to deal with the dispute.
After several adjournments the matter was
at length decided in October 1192, and Hugh
was ordered to make his submission (75. 1ii.
171-2; WiLL. NEWB. i. 371 ; GERvV. CANT. i,
513; Hist. Dunelm. Seript. tres, App. p. Ixiii).

In February 1192 Hugh had been sent to
France by Queen Eleanor to mediate with
the legates whom the popehad sent to decide
the dispute between Longchamp and Walter
de Coutances, but his intervention was
attended with little success (Gesta Ricardi,
i1.246-50). Hugh was summoned by Walter
de Coutances to the council held at Oxford
on 28 Feb. 1193 to consider the measures ren-
dered necessary by the king’s captivity, and
in April joined Archbishop Geoffrey in be-
sieging John's castle of Tickhill. It was with
reluctance that Hugh abandoned the siege on
the conclusion of a truce, and when the
war broke out again in February 1194 he col-
lected a fresh force, and in the following
month captured the castle (Roc. Hov.iii. 196 -
197, 208,238). On 27 March he met Richard
at Nottingham,and was favourablyreceived ;
three days later he was present at the great
council.  On 11 April Hugh was appointed
to provide forthe escort of William the Lion
to the court. Next day he went to his manor
of Brackley, and there quarrelled with the
king of Scots, who complained of his conduet
to Richard. On 17 April Hugh attended the
coronation at Winchester, and a week later
was still with Richard at Portsmouth (Azn-
cient Charters, p. 102, Pipe Rolls Soc.) Ri-
chard appears tohave rebuked him sharply for
his conduct at Brackley, and Hugh, observ-
ing the change in the king’s disposition,
thought fit to surrender his earldom of Nor-
thumberland, which was promptly bestowed
on Hugh Bardulf (Roae.Hov.ii1.245-7; Vita
8. Godrici,p.178; WiLL. NEWS. 1i.416). Al-
most immediately afterwards Bishop Hugh
offered two thousand marksfor arenewal ofhis
grant, and refused to give Bardulf possession.
Richard agreed to Hugh’s request if security
were given for the payment. Bardulf then
cheated Hugh by a trick, and deceived the
king, who ordered the bishop to be deprived
not only of his county and castles, but of the
two thousand marksand manor of Sadberge as
well (Roe. Hov.iii. 260-1). On29Sept.Hugh
came to York undera papal commission, and

declared Archbishop Geoffrey’s sentences
against his opponents null and void (75. iii.
273). He was still endeavouring to recover
his position, and Geoffrey of Coldingham
(p- 15) says that the king was appeased and
Sadberge restored on payment of two thou-
sand marks. According to William of New-
burgh, Hugh wished to repurchase the earl-
dom, and Richard, though he gave an evasive
reply, offered, if Hugh would bring the money
to London, to associate him in office with
Hubert Walter. Hugh accepted gladly, and
started southwards. On Shrove Tuesday
(15 Feb.) he was at Craike, and on the fol-
lowing day came to York. From York he
rode to Doncaster, where he was taken so
ill that hie had to proceed to Howden by boat.
He reached Howden on 20 Feb., and, grow-
ing steadily worse, died there on 3 March.
His body was taken back to Durham and
buried in the chapter-house. Both Geoffrey
of Coldingham and William of Newburgh
assert that Hugh’s death was due to his hav-
ing partaken too freely of the Shrovetide feast
at Craike. St. Godric was said to have pro-
phesied that Hugh would be blind for seven
years before his death, and the bishop, de-
ceived by his unimpaired vigour, thought he
had still long to live. After his death men
interpreted the prophecy as referring to the
moral blindness which immersed him for the
last years of his life in political affairs (WiILL.
NEws. ii. 439—40: GrorrreY orF CoLpING-
HAM, p. 15; Roe. Hov. iii. 284-5).

Hugh de Puiset was in many respects one
of the most remarkable men of his time. In
person he was tall and handsome, and pre-
served his remarkable bodily vigour till the
end of his life. In public affairs he was keen
and energetic, eloquent. in speech, affable in
manners, and prudent in action. His secular
ambition and thirst for riches made him self-
ish, but he was nevertheless lavish and
splendid in the use that he made of his
power and wealth. His position as a bishop
was unique in England; as earl-palatine of
Durham he was a secular as well as an ec-
clesiastical potentate, and his secular antho-
rity extended over much of the present
county of Northumberland,the whole of which
lay within his ecclesiastical jurisdietion.
Thus the duty of keeping the marchland
between England and Scotland devolved
naturally upon him. In Hugh’s own case
the importance of this position was enhanced
by his long tenure of office, by the vacane,
of the metropolitan see of York after 1181,
and by hisacquisition for a time of the earl-
dom of Northumberland. I{ad he realised his
ambitions to the full, he would have filled a
placemore exactly resembling that held by the



Puiset

15

Puiset

great ecclesiastical princes of Germany than
anything that has ever existed in England.
Even as 1t was, he left a mark upon the north
whieh is not yet effaced (StusBs). At first
he won golden opinionsasbishop by hisaffable
and prudent bearing, but as his position be-
came more secure his attitude changed. He
governed his bishopric and palatinate with a
strong hand, and with a not too scrupulous
regard for their ancient customs; but though
he would brook no interference from his
subjects, he was firm in the maintenance of
their joint privileges against king and arch-
bishop. If his government was vigorous, it
was on the whole beneficent; and if his
subjects groaned under his exactions, they
nevertheless took pride in his magnificence.
He was a great builder of castlesand churches,
had a royal love for the chase, and lived in
almost kingly state. Northallerton Castle,
the keep at Norham, the galilee at Durham
Cathedral, the ehureh and bishop’s mansion
at Darlington, all owed their existence to
him; while at Durham he also repaired the
castle, built the Elvet bridge, and completed
the eity wall. When he was preparing to
go on the crusade he had equipped a number
of fine ships, one of which was sailed by
Robert de Stockton to London for the king’s
service (Mavpox, History of the Lxchequer,i.
493). In the forest of Weardale he had his
¢ great chace’ (Boldon Buke, p.liv). Hugh’s
benefactions were not less splendid; at Sher-
burn, near Durham, he founded a hospital for
lepers, which still exists as an almshouse for
the poor (SURTEEs, Hist. Durkam, i. 127-37,

283), and at Norham he established another |

hospital of St. James. At Durham he pro-

vided a shrine for the relics of Bede,and gave |

a cross and chalice of gold to the cathedral
(for his buildings and benefactions see Sym.
Duxery. i. 168, Rolls Ser.; GEOFFREY OF
CoLpINGHAM, pp. 11, 12; De Cuthbert: Vir-
tutibus,p. 215; SURTEES, vol. 1. p. xxvi). If
Hugh was not himself a man of learning, he
was a patron of learning in others. Reginald
of Durham dedicated his life of St. Godric to
him (Vita Godrici,p.1), and Alan de Insulis
addressed his ¢ Historia Bruti’to him in a pre-
face in which he compared him to Maecenas
(LAURENCE oF DURHAM, Poemata, pp. 88-
89, Surtees Soc.) At his death Ilugh left a
number of books to Durham Cathedral, among
them a bible in four volumes, which is still
preserved there, and also, as it would appear,
a collection of the letters of Peter of Blois,
who had benefited by Hugh's protection after
the death of Henry II ( Wills and Inventories,
i. 4, Surtees Soc.; PETER oF Brois, Ipist,
127). Tt is not improbable that Roger of
Toveden may have lived under Hugh's pro-

tection at Howden, and derived some of his
information from this connection. The bishop
had a chaplain, William of Ilowden, who
was perhaps a brother of the historian
(Stubbs’s Pref. to Roa. Hov. vol. i. pp. xiv,
Ixviii). A letter from Hugh to Archbishop
Richard, describing a miracle worked by
Thomas Becket, is printed in the ¢ Materials
for the History of T. Becket,’” 1. 419. There
are letters to Hugh from Gilbert Foliot and
from Roger of York among the ¢ Epistles’ of
Foliot (M1eNE, Patrologia,vol. cxe. cols. 911,
1106), and from John of Salisbury, Ep. 25
(Zb. vol. execix.) Charters of Bishop Hugh's
are to be found in the ¢ Feodarium Prioratus
Dunelmensis,” ¢ Finchale Priory,’ and ¢ ITis-
torize Dunelmensis Scriptores tres’ (all pub-
lished by the Surtees Society). There is an
engraving of his seal in Surtees’s‘ History of
Durham,” vol. i. plate 5.

At the feastof St. Cuthbert in 1183 Bishop
Hugh ordered a survey to be made of all
settled rents and customs due to him from
the bishopric. This survey may be described
asthe ‘ Domesday Book’ of the Durham Pala-
tinate, and is popularly known as ¢ Boldon
Buke.” The original manuscript has not been
preserved, although four transeripts have sur-
vived, the earliest of which dates from about
1300. ¢Boldon Buke’ was printed in the
appendix to Domesday, and wasagain edited
for the Surtees Society by the Rev. W.
Greenwell in 1852.

William of Newburgh (ii. 440-1) states
that Hugh de Puiset, before he became bishop,
had three bastards by different mothers.
Henry, the eldest, whom we know to have
been the son of Adelaide de Percy (cf. a
charter of Henry de Puiset, ap. Roc. Hov,
vol. iii. Pref. p. xxxiv), was brought up to a
military career, and received considerable
grants of land from his father (cf. Priory of
Finchale, Surtees Soc.) He was in disgrace
in 1198 (Mavox, Hist, Exchequer, i. 3606).
In May 1201 he was seut by John on a
mission to the king of Scots (Roa. Hov.
iv. 163). That same year he went on the
crusade (Cal. Rot. Pat. i. 3), but survived
to come home, and died in 1212. He was
a great benefactor of Finchale Priory and
of Sallay Abbey (Roc. Hov. iv, 39, 43;
DueDaLE, Monasticon Anglicanum, v. 310).
He married Dionysia, daughter of Odo de
Thilli (Mapox, Ifist. i. 513), but, as his
estates escheated to the crown (Cal. Rot.
Claus. i. 124), presumably left no issue.
It does not therefore appear that the later
family of Pudsey, in Craven, can have traced
their descent from Bishop Hugh, as is some-
times supposed (cf. WHITAKER, IHist, of Cre-
ven, 3rd edit. p.126). According to William
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of Newburgh, the bishop's second son was
Bouchard, archdeacon of Durham, for whom
Hugh purchased the treasurership of York
in 1189; but Bouchard is generally described
as the bishop's nephew. He died in 1196
(Roa. Hov. iii. 16-18, 31, iv.14). The third
son, Hugh, was chancellor to Louis VII of
France in 1179, and attests charters of
Philip Augustus from 1180 tc 1185, in which

latter year he died (7b. ii. 193). The bishop’s |

nephew, Hugh, count of Bar, died in 1189,
and was buried in the galilee at Durham
(. iii. 19).

[Roger of Hoveden’s Chronicle, Gesta Hen-
riei Secundi and Gesta Ricardi, ascribed to
Benedict of Peterborough, William of New-
burgh ap. Chron. Stephen, Henry II and Ri-
chard I, Gervase of Canterbury,
Cantuarienses, Materials for the History of
Thomas Becket, Ralph de Diceto, Raine’s His-
torians of the Church of York and its Arch-
bishops, [
fridi ap. Opera, vol. iv. (all in the Rolls Series) ;
Geoffrey of Coldingham ap. Historize Dunelmensis
Seriptores tres, John of Hexham’s Chronicle, Vita
S. Godrici, and Libellus De Cuthberti Virtutibus
of Reginald of Durham (these last five in Surtees
Society) ; Chronicon de Mailros(Bannatyne Club);
Richard of Devizes (Engl. Hist. Soec.). For

modern authorities, see Surtees’s History of Dur- |

ham ; Raine’s North Durham; Foss’s Judges of

England ; Eyton’s Itinerary of Henry II; Nor-

gate's England under the Angevin Kings;

Stubbs's Prefaces to Hoveden, vols. i. aIn,d ;1{1]
C. L. K.

PULCHERIUS, SaiNt (d. 655). [See
MoOCHAEMOG. |

PULESTON or PULISTON, HAMLET
(1632-1662), political writer, born at Old
Alresford, Hampshire, in 1632, was the son
of Richard Puleston, and nephew of John
Puleston [q. v.] Hamlet’s father was born
in 1591 at Burcott in Oxfordshire, but was
descended from a Flintshire family ; he gra-
duated from Hart Hall, Oxford, B.A. in 1611,
M.A. in 1613, B.D. in 1620, and D.D. in
1627; obtained a fellowship at Wadham,
which he resigned in 1619; was prebendary of
Winchester 1n 1611-16, rector successively
of Leckford, Hampshire (1616), Kingworthy
(1618), and Abbotsworthy; and was mode-
rator of philosophy in 1614, and humanity
lecturer in 1616 at Oxford (see GARDINER,
Wadham Register, p. 10; FosTER, Alumnz
Oxonienses, and Woop). Hamlet, admitted
scholar of Wadham on 20 Aug. 1647, gra-
duated B.A. on 23 May 1650, and M.A. on
25 April 1653. He at first declined to sub-
scribe to the ordinances of the parliamen-
tary visitors (Woob, Antiguities of Oxford
University, ed. Gutch, vol. ii. pt. ii. p. 703),

Giraldus Cambrensis De Vita Gal- |

| Britannice . .

but subsequently became a fellow of Jesus,
and was nominated moderator dialectice on
19 May 1656. Wood says also that he be-
came ‘ a preacher in those parts,’ presumably
Oxfordshire. IHe ultimately settled in Lon-
don, where he died at the beginning of 1662
‘in a poor coudition and in an obscure house.’
Puleston published in 1660 ¢ Monarchiz Bri-
tannice singularis Protectio; or a brief his-
torical Essay tending to prove God’s especial
providence over the British Monarchy.” Tt
was reissued as the ‘Epitome Monarchie
. wherein many remarkable
observations on the civil wars of England,
and General Monk’s Politique Transactions
in reducing the Nation to a firm Union, for

| the resettlement of his Majesty, are clearly

Epistole |

| Lewis of Burcott in Oxfordshire.

discovered,’ 1663, 4to.

[Wood’s Athenze Oxonienses (Bliss), iii. 544,
iv. 721, and Fasti, ii. 160, 176 ; Burrows’s Reg.
Parl. Visitors, pp. 505,560 ; Gardiner’s Wadham
Register, pp. 166-7; Foster’s Alumni Oxon.]

G, Lk G. N.

PULESTON, JOHN (4. 1659), judge, a
member of an old Flintshire family, was
son of Richard Puleston of Emral, Flint-
shire, by Alice, his wife, daughter of David
He was
a member of the Middle Temple, and reader
of his inn in 1634, was recommended by
the commons as a baron of the exchequer
in February 1643,and, the king not appoint-
ing him, received by their order the degree
of serjeant on 12 Oct. 1648. He was ap-
pointed by parliament a judge of the
common pleas on 1 June 1649, and with
Baron Thorpe tried John Morris (1617 P-
1649) [l(\l v.], governor of Pontefract Castle,
at York assizes for high treason in August
of the same year. He was also, with Mr.
Justice Jermyn, appointed in the same year
to try Lientenant-colonel John Lilburne
(State Papers, Dom. 1649, p. 335), was a
commissioner in April 1650, under the pro-
posed act for establishing a high court of
justice, and was placed in the commission of

ecember 1650 for the trial of offenders
in Norfolk. Apparently Cromwell, on be-
coming Protector in 1653, did not renew
his patent. He died 5 Sept. 1659. Iis wife
Elizabeth, daunghter of Sir John Woolrych,
predeceased him in 1658. By her he had
two sons, to whom Philip Henry [q.v.]
was appointed tutor on 30 Sept. 1653.
His nephew, Hamlet Puleston, is separately
noticed.

[Foss’s Judges of England ; Dugdale’s Origines,
p. 220; Clarendon’s Rebellion, bk. vi. par. 231 ;
Whitelocke’s Memorials, pp. 342, .405; State
Trials, iv. 1249 ; Life of Philip Heury, by Mat-
thew Henry.] J. A. H.
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PULLAIN, PULLAYNE, or PUL-
LEYNE, JOIN (1517-1565), divine and
poet, a native of Yorkshire, was educated at
New College, Oxford, of which he was either
clerk or chaplain, or both successively (Woob,
Athene Oxon. i. 345). He graduated B.A.
in 1540 (from New College) and M.A. in
February 1543—f. In 1547 he was admitted
senior student of Christ Church. 1Ie made
some reputation as a writer of Latin and Eng-
lish poetry, and became a frequent preacher
and a zealons reformer. On 7 Jan. 1552-8,

in ‘Select Poetry’ published by the Parker
Society (ii. 495). He is known to have
written other verse, but none of it has sur-
vived. Warton quotesas by Pullain a stanza
from William Baldwin’s ¢ Balades of Salo-
mon’ (1549). Bale, who seems to have had
some personal knowledge of Pullain, assigns
to him a ‘Testament of the Twelve Pa-
triarchs’ [see GorLDING, ARTHUR; GILBY,
A~NTHONY ], a ‘ Tract against the Arians,” his-
tories of Judith, Susannah, and Esther, and a
translation into English verse of Ecclesiastes,

being then B.D., Lie was admitted to the rec- | none of which are known to survive.

tory of St. Peter’s, Cornhill (Scryps, Me-

[Calfhill’s Works (Parker Soc.), p. vii; Le

morials, 1L ii. 272), but was deprived of it | Nove’s Fasti; Addit. MS. 24491 ; Hazlitt's Hand-

on Mary’s accession, when, for a time, he | hook;

Warton’s Engl. Poetry; Wool’s Fasti,

preached secretly in the parish (Fox, Acés | i. 111, 115, Athenz, i. 345; Bale's Script. Angl.

and Mon. viii. 738, where St. Michael, Corn-
bill, is given for St. Peter). He joined
friends in Geneva in 1554, and co-operated
in the Genevan translation of the Bible. In
1557 he was secretly in England under the
name of Smith, acted as chaplain to the
Duchess of Suffolk [see BERTIE, CATHARINE],
and held services at Colchester as well as in
Cornhill. Stephen Morris laid an informa-
tion against him before Bishop Donner (ib.
viii, 38%; STrRYPE, Memorials, 111. ii. 64).
He escaped again to Geneva, and was there
as late as 15 Dec. 1558, when he signed the
letter of the Genevan exile church to other
English churches on the continent, recom-
mending reconciliation (STRYPE, Annals, 1. 1.
152; Troubles at Frankfort, p. 188). Re-
turning to England on Elizabeth’s accession,
he was restored to St. Deter's, Cornhill, but
almost immediately incurred Elizabeth’s
wrath for preaching without licence, con-
trary to her proclamation (Aets of the Privy
Council, 1568; STRYPE, Annrals, 1. 1. 63).
Pullain’s name, however, appears in a list of
persons suggested for preferment in 1559 (6.
1.i. 229). On 13 Dec. in that year he was ad-
mitted, on the queen’s presentation, to the
archdeaconry of Colchester, and on 8 March
following (1559-60) to the rectory of Cop-
ford, Essex. He resigned his Cornhill living
on 15 Nov. 15660 (NEWCOURT, ii. 192). On
12 Sept. 1561 be was installed prebendary of
St. Paul’'s Cathedral. As a member of the
lower house in the convocation of 1562 he
advocated Calvinistic views (STRYPE, Annals,
1. i. 512). He died in the summer of 1565.
He had married in Edward V1’s reign, but
some of the relatives sought to deprive his
children of his property on the ground that
they were illegitimate.

Pullain contributed a metrical rendering of
the 148th and 149th Psalms to the earlier
editions of Sternhold and Hopkins's version
(1549 et seq.) The latter psalm is printed

VOL, XLVIIL

ix. 83; Tanner's Bibl. Brit.; TLansd. MS. 981,
f. 26; Davids’s Nonconformity in Essex.]
W.A.S.

PULLAN, RICHARD POPPLEWELL
(1825-1888), architect and archweologist,
born at IKnareshorough in Yorkshire on
27 March 1825, was son of Samuel PPopple-
well Pullan, solicitor, of that town. Tle was
educated at Christ’s Ilospital, and became a
Grecian, and was afterwards a pupil of R.
Lane, architect and surveyor, of Manchester.
Mr. Alfred Waterhouse, R.A., was a fellow-
pupil. At Manchester Pullan earnestly
studied old missals and illuminated manu-
scripts in the Chetham Library, and became
an early convert to, medievalism. Ile de-
veloped a passion for heraldry, and amused
himself with emblazoning pedigrees in colour.
In 1844, when not more than nineteen, he
sent in a design for the robing-room of her
majesty the queen at the Ilouse of Lords,
which attracted notice from its richness of
colour, but he was considered too young to
carry it out. Subsequently he made designs
for stained glass, and never relinquishel the
study and practice of polychromy.

During a visit to Italy he mainly studied
church architecture. On his return he as-
sisted Sir Digby Wyatt in the polychromy
of the Byzantine and Mediseval Courts of
the Crystal Palace, opened by the queen on
10 June 1854. In October Pullan went to
Sebastopol during the siege, and made
sketches and models of the confours of the
district. On coming home he exhibited a
model of the country and the fortifications
about Sebastopol.

In 1856, in conjunction with Mr. Evans,
he sent in a competition design for Lille
Cathedral, and obtained a silver medal.
Next year he was appointed by the foreign
office architect to the expedition sent to sur-
vey the mansoleum at Halicarnassus, which
Charles (afterwards Sir Charles) Newton

C
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had excavated in 1856. Pullan arrived at
Budrum on 25 Aug. 1857. He not only
measured the architectural remains, but
attempted a restoration of the mausoleum,
in accordance with the descriptions of Pliny
the Elder, Hyginus, and Guichard. He dis-
played great ingenuity in showing a con-
struction of the pyramid that admitted of
the stone trabeation between the peristyle
and the pteron. Pullan, in conformity with
Newton’s instructions, went to Cnidus, and
discovered a gigantic figure of a lion, ten
feet long, six feet high, weighing, with its
case, eleven tons, which he sent to England.
It is now in the Elgin Room of the British
Museum. He made a restoration of the tomb
which the lion crowned, a survey of the
principal sites in the island of Cos, and
drawings of the remains. All these restora-
tions are depicted in ¢ A History of Dis-
coveries at Halicarnassus, Cnidus, and Bran-
chid=, by C. T. Newton, M.A., assisted by
R. P. Pullan,’ London, 1862-63. Afterwards
the Society of Dilettanti employed him on
further investigations of a like kind. In
April 1862 he began excavations on the site
of the Temple of Bacchus at Teos. Pullan
found the temple to be hexastyle, as de-
seribed by Vitruvius (Iib. iii. cap. iii. p. 8),
and with eleven columns on the flanks, but
not pseudodipteral, and consequently not
the one built by Hermogenes. Inhis opinion
it was erected in Roman times. In 1862
Pullan visited the remains of the temple of
Apollo Smintheus, or the Mouse-queller,
near Kulakli,in the Troad, which had been
discovered by Lieutenant Spratt in 1853,
He returned thither from Smyrna on 5 Aug.
1866, and completed the excavation and
drawings on 22 Nov. 1866. There were suf-
ficient remains found to show thatit wasan
octastyle pseudodipteral temple, with only
fourteen columns on the flank. It is rather
superior to the temple of Minerva Polias at
Priene, and probably of about the same date.
In 1869 Pullan, under an order from the
society, excavated the site of the temple of
Minerva Polias at Priene, whichhad hitherto
been encumbered with ruins. Accounts of
Pullan’s work on the three temples were pub-
lished in the fourth part of ¢The Antiqui-
ties of Tonia’ in 1881. At the same time
-Pullan visited most of the Byzantine churches
in Greece and Asia Minor, and published an
account of the examples of Byzantine and
classical work that had been accumulated by
himself and Charles Texier, in two volumes,
entitled respectively ¢Byzantine Architec-
ture, 1864, and ‘Principal Ruins of Asia
Minor,’ 1865. By Pullan’s advice, too, Lord
Savile, the British ambassador at Rome, un-

dertook excavations on his property at Civita

Lavinia, on the Alban hills (Lanuvium),
where the ruins of the imperial villa of An-
toninus Pius were discovered, and magnifi-
cent fragments of sculpture, as well as some
archaic terra-cottas.

Pullan contrived to combine with his
archeeological exploration a good architec-
tural practice in London. He competed for
the memorial churches at St. Petersburg and
Constantinople, for Truro and Lille cathe-
drals, the war and foreign offices, the Liver-
pool Exchange buildings, the Natural History
Musenm (South Kensington), the Glasgow
municipal buildings, the Dublin Museum, and
the Hamburg town-hall.

Hisprincipal executed works were churches
at Pontresina and Baveno, and the conver-
sion of Castel Aleggio, between Lago
Maggiore and Lago d'Orta, into an English
Gothie mansion. The church at Baveno is
octagonal in plan, and of the Lombard type,
and was built for Mr. Henfrey in the
grounds of his villa. The whole of the
coloured decoration was designed by Pullan,
and much of it was executed with his own
hand; a view of it was exhibited at the Royal
Academy in 1882. On the death of Pullan’s
brother-in-law, William Burges [q. v.], in
1881, he completed all Burges's unfinished
works.

