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DAMON or DAMAN, WILLIAM
(16th cent.), one of Queen Llizabeth’s musi-
cians, is probably the earliest composer who
set the psalms inthe vernacular to part-musie.
His work appeared first in 1579, printed by
John Day, with a preface by Edward Hake,
who relates how these compositions were ‘by
private meanes and for his private delite . . .
gotten and gathered together from the fertile
soyle of his honest frend, Guilielmo Daman,’
by one ‘John Bull, citezen and goldsmith of
London,’ and how, though Daman never in-
tended them to be published, Bull ¢hasted
forthwith of himself . . . to commit the same to
thepresse” Thework appeared in fouroblong
quarto part-books, and is now of great rarity,
the edition probably having been boughtup by
the composer or his friends. In 1591 another
version of Daman’s Psalmsappeared from Tho-
mas East’s press. This work was published
by William Swayne, and by him dedicated to
Lord Burghley. In the preface to this work
Swayne says that the former publication ‘not
answering the expectation that many had of
the auctor’s skill, gave him occasion to take
uppon him a new labour to recover the wrong
his friend did in publishing that that was so
done.” The work appeared in two forms, in
one of which the melody of the psalm is in
the tenor part, in the other in the treble.
Both versions are in four separate part-hools.
The words of both the 1579 and 1591 edi-
tions are taken from Sternhold and ITopkins’s
version of the Psalms, but the contents of
the two editions are not the same. Neither
is entered in the register of the Stationers’
Company. In the later publication Daman
is styled ‘late one of her Majestie’s Musi-
tions,’so that it is possible that he was dead
when it appeared, though details of his bio-
graphy are entirely wanting. The only other
extant compositions of his are a Miserere and

VOL. XIV,
7

some sacred music in lute tablature preserved
in the British Museum (Add. MSS. 5054,
31992, 20246).

[Hawkins’s Hist. of Music, iii. 579 ; Burney’s
Hist. of Musie, iii. 53 ; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit. ed.
1748, 217 ; Arber’s Transeript of the Stationers’
Register.] W. B. 8.

DAMPIER, THOMAS, D.D. (1748-
1812), bishop of Ely, eldest son of Dr. Thomas
Dampier, who was lower master at Eton and
from 1774 dean of Durham, was born in 1748.
He was educated at.Eton, and in 1766 elected
to King’s College, Cambridge. He graduated
B.A. 1771, M.A. 1774, D.D. 1780. After
taking his degree he resided for some time
at Eton as private tutor to the Earl of Guil-
ford, holding at the same time the vicarage
of Bexley in Kent, while a few years later
he succeeded to the mastership of Sherborne
Tospital, which his father obtained leave to
resign in his favour. In 1782 he was pro-
moted to the deanery of Rochester, and in
1802 to the bishopric of that diocese. The
bishopric of Rochester was a poor one, and
it was in his case, for the first time for some
years past, separated from the deanery of
Westminster. Dampier therefore looked for
fresh promotion, and in 1808 was translated
to Ely. He died suddenly from an attack of
gout 1n the stomach in the evening of 13 May
1812 at Ely House, Dover Street. As a h-
shop he seems to have made a good impres-
sion by his kindhiness and liberality ; and
Archdeacon Law, in a charge delivered a few
years after his death, speaks of his having
been the first to promote the Christian Know <
ledge Society in Rochester, and of the bishop
himself as ‘one whose memory is still dear to
ns, and whose name every friend to our eccle-
siastical establishment must everrevere.” His
politics may be inferred from the statement
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that as bishop of Rochester he proposed an |
address from the clergy ¢ thanking the crown
forrequiring an undertaking from the ministry
not to move in the matter of catholic emanci-

ation.” Dampier published several sermons.

e was celebrated for his love of literature,
and for the splendid library and collection of
prints which he accumulated throughout his
life, often at considerable cost,and of the rarer
books in which he left an account in Latin, |
the manuscript of which was extensively used
by Dibdin in compiling his ¢ Fdes Althor-
pianze.” His bibliomania had begun early in
life before he went to college, and remained
his ruling passion to the day of his death.
His library was sold by his half-brother, Sir
Henry Dampier (a baron of the exchequer and
a celebrated ecclesiastical lawyer), and his
widow, to the Duke of Devonshire at a valua-
tion amounting to nearly 10,000/. His por-
trait was painted by J. J. Masquerier, of
which Dibdin gives an engraving in his
¢ Bibliographical Decameron.