Pullan, who had long suffered from bron-
chitis, died at Brighton on 30 April 1888,
Hemarried,on 24 Feb. 1859, Mary L. Burges,
sister of William Burges, A.R.A., the archi-
tect. Mrs. Pullan shared the dangers and
hardships of a residence in Asia Minor with
her husband. On Burges’s death they re-
moved to the house Burges built for himself
in Melbury Road, Kensington. Mrs. Pullan
survived her husband. There was no issue
of the marriage.

Besides the works already noticed, Pullan
published: 1. ¢The Altar, its Baldachin and
Reredos,’ pamphlet, 8vo, London, 1873.
2, ¢Catalogue of Views illustrative of Ex-
peditions to Asia Minor,’ pamphlet, 8vo, Lon-
don, 1876. 3. ¢ Remarks on Church Deco-
ration,” 8vo, London, 1878. 4. ‘Eastern Cities
and TItalian Towns, 8vo, London, 1879.
5. ¢ Elementary Lectures on Christian Ar-
chitecture,” 8vo, London, 1879. 6. ¢ Studies
in Architectural Style,” fol., London, 1883.
7. ¢ Architectural Designs of W. Burges,/
fol., London, 1883. 8. ‘The House of W.
Burges, A.R.A., edited by R. P. Pullan,’ fol,,
London, 1886. 9. ¢Architectural Designs
of W. Burges,” 2nd ser., fol., London, 1887,
10. ¢ Studies in Cathedral Design,’ fol., Lon-
don, 1888.

Before the Royal Institute of British
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Architects, Pullan read papers on ¢ Classic
Art” on 24 May 1871; °Decoration of
Basilicas and Byzantine Churches,’ 15 Nov.
1875; ‘Works of the late W. Burges/’
17 April 1882 ; ¢ Decoration of the Dome of
St. Paul’s Cathedral,’ 4 Dec. 1882,

[Personal knowledge ; Pullan’s Works.]

G. A-N,
PULLEIN. [See PuLLEN.]
PULLEN, JOSIAH (1631-1714), vice-

principal of Magdalen Hall, Oxford, born in |

1631, matriculated at Oxford in 1650. He
graduated B.A. in 1654 and M.A. in 1657,
and in the same year became vice-principal
of the hall, which office he retained till his
death. Among his pupils were Robert Plot
in 1659, Richard Stafford in1677,and Thomas
Yalden the poet. Magdalen Hall under Dr.
Henry Wilkinson [q. v.] was a stronghold
of puritanism; but Pullen appears to have
stood well with the royalist authorities. In
September 1661 Clarendon, visiting Oxford
as chancellor, refused the invitation of Wil-
kinson, the president, to the hall with the
remark that e ‘entertained factious peo-
ple, and but one honest man among them,’
meaning, says Wood, Pullen (Woop, Life,
ed. Clark, i. 415). About this time Pullen
became ‘domesticall chaplain’ to Robert
. Sanderson [q.v.], bishop of Lincoln, was
present at his death on 10 Jan. 1663, and
preached the sermon at his funeral (SsNDER-
80N, Works, ed. Jacobson, vi. 344-9, cf. ii.
142, and Woobp, Athene Oxon. iii. 626, 628).
In 1675 Pullen became minister of St.
Peter’s-in-the-East at Oxford, and in 1684
rector of Blunsdon St. Andrew, Wiltshire ;
he held both livings till his death (FosIER,
Alumni Oxon.) In 1684 he was one of the
original members of the Oxford Chemical
Society. He died on 31 Dec. 1714, and was
buried in the lady-chapel on the north side
of St. Peter’s-in-the-East, where there is a
slab with a short epitaph by T. Wagstafte.
Pullen, who was familiarly known as ¢ Joe
Pullen,’ was long remembered in the uni-
_versity on account of his eccentricities. The
many stories which were related of him in
¢ common rooms’ mainly illustrated his sim-
plicity and absence of mind. He was a great
walker. His constant walking companion
was Alexander Padsey (1636-1721), fellow
of Magdalen. An elm tree, which he planted
at the head of the footpath from Oxford to
Headington, was for a century and a half
called by his name ( Gent. Mag. 1795, i, 962).
It grew to great proportions, but in 1894 was
cut down to a mere stump.
There is a half-length portrait of Pullen at
Hertford College (formerly Magdalen Hall),

and a shorter copy of the same in the Bod-
leian picture-gallery ; the latteris attributed
to one Byng, was engraved in stipple b
E. Harding, and published on 1 Oct. 1796.
[Authorities cited above ; Bloxam’s Reg. Mag-
dalen College, i. 109, v. 245, vi. 113; Noble's
Biogr. Hist. 1i. 138; Wood’s Life and Hearne's
Diaries, passim.] H. E.D. B.

PULLEN, ROBERT (d. 1147 ?), philo-
sopher, theologian, and cardinal, whose name
also appears as Polenius, Pullenus, Pullein,
Pullan, and Pully, is said to have come from
Exeter to Oxford, and to have remained at
Oxford for five years (Annrals of Oseney). In
1133 ¢ he began to read at Oxford the divine
scriptures, the study of which had grown
obsolete in England.” He is thus, with one
exception (Theobaldus Stampensis), the first
master known to have taught in the schools
—not yet the university—of Oxford. Ac-
cording to John of ITexham (Continuation of
Syy. Doxery. in RAINE's Priory of Herham,
Surtees Soc.i.162),Pullen refused a bisliopric
offered him by Ilenry I. Subsequently he
taught logic and theology at Paris. John of
Salisbury was his pupil there (Metalogicus, i.
24) in 1141 or 1142, and describes him as a
man ¢ whom his life and learning alilte com-
mended.” In 1134 and 1143 Pullen is men-
tioned as archdeacon of Rochester (LE NEVE),
and, probably a little before the latter date,
St. Bernard (Ep 205) wrote to apologise to
Pullen’s diocesan, the bishop of Rochester,
for detaining him at Daris, ‘on accouut of
the wholesome doctrine that is in him.” St.
Bernard reproached the bishop, however, for
¢stretching out his hand upon the goods of the
appellant after his appeal was made,” which
looks as if the bishop had taken proceedings
against him for non-residence.

In the same letter St. Bernard spoke of
Pullen as ‘ of no small authority in the court’
(i.e. probably of Rome). There is no doubt
that Pullen settled in Rome in his last years,
but the exact date of his arrival there is
uncertain. According to Ciaconius, Robert
Pullen was ‘called’ to Rome by Innocent IT
(whodiedin September 1143),and wascreated
a cardinal by Ceelestine IT, Innocent II's suc-
cessor. Thisis probably correct. The ‘Annals
of Oseney’ state less convincingly tlhat Pul-
len, after both the Anglican and Gullican
churches had profited by his doctrine, was
called to Rome by Lucius II, who became
pope in 1144 (‘Annals of Oseney,’ in Annales
Monastici, ed. Luard, Rolls Ser. iv. 19, 20;
Bodl. MS. 712, £. 275, quoted in RASHDALL,
Universities of the Middle Ages, ii. 335).
All authorities agree that Pope Lucius pro-
moted Pullen to the chancellorship o2f the

c
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holy Roman church. Ie was certainlychan- |
cellor in 1145 and 1146 (JAFFE, Reg. Pont.
Rom. 1851, pp. 609, 616). On the accession to
the papacy of St. Bernard’s friend and pupil,
Eugenius ITI,in 1145,St. Bernard wrote (£p.
362) to Pullen warmly commending the new
pontiff to him, and inviting him to become
Eugenius’s ‘consoler and counsellor.” In an
extract, printed by Migne, from a work of St.
Bernard’s biographer, William, abbot of St. |
Theodoric at Reims, against the ‘ De relatio- |
nibus Divinis’ of Gilbert de la Poirée (which
does not appear in the printed works of the |
abbot), Robertus Pullen, ¢ chancellor of the |
apostolic see,’ is appealed to, with Anselm of
Laon, Hugh of 8. Victor, and others, against
Gilbert’s doctrine, which makes the persons
of the Trinityinto‘proprietates,’and in favour
of the view that ¢ whatever is in God’is God.
The praise bestowed on Pullen by Bernard
and by Bernard’s biographer, the abbot of St.
Theodoric, clearly indicates the position of
Pullen as an upholder of the orthodox con-
servative cause against the Abelardian influ-
ence. But the influence of Pullen’s ¢ Senten-
tiarum Theologicarum Libri VIIL, in which
he embodied his views, was soon supplanted
by the treatise of Peter the Lombard, ¢ the
Master of the Sentences,” who was a pupil of
Abelard. Peter’s book, representing Abe-
lard’s full-blown scholastic method, and (with
some modification) Abelard’s doctrine of the

Trinity, gradually triumphed, over its oppo- |
nents. Amnother cause of the superior popn- |

larity of the Lombard is said to be the fact

that he suggests more questions, and decides |

them less peremptorily, than his predecessor :
hence his book lent itself better to the pur-
poses of a text-book for lecturers and a basis
for endless disputation.

Some writers make Pullen diein1147,and,
as he does not appear as chancellor of Rome
after 1146, this date is probably not far wrong.
His*Sententiarum Theologicarum libri VIII’
was published by the Benedictine Hugh Ma-
thoud at Paris in 1655, and is reprinted by
Migne in ‘Patrologie Cursus, series Latina.’
Pits (De Anglie Scriptoribus, 1619, p. 211)
ascribes to him the following works: ¢In
Apocalypsim S. Johannis;’ ¢Super aliquot
Psalmos;’ ¢ De Contemptu Mundi;’ ¢ Super
Doctorum dictis;’¢ Preelectiones;’ ‘Sermones.’
Of the last work a manuscript is preserved

in the Lambeth Library (No. 458). The
sermons, which breathe a very ascetic spirit, |
were evidently delivered to scholars,

Pullen is undoubtedly a different person
from the Robert who became archbishop of
Rouen in 1208. It is also impossible to
identify him with a Robert who, according to

Ciaconius,was made acardinal by Innocent IT
|

in 1130, and was afterwards chancellor of the
holy Roman church. Cardinals were at that
time usually resident at Rome, and it is
scarcely possible that Cardinal Robert should,
as Pullen did, have taught at Oxford and
Paris after 1130, the year of his elevation to
the cardinalate.

[The passage from William, abbot of Theodorie
and St. Bernard’s biographer, coupled with the
statement of the Oseney chronicler and of John
of Salisbury (Met. i. 5), sufficiently establishes
the identity of the eminent theologian with the
archdeacon of Rochester, St. Bernard’s corre-
spondent, and of the archdeacon with the Roman
chancellor, a point about which Bishop Stubbs
(Lectures on Med. and Mod. Hist. p. 133) has
raised some ingenious doubts. The fullest ab-
stract of Pullen’s Sentences is given in Ceillier’s
Hist. Gén. des Auteurs Sacrés et Ecelés. xiv.
391-9. Thereare also notices in Brucker’s Hist.
Crit. Phil. (1766-7), iii. 767 ; Dupin’s Hist. des
Controverses Ecclés. 1696, pp. 719-23 ; Oudin,
De Scriptoribus Ecelesiasticis, 1722,1i.1118-21 ;
Cave, De Scriptoribus Eeccles. (1745), iii. 223 ;
Tanner’s Bibliotheea Brit.-Hib. 1788; Fabricius’s
Bibl. Med. Avi, 1858, 1ii.406. The rhetorical and
no doubt apoeryphal details of Pullen’s life and
work at Oxford, which some of the writers men-
tioned in the artiele reproduce, seem to have come
from Boston of Bury.] H. R-1.

PULLEN, PULLEIN,orPULLEYNE,
SAMUEL (1598-1667), archbishop of Tuam,
son of William Pullein, rector of Ripley,
Yorkshire, was born there in 1598. He
commenced M.A. at Pembroke Hall, Cam-
bridge, and in 1624 was appointed the first
master, under the second endowment, of the
Leeds grammar school, and lecturer in the
parish church. In both offices he was suc-
ceeded in 1630 by his brother Joshua Pullen,
father of Tobias Pullen [q. v.] Joshua con-
tinued master until 1651.

Samuel accompanied the Marquis (after-

| wards James, first duke) of Ormonde to Ire-
land as private chaplain in 1632. He was

installed a prebendary of the diocese of
Ossory on 5 June 1634, appointed rector of
Knockgraffon, Tipperary, and chancellor of
Cashel in 1636. On 14 Nov. 1638 he was

| created dean of Clonfert in Galway. On the

outbreak of the eatholic rebellion 1n October
1641, Pullen, who was then living in Cashel,
Tipperary, was plundered of all his goods, to
the value of four or five thousand pounds,

' and, with his wife and children, only escaped

murder by the protection of a jesuit father

| named James Saul,whosheltered him for three

months, On his escape to England, Pullen
became chaplain to Aubrey deVere, twentieth
earl of Oxford. Invited by the Countess of
Oxford to hear a sermon of a popular puritan
preacher, an alleged shoemalker, Pullen recog-
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nised in the preacher his former benefactor,

the jesnit, in disguise. Pullen contrived that
Saul should quit Oxfordshire without ex-
posure (NaLsox, Foxes and Firebrands, 1682,
pt. ii. p. 98).

Pullen was collated on 28 Oct. 1642 to a
prebend in St. Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin,
which he held until the Restoration, when
he was incorporated D.D. of Dublin, and,
through the Duke of Ormonde’s influence,
elevated to the see of Tuam, with that of
Kilfenoragh (19 Jan. 1661). Ile died on
24 Jan, 1667, and was buried in the cathe-
dral at Tuam.

Pullen married, first, on 8 June 1624,
Anne (d. 1631), daughter of Robert Coolke,
B.D., vicar of Leeds, by whom lie had three
sons, Samuel, Alexander, and William. 1’ul-
len’s second wife was a sister of Archbishop
John Bramhall [q. v.]

[Cotton’s Fasti Eccles. Hib. 1. 114, 433,ii. 137,
316, iv. 15,178,179 ; Ware's Ireland, ed. Harris,
i. 621, ii. 617, 626 ; Thoresby's Hist. of Leeds,
ed. Whitaker, pp. 84, 209, 263; Loidis et El-
mete, pp. 31, 71; Carte’s Life of Ormonde, fol.
1736, 1. 267; Killen's Eceles. Hist. of Ireland,
1875, ii. 51; Reid’s Hist. of Presb. Church in
Ireland, ii. 450; Mant’s Church of Ireland, i.
609 ; Kennett's Register, pp. 366, 440; Life of
Archbishop Bramhall, pretixed to his Works,
fol. 1677 ; Carlisle’s Endowed Grammar Schools,
i. 855; Wood’s Athenze Oxon. iv. 863.]

C.F. S,

PULLEN or PULLEIN, SAMUEL
(2. 1758), writer on the silkworm, probably
grandson of Tobias Pullen [q.v.], obtained a
scholarship at Trinity College, Dublin, 1732,
graduated B.A. 1734, and M.A. of Trinity in
1738. Hetranslated from the Latinof Marcus
Hieronymus Vida, bishop of Alba (d. 1566),
¢ The Silkworm: a I’oem in two Books,’ pub-
lished at Dublin, 1750, 8vo ; and ¢ Scacchia
Lundus : a Poem on the Game of Chess,” Dub-
lin, printed by S. Powell for the author, 1750.
A relative, William Dullein, was governor
of Jamaica, and Pullen became greatly inte-
rested in the introduction of silk enltivation

into the American colonies. He wrote ¢ The |

Culture of Silk: or an Essay on its rational
Practice and Improvement,” London, 1758,
On the same subject he read two papers before
the Royal Society: ‘A New and Improved
Silk-reel,” illustrated with plans (1 Feb.
1759), and ‘An Account of a DParticular
Species of Cocoon, or Silk-pod, from America,
8 March 1759 (Philosoph. Trans. 1759, vol.
li. pt.i. pp.21,54). He was also the anthor
of ¢Observations towards a Method of pre-
serving the Seeds of Plants in a state fit for
Vegetation during long Voyages,” London,
1760, 8vo; and of a poem ‘On the Taking

of Louisburgh’ (America), published in the
¢ Gentleman’s Magazine,’ 1758, p. 872,
[Works; Cat. of Gradnates Trin. Coll. Dublin ;
Cat. of Trin. Coll. Libr, Dublin; Watt’s Bibl.
Brit. ii. 781 ; four letters from Pullein are in
Sloane MS. 4317.] C.F.S.

PULLEN, TOBIAS (1648-1713), bishop
of Cloyne and of Dromore, born at Middleham,
Yorlsshire, in 1648, was, according to Cotton,
grandson of Samuel Pullein (1598-1667)
[q. v.], archbishop of Tuam. Ile was more
probably a son of that prelate’s brother,
Joshua Pullen. Tobias entered Trinity Col-
lege, Dublin, on 11 March 1663. In Jannary
1666, being then in holy orders, although
aged only eighteen, he became a vicar-choral
of Tuam, and held the post until 1671. In
1668, after he had graduated B.A., he was
elected scholar of Trinity College, and he
held a fellowship there from 1671 to 1677.
In 1668 also he graduated B.D. and D.D.,
and was appointed rector of Tullyaughnish,
Raphoe. Ile resigned this living in 1682 on
being made dean of Ferns, rector of Louth and
Bewley, and vicar of St. Peter’s, Drogheda.

Pullenwasattainted of treason by James IT
in 1689, but after the accession of William
and Mary he was created bishop of Cloyne
by letters patent dated 13 Nov.1694. Within
a few months he was translated to the see
of Dromore, co. Down (7 May 1695). Soon
afterwards he issued an anonymous ¢An-
swer’ to the ‘Case of the Protestant Dis-
senters in Ireland,” by Joseph Boyse [q.v.], a
presbyterian minister, who advocated tole-
ration, with immunity from tests, for dis-
senters in Ireland. Pullen protested that
toleration would multiply sects, and deprive
episcopalians of the power to ‘show tender-
ness to their dissenting brethren.” The sacra-
mental test for civil offices lie described as a
‘trivial and inconsiderable mark of com-
pliance.” When a bill ¢ for ease to Dissenters’
was introduced by the Earl of Drogheda in
the Irish House of Lords on 24 Sept. 1695,
Pullen was one of the twenty-one bishops
(out of forty-three peers) by whose votes the
measure was defeated. In 1697 Pullen (again
anonymously) published ¢ A Defence of’ his
position, and suggested that presbyterians
before coming to Ireland should nndergo a
quarantine (in the shape of tests), like persons
from a country infected with the plague.

Pullen built an episcopal residence at
Magherellin. Two-thirds of the sum ex-
pended was refunded by his successor, pur-
suant to the statute. Ie died on 22 Jan.
1713, and was buried at St. Peter’s, Dro-
gheda. He married, on 16 May 1678, Eliza-
beth Leigh (d. 4 Oct. 1691), by whom he
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had five children. The youngest, Joshua,
born in 1687, entered Trinity College, Dub-
lin, on 11 June 1701, graduated M.A., and
was chancellor of the diocese of Dromore
from 1727 until his death in 1767 (Corrox,
v. 252).

Besides two sermons and?the pamphlets
already noticed, Pullen is said to be the au-
thor of a scarce tract, ¢ A Vindication of Sir
Robert King’s Designs and Actions in rela-
tion to the late and present Lord Kingston,
1699, no printer’s name or place (Trin. Coll.
Libr., Dublin) [see Kixe, RoBERT, second
Lorp KinesToN].

[Brady's Clerical and Parochial Records of
Cork, Clovne, and Ross, 1864, 1ii. 106 ; Cotton’s
Fasti Eceles. Hib. ii. 350, iii. 42, 282, iv. 48;
Ware's Ireland, ed. Harris, 1. 267, 580, ii. 288,
361; Cat. of Graduates, Dublin, p. 471; Reid’s
Hist. of the Presbyt. Ch. in Ireland. ed. Killen,
ii. 450, 458, 476; Notes and Queries, 2nd ser.
xii. 456 ; Witherow's Hist. and Lit. Mem. of
Presbyter. in Ireland, 1st ser. 1879, pp. 79, 112;
Cat. of Trin. Coll. Libr. Dublin.] C.F.S.

PULLEN, WILLIAMJOIINSAMUEL
(1813-1887), vice-admiral, born in 1813, after
serving for some years in the navy, quitted it
in 1836, and accepted the post of assistant-
surveyor under the Sonth Australian Com-
pany. Returning to the navy, he passed his
examination on 20 July 1844, and was ap-
pointed to the Columbia, surveying ship on
the coast of North America, with Captain
Peter I'rederick Shortland [q. v.] He was
promoted to be lieutenant on 9 Nov. 1846,
but continued in the Columbia till she was
paid off in 1848. Ile was then appointed
to the Plover with Captain Thomas Moore
for a voyage to the Pacific and the Arctic
through Behring Straits [see HooPER, WiL-
1AM Hurme] In the summer of 1849 he
and Hooper were ordered by Captain (after-
wards Sir Henry) Kellett [q.v.] of the
Herald to search the coast from Point
Barrow to the mouth of the Mackenzie.
After wintering on the Mackenzie, at Fort
Simpson, he, with ITooper, in the following
summer searched the coast as far as Cape
Bathurst ; thence returning together, they
wintered at Fort Simpson, travelled over-
land to New York, and arrived in England
in October 1851. He had, during his absence,
been promoted to the rank of commander,
on 24 Jan. 1850; and in February 1852 was
appointed to the North Star for service in the
Franklin search expedition under the orders
of Sir Edward Belcher [q.v.] The North
Star spent the next two winters at Beechey
Island, and returned to England in October
1854, bringing back also Kellett and the
crew of the Resolute. In the following

January Pullen was appointed to the Falcon,
attached to the fleet in the Baltic during
the summer of 1855. On 10 May 1856 he
was advanced to post rank,and in September
1857 was appointed to the Cyclops paddle-
wheel steamer on the EastIndia station. In
1858 he conducted the soundings of the Red
Sea with a view to laying the telegraph
cable from Suez to Aden, and through 1859
and 1860 was employed on the survey of the
south and east coasts of Ceylon. The Cyclops
returned to England early in 1861, and from
1863 to 1865 Pullen was stationed at Ber-
muda, where he carried out a detailed survey
of the gronp. From 1867 to 1869 he com-
manded the Revenge, coastguard ship at
Pembroke, and on 1 April 1870 was placed
on the retired list under the provisions of
Mr. Childers’s scheme., He became a rear-
admiral on 11 June 1874 ; vice-admiral on
1 Feb. 1879 ; was granted a Greenwich
Hospital pension on 19 Feb. 1886, and died
in January 1887.

[Times, 19 Jan. 1887 ; Hooper's Tents of the

Tuski; Belcher’s Last of the Arctic Voyages;

M:Dougall’s Voyage of the Resolute; Dawson’s
Mem. of Hydrogr. ii. 117 ; Navy Lists.]
J. K. L

PULLER, Siz CHRISTOPHER (1774—
1824), barrister-at-law, son of Christopher
Puller, merchant, of London, and director of
the bank of England, 1786-9, was educated
at Eton and Oxford, where he matriculated
from Christ Church on 4 Feb. 1792, gaining
the Latin-verse prize in1794, gradnating B.A.
1795, and being elected fellow of Queen’s
College. IHe was called to the bar in 1800
at the Inner Temple, but he migrated in
1812 to Lincoln’s Inn, where he was elected
a bencher in 1822, In early life he was asso-
ciated as a law reporter with Sir John Ber-
nard Bosanquet [q.v.] In 1823 he was
knighted on sueceeding Sir R. H. Blossett as
chief justice of Bengal. He died on 31 May
1824, five weeks after his arrival in the
presidency.

Puller married Louisa King, niece of Daniel
Giles of Youngsbury, Ilertfordshire.

[Stapylton’s Eton School Lists; Foster's
Alumni Oxon.; Gent. Mag. 1786 pt. i. p. 349,
1789 pt. ii. p. 1211, 1825 pt. i. p. 273 ; Georgian
Era; Haydn's Book of Dignities, ed. 901;&1'1%.]

PULLER, TIMOTHY (1638?-1693),
divine, born about 1638, was son of Isaac
Puller, who was mayor of Hertford in 1647,
author of ¢ A Letter to the Hon. Committee
at Derby House concerning the capture of
the Earl of Holland, 1648, 4to, and M.P.
for Hertford in 1654, 1656, and 1658-9.
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Timothy gradnated B.A. from Jesus College,
Cambridge, in 1656-7, M.A. 1660, was in-
corporated in that degree at Oxford on
9 July 1661, and proceeded B.D. in 1667
and D.D. in 1673. In 1657 he was elected
fellow of Jesus College, Cambridge, and on
12 Feh. 1658 was admitted student of Gray’s
Inn. He soon abandoned law for the church,
and on 11 July 1671 was presented to the
living of Sacomb, Hertfordshire. On 23 Sept.
1679 he received in addition the reetory of
St. Mary-le-Bow, London, where he died
and was buried in the autumn of 1693, his
successor being appointed on 21 Nov. On
23 Dec. 1676 he waslicensed to marry Alice
Codrington, spinster, of Kingston, Surrey.
His son William graduated B.C.L. from
Hart Hell,Oxford, on 29 Nov.1704,aged 18,
and was presented in 1724 to the rectory of
Yattendon, Berkshire, which he held till his
death in 1735; fine crayon drawings of him
and his sister are at Yattendon reectory.

Puller was author of ¢ The Moderation of
the Church of Ingland,” London, 1679, 8vo.
It advoeates the claims of the Anglican
church as a vz media between popery and
puritanism ; itis ‘a ealm and argumentative
statement of the views of the church as con-
clusively set forth in her liturgy, articles,
and homilies’ (Church of England Quarterly
Rev. January 1844, pp. 222-7). This book
was reprinted, with introduction, notes, &e.,
by the Rev. Robert Eden, vicar of Wymond-
ham, Norfolk, 1843, 8vo (another edit. 1870).
An abridged edition was published in 1818 by
the Rev. Daniel Campbell, vicar of Bucl-
land, as ‘The Chureh her own Apologist,’ and
chapter xi. (section 4 to the end) was printed
in ‘Traets of the Anglican Fathers,’ 1841-2,
iii. 301-10.

[Foster’s Alumni Oxon. 1500-1714, and Gray's
Inn Reg. p. 285; Wood's Fasti, ii. 250; New-
court’s Repert. i. 440; Chester’s Westminster
Abbey Reg.; Chauncy’s Hertfordshire, p. 336 ;
Clutterbuck’s Hertfordshire, ii. 147, 149, 428;
Official Returns of Members of Parliament;
Allibone’s Diet. of English Lit.] 424 JO6RIEG

PULLING,ALEXANDER (1813-1895),
serjeant-at-law and legal author, was the
fourth son of George Christoplier Pulling,

who retired from the naval service with the !
rank of post-captain and the reputation of a |

allant officer. His mother was Elizabeth,

aughter of Robert Moser of Kendal, West-
moreland. He was born at the Court ITouse,
St. Arvans, Monmouthshire, on 1 Dec. 1813,
and educated at a private school at Llandaff
and at the Merchant Taylors’School,which he
entered in April 1829. He was admitted on
30 Oct. 1838 a member of the Inner Temple,
where he was called to the bar on 9 June

1843. 1Ile went, first, the western, and
afterwards the South Wales circuit, where
he became a leader. While yet in his pupil-
age he published ¢ A Practical Treatise on
the Laws, Customs, and Regulations of the
City and Port of London’ (London, 1842 ;
2nd edit. 1849), in which he not only con-
centrated a vast amount of previously in-
accessible legal and antiquarian lore, but
sketched a bold scheme of metropolitan
municipal reform, which in essential par-
ticulars anticipated that embodied in the
Local Government Act of 1888, In Novem-
ber 1853 he gave evidence before the royal
commission on the state of the corporation of
London (Parl. Papers H. C.1854,vol. xxvi.);
and in 1855 he was appointed senior commis-
sioner under the Metropolitan Management
Act of that year. le frequently represented
the eity both in court and before parlia-
mentary committees.

Pulling was an energetic member of the
Society for Promoting the Amendment of
the Law and of the National Association for
the Promotion of Social Science, and a prin-
cipal promoter and original member of the
Ineorporated Council of Law Reporting.
He advocated the payment of jurors, the re-
lief of parliament by the transference of
private-bill business to local authorities (see
his article on that subject in Edinburgh Re- -
view, January 1855), and the supersession of
election petitions by a system of scrutiny as
of course. In 1857 he was appointed re-
vising barrister for Glamorgan, and in 1864
was made a serjeant-at-law. From 1867
to 1874 he resided at Newark Park, near
Wootton-under-Edge, was in the commission
of the peace for Gloucestershire, and took
an active part in local administration, acting
frequently as deputy county-court judge and
commissioner of assize under the Welsh cir-
cuit commission. Ie died on 15 Jan. 1895.

Pulling married, on 30 Aug. 1855, Eliza-
beth, fourth daughter of Luke IIopkinson,
esq., of Bedford Row, Middlesex, by whom
he had issue two sons, who survive.

Pulling was one of the last surviving mem-
| bers of the Ancient Order of Serjeants-at-
| Law,of which he wrote the history. His work
¢The Order of the Coif’ (London, 1884, 8vo)
isa curious and entertaining contribution to .
our legal antiquities. His other writings, all
of which appeared in London, are as fol-
lows: 1. ¢ A Praetical Compendium of the
Law and Usage of Mercantile Aecounts,’
1846, 8vo. 2. ¢Observations on the Dis-
putes at present arising in the Corporation
of London,’ 1847, 8vo. 3. ‘A Summary of
the Law of Attorneys and Solicitors,’ 1849,
8vo; 8rd edit. 1862. 4. ¢ The Law of Joint
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Stock Companies’ Accounts, 1850, 8vo.
5. ¢ The City of London Corporation Inquiry,
1854, 8vo. 6. ‘Private Bill Legislation:
Can anything now be done to improve it?’
1859, 8vo. 7. ¢ Proposal for Amendment of
the Procedure in Private Bill Legislation,’
1862, 8vo. 8. ¢ Our Law-reporting System :
Cannot its Evils be prevented ?’ 1863, 8vo.
9. ¢Crime and Criminals: Ts the Gaol the
only Preventive ?’ 1863, 8vo. 10. ‘Our
Parliamentary Elections: Can no Laws
rotect the Honest Voter from the Dis-
onest P’ 1866, 8vo,

[Times, January 1895; Foster's Men at the
Bar; Law List; private information; Haydn’s
Book of Dignities, ed. Ockerby ; Brit. Mus. Cat. ;
Daniel’s History and Origin of the Law Reports,
1884.] J. M. R.

PULMAN, GEORGE PHILIP RIG-
NEY (1819-1880), antiquary, born at Ax-
minster, Devonshire, on 21 Feb. 1819, was
son of Philip Pulman (1791-1871), who mar-
ried Anne Rigney (1818-1885), both of whom
were buried in Axminster churchyard (Book
of the Axe, 4th edit. p. 669). Pulman was
in early life organist at Axminster parish
church, and wrote for local newspapers. In
1848 he acquired a printing and bookselling
business at Crewkerne, and was long settled
there (cf. Collection of Correspondence relative
to the Election of an Organist for Axminster
Church,1849). For some years he was editor
of the ‘Yeovil Times” and on 10 March
1857 he set on foot a paper called ¢ Pulman’s
Weekly News and Advertiser,” the first
paper that was established at Crewkerne.
Through his energy it soon attained the
leading circulation in that district of Dorset,
Devon, and Somerset, and for more than
twenty years it was both owned and edited
by him (7. p. 340). He disposed of his news-
paper and business in June 1878, and retired
to The Hermitage at Uplyme, between Ax-
minster and Lyme Regis.
3 Feb. 1880, and was buried at Axminster
cemetery on 7 Feb. (cf. RocErs, Memorials
of the West,p.32). Ile married at Cattistock,
Dorset, on 12 Dec. 1848, Jane, third daughter
of George Davy Ewens of Axminster. She
survives, with one son, W. G. B, Pulman,
solicitor at Lutterworth.

Pulman was an ardent fisherman. He ob-
tained, at the exhibition of 1851, a bronze
medal for artificial flies, His chief work,
1. ¢ The Book of the Axe,’ published in num-
bers, was published collectively in 1841 (other
editions 1844, 1853, and 1875, the last being
‘rewritten and greatly enlarged’). It was a
piscatorial description of the district through
which the Axe, a river noted for trout, flows,

and it contained histories of the towns and
houses on its banks. Pulman also published
2. ‘TheVade-mecum of Fly-fishing for Trout,’
1841; 2nd edit. 1846, 3rd edit. 1851. 8.¢ Rustic
Sketches, being Poems on Angling in the Dia-
lect of East Devon,’ Taunton, 1842; reprinted

{in1853and 1871. 4.¢Local Nomenclature. A

He died there on }

Lecture on the Names of Places, chiefly in
the West of England,’ 1857. 5. A version of
the ‘Song of Solomon in the East Devonshire
Dialect,” 1860, in collahoration with Prince
L. L. Bonaparte. 6.¢Rambles, Roamings,and

Recollections, by John Trotandot,’ with por-
trait, Crewkerne, 1870; this chiefly deseribed
the country around Crewkerne 7.¢Roamings
abroad by John Trotandot,” 1878,

Pulman published about 1843 for Mr. Cony-
beare ‘ The Western Agriculturist: a Farmer’s
Magazine for Somerset, Dorset, and Devon,’
and the ‘¢ United Counties Miscellany’ from
1849 to July 1851. He supplied the music for
songs entitled ‘The Battle of Alma’ (1854)
and ‘I'll love my love in the winter, with
words by W. D. Glyde, and composed a
¢ Masonic ITymn ’and ¢ Psalms, Hymn-tunes,
and twelve Chants’ (1855).

[Works of Pulman, and information from his
son ; Academy, 14 Feb. 1880, p. 120 ; Pulman’s
Weekly News, 10 Feb. 1880 ; Davidson’s Bibl.
Devoniensis, p. 14, Supplement, pp. 3, 25.]

W. P C

PULTENEY, DANIEL (d. 1731), poli-
tician, was the eldest son of John Pulteney
(d.1726),commissioner of customs and M.P.
for Hastings, who married Lucy Colville of
Northamptonshire. His grandfather, Sir
William Pulteney, represented Westminster
in many parliaments, and is mentioned in
Marvell’s satire, ¢ Clarendon’s House-warm-
ing’ (Poems, &c., ed. Aitken, passim). Daniel
was first cousin of William Pulteney, earl of
Bath gq, v.] He matriculated from Christ
Church, Oxford, on 15 July 1699, at the age
of fifteen, as a fellow-commoner ¢ superioris
ordinis,’ but left without a degree. He con-

| tributed in 1700 a set of Latin verses to the

university collection of poems on the death of
the young Duke of Gloucester. In the reign
of Queen Anne he was sent as envoy to Den-
mark, and from 1717 to 1720 he served as a
commissioner for trade. In March 1720-1
he was returned for the Cornish borongh of
Tregony, and when he vacated his seat on
7 Nov. 1721, by his appointment as a lord of
the admiralty in Walpole’s ministry, he was
returned by William Pulteney for his pocket
borough of Hedon or Ileydon, near Hull. At
the general election in March 1721-2 he was
again elected for I{edon, but he preferred to
sit for Preston in Lancashire, which had also

| chosen him,and he represented that borough

!
i
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until his death. In May 1726 he was ap-
pointed clerk of the council in Ireland.
Married to the sister of Lord Sunderland’s
last wife, Pulteney was deep in Sunderland’s
secrets. He would have been secretary of
state in Sunderland’s projected administra-
tion had that statesman overthrown Walpole
and Townshend. While at the admiralty
Pulteney was a secret opponent of Walpole’s
policy. When he resigned that post he drew
his cousin William, thongh they were dis-
similar in character and not in friendly re-
lations, into open opposition.
of Walpole was implacable.
pleasures and comforts and every other con-
sideration to his anger,’ and took iunfinite
pains in uniting politicians of all shades and
characters against his enemy. Ilis failure
preyed upon his spirits; he lived much with
Bolingbroke, and this ‘threw him into an
irregularity of drinking that occasioned his
death.” Otherwise he was ‘a very worthy
man, very knowing and laborious in business,
especially in foreign affairs, of strong but not
lively parts, a clear and weighty speaker,
grave in his deportment, and of great virtue
and decorum in his private life, generous
and friendly’ (Coxg's Walpole, ii. 558-60).
Pulteney died at IIarefield, Middlesex, on
7 Sept. 1731, and was buried at St. James’s,
‘Westminster, on 14 Sept. His remains were

His hatred |
ife ¢ gave up |

Sussex, and grandson of ITugh de Pulteney,
of Pulteney, Poutenei, or Pultonheith,in Mis-
terton, Leicestershire. His father succeeded
-to the estate at Pulteney in 1308, and had
married Maud de Napton. John de Pulteney
was mainpernor for certain merchants on
9 Nov. 1316, and is mentioned as a citizen
of London on 5 May 1322 (Close Rolls,
Ldward I1, 1313-18, p. 443, and 1318-23,
p- 322). He was a member of the Drapers’
Company, and by the beginning of the reign
of Edward ITI had acquired a considerable*
position asamerchant at London. On 23 Jan.
1329 he was one of twenty-four good men of
the city who were chosen to wait on the king
|at St. Albans, and were there ordered to
| inquire whether the city wounld pnnish those
‘ whohad sided with Henry of Lancaster (Ann.
| Lond. ap. Chron. Edward I and Edward I1,
i. 241).  On 13 Dec. 1330 he had licence to
alienate to the master and brethren of the
hospital of St. Bartholomew certain shops,
&e., in St. Nicholas at Shambles to endow a
chantry, and on 18 Jan. 1331 had a grant
of lands in recompense for debts due from
' Edmund, ear] of ISent, being on each occa-
 sion described as citizen of London ( Cal. Pat.
| Rolls, Edward 111, ii. 22, 41).
He was mayor of London in 1331 and
1332, and the king’s escheator in the city
(#b. pp. 118, 338; Feedera, ii. 805, 819). On

removed to the east end of the south cloister | 27 Jan. 1332 he was on a commission of oyer
in Westminster Abbey on 17 May 1732, and | and terminer as to the staple of wools esta-
amonument lauding his independence in poli- | blished by certain merchants at Bruges in
tics was erected to hismemory. e married,: defiance of the statute, and on 10 March was

on 14 Dee. 1717, Margaret Deering, daughter | On
and coheiress of Benjamin Tichborne, by |
Elizabeth, daughterof Major Edward Gibbsof |
Gloucester city. She died on 22 April 1763, |
aged 64, and was buried in the south cloister |
of Westminster Abbey on 29 April. Three |
sons and three daughters died early in life.
To two of these, Margaret and Charlotte, |
Ambrose Philips addressed odes. Irances
Pulteney, their fourth and youngest daugh- l
ter and eventnally sole heiress, married Wil-
liam Johnstone. She succeeded to the great
Bath estates in 1767, and her husband took
the name of Pulteney.

[Chester's Westminster Abbey Reg. pp. 337,
402, 433; Foster's Alumni Oxon.; Pink and
Beavan’s ILaneashire Parl. Rep. pp. 162-3;
Courtney’s Parl. Rep. of Cornwall, pp. 174-5; |
Coxe's Sir Robert, Walpole, ii. 185-97; Nichols’s |
Leicestershire, iv. 319-20.] wW.D.C.

PULTENEY, Sir JAMES MURRAY |
(1751 7-1811), general. [See MURKAY.]

PULTENEY or POULTNEY, Sir
JOHN pE (d. 1349), mayor of London, was
son of Adam Neale de Clipstou of Weston,

guardian of the peace for Middlesex.
20 Oct. he was appointed on a commission
of oyer and terminer in Essex, and on 12 Dec.
on a similar commission in Middlesex and
Surrey (2. 1i. 845 ; Cal. Pat. Rolls, Idw. 111,
i, 283, 288, 38G-8). In 1331 he obtained
a charter of privileges for the citizens of
Louvain, and on 2 Feb. 1334 was employed
in negotiations with Flanders. In 1334 he
was again mayor of London,and on 21 April
was on a commission of oyer and terminer in
Middlesex (#b. p. 577). In this same year
the aldermanry of Farringdon was devised to
him by Nicholas de Farndon ; but if Pulteney

" held it at all. it can only have been for a short

time (Suarer, Cal. Wills, i. 405, ii. 59 n.)
On 12 Ang. 1335 he was appointed one of
the leaders of the Londoners in case of an
invasion, and on 26 Aug. had directions as
to the arrest of Scottish vessels at London
(Faedera, ii. 917,920). During 1336 he was
frequently employed on commissions of oyer

| and terminer in Middlesex and Kent (Cal.

DPat. Rolls, Ldw. III, iii. 283, 293, 374~
375, &e.) I
In 1337 he was for the fourth time mayor
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of London, and was knighted in February,
when Edward, prince of Wales, was made
Duke of Cornwall (Ckron. Edward I and
Edward II, . 366). On 19 March he had a
grant of a hundred marks yearly for his better
support in the order of knighthood (Cal.
Pat. Rolls, Edw. III, iii. 419). In 1338
he was employed on an inquisition as to the
decay of business at Westminster (Federa,
ii. 1059). In March 1340 he was appointed
with William de la Pole [q. v.]and others to
discuss the ¢ chevance de Brussel’ with the
merchants (Rolls of Parliament,ii.1135), and
on 18 Oct. had permission to send 160 sacks
of wool free of custom to Bruges as pro-
vision for the ransom of William de Monta-
cute, first earl of Salisbury [q.v.] (Federa, ii.
1139). Pulteney’s management of commercial
matters had not satisfied the king, and when
Edward suddenly returned to Xngland on
30 Nov., he was one of those who were for a
time put under arrest, and was imprisoned at
Somerton Castle (MURIMUTH, p. 117; AvUN-
GIER, p. 85). He died on the Monday after
Trinity Sunday 1349; by his will he gave
directions that he should be buried at St.
Lawrence, Candlewick Street, and according
to a statement made by the chapter of St.
Paul’s in 1439 his wish was carried out
(Rolls of Parliament, v. 9); but Stow says
he was buried at St. Paul’s (Zondoun, i. 260);

and another account implies that he was |

buried at Coventry (Cotton MS. Vesp. D.
xvii. f. 76).

Pulteney acquired great wealth, and, like
other merchants, often advanced money to

9295, 275, 838, 345, iii. 811, 321-2, 413, 416,
432). On 15 Sept. 1332 he had a grant of the
manors of Ditton Camoys, Cambridgeshire,
and Shenley, Hertfordshire ; he also acquired
property at Newton-Harcourt, Leicestershire
(7b. ii. 340, 402, 417,491, 543, 559, iii. 5, 250,
252). In 1347 he obtained the manor of
Poplar and other property, inclading the
messuage called Cold Harbour in the parish
of St. Lawrence. On the site of the latter
he built a house on a scale of great magnifi-
cence, which after his death was the residence
of Edward, prince of Wales, down to 1359
(BELTZ, Memorialsof the Order of the Garter,
p. 14). Eventually the house became royal
property, and after belonging to various
owners was pulled down in 1600. By his
will Pulteney made numerous charitable be-
quests. In September 1332 he had obtained
a letter from the king to the pope for a
chantry in honour of Corpus Christi, which
he proposed to found by the church of St.
Lawrence, Candlewick Street (now Cannon
Street) ; this was in 1336 enlarged to form

a college for a master, thirteen priests, and
four choristers (Fawdera, ii. 845; DUGDALE,
Monasticon Anglicanum, vi. 1458; Cal. Pat.
Rolls, Edw. 111, iii. 60, 262, 308, 319, 325;
Buriss, Cal. Papal Registers, 1i. 383, 536, 542 ;
cf. Rolls of Parliament, iv. 370,v.9). He
also built the church of Allhallows the Less,
Thames Street, founded a chantry for three
priests at St. Paul’s Cathedral, and a house
torthe Carmelitefriarsat Coventry (DUGDALE,
Hist. of St. Paul's,p. 381 ; Hist. of Warwick-
shire, p.117). His wife Margaret, daughter
of John de St. John of Lageham, whom he
married before 1330 (Cal. Pat. Rolls, Ed-
ward III, ii. 22), afterwards married Sir
Nicholas de Loveyn. His son, William de
Pulteney, was born in 1341, and died on
20 Jan. 1367 without issue. His heir was
his cousin Robert, son of Ellen, sister of John
de Pulteney, by William Owen. Robert
Owen de Pulteney was ancestor of the later
Pulteneys of Pulteney and of Shenley; Wil-
liam Pulteney, earl of Bath [q.v.], was de-
scended from him, as also were the earls
of Harborough, barons Crewe, and the pre-
sent Earl of Crewe. Pulteney’s arms were
argent, a fesse dancette gules, in chief three
leopards, faces sable. The parish of St. Law-
rence Pountney, anciently known as St. Law-
rence, Candlewick Street, owes its later name
to its connection with John de Pulteney.

[Aungier’s French Chron. of London, pp. 64-7,
85 (Camden Soc.); Greyfriars Chron. ap Monu~
menta Franciscana, 1. 152-3; Munimenta Gild-
halle, ii. 448-9; Fabyan’s Chronicle; Rymer’s

{ Feedera, Record edit; Hist. MSS. Comm. 9th
the king (Cal. Pat. Rolls, Edward III, ii. |

Rep. App. 1. 2, 6, 7, 14, 47, 52, 65; Sharpe’s
Cal. of Wills in the Court of Husting, i. 609-10;
Stow’s London, edit. 1720, 1. 260-1, ii. 189, 206,
v. 109; Pennant’s London, ii. 209; Wilson's
Hist. of St. Lawrence Pountney, pp. 26-72;
Nichols’s Leicestershire, iv. 319 ; Clutterbuck’s
Hertfordshire, 1. 474 ; other authorities quoted.}
C. L. K.

PULTENEY, RICHARD (1730-1801),
botanist, born at Loughborough, Leicester-
shire, 17 Feb. 1730, was the only one of the
thirteen children of Samuel Pulteney who
reached maturity. The father, who, with
his mother, belonged to the sect known as
old anabaptists, and attended a meeting-
house at Sheepshead, near Loughborough,
was a tailor in easy circumstances, owning
some land and house property, which Pul-
teney inherited and held through life. His
mother, Mary Tomlinson, was a native of the
neighbouring village of Hathern. Pulteney
was educated at the Old Free School,
Loughborough, and was then apprenticed
for seven years to an apothecary of Lough-
borough, named Harris, who, during Pul-
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teney’s apprenticeship, moved to Mount-
sorrel. His maternal uncle, George Tom-
linson of Hathern, a life of whom he
contributed to Nichols’s ¢ History of Leices-
tershire ’ (iii. 846), directed his tastes in
early boyhood towards natural history, and
especially to botany. His apprenticeship
over, Pulteney began to practise as a sur-

eon and apothecary at Leicester, but met
with little success, owing to the prejudice
that his nonconformity excited.

In 1750 he contributed his first literary
work to the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine’ (vol.
xx.), and afterwards became a constant con-
tributor to that periodical. Most of his
articles were either anonymous or signed
with the initials R.P. They are mainly on
botanical topics, such as the works of Lin-
neeus, fungi,and the sleep of plants. Pulteney
communicated several botanical and medical
papers to the Royal Society, through Dr.
(afterwards Sir William) Watson, and was
by him introduced, among others, to Lord
Macclesfield, then president of the society,
and to William Hudson (17307-1793) [q. v.],
the botanist. In 1764 he accompanied his
friend, Maxwell Garthshore, to Edinburgh to
obtain a degree. In spite of opposition to him
as a non-resident, he graduated M.D. in May

1764, his inaugural dissertation, ‘De Cin-
chona Officinali,’ being selected for inclusion
in the ‘Thesaurus Medicus’ (1785, iii. 10). |
Pulteney then came to London, and was |
introduced by Mrs. Montagu to William
Pulteney, earl of Bath [q. v.], who acknow-
ledged him as a kinsman, and appointed |
him his physician, and invited him to ac-
company him abroad; but the earl died in
the same year (1764). Thereupon Pulteney |
secured a practice as physician at Blandford, |
Dorset, where he passed the remainder of
bis life. His circuitincluded all Dorset and |
parts of Hampshire, Wiltshire, and Somer-
set, and in time he made a considerable
fortune. He occupied his leisure chiefly
with botany and conchology, maintaining e
regular correspondence with Iludson, John
Martyn, Withering, Sir James Edward
Smith, Relhan, and A. B. Lambert, con~
stantly examining the gardens of IHenry
Seymer of Hanford, the Rev. Thomas
Rackett of Spettisbury, and other neigh-
bours, and assisting Seymer and the Dowager
Duchess of Portland in naming their collec-
tions of shells. He became a fellow of the
Royal Society in 1762, an extra-licentiate of
the Royal College of Physicians in 1765,
and a fellow of the Linnean Society in 1790.