[Gent. Mag. 1812, i. 501, ii. 240, 1817, ii.
140, 1821, ii. 280 ; Dibdin’s Bibliographical De-
cameron, iii, 352; Harwood’s Alumni Etonenses,
p. 347.] E. S.S.

DAMPIER, WILLIAM (1652-1715),
buccaneer, pirate, circumnavigator, captain
in thenavy,and hydrographer,sonof a tenant-
farmer at East Coker, near Yeovil, was bap-
tised on 8 June 1652. His father died ten
vears afterwards; and his mother, who had
kept on the farm, died in 1668, when the
boy, who had alternated between the neigh-
bouring grammar school and his mother’s
house, was sent to sea in charge of a Wey-
mouth trader. The hardships of a voyage to
Newfoundland disgusted him with that em-
ployment ; but after a short spell at home,
he went to London and entered on board an
East Indiaman,in which he sailed to Bantam,
returning to England just as the Dutch war
broke out in 1672. 1In 1673 he was an able
seaman on board the Royal Prince, Sir Ed-
ward Spragge’s flagship, and in her was pre-
sent in the hard-fought engagements of
28 May and 4 June, but was sent to hospital,
sick, before the third battle on 11 Aug. He
was shortly afterwards put on shore at Har-
wich, whence he was permitted to return to
Somersetshire. Here he soon recovered his
health, and the next year accepted the offer
of Colonel Helyar, his father’s old landlord,
to go out to Jamaica as assistant-manager of
his plantation. Soon tiring of this employ-
ment, Dampier engaged himself on board a
coasting trader. About the beginning of Au-
gust 1675 he shipped on board a ketch bound
to the bay of Campeachy with a cargo of

rum and sugar to exchange for logwood. His
attention was early turned to hydrography
and pilotage, the points of which he seems
to have carefully noted throughout his whole
career ; and in his account of this voyage he
has ¢ described the coast of Yucatan from the
landfall near Cape Catoche to the anchorage
at One-Bush-key with minuteness and ac-
curacy ’ (SuyTH). Although life among the
logwood cutters was hard and involved much
drinking of punch, Dampier, though only a
fore-mast hand, was able to keep some sort of
a diary, and to note the incidents of a voyage
protracted by the ignorance and incapacity
of the master. 'While homeward bound, the
ketch blundered on to almost every shoal,
reef, or island on the way, as well as on to
some that were not on the way; ‘and so,
says Dampier, ‘in these rambles we got as
much experience as if we had been sent out
on a design” When at last, after thirteen
weeks, the ketch managed to reach Jamaica,
the recollection of the rollicking times among
the logwood cutters still lingered pleasantly
in Dampier’s memory. He determined to go
backand join them,and madehis way to Triste,
where he arrived in February 1676. The log-
wood cutters were a wild set; the work was
severe, the lodging rude, the earnings high,
and the debauchery excessive; and among
them, alternating log-cutting with piracy or
‘buccaneering,” Dampier continued for rather
more than two years, in which time he ma-
naged to accumulate a considerable snm of
money. In the autumn of 1678 he returned
to England, proposing, it would appear, to
em(?loy his capital in the West India trade,
and especially in the logwood traffic, which
was exceedingly lucrative. 'While in Eng-
land he filled up the intervals of business
with courtship and matrimony. Of his wife
nothing is known except that her christian
name was Judith, and that he describes her
as a young woman ‘out of the family of the
Duchess of Grafton.