Pulteney died of pneumonia at Bland-
ford, 13 Oct. 1801, and was buried in the
neighbouring churchyard at Langton. In

1779 he had married Elizabeth, daughter of
John and Elizabeth Galton of Shapwick,
Dorset, who died 28 April 1820, There
were no children of the marriage, but Pul-
teney adopted a relative of his wife as a
daughter. Ilis valuable library, many of
the books in which he had indexed in manu-
script, was sold by Leigh & Sotheby in
1802 ; but his museum of shells and minerals
and his herbarium were bequeathed to the
Linnean Society, to be either kept as a
separate collection, or to be sold to provide
funds for an annual medal. The collec-
tions were sold in 1863, but the medal was
not established. The herbarium is now in
the British Museum. There is an oil paint-
ing of Pulteney, by Thomas Beach, dated
1788, in the rooms of the Linnean Society,
to whom it was presented by his widow.
It was engraved for Nichols by J. Basire, and
ublished in folio in 1804 in the ¢ Ilistory of
eicestershire’ (iii. 848), and in octavo in
1814 in the ¢ Literary Anecdotes’ (viii.
196). There is also an engraving by P.
Roberts, apparently after another portrait
by Beach, in the second edition of the
‘ General View of the Writings of Linneeus.”
Sir James Edward Smith [q. v.] commemo-
rated Pulteney’s namein the Australiangenus
of papilionaceous plants, Pultencea.
Pulteney’s chief works were: 1. ¢ A General
View of the Writings of Linnaus, 1781, 8vo.
This work is said by Sir J. I. Smith, in his
memoir of Pulteney in Rees’s ¢ Cyelopedia,’
to have ‘contributed more than any work,
except perhaps the Tracts of Stillingfleet, to
diffuse a taste for Linnzan knowledge in this
country.” It was translated into French by

| L. A. Millin de Grandmaison (Paris, 1789,

2 vols. 8vo), and, all the first English edition
being sold by 1785, a second much enlarged
edition, with portraits of Pulteney and Lin-
neeus, was brought out by Dr. W. G. Maton
in 1805. 2. ‘Historical and Biographical
Sketches of the Progress of Botany in Iing-
land, 1790, 2 vols. 8vo, was meant originally
to be merely prefatory to an abbreviated
¢‘¥Flora Anglica, giving synonyms and names
of first observers; the manuscript of Pul-
teney’s‘ Flora’is now in the Botanical Depart-
ment of the British Museum. The ‘Sketches’
were translated into German by Karl Gott-
lob Kuehn (Leipzig, 1798, 2 vols. 8vo), and
into French by M. Boulard (Paris, 1809,
2 vols. 8vo). In 1790 Pulteney contri-
buted a ¢ Catalogue of rare Plants found in
the Neighbourhood of Leicester, Lough-
borough, and Charley Forest’ to Nichols’s
¢ History of Leicestershire, and in 1799,
¢Catalogues of the Birds, Shells, and rare
Plants of Dorsetshire ’ to the second edition
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of Hutchins's ¢ History of Dorset, which
Maton describes as ¢ one of the most valuable

rovincial catalogues connected with natural
gistory that has hitherto been published in
England.” Pulteney was revising a plate for
this catalogue, representing fossils found by
him at Melbury, when he was seized by his
last illness. Separate copies of both cata-
logues were published,and an enlargededition
of the latter, with a memoir of the author,was
published in 1813; but in the third edition of
Hutchins’s ‘History ' it is replaced by lists by
Mzr.J. C. Mansel Pleydell. Pulteneyalso con-
tributed to Aikin's‘ England Delineated,” and
assisted Emanuel Mendes da Costa [q. v.]
with his ¢ British Conchology,’ and Coxe with
the literary history of naturalists connected
with the countries described in his  Travels.
His reasons for approving of vaccination are
embodied in Pearson’s ¢ Inquiry concerning
the History of the Cow-pox’ (1798). Be-
sides some medical papers, he contributed
seven papers to the ¢Philosophical Transac-
tions’ (vols. xlix-lxviii.), and three to the
Linnean Society’s ¢ Transactions’ (vols, ii.
and v.)

[Nichols’s History of Leicestershire, iii. 848 ;
Memoir by Maton in ‘ General View of Writings
of Linnzeus,” 2nd ed. 1805 ; Memoir by Sir J. E.
Smith in Rees’s Cyclopadia.] G. S. B.

PULTENEY, , WILLIAM, EirL oF
Barr (1684-1764), statesman, was de-
scended from an old family said to have
been of Leicestershire origin. From his
grandfather, Sir William Pulteney, knt. (ho
gave his name to Pulteney Street, Golden
Square), he is said to have inherited his elo-
quence ; from his father, another William, a
love of money (F112MAURICE, Lord Shelburne,
i. 45); and whig politics from both. A
younger hrother o%his father, John, sat at the
board of trade in the earlier years of Queen
Anne (BoYER, Annals,pp. 28R, 514,540, 638),
and this John’s son Daniel Pulteney [q. v.]
was closely associated with his cousin Wil-
liam during part of his public career.

William Pulteney was born in London on
22 March 1684, Ile was educated at West-

minster School and at Christ Church, Oxford, ‘

where,onaccount ofhis scholarly attainments,
he was chosen to deliver the congratulatory

having died before he was of age, he was
placed under the guardianship of Sir John
Guise, bart. (Memoirs of Life and Conduct,
&e., p. 10). He inherited a considerable
property, and his guardian afterwards left
him a legacy of 40,000/ and an estate of
500/, a year. Ilis entrance into parlia-
ment was therefore a matter of course.
By lLis late guardian’s interest he was in
1705 elected for Iedon (or Heydon) in
Holderness; and this Yorkshire borough,
from which he afterwards took one of his
titles as a peer, he continued to represent
till 1734,

Pulteney was at first a silent member of
the whig majority. His earliest speech was
in favour of the place bill of 1708 (Coxg, iii.
25-6). In the debates on the Sacheverell
sermon towards the close of 1709, he loyally
anathematised the heresies of passive obe-
dience and non-resistance. When the tories
came into power in 1710, his uncle John
was removed from the board of trade, and
his enthusiasm for the whigs accordingly
increased. On the occasion of the charges
brought against Walpole and others in the
House of Coemmons in December 1711, Pul-
teney upheld him in debate, and, after his
imprisonment, visited him in the Tower. Ile
isalso said to have composed the ironical
‘Dedication to the Right Ilon. the Lord ’
(understood to be Oxford) to the ‘ Short His-
tory of a Parliament’ published by Walpole
in 1713. During the peace negotiations he
was one of the subscribers to a secret fund
which was raised to enable the emperor to
maintain his refusal to accept the arrange-
ment (Coxxs, Walpole, iii. 28).

In 1714 Pulteney’s wealth and social
importance were increased by his marriage
with Anna Maria, daughter of John Gumley
of Isleworth, who brought him a large
portion, and did her utmost through life to
augment their combined resources. Lord
| Hervey (i. 10) denies her ‘any one good,

agreeable, or amiable quality but beauty ;’
- Miss Carter (Memoirs, p. 240) states that she
| ‘checked the tendency of ’ her husband’s ‘own
| Leart in the direetion of lavish expenditure;’
Sir Charles Hanbury Williams made veno-
mous attacks on Pulteney’s ¢ vixen,’ * Bath's
ennobled doxy,” ¢ Mrs. Pony,” &e. ( Works, i.

speech to Queen Anne on her visit in 1702. | 134,177-8, &c.) According to Lord Hervey
He never lost his love of the classics ; in his | (iii. 132-3), the vacillating part played by
old age it was said to be a sign that e had lost | Pulteney in reference to the proposal made
his appetite when he desisted from Greek and | by Sir J. Barnard in 1737 for the reduction
punning (STANHOPE, ii. 75 ».) On quitting | of the interest on the national debt was
Oxford, he made the grand tour, from which | mainly due to the fact of his wife’s separate
he is said to have returned with a mind en- | fortune being invested in the stocks. Bishop
larged and morals uncontaminated (Life of  Newton relates that -after their marriage
Bishop Pearce, p. 408). Pulteney’s father } Pulteney assigned ten thousand pounds to her
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as a nest-egg, which her speculatious in-
creased to sixty thousand pounds. He adds
that she refused to make any will, desiring all
her wealth to go to her husband (ZLife, pp.
122-3).

In the course of the dehates on the civil
list of George I (before the king's arrival in
this country), Pulteney supported the pro-
posal of the elder Walpole that a reward of
100,000¢. should be paid to anybody appre-
hending the Pretender in case of his at-
tempting to land (Coxg, Walpole, iii. 28;
cf. Memoirs of (the elder) Horatio Wal-
pole, 2nd ed. 1808, i. 16). In the new
ministry appointed by the king, Pulteney
was included as secretary at war: and in
April 1715 he was chosen by the House of
Commons one of the committee of secrecy
to which the papers concerning the late
peace negotiations were referred.  On
16 July 1716 he was named of the privy
council (DoyLe). He remained an uncom-
¥romisi11g adherent of the whig party so
ong as it continued under the joint guidance
of Stanhope and Walpole ; indeed, the three
politicians were spoken of as ‘the Three
Grand Allies” On 9 Jan. 1716 he moved
the impeachment of Lord Widdrington, one
of the rebels of 1715, and soon afterwards he
opposed the motion for an address to the
king to pardon those of the Scottish rebels

who wouldlay down their arms (Coxg,iii. 29).

‘When, in April 1717, the split in the govern-
ment led to Townshend’s dismissal from the
lord-lieutenancy of Ireland and Walpole’s
resignation, Pulteney and Methuen resigned
on the following day (11 April) (STANHOPE,
1. 262-3). His alliance with Walpole con-
tinued apparently unbroken until 1721,
when Walpole became first lord of the trea-
sury. Then, to his profound mortification,
Pulteney was not offered office. Walpole
told him that ‘a peerage had been obtained
for him,” but this he brusquely declined. On
the discovery of the so-called Atterbury
plot in 1722, he was chosen to move an ad-
dress of congratulation to the king, and
acted as chairman of the select committee
which drew up the report on the inquiry
(2b. i1. 42-3). On 28 May 1723 he was ap-
Eointed cofferer of the household, the (second)

arl of Godolphin being induced to make
way for him, and for a time he supported the
administration of which he had thus become
a subordinate member. But the sop proved
insufficient. In April 1725 he resisted Wal-
pole’s proposal for discharging the debts of
the civil list, and then, for the first time, he
and Walpole indulged in bitter personalities
ateachother’s expense. Pulteney finally voted
for the ministerial proposal. Ile explained

afterwards that the king had personally ap-
pealed to him, and he felt that he had pre-
vented the transaction from becoming a pre-
cedent (An Answer, &e.,p.52). But before
the month was out, he was dismissed from his
post as cofferer of the household ; open war
was thereupon declared between Walpole and
lLimself (Coxg, iii. 32-5; STANIOPE,il. 74-5).
It was a personal quarrel, and did not spring
from differences as to public policy.

On 9 Feb. 1726 Pulteney, seconded by
his cousin Daniel, moved for a committee to
report on the public debts, but he was de-
cisively defeated (Coxk, iii. 36-8). The
floodgates of partisan violence were now
opened, and Pulteney concluded an unholy
alliance with Bolingbroke, which found its
most significant expression in the establish-
ment of the journal called ¢ The Craftsman.’
The first number, published 5 Dec. 1726,
aunounced the purpose of the periodical to
be the revelation of the tricks of Robin, the
imaginary servant of the imaginary Caleb
d’Anvers, bencher of Gray's Inn; and the
design of exposing the wiles of that ¢ crafts-
man ’ continued to give unity to this
journalistic effort, till it came to an end,
17 April 1736. It appeared (after the first)
as a rule on Saturdays, and was republished,
with a dedication to the people of England,
in 1731-7, in 14 vols. 12mo. TIts conductor
was Nicolas Amherst [q.v.]; but Bolingbroke
and Pulteney were *its mainstays, together
with Daniel Pulteney and a pseudonymous
¢ Walter Raleigh,” whom Pulteney himself
was never able to identify. Bishop Newton
(Life, pp. 127-9) is resPr)nsibIe for the in-
formation that Pulteney’s papers were those
signed ¢ C.,” or when written conjointly with
Amlerst, ¢C. A.; he may also be suspected
to have been concerned in some of those
signed ¢C.D.’ (cf. HoraAcE WALYOLE, Letters,
ed. Cunningham, ii. 329 ; Lucky, History of

| England. in the Lighteenth Century, 2nd ed.

1.375n.) Pulteney’s contributions exhibited
a journalistic versatility of no ordinary kind,
coupled with scholarship and general literary
ability. Ridicule was his favourite weapon,
but no form of journalistic composition, from
the elaborate essay to the brief letter with its
string of unanswerable queries, came amiss to
his hand. The bulk of his contributions fell
between 1727 and 1729, but they extended
over the whole life of the paper, and never
lost sight of the paper’s special aim of
hunting down the prime minister.

In parliament Pulteney joined the Jaco-
bite Sir William Wyndham [q. v.] in form-
ing a new party out of malcontent whigs
and Jacobites. They called themselves the
¢ Patriots;’ and Wyndham and Pulteney
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were designated the ¢ consuls of the Patriots’
(cf. HERVEY, i. 29). In the first instance
the Patriots attacked the foreign policy of
the government, which centred in the much-
misrepresented treaty of Hanover (1725).
In the commons (16 Feb. 1726) Pulteney’s
proposal to condemn it as solely intended
to serve Hanoverian interests was outvoted
by a sweeping majority (Coxg, ii. 237).
The emperor, Charles VI, indulged the hope
of overthrowing Walpole’s ministry, and
thus bringing about a change in foreign
policy by means of the intrigues of his resi-
dent Palm with both the Hanoverian clique
and Pulteney and the opposition. But Pul-
teney supported Walpole in the address of
13 March 1727, provoked by Palm’s indiscre-
tions. On the outbreak of war with Spain
the emperor was detached from his ally by
the pacific efforts of Walpole and Fleury.
‘When at this crisis George I died (10 June
1727), the efforts of all parties were im-
mediately directed to the supersession of his
chief minister. Pulteney had been on the
best of terms with George II when Prince
of Wales (dn Answer, &e., p. 57). He
now actively intrigued against Walpole.
Lord Hervey asserts that he tried to secure
the king’s favour by first proposing a civil
list of 800,000l.—the amount which George
actually obtained from Walpole—with cer-
tain additional profits (Last Ten Years, i.42;
but see Croker's note,7b.) But,perhaps owing
to his failure to secure Queen Caroline'’s

support, Pulteney’s advances fell flat with
George IT, and he issaid to have been refused
permission to stand for Westminster in the |
court interest (5. 1.49). In 1727 Pulteney |
issued & pamphlet ¢ On the State of the |
National Debt, as it stood December 24th, |
17186, &e. (cf. Craftsman,No.90,vol.iii.) e |
argued that between 1716 and 1725 the debt |
had increased by at least nine millions, and |
was likely to rise by five millions more, the
operation of the sinking fund having been
rendered nugatory by the South Sea scheme
and its consequences. In the new parlia-
ment which assembled 23 Jan. 1728 Wal-
pole, whose reputation as the saviour of the
national credit was thus called into question,
brought (22 Feb.) the whole subject of the
working of the sinking fund before parlia-
ment, and Pulteney (29 Feb.) undertook to
prove, and more than prove, the contentions
of his pamphlet. But in the debate, granted
on his demand, the minister's counter-asser-
tions were approved by a large majority
(8 March) (Coxg, Walpole, ii. 307-11 ; STaN-
HOPE, ii. 214).

In 1729 the criticisms of Pulteney and

his friends on Walpole's foreign relations,

with Spain in particular, were deprived of
point by the conclusion of the treaty of
Seville (9 Nov.), which was highly favour-
able to British interests. In 1730 Walpole
openly broke with Townshend, who resigned
office (16 May). It is said that at this
crisis Pulteney was offered, through Wal-
pole’s most consistent supporter, Queen
Caroline, a peerage and one of the secretary-
ships of state. He abruptly declined both.
(Coxk, Walpole, iii. 35). A bitter quarrel
followed between Pulteney and Lord Hervey,
his former friend. The efforts of Pulteney,
assisted by his steady ally, Hervey's wife,
to detach Hervey from Walpole had been
only temporarily suceessful (Memoirs of Lord
Hervey, 1. 128-31). In 1731 there was issued
a pamphlet entitled ¢ Sedition and Defama-
tion displayed,” with a caustic ¢ Dedication
to the Patrons of the ““Craftsman.”’ Hervey
was responsible for the dedication only, but,
in the belief that he had written the pam-
phlet as well, Pulteney retorted, under
the signature of ¢The Craftsman,’ in ‘A
Proper Reply to a late Scurrilous Libel.
The ¢ Reply’ was most offensive in tone, and
gave Pope hints for his character of Hervey
as ‘Sporus’ (Epistle to Arbuthnot, pp. 305~
333 ; cf. PopE, Works, ed. Elwin and Court-
hope, iii. 266, and note). Demands for
avowal or disavowal of authorship were
made on both sides, without much effect.
A bloodless duel was consequently fought
between the disputants, 25 Jan. 1731, on
the site of the present Green Park (see
Croker’s Introduction to HERVEY's Memoirs
of George I, i.34-7; SIr C. H. WiLL1AMS,
Works, i. 204; Caricature History of the
Georges, p. 100). This is said to have been
Pulteney’s solitary duel ; but he escaped an-
other, with his constant adversary, Henry
Pelham, only by intervention of the speaker

| (CoxE, Memoirs of the Pelkam Administra-

tion, i. 9).

Of more importance was a controversy
between Pulteney and Walpole, provoked
by a letter contributed by Bolingbroke to
the ¢Craftsman,” 22 May 1731 (No. 255,
vol. vil), in support of his own and Pul-
teney’s conduct as politicians. A reply, en-
titled ¢ Remarks on the Craftsman’s Vindi-
cation of his two Honourable Patrons,’
loaded Pulteney with personal abuse, and
he suspected that Walpole had inspired the
writer,  Pulteney’s reply, entitled ‘An
Answer to one Part of an Infamous Libel
entitled Remarks,’ &e. (1731), which may
be called an ¢ Apologia’ for the whole of
Pulteney’s earlier relations with Walpole, so
enraged Walpole as to cause him to order
the arrest of the printer of the ¢ Answer,’ and

Y — A —— .|
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to strike Pulteney’s name (1 July 1731) off
the list of privy councillors and the com-
missions of the peace on which it had been | married his friend, George Berkeley. The
placed (DoYLE). parliamentary warfare between Walpole and
‘Walpole’s proposal in 1733 to borrow for | Pulteney went on, but after the intrigues of
purposes of current expenditure half a | the imperial agent, the bishop of Namur
million from the sinking fund was carried | (Abbé Strickland), with Pulteney and other
in spite of the vigorous resistance of Pul- ' opposition leaders had come to nothing (I er-
teney and other members of the opposition. | VEY, Memoirs, ii. 58 ; ef. STANHOPE, 11. 182),
Undismayed, Pulteney next energetically | the signing of the Vienna preliminaries (Oc-
attacked the ministerial excise scheme. In | tober 1735) was patriotically approved by
his speech against the alienation of the | DPulteney himself (ITErVEY, ii. 243). Earlier
sinking fund he had incideutally denounced | in the year he had interchanged parting
the ¢ plan of arbitrary power’ contemplated | civilities in the house with Sir Robert, and
in connection with ‘that monster, the Ex- | had, ¢ when rather dead-hearted and sick in
cise.” The phrase strucl fire (cf. Caricature | body, paid a friendly visit to the elder ITorace
History, p. 103); and the ‘Craftsman’| Walpoleat The Hague (STaNHOPE, ii. 180 2.)
added fuel to the popular agitation by a | In November he wrote to George Berkeley
series of articles said to have been supplied | from Bath that he must recruit for the winter,
by Pulteney’s own hand (Craftsman, Nos. | but that he had for some time been making
342, 367, 389, in vol. xi.) The real confliet | up his mind to give himself less trouble in par-
took place in 1733-4. In the debate on | liament,in view of the inutility of ‘struggling
15 March 1733 on Walpole's test proposal | againstuniversal corruption’ (Sugffolk Letters,
of excise duties on tobacco, Sir William | i. 146).
‘Wyndham appears to have carried off the During the session of 1736 Frederick,
chief honours on the opposition side; but | prince of Wales, hecame the figure-head of
Pulteney made a signal hit by his reference | the opposition (MorLEY, Walpole, p. 193),
to a passage in Ben Jonson’s ¢ Alchemist’ | and the relations between Walpole and
as illustrating the gap between ministerial | Pulteney grew more strained. Pulteney
promise and performance (Coxe, Walpole, iii. | was at the time on amicable terms with the
208-9), and he had his full share in the | court, and on 29 April he moved the con-
subsequent overthrow of the whole mini- | gratulatory address on the prince’s marriage
sterial scheme. The attempt made in 1734 | (ef. HERVEY, ii."193-7, 1i. 48-9). Ile
to renew the clamour against the pretended | seems to have at first offered the prince and
designs of the government broke down, and | his political allies counsels of moderation,
other manceuvres of the opposition met | but when the prince was egged on to de-
with no better suecess.  Among these was | cline a eonciliatory offer from the king as to
a proposal for the repeal of the Septennial | his income, Pulteney remarked that the
Act, which was supported by Pulteney, | matter was out of his hands. On 22Feb.1737
although he confessed himself to have | he moved, however,an address requesting the
favoured the act at the time of its introdue- | king to settle 100,000/ a year on the heir-
tion (ib. p. 131). Personal differences among | apparent.  His speech was deemed languid,
the leaders doubtless accounted for the  and the motion was lost (¢b. pp. 70-3; CoxE,
opposition’s failure. ‘Pulteney and Lord | Walpole, iii. 343; STANHOPE, ii. 203). e
Bolingbroke,” wrote Lord Ilervey, ‘hated | had no concern in the subsequent rash pro-
one another; Lord Carteret and Pulteney | ceedings of the prince, in which he believed
were jealous of one another ; Wyndham and | the latter altogether in the wrong, but he
Pulteney the same ; whilst Lord Chester- | thought that his apologies ought to have
field had a little correspondence with all, | atoned for his misconduct. Ie was shooting
but was confided in by none of them’| in Norfolk when the king’s message expelled
(Memoirs, 1. 305). the prince from St. James's, and had to be
At the general election of 1734 Pulteney | summoned by an express to Kew (I1ErvEY,
was returned for Middlesex, which he con- | iii. 195, 208, 245-6). .
tinued to represent so long as he held a seat {  During 1737 Pulteney played a subordinate
in the House of Commons. But the ‘Country | part, but in 1738 he found more effective
Interest’ (asthe ¢ Patriots’ now called them- | means of attack. The grievances brought
selves) were again in a minority; and Boling- | forward by British merchants against Spain’s
broke—largely, according to one account, | claim to search for and seize contraband
by Pulteney’s advice—retired to France | goods gave him an opportunity, of which he
(MorLey, Walpole, p. 83). The opposition | made the most (STANHOPE, ii. 277). He
was in 1735 further weakened by the fall | eagerly fanned the agitation occasioned by

from royal favour of Lady Suffolk, who had
been intimate with Pulteney, and who now
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thestory of Jenkins'sear. IIe was implacable
in lis condemnation of the Spanish conven-
tion of January 1739, and a partner in the
futile secession of ‘which, on the reassembling
of the house, he delivered an elaborate de-
fence (Ssorretrt, Hist. of England, ed. 1822,
iii. 89-90; CoxE, u. s. iv. 139-41 ; STANHOPE,
iii. 3—4). In October of the same year the
agitation excited by the opposition drove the
government into war with Spain. Pulteney’s
popularity was at its height, but at the
moment, while staying at Ingestre in Stafford-
shire with his old schoolfellow, Lord Chet-
wynd, he fell dangerously ill. The general
alarm was changed into joy by his unexpected
recovery ; hisillness had cost him seven hun-
dred and fifty guineas in physicians’ fees, and
was cured by a draught of small-beer (Life of
Bishop Newton, pp. 45-6).

In 1740 the unpopularity of the ministry
was increased by the widespread impression
that the war wasslackly conducted (see Cari-
cature History, &e., p.123). On 13 Feb. 1741
Sandysbrought forward his celehrated motion
asking the king to remove Sir Robert Walpole
from his councils for ever. Pulteney took a
prominent part in the debate which ¢nsued.
1Te denounced Walpole's foreign policy as
consistently aimed at depressing the house
of Austria and exalting the house of Bourbon.
But the ‘motion,’ and its counterpart in the
lords, ended in collapse (see Caricature His-
tory of the Georges, p. 129, the famous cari-
cature in which

Billy, of all Bob’s foes
The wittiest in verse and prose,

appears wheeling a Dbarrow filled with
bundles of the ‘Craftsman " and the ‘Cham-
pion, a periodical, it is said, of coarser grain,
which had superseded the former).

Pulteney threw himself ardently into the
contest of the general election in the summer
of 1741, subscribing largely towards the ex-
penses of his party (¢b. p. 233). Walpole’s
majority was greatly reduced. In the debate
on the address (December) Pulteney attacked
his policy along the whole line (2. pp. 244-5),
and obtained a day for considering the state of
the nation. Before,liowever,that day arrived
the government suffered defeat (Suffolk Let-
ters, ii. 190-2). On 13 Jan. 1742 Pulteney
moved to refer to aselect committee the papers
connected with the war, and the motion was
lost in a very full house by a majority of
three (WALPOLE, Letters to Sir Horace Mann,

i. 120-2). A week later the ministry was |

placed in a minority of one on the Chippen-
ham election petition. Walpole made up his
mind to bow to the storm, and George II
directed Newecastle and the lord chancellor,

Hardwicke, to invite Pulteney to form a
government (cf. STANHOPE, iii. 108), on con-
dition that he screened Walpole from any
inquiry. Pulteney received the king’s mes-
sengers in hisown house, and in the presence
of Carteret declined their proposal, remarking
incidentally that ¢ the heads of parties were
somewhat like the heads of snakes, who were
urged on by theirtails’—alluding, apparently,
to Pitt and the younger whigs. At the same
time he offered to go publicly to court to
receive any communications with which he
might be honoured by the king (Life of
Bishop Newton, pp. 48-9; cf. Life of Bishop
Pearce, p. 393 ; MorLEY, Walpole, p. 210).
*A second (or third) message thereuponreached
Pulteney, through Neweastle. The previous
offer was renewed, without conditions; the
king trusted to Pulteney’s generosity and
good nature not to ‘inflame’ any proceed-
ings against Walpole. Pulteney replied that
he was ‘no man of blood,” but refused to
accept the headship of the government or
any post in it. He merely stipulated that
he should be named of the cabinet council
(Life of Bishop Newton, pp. 49-54; of. Life
of Bishop Pearce,u.s.) His refusal of office
was apparently inspired ¢ by a sense of shame
that made him hesitate at turning courtier
after having acted patriot so long and with
so much applause’ (MorLEY, Walpole, p.

temptations, but a certain lack of public
spirit may have contributed to the result.
For the position of first lord of the treasury
he recommended Carteret, for the chancellor-
ship of the exchequer Sandys, and for other
posts other members of the party. Soon, how-
ever, a section which had not been consulted
in these arrangements, headed by Cobham,
grew jealous. At a large opposition meeting
at the Fountain tavern complaints were
openly made that too many of Walpole’s
followers were to be kept in office, and bitter
words passed between Argyll and Pulteney
(Coxe, Walpole, iv. 271-6). At a subse-
quent meeting the presence of the Prince of
Wales alone prevented an open rupture.
Pulteney was, however, persuaded to ac-
uiesce in the substitution of Sir Spencer
ompton, earl of Wilmington [q. v.], as first
lord in place of Carteret (WALPOLE, Last
Ten Years,1.165n.), and changes were made
in some minor nominations that Pulteney had
proposed. The new ministers accepted their
seals on 16 Feb. 1742; Pulteney entered the
| cabinet without office,and was readmitted to
‘ the privy council (20 Feb.)
| _ Early in March Pulteney lost his only
' daughter, ‘a sensible and handsome girl’
, (WarroLe, Letters, i. 144). During his

243). He could afford to resist personal -
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temporary absence from the ITouse of Com-
mons a motion for an inquiry into the ad-
ministration of the last twenty years was
defeated by a narrow majority. On his
return a similar motion, extending over ten
years only, was brought in, at his instance,
by Lord Limerick, and carried; but Pulteney
excused himself from serving on the com-
mittee. A few months later he made his last
speech in the commons in opposition to a

resolution reflecting on the lords for throw-

ing out the bill indemnifying witnesses in the
Oxford inquiry.

Pulteney had, on the formation of the new
ministry,resolved toaccept theking'sofferof a
}I)izerage, but he delayed his withdrawal to the

ouse of Lords in the twofold hope of being
able to leaven the ministry with a larger pro-

ortion of opposition members, and of push-
ing through the commonus certain measures—
a place bill and some bribery bills with which
his name had been associated (NEwTON, Life,
Pp.53-69). Afterbringinginto the government
a few only of those for whom he wished to find
%laces, he, on 13 July 1742, became Earl of

ath. His political prestige was at once
ruined. Walpole unjustifiably boasted that
he had ‘turned the key’ upon ’ulteney, who,

after gobbling the honour,’ perceived his error |
too late, and on the day when he took his

seat in the lords dashed the patent on the
floor in a rage (WALPOLE, Letters, ix. 379 ;
cf. Edinburgh Review, n.s. p. 197). Bath
afterwards told Shelburne that during the
political erisis of 1742 he ‘lost his head, and
was obliged to go out of town for three or
four days to keep his senses’ (FITZMAURICE,
1.46-7; Caricature Ilistory,p.145). Yet, if
he behaved unwisely, he acted, according to
Chesterfield, deliberately and disinterestedly
(STANHOPE, iii. 118). 1le had not conciliated
the king, who ‘hated him almost as much for
what he might have done as for what he had
done.” Nor had he treated his enemies vin-
dictively. And Lady Hervey wrote with
great truth on the eve of his downfall: ‘Sure
the people who adhered to him in particular
have no reason to find fault with him ; he
has taken sufficient care to provide for them’
(Letters of Lady Hervey, p. 5). DBut the
public failed to understand his position, and
assailed him with virulent abuse. To gain a
title for himself and for the ¢ wife of Bath,
as she was called in a ballad which cansed
him great annoyance, he had sold himself to
his i%f‘mer adversaries (see also HANBURY
‘Wirtiams, ‘A Dialogue between the Earl
and the Countess of Bath,’ Works, i. 174-5;
Wareorg, Letters, i. 121 ; ITanBury WiIL-
11AMS, Works, iii. 86-9; Coxz, Walpole, iv.
295-6,and note). The wittiest verse-writer
VOL, XLVIL

| of the day (unless Pulteney himself deserve
that name) and the least scrupulous, Sir
| Charles Hanbury Williams, persecuted him
in a series of odes which did more execution
in six months than the ‘Craftsman’ had done
in twice the number of years (cf. The Country
Girly i. 132-6; the Ode to the Larl of Bath,
i. 146-9; and The Statesman, i. 150-2), In
another hallad he was compared to Clodius,
and, with more point, to Curio by Aken-
side in his famous  Epistle’ (cf. Gent. May.
- November 1744 ; Poctical Works of Aken-
side, Aldine edit. vol. xxvi.) In 1743 Lord
Perceval (afterwards Earl of Egmont) ven-
tured, ina pamphlet called‘ Faction Detected,’
attributed to Bath himself by Williams
( Works,i.194-7), to defend his conduct ; but,
according to Horace Walpole (ZLast Ten
Years, i. 31), with no other result than that
of losing his own popularity. It was answered
with acrimonious minuteness in ¢ A Review
of the whole Political Conduct of a late
Eminent Patriot and his Friends’ (1743); at
. the close of which (pp. 156-9) the charge of
personal corruption was brought forward
against him with renewed vehemence.

On 2 July 1743 Wilmington died, and it
then appeared, if the information of Coxe
(Memaorrs of the Pelham Administration, i.
82-5) is to be trusted, that during the in-
terval Bath had nursed the ambition of
‘recm‘ering the position which he had let
escape his grasp in 1742, e despatched a
private messenger to Carteret, who was at
Hanau with George II, asking for the
| vacant headship of the treasury. But,
though Carteret snpported the application,
the king decided in favour of the Pelhams
(CoxE, u.s.103,110-13; ef. IIaANBURY WIL-
L1aMs, Horks, iii. 108-200; and the ballad
on the ¢ Triumvirate—Carteret, Sandys, and
Bath,’ in Caricature History, p. 150).

Until 1746 Bath made no outward effort
to shake Pelham’s position. He and Gran-
ville, however, maintained a personal con-

I nection with George II, through Lady Yar-
|mouth, and tacitly encouraged the king’s
dislike of the ministry (WaALPoOLE, Last Ten

Years,i. 149). Early in 1746 the king grew
{ desperate when he was requested by Pelham
| to assent to Pitt’s admission to the govern-
ment. At the moment the Dutch were re-
monstrating against the ineffectiveness of
British support, and George addressed com-
plaints to Bath and Granville as to the im-
potence to which he found himself reduced.
After some hesitation, Bath agreed to form
an administration of which he should be
the head and Granville the right arm, and
from which Pitt should be excluded. But
Harrington refused to co-operate, and on
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10 Feb. the Pelhams and their following re-
signed in a body. The king now invited
Bath to take the treasury and select a second
secretary of state with Granville; but it
speedily became manifest that a majority in
either house was out of the question, and
that the government, if formed at all, would
have to be formed of nonentities. Two days
afterwards the king sent for Pelham, and
the status quo ante was restored, except that
Bath’s remaining adherents were dismissed
from the ministry. The attempt to turn
him once more out of the privy council was,
however, frustrated (Coxg, u. s. i. 192-6).
The air was again thick with pasquinades and
caricatures (cf. Caricature History, pp. 160-
161).

Bath played no other part of consequence
in public affairs, though he still occasionally
appeared on the scene in the character de-
seribed by Sir C. 1I. Williams (Works, i. |
213) as that of ‘an aged raven.” Ilewasin
Paris in 1750, and on his return he made a |
¢ miscellaneous’ speech, alternately pathetic |
and facetious, on the Regency Bill (1751);
and there are notes of further speeches by
him on Scottish and other business in the
two following years and in1756. In1758 he
supported the Navy Bill in another miscel-
laneous speech which ¢resembled his old
orations, except that in it he commended
Sir Robert. Walpole’ (WaLPOLE, Last Ten
Years, i. 100-2, 128, 237, 240, 293, ii. 46,
290).

The accession, in 1760, of George 111, to
whom he had long been a familiar figure,
gratified iim (Life of Bishop Pearce, pp.402,
403). He inspired in that year the ¢ Letter
to Two Great Men [Pitt and Newcastle] on
the Prospect of Peace and on the Terms, by
his chaplain, Dr. Douglas. It exerted no
influence, though it was much applauded
(WaLpoLE, ii. 412).  Among the old watch-
words of the ¢Craftsman ’ which reappear
in it are the necessity of distrusting ¢ French l
faith’ and the dangers of a standing army.
It was Bath’s last political effort. His re- I
maining years were chiefly given up to social
and literary dalliance with the amiable co-
terie of which Mrs. Elizabeth Montagu [q.v.] |
was the most interesting figure. Another
member of it, Miss Catherine Talbot (see Bos- |
WELL, Life of Joknson, ed, Birkbeck Hill, i.
232 n.), introduced him to Elizabeth Carter |
[q. v.], who has left an account of his life
and ways at Tunbridge Wells (Memoirs of
Mrs. E. Carter,i. 223 seqq.) He shared in |
a ¢plot’ to make her publish her poems, and |

tagus and Miss Carter in a trip to Spa, the
Rhine, and the Low Countries, from June
to September 1763 (76. pp. 249-50, 362). In
1764 a chill, said to have been caught by
‘supping in a garden,’ brought on a fever,
and on 7 July he died, ¢not suddenly but
unexpectedly’ (Memoirs of Mrs. Carter, i.
386-7; Life of Bishop Pearce, pp. 407-9;
Suffolk Letters, i. 201 n.) IIe was buried in
Westminster Abbey.

His great wealth, including that of his late
wife, who had left everything to him, de-
scended by his will to his only surviving
brother, General Pulteney. He left no issue,
his only son, Viscount Pulteney, having died
on his way home from Spain, at the age of
seventeen, on 12 Feb. 1743. IIe was a youth
of promise, and had obtained a commission in
the army after his father had paid his debts
(Life of Biskop Newton, pp. 122-4; Suffolk
Letters, 1. 146-7, 167).

Bath’s character is very differently esti-
mated by his friendsand foes. Theyagreeonly
in censuring his ‘too great love of money.
He certainly was no stranger to the instinet
of accumulation which is a besetting temp-
tation to veryrich men. On the other hand,
he frequently responded with munificence
both to public and private claims, and as a
landlord was good to the chureh (Life of
Bishop Pearce, pp. 376-9; Life of Diskop
Newton, pp. 138-9). His intellectual gifts
were unquestionably of a high order, and he
seems to have preserved to the last that fresh-
ness of mind which in his younger days he
combined with great activity of body (Suffol%
Letters, 1. 112). His skill in diversifying his
recreations is celebrated bv Amhrose Philips

| in an ode dated 1 May 1723. Te excelled

in conversation without ever seeking to ‘so-
liloquise or monopolise.” Of the effective-
ness of his wit abundant illustrations remain
(cf. Suffoll: Letters), and he was specially
happy in quotation from Shakespeare and the
classics (WALPOLE, Last Ten Years, i. 40 n.)
He was author, among other ¢ballads’ and
cognate productions, of a political song, ‘The
Honest Jury, or Caleb Triumphant’ (written
onthe acquittalof the publisherof the ‘Crafts-
man’ from a charge of libel), which has heen
described as ‘once among the most popular in
our language’ (LEcKY, History of England,i.
375 n.; WILKINS, Political Ballads, 1870, ii.
232-6). The ‘Craftsman’ itself is an endur-

| ing monument of his wit and literary ability.

According to Horace Walpole (note to Hax-
BURY WILLIAMS'S Works, 1. 132), Pulteney
also had a hand in ¢ Mist’s’ and ‘¢ Fog’s’

affably composed the (laconic) dedication to | journals.

himself prefixed to them. After the peace
of Paris he and Dr. Douglas joined the Mon-

It is, however, as an orator that he is
chiefly to be remembered. Ample evidence
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supports Mr. Lecky’s conclusion that Pul-
teney was ¢ probably the most graceful and
brilliant speaker in the Iouse of Commons
in the interval between the withdrawal of
St. John and the appearance of Pitt’ (Zlis-
tory, &c., i. 374). Lord Shelburne wrote
that he was ‘by all accounts the greatest
House-of-Commons orator that had ever
appeared.” Speaker Onslow described him
as ‘ having the most popular parts for public
speaking of any great man le ever knew.
‘When at his best he went to the point with
unsurpassed directness. Walpole said that
he feared Pulteney’s tongue more than
another man’s sword. The irresistible power
of passion possessed Pulteney so notably in
his younger days that in the ¢ Characteristic
List of Pictures’ mentioned by Lady Hervev
in 1729 (Suffolk Letters,i. 341) he is credited
with ¢A Town on Fire. Yet his most dis-

tinctive gift as a parliamentary orator |

must have been his versatility—his power
of ¢ changing like the wind,” as Chesterfield
put it, from grave to gay, and alternating
pathos and wit, which, naturally enough,
degenerated into that ‘miscellaneousness’ of
stvle so amusingly illustrated by Horace
‘Walpole (Coxg, Walpole, iv. 24-6).

As a politician, Pulteney showed to a re-
markable extent the ¢defects of his qualities,’
which came to overshadow and overwhelm
these qualities themselves. According to
Lord Hervey, he was ‘naturally lazy,” and
‘resentment and eagerness to annoy first
taught him application,and application gave
him knowledee ’ (Memoirs, i. 9). There may
be truth in this, and in the remarks of the
same biassed critic as to his jealousy when
in opposition of his associates. But the gist
of the matter is that his eareer exhibits a
spirit of faction uncontrolled by patriotic
sentiment. Pulteney, in the most important
part of his political career, staked his whole
reputation on overthrowing Walpole, whose
steady policy was maturing the nation’s
strength; in later life he tried hard, though
with reduced energy, to get rid of P’itt, who
was to establish her imperial greatness. In
the protracted course of the former contest,
on which his reputation depends, he delibe-
rately narrowed political life to the petty
conditions of a duel, and at last, for reasons
which no onlooker could understand, fired
into the air. Thus he called down upon him-
self his proper nemesis; he ‘left not faction,
but of it was left.’

Pulteney was twice painted by Sir Godfrey
Kneller; the earlier portrait, taken in 1717,

in the National Portrait Gallery. One of
these, painted in 1757, has been engraved by
M‘Ardell and by S. W, Reynolds, Ie was
likewise painted by Allan Ramsay and en-
graved by D. Martin in 1763. A miniature
is the property of Mr. Jeffery Whitehead.

[The Memoirs of the Life and Conduct of
William Pulteney, Esq., M.P. (1731), are worth-
lessand dateless ; the other contemporary tracts,
by or against Pulteney, cited in the text are all
faetions pamphlets. Dr. Douglas (afterwards
Bishop of Salisbury) is supposed to have been
prevented from writing a lite of his patron by
the destruction of all Lord Bath's papers after
Lis death by his brother. Theve are, however,
many facts, received at first hand, in the Life of
Dr. Zachary Pearce, late lord bishop of Roehes-
ter (by himself), and the Life of Dr. Thomas
Newton, bishop of Bristol (by himself), here
cited from vols. i. and ii. respeetively, of the
collected Lives of Dr. E. Pocock, &e., 2 vols.,
London, 1816. See also Lord Hervey's Me-
moirs of the Reign of George II, &e., ed. J. W,
Croker, 3 vols., 188+4; Horace Walpole's (Lord
Orford) Letters, ed. P. Cunningham, 9 vols., ed.
1886, and Memoirs of the Last Ten Years of
the Reign of George 1I, 2 vols., 1822; Letters
to and from Henrietta, Countess of Suffolk,
2 vols., 1874 ; Letters of Mary Lepel, Lady
Hervey, 1821: Mr. Pennington’s Memoirs of
the Life of Mrs. Elizabeth Carter, with her
poems, &e., 2 vols,, 3rd ed, 1816 : the Works of
Sir Charles Hanbury Williams, K.B., with notes
by Horace Walpole, *3 vols, 1822; the Crafts-
man, 14 vols., 1831; Coxe's Memoirs of the
Life and Administration of Sir Robert Walpole,
4 vols,, ed. 1816 (still the vade meenm for all
students of this period, Lut needing constant
revision), and Memoirs of the Administration of
the Right Hon, lHenry Pelham, &e., 2 vols.. 1829;
Lord E Fitzmauree's Life of William, Earl of
Shelburne. atterwards Marquis of Lansdowno
(ehap.i.*A Chapter of Autobiography’), 3 vols.,
1875-6: Lord Stanhope’s {Lord Mahon) Hist. of
England, &e., 5th ed., 1858; John Morley’s Wal-
pole (Twelve English Statesmen), 1889 ; Mac-
knight's Bolingbroke; Hassall's Bolingbroke
(Statesmen Ser.); Doyle’s Official Baronage of

| England, 3 vols,, 1886; Wright's Carieature
| History of the Georges, 1867; Edinbureh Re-

was engraved by Faber in 1732, the later

was engraved by I. Simon. There are also
two portraits of him by Sir Joshua Reynolds

view, vol. Ixxi. 1840, art. Walpole and his Con-
temporaries.’] A WOV,

PULTON or POULTON, ANDREW
(1654-1710), jesuit, second son of Ferdinando
Poulton, esq., of Desborough, Northampton-
shire, and his wife, Mary Giffard of Black-
ladies, Staffordshire, was born in Northamp-
tonshire in 1654. Ferdinando Pulton gq. Al
was probably his grand-uncle. e made his
humanity studies in the college of the Eng-
lish jesuits at St. Omer, entered the Society
of Jesus on 31 Oct. 1674, studied theology at
Lidge, and was professed of the four vm)vs on
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2 Feb. 1691-2. He and Father Edward Hall
were the first two masters appointed to the
new college which was opened by the Eng-
lish jesuits in the Savoy, Strand, London, at
Whitsuntide 1687. Pulton gained a wide re-
putation in consequence of his conference on
points of controversy with Dr. Thomas Teni~
son, incumbent of St. Martin-in-the-Fields,
and afterwardsarchbishop of Canterbury[q.v.]
It was held in Long Acre on 29 Sept. 1687
(Dobp, Church Hist.iii. 493). Upon the de-
struction of the college inthe Savoy at the out-
break of the revolution, Pulton flew from Lon-
don with the intention of crossing to France;
but he, Obadiah Walker, and other fugitives
were arrested near Canterbury on 11 Deec.
1688, and committed prisoners to the gaol
at Feversham, whence they were afterwards
removed in custody to London (Woob,
Athene Oxon. ed. Bliss, iv. 440). Being
released, he returned to Lidge to complete
his theological course. Afterwards he joined
the court of James IT at St. Germains. In
1690 he was socius to Father Warner, con-
fessor to the king, and subsequently he was
attached to the royal chapel.
companied James IT on his visit to Ireland
in 1690, and served as an army chaplain or
missioner there. He died at St. Germains
on 5 Aug. 1710.

He was the author of: 1. ¢ A true and
full Account of a Conference held about
Religion, between Dr. Tho. Tenison and A.
Pulton, one of the Masters in the Savoy;
published by authority,” London, 1687, 4to.
To this work the following singular adver-
tisement is prefixed: ¢A. 1., having been
eighteen years out of his own Country, pre-
tends not yet to any perfection of the Eng-
lish Expression or Orthography ; wherefore
for the future he will crave the favour of
treating with the Dr. in Latine or Greek,
since the Dr. finds fault with his English.’
On this Lord Macaulay remarks: ¢His
orthography is indeed deplorable. In one
of his letters ¢ wright ” is put for ¢ write,”
“wold” for “would.”’ In a coutemporary
satire, entitled ¢ The Advice,’ is the follow-
ing couplet :

Send Pulton to be lashed at Busby’s school,

That he in print no longer play the fool.

In the controversy which ensued Edward
Meredith[q. v.], A. Cressener, a schoolmaster
in Long Acre, and ¢ Mr I, a divine of the
Church of England, took part. 2. ‘Re-
marks of A. Palton, Master in the Savoy,
upon Dr. Tho. Tenison’s late Narrative,” Lon-
don, 1687, 4to. 3. ‘A full and clear Exposi-
tion of the P’rotestant Rule of Faith, with
an excellent Dialogue, laying forth the large

He also ac- .

Extent of true, excellent Charity against the
uncharitable Papists,” 4to, pp. 20, sine loco
aut anno [1687 7| (JoNEs, Popery Tracts, ii.
321). 4. ‘Reflections upon the Author and
Licenser of a scandalous Pamphlet, called
The Missioners Arts discovered ; with the
Reply of A. Pulton to a Challenge made him
in a Letter prefix'd to the said Pamphlet,’
London, 1688, {to.

Pulton’s account of the conversion in 1682
to the catholic faith of Charles, son of John
Manners, first duke of Rutland, remains in
manuscript in the Public Record Office,
Brussels (FoLey, Records, v. 87, 882.)

[De Backer’s Bibl. de la Compagnie de Jésus,
ii. 2134; Foley’s Records, v. 301, vii. 618; Jones’s
Popery Tracts, p. 484 ; Oliver's Jesuit Collec-
tions, p. 174; Wood’s Athenz Oxon, (Bliss), iv.
654.1 . C,
PULTON, FERDINANDO (1536-1618),
legal author, son of Giles Pulton of Des-
borough, Northamptonshire, where the family
had been settled for fourteen generations,
was born at Desborough in 1536. Ile was
scholar, and afterwards fellow, of Christ’s
College, Cambridge, where he matriculated
on 23 Nov. 1552, and in 1555-6 graduated
B.A,, being, on 28 June the same year, ad-
mitted a commoner at Brasenose College,
Oxford. He was admitted on 5 June 1559
a member of Lincoln’s Inn, but, being a
Roman catholic, was not called to the bar.
e found his principal occupation in editing
the statutes, being the first private person to
undertake such labour. He resided at Des-
borougl, and had also a house at Bourton,
near Buckingham, where he died on 20 Jan.
1617-18. His remains were interred in
Desborough church. Shortly before his death
Pulton presented to Christ’s College, Cam-
bridge, a copy of Robert of Gloucester’s
¢ Chronicle, ¢ for the love and affection which
he did bear to the said college, his nurse
and schoolmistress, and in token of goodwill
to the said house” An elegy upon him is
among the poems of his friend, Sir John Beau-
mont. He left a widow, four sons (two of
whom became Roman catholic priests), and
two daughters. One of his sons, Thomas
Pulton, alias Underhill, was among the jesuits
discovered in Lord Shrewsbury’s house at
Clerkenwell in March 1627-8.

Pulton’s compilations of statute law, all
of which were published in London, are en-
titled as follows: 1. ¢ An Abstract of all the
Penal Statutes which be general, wherein is
contained the effect of all those Statutes
which do threaten the offenders thereof the
loss of life, member, lands, goods, or other
punishment, or forfeiture whatsoever,’ 1579
and 1586, 4to. 2. ¢ A Kalender, or Table,

g - o
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comprehending the effect of all the Statutes |
that bave been made and put in print, be-

ginning with Magna Charta, enacted Anno9

H. 3, and proceeding one by one until the

end of the Session of Parliament 3 R.

Jacobi. Whereunto is annexed an

Abridgment of all the Statutes whereof the |
whole or any part is general in force and |
use,” 1606, 1608, 1618, 1632, 1640, fol.

8. ¢ Collection of Statutes repealed and not

repealed,” 1608, fol. 4. ‘A Collection of

sundry Statutes frequent in use, with notes

in the margent, and references to the Book |
Cases, and Books of Entries and Registers, |
where they be treated of. Together withan

Abridgment of the residue which be expired,’ |
&e., 1618, 1632, 1636. 5. ‘ The Statutes at |
large concerning all such Aets which at any |
time heretofore have been extant in print |
from MagnaCharta to the 16 of Jac. I, or

divided into two volumes, with marginal

notes,” &ec., 1618, fol.

Pulton was also author of ¢ De Pace Regis
et Regni—viz. A Treatise declaring which |
be the great and general offences of the
realm, and the chief impediments of the peace
of the King and the Kingdom,” London,
1609, 1610, 1615, fol.

[Foster’s Alummni Oxon. ii. 214 ; Lincoln's Inn
Reg.; Wood’s Athenz Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii. 214;
Bridges’s Northamptonshire, ii. 27; Lipscomb’s
Buckinghamshire, ii. 588 ; Ayscough’s Cat. Sloane
MSS. p. 261; Camden Miscellany (Camden Soc.),
vol. iv.; Discovery of a Jesmt College, p. 9;
Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. xi, 344.] J. M. R.

PUNSHON, WILLIAM MORLEY
(1824-1881), Wesleyan preaclier and lec-
turer, born at Doncaster on 29 May 1824,
was only child of John and Elizabeth Pun-
shon, who both died before their son reached
manhood. His father was a member of the
firm of Wilton & Punshon, mercers, at Don-
caster. ITis motherwas the eldest daughterof
William Morley,a freeman of the same town.
His maternal uncle Isaac received the dignity
of knighthood in 1841, and twice filled the
office of mayor. Morley ’unshon was tanght
at the grammar school of Donecaster, and
afterwards at a boarding-school at Tadcaster.
In 1837 be entered his grandfather Morley’s
eounting-house in Hull, and began to learn
the business of a timber merchant. 1le em-
ployed his leisure time in reading, and laid
up large stores of knowledge. Ilis mother’s
death in 1838, and the influence of the Rev.
S. R. Hall, led him to consider religious
questions, and in November 1838 he joined
the methodist society in Hull. At the age |
of seventeen he began to preach. With others
like-minded he formed a society for mutual
Improvement, and soon displayed remarkable |

powersof elocution and oratory. Abandoning
business pursuits,he prepared for the work of
the Wesleyan methodist ministry under the
Rev. Benjamin Clough, who had married his
mother’s sister. After spending four months
at the theological institution at Richmond, he
was received into the ranks of the ministry at
the conference of 1845. Two years of proba-
tion were passed inWhitehaven and two more
in Carlisle. His ordination took place at the
Manchester conference of 1849. During the
next nine years he laboured in Newcastle-on-
Tyne, Shetlield, and Leeds. I'rom 1858 to
1864 he lived in Lendon (Hinde Street and
Islington cirenits); subsequently, until 1867,
he was in Bristol.