In the spring of 1679 he sailed again for
the West Indies, leaving his wife at Arling-
ton House. He remained at Jamaica for
some months, and at Christmas, when on the
point of returning home, was persnaded to
go on a short voyage to the Mosquito coast,
and, putting into Negril Bay, was tempted
to join a party of buccaneers, or, as he ealls
them, privateers. Four men of the same
party besides Dampier kept journals, which
are now in the British Museum, and of which
more or less garbled versions have been pub-
lished. 'We have thus a fairly complete ac-
count of the exploits of these  privateers,’
whose only commissions—as their comman-
der, Sawkins, sent word to the governor of
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Panama—were on the muzzles of their guns. | sometimes as many as ten sail, with nearly
Dampier’s position remained quite subordi- | a thousand men, English and French. Swan
dinate. During this most remarkable adven- | in a ship named the Cygnet, had been with
ture they crossed the isthmus, sacked Santa | Davis nearly the whole time till 27 Aug.
Marta, seized on a number of Spanish ships, | 1685, when the two parted, Davis resolving
and, sacking, plundering, and burning as they ' to stay on the coast of Peru, while Swan
went, got as far southward as the island of | wished to go on the Mexican coast, and after-

Juan Fernandez. Having quitted it, they
attacked Arica on 30 Jan. 1681, but were
repulsed with greatloss, and drew back dis-
contented, and quarrelling among themselves.

- The quarrel ended in a break-up of the party;

and off the Plata, or Drake’s Island, some
fifty of them, including Dampier, separated
from the others, fetched the Gulf of San Mi-
guel, and after many hardships succeeded in
crossing over the isthmus and making their
way to the neighbourhood of Point San Blas,
where, among the Mulatas, or, as they were
then called, the Samballoes, they found a
French ship cruising ‘on the account.” With |
these pirates Dampier continned for about a |
year, and in July 1682 went with nineteen
others to Virginia.

Here he remained till August 1683, when |
he and the whole party joined a vessel com-
manded by one Cook, who had been in the
former expedition in the South Sea and had
returned across the isthmus in company with
Dampier. This vessel was bound on a cruise
round Cape Horn into the Pacific, and came |
to Virginia for no apparent reason except to
pick up these nineteen men. When they
put to sea, they found their ship too small, |
and decided to look along the coast of Africa '

in hopes of finding one better suited for their
purpose. At Sierra Leone they found a Da- |
nish ship mounting thirty-six guns, which
they promptly laid aboard, carried, and took
to sea (Brit. Mus. Sloane MS. 54). Dampier
says not a word of this, nor indeed much of
any of their piratical exploits; and the voy-
age, if we were to judge solely from Dampier’s
narrative, might be thought mainly one of
discovery. It was, in fact, one of ordinary
piratical adventure.

Afterleaving Sierra Leone, the pirates re-
solved to carry out their original design, and,
steering southwards, doubled Cape Horn;
they then touched at Juan Fernandez, where |
they found a Mosquito Indian who had been !
left there by Dampier’s friends three years |
before. From Juan Fernandez they passed
on to the Galapagos and the coast of New
Spain. In July 1684, being then off Cape |
Blanco, their captain, Cook, died, and was |

wards westwards across the Pacific. ¢Till
this time,’ writes Dampier, ¢ I had been with
Captain Davis, but now left him and went
aboard of Captain Swan. Tt was not from
any dislike to my old captain, but to get some
knowledge of the northern parts of this con-
tinent of Mexico; and I knew that Captain
Swan determined to coast it as far north as
Le thought convenient, and then pass over
for the Kast Indies. which was a way very
agreeable to my inclination.” After a cruisc
of'some months on the coast of Mexico, and
finding that he was too late for the Manila
ship of the year, Swan proposed to go to the
East Indies. ¢Many,’ says Dampier, ¢ were
well pleased with the voyage, but some
thought, such was their ignorance, that he
would carry them out of the world.” They
consented at last, the more readily, it would
appear, from their bad success on the coast
of Mexico, where the very rich commerce of
the country was carried on almost wholly by
land. Accordingly, they set out from Cape
Corrientes on 31 March 1686, and after a
voyage of great hardship, reached Guam on
20 May. ‘It was well for Captain Swan,’
Dampier says, ¢ that we got sight of it before
our provision was spent, of which we had but
enough for three gay% more ; for as T was
afterwards informed, the men had contrived
first to kill Captain Swan and eat him when
the victuals was gone, and after him all of us
who were accessory in promoting the under-
taking this voyage. This made Captain Swan
say to me after our arrival at Guam, “ Ah!
Dampier, you would have made them but a
poor meal ;” for T was as lean as the captain
was lusty and fleshy.” After twelve days’
stay among the Ladrones, they pushed on to
the Philippine Islands, which they reached
on 21 June. At Mindanao they remained for
sixmonths, recompensing themselves for their
severe privations by excessive drunkenness
and debauchery, ¢ which disorderly actions,’
says Dampier,‘deterred me from going aboard,
for 1did ever abhor drunkenness.” He, how-
ever, went on board in January, when the
men, weary of doing nothing and being de-
sirous of change, left Cuptain%wun and thirty-

succeeded in the command by Edward Davis | six of their fellows on shore and put to sea.