The following five years PPunshon spent in
Canada, where he presided over the annual
conferences, and exercised a supreme control
of methodism throughout the dominion. By
his powerful influence and unwearied labours
the methodist churches of British North
America were greatly strengthened. In June
1872 the Vietoria University of Cobourg,
Canada, conferred on him the degree of
LL.D. He returned to England in 1873, and
thenceforward lived in London, for two years
as superintendent of Kensington cireuit, and
from 1875 as one of the general secretaries
of the Wesleyan Methodist Missionary So-
ciety.

Punshon’s rare gifts and eloquence soon
won for him a high place, not only among his
own people, but with the general public.
1lis public lectures, the first of which, on
the Prophet of Iloreb, he delivered in Lxeter
Hall in January 1854, greatly increased his
popularity. Ile alsodeveloped great admini-
strative talent. At the Manchester con-
ference, July 1859, he was elected into the
¢legal hundred,’ a rare distinction for one so
young. By his ownexertions Punshonraiseda
fund of 10,0007 to extend methodism in water-

| ing-places, and grants were made from the
| fund to stimulate local effort. Healso raised

1,000L to relieve old Spitalfields chapel of
debt, chiefly by means of his lecture on ¢ The
Huguenots, one of his most brilliant per-
formances. To the mission cause Punshon de-
voted equal energy throughout life. His last
years were spent 1n presenting and enforcing
the claims of the work of the Wesleyan Mis-
sionary Society, in superintending the so-
ciety’s missions, in administering its funds,
and in directing its agents. He died at
Tranby, Brixton Ilill, London, on 14 April
1881.

Punshon wrote : ¢ Sabbath Chimes, or Me-
ditations in Verse,’ London, 1867. His ser-
mons in two volumes and lectures in one
volume were issued in a uniform edition,1882
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and 1884. They have been several times re-
printed.

An etched portrait of Punshon by Ma-
nesse forms the frontispiece to Macdonald’s
¢ Life” The original is in the possession of

called ¢ The Grove, or Love’s Paradise,” and
won the third of the four prizes offered by
¢several persons of quality’ Samong othersthe
Earl of Halifax) for musical settings of Con-
greve’s ‘Judgment of Paris’ [see FINGER,

the publishers, Messrs. Hodder & Stoughton. i GopFRrEY]. The compositions of Eccles,

Punshon 1arried, first, Maria Ann | winner of the second prize,and Purcell were
Vickers, of Gateshead-on-Tyne, by whom he | printed. At the same time Purcell wrote
had four children ; she died in 1858. His | music for Farquhar's ¢ Constant Couple,”
second wife was her sister, Fanny Vickers. | D'Urfey’s ‘ Masaniello,” ¢ The Pilgrim’ (a re-
The marriage took place on 15 Aug. 1868 i vival of Beaumont and Fletcher, with ad-
at Toronto, Canada, where marriage with a | ditions by Dryden), Burnaby’s ¢ Reformed
deceased wife’s sister is legal. His second | Wife,” and Cibber’s ¢ Careless Husband. In
wife died in 1870, He married, thirdly, in | 1701, for a revival of Lee’s ¢ Rival Queens, or
1873, Mary Foster, daughter of William the Death of Alexander the Great,’ Purcell
Foster of Sheffield. She survived him. | provided some of the numbers. Finger had

[Life, by Frederic W. Macdonald, London, previously written part of the music—i.e.
1887; Memorial Sermon with Personal Recol- | acts ii. and iv., a symphony for four flutes,
lections of Punshon, by Thomas M‘Cullagh, and the finale to act v. Purcell contributed

London, 1881 ; Minutes of the Methodist Con-
ference (annual), 1872 to 1881.] W, B. L.
PURCELL, DANIEL (1660°?-1717),
musical composer, was the youngest son
of Henry Purcell the elder, and the brother
of the great Henry Purcell [q. v.] He was
organist of Magdalen College, Oxford, from

1688 to 1695, when he resigned his appoint- |

ment in order to live in London. In 1693 he
wrote music for Thomas Yalden’s ¢ Ode for St.

songs to Balcer’s ¢ Humours of the Age’ and
Mrs. Trotter’s ¢ Unhappy Penitent’ [see Cock-
BURN, CATHARINE] in the same year. In 1702
Steele’s ¢ Funeral ” seems to have been the
only play for which he wrote music. The
same author’s ¢ Tender Hushand’ and Far-
quhar’s ¢ Inconstant’ represent the composer’s
work for 1703; in the following year, for
the opening of the theatre in the Haymarket
built by Vanbrugh (9 April 1705), he wrote

Cecilia’s Day.” In 1696 he wrote music for | an ‘opera’ on ¢ Orlando Furioso,’ to a libretto
Mary Dix’s tragedy, ‘Ibrahim XIII, and | translated from the Italian (advertisement
possibly also for her ¢ Spanish Wives,’as well | in the Diverting Post, 28 Oct. 1704). In
as for an anonymous piece called ¢ Neglected | March 1706-7 he contributed music to Far-
Virtue, or the Unhappy Conqueror.” In1696, | quhar’s ¢ Beaux’ Stratagem,’ and later in the
too, he composed an opera called ¢ Brutus of | same year a St. Cecilia ode by Purcell was
Alba, or Augusta’s Triumph,” written by | performed at St. Mary Hall, Oxford. Refer-
George Powell [.v.] and John Verbruggen. | ence is made to a masque by Purcell, called
The published songs bear the imprint 1696, | ¢ Orpheus and Eurydice,’ in the ¢ Muses Mer-
but the piece was not produced till 1697, | cury, 1707. Music was also written by Pur-
Ile also contributed songs to Lord Lans- | cell for J. Hughes's ‘ Amalasont, I'Urfey’s
downe’s ¢ She Gallants’ (1696), and to ¢ The | ‘The Bath’ and ‘ The Campaigners,’” Mot-
Triumphs of Virtue’ (amon. 1697). To  teux’s ¢ Younger Brother, aud a revival of
D'Urfey’s ¢ Cynthia and Endymion ’ he con- | ¢ Macbeth,” to none of which were dates at-
tributed in the latter yearinstrnmental musie, | tached.

as well as the music, with Jeremiah Clarke, | On 3 April 1712 Purcell gave a concert
of Settle’s opera, ¢ The World in the Moon.” at Stationers’ Hall ‘of vocal and instru-

In 1698 he wrote songs for Charles Gildon’s
¢ Phaeton, or the Fatal Divorce,” Cibber's
‘Love makes a Man, and Lacy’s curious
alteration of the ‘Taming of a Shrew,’ called
¢ Sawney the Scot,’ besides odes for the Prin-
cess Anne’s birthday (6 Feb. 1697-8) and St.
Cecilia’s day, performed respectively in Lon-
don and Oxford. Other odes for St. Cecilia’s

day followed in later years. A lamentationfor

the death of his brother Henry was set by him
to words by Nahum Tate before 1698. In1699
his only theatrical work seems to have been
the music for Motteux’s opera, ¢ The Island
Princess,” with J. Clarke and Leveridge. In
1700he wrote songs fora piece by J. Oldmixon,

| mental musick entirely new, and all parts
| to be perform’d with the greatest excellence”
(advertisement in Spectator, No. 340, for

| 31 March 1712). Among the instrumental
compositions performed on that occasion
may very probably have been some of the
six sonatas of three parts, or the sonatas for
flute and bass, both of which were published.
From 1713 Purcell was organist of St. An-

| drew’s, Holborn. The only evidence of his
[ death is in an advertisement in the ¢ Daily
Courant,” 12 Dec. 1717, inserted by Edward
Purcell, ¢ only son to the famous Mr. Henry
Purcell,’ who was a candidate for the post of
organist, ‘in the room of his uncle, Mr. Daniel
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Purcell, deceased” After his death there
appeared his ‘Six Cantatas for a Voice,
. . . two of which are accompanied with a
Violin. Compos'd after the [talian man-
ner ; and ‘the Psalmes set full for the Or-
gan or Harpsicord, as they are Plaid in
Churches.’

Daniel Purcell’s misic is so deeply tinged
with the style of his illustrious brother
that it would be exceedingly difficult to dis-
tinguish it from his on internal evidence
alone. Itis naturally a mere reflection, with-
outcreative genius ; but it certainly does not
deserve the sneer with which Ilawkins refers
toit. The historian repeats the tradition that
Purcell was a famous punster.

[Grove's Dict. of Musie. iii, 52; Bloxam's
Reg. of Magdalen College; Bursar's Accounts
of the College, examined by the Rev. W. D.
Macray ; Cummings’s Life of (Henry) Purcell
(Great Musicians Ser.); Companion to the Play-
house ; Catalogue of the Music in the Fitzwilliam
Museum, Cambridge; Brit. Mus. Cat ; composi-
tions printed and in manuseript in British Mu~
seum, Royal College of Music, &e.]

J. A, F. M.

PURCELL, IIENRY (1658?7-1695),

composer, was a younger son of Henry Pur-

wlvt;g]; Petham Humfrey [q. v.], and died in

In 1664, when Henry was six years old,
he was appointed a chorister of the Chapel
Royal, under Captain Cooke, the master of
the children. DPelham Humfrey succeeded
to Cooke’s post in 1672, and from him Pur-
cell learnt the taste for the new style of
music which Lully had brought into vogue
in France. In lis twelfth year (1670) he
composed an ¢ Address of the Children of the
Chapel Royal to the King,” which, according
to Cummings'’s ¢ Life was formerly in the
possession of Dr. Rimbault. Asitis described
as being in Pelham ITumfrey’s writing, it
would appear that Humfrey had already con-
ceived a certain admiration for the promise
shown by Purcell before they entered into
the relations of master and pupil. Those
who ascribe to urcell the composition of the
famous ¢ Macbeth musie,” commonly known
as Matthew Locke’s, are compelled to assign
its composition to Purcell’s fourteenth year,
| since it was produced in 1672. The main
| argument in Purcell’s favour is that the
{ music for ¢ Macbeth,” with which Locke's
iuame has heen traditionally associated, is
- wholly different from some other extant

cell, a gentleman of the Chapel Royal, and } music for ¢ Macbeth’ which Locke is posi-
‘master of the children’ of Westminster  tively known to have composed, and may
Abbey, and music copyist there. The father | therefore be safely denied to be from Locke’s
was an intimate friend of Matthew Locke | hand. When Locke’s claim is ignored, Pur-
[q. v.] (cf. PEPYs, Diary, ed. Wheatley, i. | cell’s title seems plausible. That a score of
61) ; he was buried at Westminster Abbey | the music in Purcell’s handwriting exists is
on 3 Aug. 1664. The name of the composer’s | in itself, having regard to the frequency
mother was Elizabeth. His brother Daniel | with which one man would make a copy of

is noticed separately. A house in St. Ann’s
Lane, Old Pye Street, Westminster, is tradi-
tionally said to have been the composer’s

birthplace (ef. Musical Times, November |

1895, pp. 734-56). The date of his birth is
fixed approximately by the inscription below
his portrait in his ¢ Sonatas of Three Parts’
(1683)—*¢ aetat. suee 24’—and by that on his
monumental tablet in Westminster Abbey,
which gives his age as thirty-seven at the

time of his death. The arms on the portrait |

(barry wavy of six argent and gules, on a

hend sable three boars’ heads couped of the |

first) seem to connect the composer with the
family of Purcell of Onslow, Shropshire
(cf. Collectanea Top. et Gen.vii. 244, viii. 17,

20). The composer’s uncle, Thomas Purcell, |

adopted him on his father’s death in 1664, and
seems to have undertaken his musical educa-
tion, Thomas Purcell was a gentleman of
the Chapel Royal (appointed probably at the

Restoration), succeeded Henry Lawes agone |

of the king’s musicians in ordinary for the
lute and voice in 1662, held the post of
composer in ordinary for the violin conjointly

another’s work, no conclusive argument for
| his authorship ( Musical Times, May 1876:
| Concordia, 27 Nov. 1875; Cummines, Life
of Purcell; GrovE, Dict. ii. 183-5) [cf. arts.
| Locks, MatrrHEW, and LEVERIDGE, RIcH-
ArDp]. It is possible that a song, ‘Sweet
Tyranness, in Playford’s ¢ Musical Com-
| panion’ (1672-8) is by the younger Henry
| Purcell ; it has been ascribed to his father.
Purcell’s first undoubted worle for the
stage was written for Shadwell’s ¢ Libertine’
| (1676) ; the music is considerable in extent,
and very fine in quality. Dryden’s ¢ Aureng-
zebe ” and Shadwell’s ¢ Epsom \Vells,’fla):ed
in the same year, were also provided with
music by Purcell.  Rimbault assigns to Pur-
cell the music in the first act of ¢Circe,’ by
Charles Davenant [q. v.], which was acted
at the Duke of York’s Theatre in 1677, with
music mainly contributed by John Banister
[q. v.] (Concordia, 15 April 1876; cf. Riy-
BAULT, Ancient Vocal Music of England).
The most important of Purcell’s early dre}-
matic productionsis the masque in Shadwell’s
| arrangement of “Timon of Athens’ (1677-8)



Purcell

40

Purcell

which contains some of his best and most ori-
ginal work. From 1676 to 1678 Purcell was
copyist at Westminster Abbey, and in 1677
he wrote an elegy ‘on the death of his worthy
friend Mr. Matthew Locke, musick composer
in ordinary to his majesty.” A letter (printed
in Cummings’s‘ Life’) written by Thomas Pur-
cell to John Gostling [q. v.], the bass singer,
minor canon of Canterbury, on 8 Feb. 1678-
1679, is interpreted to mean that Henry Pur-
cell was then writing anthems specially in-
tended to show off Gostling’s wonderful voice.
But the most remarkable of Purcell’'santhems,
‘They that go down to the sea in ships,’ was
written later.

The work which in some ways is the
crowning manifestation of Purcell’s genius,
viz. the opera ‘Dido and /Eneas,” has been
conclusively proved to date from 1680, not
earlier, and for a composer of twenty-two
the feat is sufficiently surprising. At the
time continuous dramatic music was un-
known in England, and Purcell wrote his
opera entirely withont spoken dialogue, and
with a sense of dramatic truth that was not
surpassed by any succeeding musician for
many generations. It was prepared fora per-
formance given at the boarding-school of one
Josias Priest, a dancing-master who in 1680
removed {rom Leicester Fields to Chelsea.
The libretto was by Nahum Tate, and an epi-
logue by Tom D’Urfey was spoken by Lady
Dorothy Burk.

In the same year (1680) John Blow [q.v.]
resigned his appointment as organist of West-
minster Abbey in Purcell’s favour ; and two
¢ Welcome Songs,” for the Duke of York and
the king respectively, seem to have brought
the composer into notice at court. Composi-
tions of this ‘ occasional”’ kind were written
by Purcell almost every year from this time
until his death. In 1632 lie was appointed
organist of the Chapel Royal, while still re-
taining his post at the abbey. In 1683 he
Eublished by subscription his ‘Sonnatas of

IT Parts: Two Viollins and Basse: to the
Organ or Harpsecord.” In the title Purcell
is styled ¢ Composer in ordinary to his most
Sacred Majesty,” an appointment which Rim-
bault conjectures he received in the same year
as that to the Chapel Royal (0ld Cheque Book
of the Chapel Royal). The (twelve) sonatas
were published in four part-books, with an ad-
mirable portrait of the composer, a dedication
to the king, and a very interesting preface, in
which Purcell declares his object to be to give
a ‘just imitation of the most fam’d Ttalian
masters; principally, to bring the seriousness
and gravity of that sort of Musick into vogue
and reputation amongour countrymen, whose
humor, ’tis time now, should begin to loath

I

the levity, and balladry of our neighbours.
The last words doubtless refer to the super-
ficial style of the French music of the day,
which had not been without previous influ-
ence on the composer. A phrase in the dedi-
cation implies that it was through the king
that Purcell became acquainted with the
Italian composers. The suggestion is eorro-
borated by the fact that a manusecript in the
Royal College of Music, which contains a
number of vocal works transcribed from a
manuseriptin Purcell's handwriting, includes
a duet, ¢ Cruciorin hac flamma,’ by Carissimi,
who was CharlesIT’s favourite composer. The
special model taken by Purcell appears to
have been Giovanni Battista Vitali, whose
sonatas, printed at Bologna in 1677, show a
striking similarity to those of the English
master in the structure of the works, as dis-
tinguished from the loosely grouped ‘suites’
of dance movements and from the ‘fantasies’
which had been in vogue in England from the
time of Orlando Giibbons. Of these ‘ fantasies’
Purecell left in manuscript several specimens,
mainly three years older than the sonatas.
The Italian indications of time, &c., employed
were then so much of a novelty in England
that it was deemed advisable to explain them
in the preface to the sonatas. Purcell’s ad-
miration for Vitali is attested by the fact that
he named his eldest son after him ‘John
Baptista’ in 1682,

Purcell began in 1683 a series of odes for
the celebration of St. Cecilia’s day. It would
seem that he wrote for that year’s festival

| no fewer than three, one to Latin words; only

one apparently was performed; it begins,
¢ Welcome to all the pleasures,’ and was pub-
lished in the following year. In 1684 Pur-
cell took part in an organ competition at
the Temple Chureh, playing, with Blow, on
Father Smith's organ; the rival instrument,
by Renatus Harris [q. v.], being played by
Draghi. At the time of the coronation of
James II, Purcell was paid 347 12s. out of
the secret-service money for superintending
the erection of an organ in Westminster
Abbey specially designed for the occasion.
Purcell probably played the organ at the
opening ceremony. The ¢ Purcell’ who is
mentioned among the basses of the choir was
presumably a relative. The composer’s voice
was a counter-tenor.

In 1686 he returned to dramatic compo-
sition with the music to Dryden’s ¢ Tyrannic
Love,” while a ¢ quickstep,” apparently written
about the same time, obtained extraordinary
popularity as the air of ¢ Lilliburlero.” The
year 1687 is marked only by an elegy on John
Playford [q. v.], the music publisher. In
January 1687-8 Purcell wrote an anthem,
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¢ Blessed are they that fear the Lord,’ for the
rejoicings at the queen’s pregnancy, and an-
other anthem, ‘ The Lord is IXing,” bears date
1688. He contributed songs to D'Urfey's
¢Fool's Preferment’ in the same year, and
resumed the office of copyist in the abbey.
At the coronation of William and Mary in
1689, Purcell retained, as an official perqui-
site, the price paid for seats in the organ-loft ;
but he was apparently compelled to give it
back to the chapter on pain of losing his post

are quite subordinate to the others. The
abandonment of the old practice of con-
tinuous music in opera, which ¢ King Arthur *
illustrated, was justified, according to the
‘ Gentleman’s Journal’ for January 1691-2,
| by the fact that ‘experience hath taught us
that our English genius will not rellish that
- perpetuall singing.” ¢ Mr. Purcel,’ the same
| eritic pointed out, ¢ joyns to the delicacy and
beauty of the Italian way the graces and
| gayety of the French composers, as he hath

(Hawxkixss, edit. 1853, p. 743).  One of the | done for the ¢ I’rophetess” and the last opera
best of the ‘occasional’ compositions of Pur- ’ called “ King Arthur,” which hath been plaid
cell was called forth by the accession of the | several times the last month.

new sovereigns, though it was not com-| Among the plays to which Purcell con-
manded for any state celebration. It 1s| tributed incidental music in 1692 and the
known as ¢ The Yorkshire Feast Song,’ and |following year were the ¢ Indian Queen’
was performed at the meeting of natives of | (adapted from Howard and Dryden) and the
Yorkshire in the Merchant Taylors’ Hall on E Fairy Queen,” an anonymous arrangement
27 March 1690. There followed some of the of ¢ A Midsummer Night's Dream.” Some
composer’s best theatrical work, including of the songs from the latter were published
‘Dioclesian, or the Prophetess’ (adapted from | in 1692 by Purcell himself, but, as in the
Beaumont and Fletcher by Betterton), and | case of ¢ King Arthur,’ the complete music
the ¢ Tempest’ (Dryden’s adaptation). The | was lost (London Gazette, 13 Oct. 1700).
former was publishied in 1691 in score by sub- | Three years after the production of the
seription, with a dedication to the Duke of | ‘Indian Queen’ a pirated edition was issued
Somerset ; but,although the piecewas a great | by the booksellers May & Hudgbutt, who
success (DowNEs), the cost of publication was | addressed the composer in a complacent and
hardly defrayed by the subscriptions, and the | impudent preface. The queen’s birthday ode
book was a financial failure (pref. to DANIEL | for 1692 contains, as the bass of one of the
PurcELL's Judgment of Paris); every copy | airs, the Scottish tune ¢ Cold and Raw.” Ac-
contained manuseript corrections by Purcell | cording to Hawkins, Purcell introduced it
himself. The music to Dryden’s‘Amphitryon’ I out of pique becattse the Queen had ex-
was issued in 1690, the year of its produc- pressed a preference for the ballad, as sung
tion. ~ In the epistle dedicatory Dryden | by Arabella Iunt, to some of his music.
wrote, ¢ We have at length found an Eng- | The ode for St. Cecilia’s day in the same year
lishman equal with the best abroad,’ and he contains evidence of the composer’s powers
referred to ‘his happy and judicious per- |as a singer of florid music. The air ¢'Tis
formances in the late opera’ (‘ Dioclesian’). | Nature’s voice, for counter-tenor, which
Five years earlier, in the preface to ¢ Albion | abounds in elaborate passages, was printed
and Albanius, Dryden had shortsightedly | shortly after the festival. The ¢ Gentleman’s
spoken of Grabu, the composer of that work, | Journal or Monthly Miscellany’ for Novem-
as‘raised to a degree above any man who shall | ber 1692 says ¢ the second stanza ’ was ‘ sung
pretend to be his rival on our stage’ This | with incredible graces by Mr. Purcell him-
change in the poet’s opinion was strengthened | self” An ode, said to have been written for
by Purcell’s admirable coutributions to his I the centenary commemoration of Trinity Col-
opera of ‘King Arthur,” which was produced | lege, Dublin, and performed at Christ Church,
in1691. The complete score of that work was , Dublin, on 9 Jan. 1693-4, is included by
never published, and it disappeared, probably | Goodison in his incomplete edition of Pur-
within a very few years of its production,since | eell’s works ; but no direet evidence of its
the few songs printed after the composer’s | performance has been found.

death, in ¢ Orpheus Britannicus,’ were in a | To 1694 belongs Purcell’s only work as a
more or less fragmentary condition. After  theorist. He rewrote almost entirely the
all the imperfect manuscript scores of the | third part of Playford’s ¢ Introduction to the
work were collated for Professor Taylor’s | Skill of Musick’ for the twelfth edition of
edition (Musical Antiquarian Society), there | that book, published in 1694. The section
remain five songs to which no music can be | *On the Art of Descant’ in its original shape
found. Still, the great bulk of the music is | was no longer of practical use to composers,
extant, and from this and the priuted play it 'since the whole aspect of music had changed.
is clear that it can only be called an opera in  Certain of the songs in the first and second
a limited sense, since the singing characters | parts of D'Urfey’s ¢ Don Quixote’ (1694) were
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by Purcell, the most famous of them being |
¢Let the dreadful engines;’ and on St.
Cecilia’s day, in the same year, were per-
formed his famous Te Deum and Jubilate,
with orchestral accompaniments. For the
funeralof Queen Mary he wrote a well-known
burial service, of which one section, the
anthem ‘Thou knowest, Lord, has been
continuously in use until the present day; it |
was incorporated by Croft in his setting of |
the service. In a volume of thirty-six odes
and monodies in memory of the queen there
are three set to music, one by Blow, and
two, to Latin words, by Purcell. Of the
music to plays written by Purcell in 1695, the
last year of hislife, the most important com-
positions are ‘ Bonduca,’ adapted from Beau-
mont and Fletcher, and the third part of
¢Don Quixote, which, though it failed on
the stage, became famous from its containing
the song ‘From rosy bowers.” This is said
to be ‘ the last song the author sett, it being
in his sickness;’ a similar claim put forth
for ¢ Lovely Albina’ may be rejected.

Purcell died on 21 Nov. 1695, probably at
his house in Marsham Street, Westminster
(Prof. J. F. Bridge in Musical Times, No-
vember 1895). The tradition reported by
Hawkins, that the composer caught cold
from being kept waiting for admittance into
his house, his wife being determined to
punish him for keeping late hours, is gene-
rally discredited. A consumptive tendency
is surmised, and some support is given tothe
supposition by the deaths in infancy of three
of the composer’s children—in 1632, 1686,
and 1687 respectively. ITe was buried on
26 Nov. beneath the organ in Westminster
Abbey. The Latin epitaph on the gravestone
was renewed in 1876, On a pillar near the
grave is a tablet, with an inscription, placed
there by a pupil of Purcell—Annabella, wife
of Sir Robert Howard, the dramatist, who
probably wrote the inscription. The short
will, made on the day of the composer’s death,
was proved by the widow, Frances Purcell,
the sole legatee (cf. Wills from Doctors’ Com-
mons, Camd. Soc. p. 158).