gq. v.], who, in company with several other | Dampier says that he endeavoured to per-

Tee cruisers, more especially Eatonand Swan, = suade his shipmates to return and pick up

scourged the coast of South America for the  Swan, but they refuséd to do so; and he con-

next twelve months; their fleet mustering |l tinued with them, ‘ knowing that the fuzrther
B
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we went, the more knowledge and experience | we have no account. In1697he published the
I should get, which was the main thing that | account of his ¢ Voyage round the World,’ in
I regarded.” They cruised from China to New | 1vol. 8vo,with a dedication to Charles Mont-
Holland for the next eighteen months, at the | ague [q. v.], afterwards Earl of Halifax, but
end of which time Dampier made up hismind | at this time chaneellor of the exchequer, pre-

to desert or to ¢ escape ;’ and after some dif-
ference of opinion with his companions, he
and three others, with a few native prisoners,
were put ashore, 16 May 1688, on Nicobar
Island, from which, it was thought, they
would be unable to escape. They succeeded,
however, in making friends with the natives,

bought a canoe, provisioned it with bread- '

fruit, and on the 15th put to sea, trusting to
Dampier’s experience as a navigator, and to
Lis pocket compass. The boat was but ill
calculated for a long voyage. A terrible
storm threatened to overwhelm them, and,

for the time being, wakened Dampier’s con- |

science to a sense of the wickedness of his
course of life. ‘I had been,’he says, ‘in many
imminent dangers before now, but the worst
of them all was but a play-game in compari-
son with this. I must confess that I wasin
great conflicts of mind at this time. Other
dangers came not upon me with such a lei-
surely and dreadful solemnity. . . . T made
very sad reflections on my former life, and
Tooked back with horror and detestation on
actions which before I disliked, but now I
trembled at the remembrance of.” As the
storm passed off, they reached Sumatra, all
utterly exhausted. Two of the party died;
possibly, also, some of the Malays, who were
Tost sight of ; Dampier himself was very se-
riously ill. ‘I found my fever to increase,’
lie says, ‘and my head so distempered that
I could scarce stand, therefore I whetted and
sharpened my penlknife in order to let myself
blood, but I could not, for my knife was too
blunt.” Eventually he got to Acheen, where
he recovered ; and for the next two years he
was employed in the local trade, making
voyages toTonquin, Madras,and other places;
then, coming to Bencoolen, he was appointed
master-gunner of the fort, and was detained
there somewhat against his will. He ma-
naged at last to escape on board the Defence,

 sident of the Royal Society, and the avowed
\ patron of letters and science. The book had
an immediate success, running through four
editions within twoyears. This prompted the
author to bring out a second volume, contain-
ing the accounts of his voyages from Acheen
to Tonquin and Madras, which had been
omitted from the first volume; the aceount of
his early adventures with the logwood cutters
in the Bay of Campeachy, and ¢ A Discourse
of Winds,” which is one of the most valuable
of all the ¢ pre-scientific’ essays on meteoro-
logical geography, and is even now deservin,
of close study. This was published in 1699,
with a dedication to the Karl of Orford, at
that time first lord of the admiralty, to whom
Dampier had been recommended by Montague
as a man qualified to take command of an
exploring voyage which the government re-
solved to fit out after the conclusion of the
peace in 1697. Dampier was accordingly di-
rected todraw upa proposal for such a voyage,
and suggested that, as little was known of
the Terra Australis, a voyage in that neigh-
bourhood would be of the best advantage,
and suited to his previous experience. In
another letter he proposes to fill up with
provisions at Madagasear and ¢ run over di-
rectly from thence to the northernmost part
| of New Holland, where T would water if I
| had occasion, and from thence I would range