That Purcell was a most learned musician,
consummately skilled in the exercise of feats
of technical ingenuity, and delighting in
them for their own sake, is amply shown in
his canons and similar works; in particular
he excelled in writing, upon a ground bass,
music that was not merely ingenious, but in
the highest degree expressive. The erown-
ing instance of his powers in this direction
is the death-song of Dido in his first opera,
an ‘inspiration, as it may well be called, |
that has never been surpassed for pathos and |
direct emotional appeal. The instructive |

comparison of this number with the ¢ Cruci-
fixus’ of Bach’s Mass in B minor—a com-
position of a design almost precisely similar
(see preface to the Purcell Society’s edition
of ¢ Dido and Adineas’)—shows what a point
of advance had been reached by the English-
man five years before the birth of the German
master. It was this directness of expression
rather than his erudition that raised Purcell
to that supreme place among English com-
posers which has never been disputed. The
very quality of broad choral effect which has
been most admired in Handel's works was
that in which Purcell most clearly antici-
pated him; in actual melodic beauty, Pur-
cell’s airs are at least on a level with Han-
del’s, while the mere exhibitions of vocal skill
for which Purcell is sometimes reproached
compare very favourably with the conven-
tional opera songs of Handel. When it is
remembered that Purcell lived at a time
when the new art of monodic writing, as
opposed to the elaborate involutions of the
madrigalian period, was only beginning to
be understood in England, the flowing ease
of his melodies, and the mastery displayed
in their treatment, must appear little short
of marvellous.” That it is diflicult if not im-
possible to trace any process of development
between his earlier and later works seems
strange, until it is pointed out that a space
of twenty years covered his entire career as
a composer (or twenty-five years, if we ac-
cept the theory that the ¢ Macheth’ music
is his).

A very small number of Purcell’s com-
positions were published during his life-
time. Songs by him appeared in various
collections published by Heptinstall, Play-
ford, and others, and occasionally, as in
the case of ¢ Theodosius,” ¢ Amphitryon,’ the
‘Fool's Preferment,’ the ¢ Indian Queen,’ the
¢‘Fairy Queen,” and ‘ Don Quixote,” songs from
the plays, professedly complete, were printed
either separately or together with the text of
the piece. The only works of any magnitude
printed in the composer's lifetime were the
three-part sonatas (1683), the St. Cecilia ode
for that year, published in 1684, and the opera.
‘ Dioclesian.” To these were added, after his
death, ¢ A Choice Collection of Lessons for
the Harpsichord or Spinett’ (1696), the ¢ Te
Denm and Jubilate, a book of ¢Theatre
Ayres,” the ¢ Ten Sonatas of Four Parts,’ in-
cluding the famous ¢ Golden Sonata’ (1697)
and the first book of ¢ Orpheus Britannicus,”
a collection of the composer’s most famous
songs. A second book of this collection was
printed in 1702. The second edition of
the two hooks appeared in 1706 and 1711
respectively, and a third, of both together,
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in 1721. The rarity of this last edition
would seem to imply that it was not a large
or successful one, and it is not hard to assign
the reason. The popularity of Purcell among
all classes of the community had been greater
than that enjoyed by any native musician up
to that time; but by the second decade of
the eighteenth century the vogue of Handel,
who absorbed many of Purcell’s charac-

teristies, was so well established that Pur-'

cell’s works were for the time thrown into the

shade. Yet Purcell was never neglected by |

the higherclass of musiciansin England, and
the two-hundredth anniversary of his death
was worthily celebrated in ILondon in No-
vember 1895 by a festival occupying three
days, and including a memorial service in
‘Westminster Abbey. From time to time
efforts have been made to publish his musie
in a way worthy of the greatest composer
England has produced. Besidestheselections
issued by Goodison, Clarke, Corfe, Arnold,and
others, the edition of his sacred music in four
folio volumes, by Vincent Novello, deserves
first mention. All his anthems (with the
exception of a few that have come to light
since), a large number of hymns, canons, &e.,
are included in this publication (1829-32).
Several of the most important dramatic works
and the St. Cecilia ode of 1692 were issued in
1840-8 by the Musical Antiquarian Society.
In 1878 an association called the Purcell
Society was formed with a view to issuing
a really complete edition; the worlk is pro-
gressingslowly; five volumes—-all admirably
edited-—have appeared.

The works of Purcell may be summarised
as follows: Seventy-nine anthems, hymus,
and services; thirty-two odes and welcome
songs, including those on St. Cecilia’s day;
fifty-one dramatic works, including operas,
incidental musie, and songs—including the
doubtful ¢ Macbeth’ and ¢Circe’ music;
many fantasias in manuscript for strings (see
Addit. MS. 30930 for twenty complete in-
strumental compositions) ; twenty-two so-
natas (trios) published; oue violin sonata
(manuscript); two organ toccatas; many
harpsichord pieces (thirty-four published in
¢A Choice Collection, and twelve [with
Blow] in ‘Musick’s Handmaid’); numerous
songs, catches, and canons.

Purcell’s portrait was painted once by
Kneller and twice by Clostermann,and a bust
of Purcell was formerly in the Music School,
Oxford, but has disappeared. Kneller's por-
trait is now in the possession of Alfred
Littleton, esq. It is a somewhat idealised
head of a young man, with prominent eyes
and fell firm mouth; it was engraved by
'W. Humphreys, from a drawing by Edward

Novello, for Novello’s edition of Purcell’s
‘Sacred Music.’” A drawing of a head, by
Kneller—doubtless a sketch for the finished
picture—was in the possession of Dr. Burney,
and is now in the British Museum; it was
engraved by J. Holloway in 1798, and again
by J. Corner. Of Clostermann’s two por-
traits, one—a three-quarter-length—in the
possession of the Ven. Archdeacon Burney,
represents the composer seated at the harpsi-
chord (a replica is in the possession of Miss
Done) ; and the other, of which there is a
mezzotint by Zobel in the collection of the
Royal Society of Musicians, shows a face
much thinner and longer than that of the
other portraits, and represents Purcell in the
last year or two of his life. A fourth portrait
of Purcell, by an unknown author, in the
board-room of Dulwich College, was formerly
considered to represent Thomas Clark, or-
ganist of the college. Two other portraits,
said to have been formerly at Dulwich Col-
lege, have vanished, one of Purcell as a
choir-boy (Groves, Dict. iii. 51), and the
other of him in later life, from which the
engraving by W. N. Gardiner, after S. N.
Harding, in Harding’s ¢ Biographical Mirror,”
1794, is said to have been made. Other en-
gravings by R. White are in the sonatas of
1683, representing Purcell in his twenty-fifth
year, and (a head after Clostermann) in ¢ Or-
pheus DBritannicus” H. Adlard engraved a
portrait (either affer Clostermann or possibly
from the bust). A head in an oval is in the
‘Universal Magazine’(December1777),¢from
an original painting,” but apparently from
White'’s engraving of 1683,

Purcell married before 1682, A son, John
Baptista, was baptisedin Westminster Abbey
on 9 Aug. of that year, and was buried in
the cloisters on 17 Oct. following. Two other
sons died in infancy, and his youngest
daughter, Mary Peters (4. 1693), seems to
have died before 1706.  Only two children—
a son and daughter—reached maturity. The
daughter, Frances (1688-1724), who proved
her mother’s will on 4 July 1706, married,
about 1707, Leonard Welsted [q.v.], the poet ;
their daughter died in 1726. Purcell’s sur-
viving son, Edward (1689-1740%), competed
twice, without success, for the post of organist
at St. Andrew’s, Ilolborn, formerly Leld by his
uncle, Daniel Purcell, and in 1726 was made
organist of St. Margaret’s, Westminster. Ile
was also organist of St. Clement’s, Eastcheap,
and one of the first members of the Royal
Society of Musicians; he is helieved to have
died in 1740. Edward’s daughter Frances
was baptised on4 May 1711 at St. Margaret’s,
Westminster; his son, Edward Henry Purcell,
who was one of the children of the Chapel
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Royal in 1737, was organist of St. John’s,
Hackney, from 1753 to 1764.

[Purcell, in the Great Musicians Series, by
W. H. Cummings, is the most complete bio-
graphy that has yet appeared; see also Grove’s
Dict. of Musie, ii. 183, iii. 46-52; Hawkins's
Hist. ed. 1853, pp. 743-5; Old Cheque Book of
the Chapel Royal, ed. Rimbault; Chester’s
Westminster Abbey Registers ; Pedigree of Pur-
cellfamily in Visitations of Shropshire ; Downes's
Roscius Anglicanus ; Companion to the Play-
house, vol. ii.; Advertisements in London Gazette,
&e. ; Musical Times, November and December
1895; prefaces and compositions in Musiecal
Antiq. Soc. and Purcell Soc. editions; printed
and manuseript compositions in Brit. Mus., Royal
Coll. of Music, Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge,
private collections, &ec.; Gentleman's Journal
and Monthly Miscellany, 1692 ; Cat. of Portraits
in the Music and Inventions Exhibition, 1885,
and in the exhibition of Pureell relies, Brit. Mus.
1895 ; information from Mr. W. Barclay Squire.]

J. AL F. M.

PURCELL, JOIIN (1674 2-1730), phy-
sician, was born in Shropshire about 1674,
and in 1696 became a student of medicine in
the university of Montpellier, where he
attended the lectures of Pierre Chirac, then
professor of medicine, for whom he retained
a great respect through life (Of Vapours, p.
48). After taking the degrees of bachelor and
licentiate, he graduated M.D. on 29 May 1699,
He practised in London, and in 1702 published
¢ A Treatise of Vapours or ITysteric Fits,’ of
which a second edition appeared in 1707. The
book is dedicated to ‘the [fonourable Sir John
Talbott, his nearrelation, and gives a detailed
clinical account of many of the phenomena
of hysteria, mixed up with pathology of the
school of Thomas Willis [q. v.] His preface
is the latest example of the type of apology
for writing on medicine in the English tongue
so common in books of the sixteenth century.
He shows much good sense, pointing out that
there are no grounds for the ancient belief
that the movement of the uterus is related
to the symptoms of hysteria,and supports the
statement of Sydenham that similar symp-
toms are observable in men. Their greater
frequency in women he attributes to the
comparative inactivity of female life. He
recommends crayfish broth and Tunbridge
waters, but alco seeing plays, merry company,
and airing in the parks. In 1714 he published,
at J. Morphew's, ¢ A Treatise of the Cholick,’
dedicated to his relative, Charles, duke of
Shrewsbury, of which a second edition ap-
peared in 1715, This werk shows less
observation than his former book, but con-
tains the deseription of an autopsy which he
witnessed at Montpellier, giving the earliest
observation in any English book of the irrita-

tion produced by the exudation in peritonitis
on the hands of the morbid anatomist. On
3 April 1721 he was admitted a licentiate
of the College of Physicians of London. Iie
died on 19 Dec. 1730.

[Munk’s Coll. of Phys. ii. 77; Astrac's Mé-
moires pour servir & I'Histoire de la Faculté de
Médecine de Montpelier, Paris, 1767 ; Works.]

N. M.

PURCELL, RICHARD ( A. 1750-1766),
engraver, was born in Dublin, and there
studied mezzotint engraving under John
Brooks and Andrew Miller. Between 1748
and 1755 he executed in Dublin a few plates,
all now extremely rare, which include por-
traits of Michael Boyle, archbishop of Ar-
magh, after Zoest ; William King, archbishop
of Dublin, after Jervas; Oliver Cromwell,
after Lely; Samuel Madden, D.D., after
Hunter; and tliree of William III, after
Kneller and Wyck. In 1755 or 1756 Purcell
settled in London. His abilities were suffi-
cient to have enabled him to take a high
position in his profession; but his vicious and
extravagant habits kept him in poverty, and
delivered him into the hands of Sayer, the
printseller, for whom he worked almost ex-
clusively. Sayer employed him chiefly to
execute copies of popular prints by McArdell,
Watson, Houston, Faber, &c., from pictures
by Reynolds and others, and on many of
these he used the aliases Charles Corbutt and
Philip Corbutt. Purcell’s original plates com-
prise portraits of the Rev. Thomas Jones, after
M. Jenkin; John, earl of Bute, after A. Ram-~
say, 1763 ; and John Wilkes, after R. Pine,
1764; various subject-pieces after 1. Mor-
land, R. Pyle, G. Dou, . Metsu, (. Schalken,
Rembrandt,andothers; and some caricatures.
Purcell also etched a portrait of a man seated
with a print in his hand, from a picture by
Rembrandt, 17€6; this is the latest date on
any of his works, and is probably the year
of his death. :

[Chaloner Smith’s British Mezzotinto Por-
traits; Redgrave’s Diet. of Artists.] F. M. O'D.

PURCHAS, JOHN (1823-1872), divine
and author, eldest son of William Jardine
Purchas, captain in the navy, was born at
| Cambridge on 14 July 1823, and educated
at Rugby from 1836. He proceeded to
| Christ’s College, Cambridge, where he gra-
| dnated B.A. 1844 and M.A. 1847. He was
| curate of Elsworth, Cambridgeshire, from
11851 to 1853, curate of Orwell in the same
| county from 1856 to 1859, curate of St.

Paul’s, West Street, Brighton, from 1861 to
1866, and perpetual curate of St. James’s
| Chapel, Brighton, in 1866. Into the services
, of St. James’s Chapel, Purchas introduced
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practices which were denounced as ritualistic,
and on 27 Nov. 1869, at the instance of
Colonel Charles James Elplinstone, he was
charged before Sir 1tobert Phillimore [q.v.] in
thearches courtof Canterbury with infringing
the law of the established church by usinga
cope (otherwise than during the communion
service), chasubles, albs, stoles, tunicles,
dalmatics, birettas, wafer bread, lighted
candles on the altar, crucifixes. images, and
holy water; by standing with his back to the
people when consecrating the elements,
mixing water with the wine, censing the
minister, leaving the holy table uncovered
during the service, directing processions
round the church, and giving notice of un-
authorised holidays. Purchas did not appear,

stating that he was too poor to procure legal |

assistance, and tooinfirm in health to defend
the case in person. On 3 Feb. 1870 judgment
was given against him on eight points with
costs (Law Reports, Admiralty and Iicclesias-
tical Courts, 1872, iii. 66-113). This decision
was not entirely satisfactory to the promoter
of the suit, and he appealed for a fuller con-
demnation of Purchas to the queen in council;
but he died on 30 March 1870 before the case
was heard. Henry Ilebbert of Brighton, late
a judge of the high court of jndicature at
Bombay, then applied to the privy council
to be allowed to revive the appeal, and was
permitted to take the place of the original
promoter, 4 June 1870 (Law Reports, Privy
Council Appeals, 1871, ii1.245-57). Theprivy
council decided against Pnrchas on 16 May
1871, on practically all the points raised (b.

ii. 605-702). He, however, made over all his |
property to his wife, and neither paid the |

costs, amounting to 2,096/ 14s. 10d., nor dis-
continued any of the illegal practices. The
privy conncil eonsequently, on 7 Feb. 1872,
suspended him from the discharge of his cleri-
cal office for twelve months.

These decisions gave rise to much diffe-
rence of opinion and led to a prolonged con-
troversy, in which, among others, the Rev.
Gordon Calthrop, the Rev. Robert Gregory,
afterwards dean of St. P’aul’s, and Canon
Liddon took part. A copy of the order
of suspension was affixed to the door of
St. James’s Chapel on 18 Feb. 1872, but
Purchas continued his services as usual for
the remainder of lis life. He died at his
residence, Montpellier Villas, Brighton, on
18 Oct. 1872, and was buried in the parochial
cemetery on 23 Oct. Ile left a widow and
five sons.

e edited the ¢ Directorium Anglicanum :
being a Manual of Directions for the right
Celebration of the Holy Communion, for the
saying of Matins and Evensong, and for the

l performance of theother rites and ceremonies
of the Church,’ 1858, This isa standard work
on Anglican ritualism.

Ilis other writings were: 1. *The Miser’s
Daughter, or the Lover’s Curse, a comedy,
1839, 2. ¢Ode upon the Death of the Mar-
quis Camden,” 1841, 3. ¢The Birth of the
Prince of Wales,” a poem, 1842, 4, ¢ Poems
and Ballads,” 1846. 5. ¢ The Book of IFeasts,’
1853. 6. ¢The Book of Common Prayer
unabridged: a Letter to the Rev. J. TIild-
yard on liis pamphlet, ¢ The Morning Service
of the Church abridged,”’ 1856. 7. ¢The
Priest’s Dream: an Allegory,” 1856. 8. ¢The
Death of Izekiel's Wife: Three Sermons,’
1866.

[Times, 19 Oct. 1872, p. 5; Annual Register,
1871, pp. 187-210; Sussex Daily News, 19 Oect.
| 1872 p. 5, 22 Oct. p. 6, 24 Oct. p.- 5; Men of
| the Time, 1872 ] G. C. B.

PURCHAS, SAMUEL (1575?-1620),
author of the ‘ Pilgrimes,” son of (feorge Pur-
| chas of Thaxted in Essex, was born about
| 15675.  Having graduated from St. John’s
| College, Cambridge, and taken holy orders,
+ he was in 1601 curate of Purleigh in 1issex.
[ From 1604 to 1613 he was vicar of Eastwood
. in Tssex; in 1614 he was appointed chaplain
to George Abbot, archbishop of Canterbury,
and from 1614 to 1626 he was rector of St.
Martin’s, Ludgate. He died in September or
Qctober 1626, aged 51. His will was proved
on 21 Oet.

He married, in December 1601, Jane,
daughter of Vincent Lease of Westhall, Suf-
folk, yeoman. In the marriage license, dated
2 Dec. 1601, Purchas is said to be twenty-
seven, and he and his bride are described as
household servants of Mr. Freake, parson of
Purleigh. The ages as stated at marriage
and death are not in exact agreement.

Purchas was the author of: 1. ¢Purchas
his Pilgrimage, or Relations of the World
and the Religions observed in all Ages and
Places discovered from the Creation unto this
present’ (fol. 1613 ; 2nd edit, 1614 ; 3rd edit.
1617 ; 4th edit. 1626). 2. ¢ Purchas his Pil-
grim. Microcosmus, or the ITistory of Man.
Relating the Wonders of his Generation,
Vanities in his Degeneration, Necessity of his
Regeneration . . . (sm. 8vo, 1619).

But the work by which alone Purchas’s
name is now known is 3. ¢Hakluytus Pos-
thumus, or Purchas his Pilgrimes, contayning
a History of the World in Sea Voyages and
Land-Trauells by Englishmen and others
. . ., with portrait on the title-page, wtat. 48
(4 vols. 4to, 1625 ; the fourth edition of the
¢ Pilgrimage’ [No. 1 above], being exactly
the same size, is frequently catalogued as the
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fifth volume of the ¢ Pilgrimes ;’ it is really
a totally different work). This work has
never been reprinted, and its rarity, still
more than its interest, has given it an exag-
gerated valuetobook collectors. The intrinsie
value of the book is due rather to its having
preserved some record of early voyages other-
wise unknown, than to the literary skill or
ability of the author. It may fairly be sup-
posed that the originals of many of the jour-
nals entrusted to him, of which he published
an imperfect abstract, were lost through his
carelessness ; so that the fact that the ¢ Pil-
grimes’ contains the only extant account of
some voyages is by his fault, not by Lis merit.
A comparison of what he has printed with
such originals as remain shows that he was
very far indeed from a faithful editor or a
judicious compiler, and that he took little
pains to arrive at an accurate knowledge of
facts. He inherited many of the manuseripts
of Richard Hakluyt [q. v.], but the use he

made of them was widely different from |

Hakluyt's.

[Brown’s Genesis of the United States, pp. 491,
974 ; Christie’s Voyages of Fox and James (Hak-
luyt Society), vol. i. p. x ; Notes and Queries, 8rd
ser. xi. 57 ; Transactions of the lissex Archaol.
Society, iv. 164.] J. K. L.

PURDON, EDWARD (1729-1767),
bookseller’s hack, born in co. Limerick
about 1729, was son of the Rev. Edward
Purdon, M.A. In 1744 he entered Trinity
College, Dublin, where he acquired Gold-

smith’s friendship. After dissipating his in- |

heritance, he enlisted. Subsequently he
settled in London, and became a ¢scribbler
in the newspapers.” Entering the service
of Ralph Griffiths [q. v.], he translated for
him Voltaire’s ‘ ITenriade” which appeared
in the ‘British Ladies’ Magazine.” Probably
Purdon had a share also in the ¢ Memoirs of
M. de Voltaire,” by Goldsmith, which accom-
panied the poem. In 1759 he was compelled
to publish an apology in the ¢ London Chro-
nicle’ for an abusive pamphlet, in the form
of & letter to David Garrick, against Mossop
and other Drury Lane performers (Lowg,
Theat. Lit. pp. 140, 273). Ile fell dead in
Smithfield on 27 March 1767. Goldsmith’s
epitaph on him, for the Wednesday Club, has
preserved his memory.

[Gent. Mag. 1767, p. 192; Notes and Queries,
4th ser. viii. 4563, 558 ; Forster’s Life of Gold-
smith, i. 25, 168, ii. 60 ; O'Donoghue’s Poets of
Ireland, 211; London Chronicle, 13, 14, 15 Oet.
1759 ; Publ. Advertiser, 7 Feb.1759.] E. L C.

PURDY, JOHN (1773-1843), hydro-
grapher, the son of a bookseller at Norwich,
wasborn in 1773. He early turned his atten-

tion to the study of naval charts and similar
subjects. Before 1812 he succeeded De la
Rochette as hydrographer to Messrs, Laurie
& Whittle, of 53 Fleet Street, London, and
in that year published a ¢ Memoir, descriptive
and explanatory, to accompany the New
Chart of the Atlantic Ocean,’ 4to. This work
went through many editions, the fifteenth ap-
pearing in 1894, edited by Mr. W. R. Kettle,
F.R.G.S. Purdy does not seem to have taken
part in hydrographic expeditions himself, and
his work consisted in writing works and con-
structing charts based upon the reports of
others; buteventually he became the foremost
authority of his time on hydrography. He
was mainly instrumental in briuging ¢ Ren-
nell’s Current’ before the notice of navigators,
and in 1832 Rennell’s daughter, Lady Rodd,
entrusted to Purdy the editing of his ¢ Wind
and Current Charts ’ [see RENNELL, JAMES].
He died on 29 Jan. 1843.

Alexander George Findlay [q.v.], who
succeeded to his position as a leading hydro-
| grapher, edited and improved a large number

of Purdy's works. The more important of

Purdy’s writings ave: 1. ¢Tables of Posi-

tions, or of the Latitudes and Longitudes
| of Places,” &e., 1816, 4to. 2. ¢ The Colum-
I’ bian Navigator,” 1817, 8vo; other editions
| 18234, 2 vols., 1839, and 1847-8. 3. ¢Me-
| moir to accompany the General Chart of the
Northern Ocean,” 1820, 8vo. 4. ‘The New
Sailing Directory for the Ethiopic or Southern
| Atlantic Ocean,’ 1837,8vo; 3rd edit. IFindlay,
1844. Similar ‘Sailing Directories,” dealing
with many other regions, were also published
by Purdy. 5. ‘The British American Navi-
gator,” 2nd edit. 1843, 8va.

A fairly complete list of Purdy’s maps
and charts is given in the ¢ Catalogue of the
Map Room of the Royal Geographical So-
ciety.” The chief are: achart of the Atlantic
Ocean (1812); a ‘map of Cabotia, compre-
hending the Provinces of Upper and Lower
Canada,” &c. (1814); a map of the world on
Mercator's Projection (1825): The Azores
(1831) ; Jamaica (1834) : the Viceroyalty of
| Canada (1838); Newfoundland (1844).
| Others published by Findlay, after Purdy’s
| death,include the Indian and Pacific Oceans
| (1847) ; St. George’s Channel (1850); the
| coasts of Spain and Portugal (1856). His
| nephew Isaac published a chart of the coasts

of China in 1865.

| [Works in Brit. Mus. Libr.; Cat. of Library
i and Map Room of Royal Geogr. Soc.; Review
| of British Geogr. Work, 1789-1889, p. 190;
Proc. Royal Geogr. Soc. xix. 381; Athenzum,
1875,1. 657 ; Lowndes's Bibl. Man.; Allibone’s
| Dict. of English Lit. ; information supplied by
[ Messrs. R. H. Laurie, Minories. ] AWESES
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PUREFOY, WILLIAM (15802-1659), | from its establishment on 13 Feb. 1648-9
regicide, born at Caldecote, Warwickshire, | until its dissolution in 1653, and had lodgings
about 1580, was eldest son of Francis Pure- | at Whitehall. On 7 Sept. 1650 he had leave

foy (d. 1617), by his wife 1ileanor, danghter |
of John Baskerville of Cudworth, Somerset.

He entered Gray’s Inn on 14 Aug. 1599,
and subsequently travelled on the continent.
While residing in 1611 at Geneva he medi- |
tated (so he asserted thirty-eight years later)

the ruin of the monarchy in England. |

In 1627-8 he was elected member of par-.
liament for Coventry. Purefoy was strongly |
puritan, and, as sheriff of Warwickshire in \
1631, dealt severely with disorderly charac- |
ters and alehouses. On 27 Oct. 1640 he
was elected to the Long parliament for War- |
wick. From the first he took a decided stand
against the king, and when (17 June 1642)
Charles directed his commission of array for
Warwickshire, ¢ such as Mr. Coombes, Mr.
Purefoy, and others of that strain’ were ex-
pressly excepted. DPurefoy straightway took
up arms for the parliament. In August he
was in command of a body of parliamentary
troops in Warwick Castle. On 6 March |
1642-3 he received a commission from Essex |
to be colonel of a regiment of horse and
dragoons raised in Warwick.

In the same month he was engaged in the
defence of Coventry, for which he advanced
money. In answer to a letter from Purefoy
complaining of the weakness of the forces
there due to disbandings, and the lack of a
‘commander of experience,’ Essex nominated
acommittee to govern the forces of Coventry
and Lichfield, cousisting of Purefoy, Sir John
Gill, Sir Arthur Haselrigge, and Sir W.
Brereton, kut. During 16 1 Purefoy, at the
head of his regiment of horse, took part in
many small operations in Warwickshire,
Staftordshire, Oxfordshire, and Gloucester-
shire, and frequent disputes arose between
him and the chief commander of the district,
Basil Feilding, second earl of Denbigh [q. v.]
Towards the end of 1644 and early in 1645
he was often in London in attendance on
the comnmittee of both kingdoms at Derby
House. In June 1644 Durefoy captured
Compton House, which was held during the
rest of the war by his kinsman, Major George
Purefoy (BEESLEY, Hist. of Banbury, pp. 356,
391). On18July 1645 Purefoy wasnominated
by ordinance of both houses to be one of the
commissioners to reside with the army of
¢our brethren of Scotland now in this king-
dom ;’ the command of his regiment had pre-
viously (14 May) been bestowed on Captain
‘William Culmore.

Purefoy was a member of the high conrt
which tried the king and signed his death-
warrant. Ile was one of the eouncil of state

| as king at Coventry.

to repair to his own county for settling the
militia of Warwickshire, and to examine into
the circumstances of Charles IT’s declaration
On Charles’s defeat at
Worcester he was appointed a commissioner
to examine the prisoners, lle was returned
to Cromwell’'s two parliaments in 1654 for
Warwickshire and Coventry ; in the second
parliament of 1654 and in that of 1636 he
sat for Coventry. In January 1655-6 he was
added to the committee for collections for
distressed protestants in England (Znglisk
Hist. Review, October 1894). On the excite-
ment due to the rising of Sir George Booth
in August 1659, ¢old Colonel Purefoy, who
had one foot in the grave, was obliged to
undertake’ the command of the forces in the
county of Warwick in place of Colonel
Fotherby, who declined to act. Therein ¢ he
used such diligence and succeeded so well

| that he kept the city of Coventry and the

adjacent country in the obedience of the
parliament’ (LuprLow, Memoirs, ed. Firth, ii.
109). Purefoydiedin 1659. Hewasexempted
from the act of indemnity at the Restoration,
and his estates were consequently forfeited
to the crown.

A reply to Pryune’s ¢ Brief Memento to
the present unparliamentary junto,” entitled
‘Prynune against Prynne,’ 1649, 4to, was at-
tributed to Purefoy by Prynne.

Purefoy married Joane,daughterandheiress
of Aleyn Peukeston of the city of York,
and left issue. A daughter married George
Abbot (1603-1648) [q.v.]

[Cal. State Papers. Dom. 1631-61, passim ;
Hist. MSS. Comm. 4th Rep. p. 297, 5th Rep. p.
74, 6th Rep. pp. 59 b, 141, 9th Rep. ii. 391, iv.
271, 275, 10th Rep. vi. 110; Harl. MS. 1047, f.
49 ; Lords’ Journals,v 616, vii. 372 ; Commons’
Journals, 1628, &e.; Official Returns of Mem-
bers of Par'tament; Mercurius Rusticus, 1658;
Dugdale's Warwickshire, ii 1097, and View of
Troubles : Warburton’s Prince Rupert, i. 324,
391-2; Nueent's Hampden, ii. 255; Foster's
Gray's Inn Registers. ] W. A, S

PURFOY, ROBERT (d. 1558), bishop of
Hereford. [See WARTON.]

PURNELL, ROBERT (d. 1666), baptist
elder aud author, was probably a native o
Bristol, where he was residing m 1653. e
was in that year one of the chief founders of
the first baptist church at Bristol, which
subsequently became the Broadmead church.
The pastor, Thomas Ewins, and Purnell were
baptised in London by Ienry Jessey, and
Purnell became a ruling elder of the congre-
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gation., e died apparently in November
1666. A son was a member of the same
church.

e wrote : 1. ¢ Good Tydings for Sinners,’
London, 1649, 4to. 2. ‘No Power but of

God, London, 1652, 2nd edit. 3. ‘ Englands |

Remonstrance, or a Word in the Ear to the
scattered discontented Members of the late
Parliament. . . likewisea Word tothe present
Assembly at Westminster and the Councell
of State,’ 1653. 4. ‘The Way to Heaven dis-
covered,” Bristol, 1653 (in favour of the doc-
trine of grace and the true love of God).
5. ¢ The Church of Christ in Bristol recover-
ing her Vail out of the Hands of Them that
have smitten and wounded Her, and taken
it away,” London, 1657 ; the first portion is
signed by Purnell and five other members of
thechurch (p.24). 6. ‘A little Cabinet richly
stored with all Sorts of Heavenly Varieties,’
London [19 Aug.],1657. 7. ¢ The Way Step
by Step to sound and saving Conversion,’
London, 8 Aug. 1659.

[Broadmead Records, Hanserd Knollys Soe.;
Fuller’s Rise and Progress of Dissent in Bristol,
p. 43 ; Hollester’s Skirts of the Whore discovered,
1656, and The Cry of Blood, 1656 : Firmin's
Serious Question ] W. A, S

PURNELL, THOMAS (1834-1889),
author, son’ of Robert Purnell, was born in
Tenby, Pembrokeshire, in 1834, He matri-
culated at Trinity College, Dublin, in 1852
(Reg.), but afterwards came to London and
embarked in journalism. In 1862 he was, on
the recommendation of Sir Thomas Duffus
Hardy, appointed assistant-secretary and li-

brarian of the Archaological Institute of

Great Britain and Ireland,and he retained the

post until 1866. In 1870-1 he contributed to |

the Athenzum, under the signature ‘Q.,’ a
series of dramatic criticisms which attracted
notice by theirincisive style and the severity
of their censures.

Taylor published replies. Of genially bohe-

Charles Reade and Tom |

don, 1871, post 8vo. 3. ‘To London and
elsewhere,” London, 1881, 12mo. 4. ‘The
Lady Drusilla: a Psychological Romance,
London, 1886, post 8vo. 5. ¢ Dust and Dia-
monds: Issays,” London, 1888, post 8vo.

He also edited Dr. John Herd’s ¢ Historia
Quatuor Regum Anglize’ for the Roxburghe
Club,” 1868, 4to.

[ Archzological Journal, 1862-6 ; Athenznm,
21 Dec. 1839 ; Globe, 21 Dec. 1889 ; private in-
formation. E. 1L C.

PURSGLOVE, ROBERT, otherwise
StLVESTER (15007-1579), hishop suffragan of
Hull, born about 1500, is said to have been
the son of Adam Pursglove of Tideswell,
Derbyshire. His mother was a Bradshawe,
probably of the family of Bradshawes of the
Peak, to which the regicide belonged. By a
maternal uncle, William Bradshawe, the boy
was sent to St. Paul’s School, London: pre-
sumably that founded by Dean Colet in 1509,
and not the cathedral or choir school. He
would thus be one of the earliest pupils of
William Lily, the first head-master. After
remaining at St. Paul’s for nine years, he
spent a short time in the neighbouring priory
of St. Mary Overy, aund then entered the
newly founded college of Corpus Christi at
Oxford. He resided fourteen years at Ox-
ford, probably until 1532 or 1533. Joining
the great Augustinian priory of Guisborough,
or Gisborne, in Cleveland, Yorkshire, he
rapidly rose to be its twenty-fourth (and
last) prior as early, apparently, as 1534. In
the following year the act, suggested by
Cranmer, for the appointment of bishops
suffragan with English titles was passed;
and in 1538 Richard Langrigge and Purs-
glove were presented by Archbishop Lee of
York to Henry VIII, who chose the latter
to be bishop suffragan of Hull. The patent
is dated 23 Dec. 1538 (Lansdowne MS. 980,
f.127), and Pursglove was consecrated on

' 29 Dec. (Stusss, Registrum). On 1 Oct.in

mian temperament, Purnell was popular in |

literary society, and founded a little club
known as the ¢ Decemviri,’ of which Messrs.
A. C. Swinburne, Whistler, R. E. Franeillon,
and Joseph Knight were among the members.
He came to know Mazzini, to whom he intro-
duced Swinburne and others. In 1871 he
edited Lamb’s ¢ Correspondence and Works,’
and organised the Charles Lamb centenary
dinner. He died at Lloyd Square, Penton-
ville, London, where his sister kept house for
him, on 17 Dec. 1889, after a long illness.
Purnell was the authorof: 1. ¢ Literature
and its Professors,” London, 1867, post &vo.
2. ¢‘Dramatists of the Present Day’ (re-
printed from the ¢ Athenseum’), by Q., Lon-

the same year he had been collated to the
prebend of Langtoft in the cathedral church
of York. Thisstall heexchanged forWystowe
in the same church on 2 May 1541.

In 1540 Pursglove surrendered to the
king the great house at Guisborough of
which he was prior. It was said that he
had kept great state there, being served only
by gentlemen born (Cotton MS., quoted in
GRAINGE, Castles and Abbeys of Yorkshire,
p.307). Hereceived as pension 1667, 13s. 4.,
a sum representing about 2,000Z. of our money.
He is also said to have persuaded other heads
of religious houses to surrender.

In 1544 (26 June) he was made provost
of Jesus College, founded at Rotherham by

- —
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Archbishop Scott, and held this office till
the suppression of the college at the be-
ginning of Edward VI's reign. On 29 Jan.
1550 he was installed archdeacon of Not-
tingham, in succession to Dr. Cuthbert
Marshall.

His tenure of the bishopric of Hull con-
tinued under Holgate and Heath, the suc-

cessors of Archbishop Lee, and the registers |

at York contain entries of numerous ordina-
tions by him. But he was deprived of the
office, as well as of his archdeaconry, in 1559
for refusing to take thie oath of supremacy.
Privy council commissioners under Eliza-
beth represent him as ¢stiff in papistry and
of estimation in the country.” ¥e had no
successor as bishop suffragan of Hull till the
consecration of Archdeacon Blunt in April
1891.

In 1559, the year of his deprivation, Purs-
glove obtained letters patent from Elizabeth
to found a grammar school at Tideswell,
dedicated, like St. Paul’s, to the child Jesus.
Some of his statutes contain provisions re-
sembling those of Colet, and a work of
Erasmus is appointed as one of the text-
books. IntheReturn of Endowed Grammar
Schools,” 1865, the income of this school is
stated to be 206/. On 5 June 1563 he also
obtained letters patent to found a similar
school, bearing the same name, and also a
hospital, or almshouse, at Guishorough. His
deed of foundation, probably in his own
hand, is dated 11 Aug. in that year. He
placed both institutions under the visita-
torial power of the archbishop of York,
proof, apparently, that he finally acquiesced
in the Elizabethan settlement of religion.

Pursglove resided in his last years partly at
Tideswell and partly at Dunston in the same
county, from which are dated a number of
deeds of gift to his school and hospital at
Guisborough (Hist. MSS. Comm. 9th Rep.
App. pp. 348-9). He died on 2 May 1579,
and he was buried in Tideswell church, where
a fine brass marks his resting-place, and bears
a long biographical inscription in doggerel
verse.

[Wood’s Athenz (a confused account); Lans-
downe MS. 980, f. 127 ; Ord’s Cleveland, 1846,
pp. 189 sqq.; Hist. MSS. Comm. 9th Rep. App.
pp. 348-9; Le Neve's Fasti; Tickell's History
of Hull, p. 157; Pursglove, by R. W. Corlass,
Hull, 1878 ; Gent. Mag. 1794, ii. 1101 ; Notes
and Queries, 1st ser, vii. 135, 5th ser, v. 11, 12;
Church Times, 28 July and 4 Aug. 1882 (con-
taining two valuable letters from J. R. Lunn);
letter in Morning Post, 8 April 1891 ; informa-
tion from R. C. Seaton, esq.,and from the present
vicar of Tideswell, the Rev. Canon Andrew.]

J. H. L.
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PURTON, WILLIAM (1784-1825),
stenographer, born in 1784, was the earliest
known teacher, and in all probability the in-
| ventor, of one of the seven systems of steno-

graphy now practised by professional short-
| hand writers in the houses of parliament and
' the supreme court of judicature. Ile kept a
| school at Pleasant Row, Pentonville,and only
tanght shorthand to some favourite pupils.
The earliest professional exponent of the
system was Thomas Oxford, who learnt it
from Purton in 1819, and it was subsequently
improved by him and Mr. Hodges. Purton
died in London about Christmas 1825, and
was buried at Elim (baptist) Chapel, Fetter
Lane, Holborn.

Purton did not print his system, but it was
used by some of the most expert practitioners
of thestenographic art. Itissometimes called
Richardson’s system ; sometimes Counsell’s.
It was not till 1887, when Mr. Alexander
Tremaine Wright printed a pamphlet on the
subject, that the origin of thisangular,‘rough-
hewn, and unfinished’ system was traced to
Purton. The alphabet, with the ‘arbitraries,’
was not published till the following year,
when Mr. John George IHodges appended
it to his work entitled ¢ Some Irish Notes,
1843-1848, and other Work with the Purton
System of Shorthand,as practised since 1825,
London, 1888, 8vo.

[Wright's Purton System of Shorthand, Lon-
don, 1887; Shorthand and Typewriting, No-
vember 1895.] T. C.

PURVER, ANTHONY (1702-1777),
translator of the bible, born in 1702, was
son of a farmer at Hurstbourne, near Whit-
church, Hampshire. He showed much pro-
mise as a pupil at the village school; and,
while serving as apprentice to a shoemaker,
who was also a farmer, fell to studying IHe-
brew, after reading the ¢ Rusticus ad Aca-
demicos’ of Samuel Fisher [q.v.] Attwenty
years of age he opened a school, but gave it
up after three or four years to come to Lon-
| don, where he published his ‘ Youth’s De-
light,’ 1727, continued his study of Hebrew,
and became a quaker. About 1733 he began
translating the Old Testament, an undertak-
ing which occupied him at intervals for the
rest of his life. He preached to quakers’
meetings in London, Essex, and elsewhere;
but about 1739 he married Rachell Cotterel,
mistress of a girls’ boarding-school at Iren-
chay, Gloucestershire, and, moving thither,
recommenced teaching. In 1758 he returned
to Hampshire, and died at Andover in July
1777, being buried in the Friends' burial-
ground there.

About 1742, when Purver had completed

B
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his rendering of the book of Esther, the
Song of Solomon, and some of the minor
prophets, he induced the Bristol printer,
Felix Farley, to issue his translation, en-
titled ¢Opus in Sacra Biblia elaboratum,
in parts. Dr. John Fothergill [q. v.] recom-
mended the venture in an advertisement in
the ¢ Gentleman’s Magazine’ for 1746, but

it met with insufficient support, and only a |
| societies sent him as their commissioner to

few numbers appeared. In 1763 Purver had

completed the translation of all the books of |
both the Old and New Testament. Fothergill |

gave him 1,000/ for the copyright, and pub-
lished at his own expense ‘A New and Literal
Translation of all the Books of the Old and
New Testament; with Notes ecritical and
explanatory. By Anthony Purver, in
2 vols., London, folio, 1764.

Purver claimed to execute his translation,
which was known as the ¢quakers’ bible,
under divine instruction. On arriving at a
difficult passage, he would shut himself up
for two or three days and nights, waiting for
inspiration. He accepted the theory of the
divine inspiration of the scriptures in its most
literal form. Alexander Geddes [q. v.], the
rationalist, condemned his work as a ¢ crude,
incondite, and unshapely pile, without order,
symmetry, or taste;’ but Southey and other
critics have preferred several of his render-
ings to those of the authorised version, and
have commended his chronology, tables, and
notes. Purver’s only other publication, be-
sides a popular broadside entitled ¢ Counsel
to Friends’ Children’ (6th edit. 1785), was a
¢ Poem to the Praise of God,’ 1748, large fol.

[Chalmers’s Biogr. Dict. xxv. 385; Nichols's
Lit. Anecd. ix. 739; Friends’ Magazine, Fe-
bruary 1831, ii. 49; Notes and Queries, 2nd
ser. iii. 108, 156; Southey’s Omniana, p. 57;
Orme’s Bibl. Biblica, p. 364; Cotton’s Editions
of the Bible in English, pp. 96, 207, 238, 259,
273 ; Memoirs of F. J. Post, p. 409; Wood-
ward’s Hist. of Hampshire, iii. 285 #.; Smith’s
Catalogne of Friends’ Books, ii. 437; Gent.
Mag. 1817, i. 510; Hartley Coleridge’s Biogra-
phia Borealis, p. 717 art. ‘ Fothergill;’ Crutt-
well’s Preface to Bishop Wilson’s Annotated
Bible, 1785 ; TFriends’ Quarterly Examiner, x.
557.] C.F.S.

PURVES, JAMES (1734-1795), Scot-
tish sectary, was born at Blackadder, near
Edington (he writes it ¢ Identown’), Ber-
wickshire, on 23 Sept. 1734. His father, a
shepherd, died in 1764. On 1 Dec. 1755 he
was admitted to membership in a religious
society at Chirnside, Berwickshire. This
was one of several ¢fellowship societies’
formed by James Fraser (1639-1699) [q. v.]
They had joined the ¢reformed presbytery’
in 1743, but separated from it in 1753, as

holders of the doctrine that our Lord made
atonement for all mankind ; and were with-~
out a stated ministry [see MACMILLAN,
Joux]. Purves in 1756 bound himself ap-
prentice to his uncle, a wright in Dunse,
Berwickshire. e read Isaac Watts's ¢ Dis-
sertation on the Logos,’ 1726, and adopted
the doctrine of the pre-existence of the human
soul of Christ. In 1763 the Berwickshire

Coleraine, co. Derry, to consult with a branch
of the Irish secession church holding simi-
lar doctrines. A minute expressing concur-
rence of doctrine was signed at Coleraine by
John Hopkins, Samuel Lind, and Purves.
In 1769 the Berwickshire societies, who were
declining in numbers, resolved to qualify
one of their members as a public preacher.
Three candidates delivered trial discourses
on 8 June 1769; one of these withdrew from
membership: of the remaining two, Purves
was selected by lot (27 July), and sent to
Glasgow College. Here, though his previous
education had been slight, he managed to
gain some Latin, and enough Greek and He-
brew to read the scriptures in the originals,
a great point with his friends, who looked
to this as a means of settling their doctrinal
views. In 1771 a statement of principles
drawn up by Purves was adopted by the
societies. Its theology was high Arian, but
its distinctive position was the duty of free
inquiry into the scriptures, unbiassed by
creed. This document led to a controversy
with ministers of the ‘reformed presbyter{(.’

In 177G several members of the Berwick-
shire societies, headed by Alexander Forton
or Fortune, migrated to Edinburgh and es-
tablished a religious society, calling them-
selves ¢ successors of the remnant who testi-
fied against the revolution constitution.’
Purves joined them on their invitation ; he
supported himself by teaching a school : on
15 Nov. 1776 he was elected pastor. The
site of his school at ¢ Broughton, near Edin-
burgh,’” where also worship was conducted,
is now occupied by St. Paul’s episcopal
chapel, York Place, Edinburgh. 1In 1777
he removed his residenceto Wright’s Houses,
Bruntsfield Links, Edinburgh. He became
intimate with Thomas Fyshe Palmer [q. v.]
in 1786, and shared his political aspirations,
but controverted his theological positions. In
1792 the worship of the society,in the Barbers’
Hall, Edinburgh, was made public, the name
‘universalist dissenters’ was adopted, and
a declaration of opinions was issued. From
1793 the reading of scripture lessons was
made a part of the public services, a prac-
tice not then common in Scotland ; members
were at the same time encouraged to deliver
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public exhortations, preliminary to the
minister’s discourse. Purves was not an at-
tractive preacher, and his congregations were
very small; but he preached thrice every
Sunday, and advocated his views with con-
siderable ability through the press. His
earlier tracts were printed with his own
hand, and he even cast the Hebrew type for
them. He advocated in 1790 the doctrine
of the pre-existence of souls, and wasa strong
believer in the millennium and its near ap-
proach. His last work, finished just before
his death, was a criticism of deism, in reply
to Paine. For many years he suffered
severely from asthma. Zealous in support
of his convictions, he won the respect of op-
ponents; nothing ruffled the cheerful calm
of his temper. In the autumn of 1794 he
ceased to preach. He died on 1 Feb. 1795
(manuseript records; Holland says 15 Feb.),
and was buried in the Calton cemetery.
His grave was in a portion of the cemetery
removed in the construction of Regent
Road. He married, first, Isobel Blair, by
whom he had a danghter Elizabeth (1766~
1839), married to Hamilton Dunn; secondly,
Sarah Brown, by whom he had a daughter
Margaret, married to John Crichton; and,
thirdly, LiliasScott, by whom he had a daugh-
ter Mary, who married, in 1801, William
Paul, and settled in Boston, Massachusetts.
His widow kept a bookseller’s shop in St. Pa-

trick’s Square, Edinburgh, and subsequently
" removed to America. His congregation was
without a minister till the appointment (No-

vember 1812) of Thomas Southwood Smith, |
M.D. [q. v.]J; it now meets in St. Mark’s |

Chapel, Castle Terrace, Edinburgh.

Purves published: 1. ‘A Short Abstract of
the Principles . . . of the United Societies
in Scotland. . . . By the said Societies,” &c.,
no place or printer 1771, 12mo. 2. ‘An In-
quiry into the Institution and End of Civil
Government,” &c., noplace or printer, 1775,
12mo. 3. ¢Observations on Prophetic Time
and Similitudes,” &e., Edinburgh, pt. i. 1777,
16mo; pt.ii. no place, 1778, 16mo. 4. ¢ Ob-
servations on the Conduct of . .. the Re-
formed Presbytery,” &ec., Edinburgh, 1778,
8vo; this includes ¢ A Short Letter to Mr.
Fairly’ (24 April 1772), ¢ An Extract from
a Letter to Mr. Thorburn’ (July 1777), and
‘A Copy of the Letter sent to Mr. John
M‘Millan’ (24 Oct. 1777, by Alexander For-
ton). &. ¢The Original Text and a Trans-
lation of the Forty-sixth Psalm, with Anno-
tations,” &e., Edinburgh, 1779, 16mo. 6. ‘A
Hebrew Grammar without Points,’ &c., Edin-
burgh, 1779, 16mo (meanly printed, but a
superior piece of work, and shows teaching
power). 7.‘An Essaytoward a . . . Trans-

11790, 12mo.

lation of some parts of the Hebrew Scriptures,’
&e., Edinburgh, 1780, 16mo (anon.; three
numbers issued). 8. ¢ An Humble Attempt
toinvestigate . . . the Scripture Doctrine con-
cerning the Father, the Son, and the Holy
Spirit,” &e., 2nd edit. Edinburgh and London,
1784, 12mo. 9. ‘Eight Letters between the
Buchanites and a Teacher near Edinburgh,’
&e., Edinburgh, 1785, 8vo. 10. ‘A Scheme of
the Lives of the Patriarchs, 1785 (not seen).
11. “Concise Catechism with Seripture An-
swers,” &c., Edinburgh, 1787, 12mo (anon.)
12. ¢An Humble Enquiry into Faith and
Regeneration,” &e., Edinburgh, 1783, 12mo.
13. ¢ A Dissertation on the Seals, the Trum-
pets, and the Vials . .. in the Book of Re-
velation,’ &e., Edinburgh, 1788,16mo. 14.¢A
Letter to Mr. John Dick,” &e., Berwick, 1788,
16mo (anon.; criticises a sermon by John
Dick, D.D. [q. v.], on the case of William
MGill, D.D.(iq. v.]) 15. ¢ Observations on
the Visions of the Apostle John,” &ec., Edin-
burgh, vol. i. 1789, 16mo (maps); vol. ii.
1793, 16mo (plans). 16. ¢ Some Observations
on Socinian Arguments,” &c., Edinburgh,
17. ¢ A Treatise on Civil Go-
vernment,” &ec., Edinburgl, 1791, 12mo
(quite distinet from No. 2, and dealing with
the politics of the day in a spirit of strong
sympathy with the Frenchrevolution; hence
the writer's name is given on the title-page in
the disguised form “Sevrup Semaj’). 18.‘A
Declaration of the Religious Opinions of the
Universalist Dissenters,<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>