- towards New Guinea. There are manyislands ~

in that sea between New Holland and New
Guinea . . . and it is probable that we may
light on some or other that are not without
spice. Should I meet with nothing on any
of these islands, T would range aloug the main
- of New Guinea, to see what that afforded ;
and from thence I would cross over to the:
| island Gilolo, where I may be informed of
the state of those parts by the natives who.
speak the Malayan language. From Gilolo
T would range away to the eastward of New

Indiaman (2 Jan.1691), and after many hard- | Guinea, and so direct my course southerly,
ships finally arrived in the Downs on 16Sept., | coasting by the land ; and where I found a
having been absent for upwards of twelve | harbour or river I would land and seek about

vears. The only property which he had
brought home consisted of a so-called Indian
prince, a Menangis islander, curiously tat-
tooed, out of whom he hoped to make money
in the way of an exhibition. He was forced,
however, by urgent need, to sell his ¢amiable
savage,’ who shortly afterwards caught small-
on and died at Oxford (cf. Everyx, Diary,

ohn’s edit. ii. 363).

Of Dampier’s life during the next six years

for men and other animals, vegetables, mine-

| rals, &c., and having made what discovery F
could, I would return home by the way of
Tierra del Fuego.

Dampier was appointed, by order of

25 March 1698, to command the Jolly Prize-
‘when fitted out’ (Admiralty Minute); but
on his reporting (30 June and 6 July) that
the Jolly Prize was ¢altogether unfit for the-
'designed voyage,” he was appointed to the-
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- AN N T




Dampier

5

Dampier

Roebuck, in which he sailed from the Downs
on 14 Jan. 1698-9. After touching at the
Canaries, Cape Verd Islands, and Bahia, he
made a long sweep round the Cape of Good
Hope, and sighted the coast of Australia on
26 July. A few days later he anchored in
Shark’s Bay, and during August searched
along the coast, finding no convenient har-
bour or river, and not being able to get any
good water or fresh provisions. As scurvy
was rapidly establishing itself among his
ship’s company, he crossed over to Timor in
the beginning of September. Having refreshed
his men and cleaned the ship’s bottom, he
sailed for the coast of New Guinea, on which
he came 3 Dec.; then, ¢ passing to the north-
ward,’ he says, ‘I ranged along the coast to
the easternmost part of New Guinea, which I
found does not join to the mainland of New
Guinea, but is an island, as I have described
it in my map, and called it New Britain.’
Of the north, east, and south coasts of this is-
land he made a fairly correct running survey,
though it was left for Carteret [see CARTERET,
Pririr]to discover that St. George’s Bay was
really St.George’s Channel, dividing theisland
into two; and as Dampier did not visit the
western side, he described the land as of much
greater extent than it really is. He was
prevented from doing more by the discon-
tented state of his crew and the crazy con-
dition of the ship. He anchored at Batavia
on 4 July, and, having refitted and pro-
visioned, sailed for England on 17 Oct. 1700.
He refitted again at the Cape; but the ship
was worn out, and on 21 Feb., when, fortu-
nately, within sight of Ascension, she sprang
a dangerous leak. On the morning of the
22nd she anchored in North West Bay, about
half a mile from the shore ; but after twenty-
four hours’ hard work all efforts to save her
proved vain. She was therefore beached and
abandoned, Dampier and the other officers
staying on board till the 24th. Ascension
was, at that time, an utterly desolate island.
The shipwrecked party, however, discovered
the remarkable spring of good water near
the top of the mountain, and lived, comfort-
ably enough, on goats and turtle, until
3 April, when they were relieved by a home-
ward-bound squadron of ships of war and
East Indiamen.

Dampier, though an admirable observer
and excellent hydi'ographer, was ignorant of
discipline and quite unused to command.
He had scarcely sailed from England before
he quarrelled with his lieutenant, George
Fisher, an old officer who had seen much
service and was probably not quite pleased
at being now pnt under the orders of an old
pirate. The quarrel culminated in Dampier

beating Fisher with a cane, putting him in
irons till the ship arrived at Bahia, and
handing him over as a prisoner to the gover-
nor, who clapped him into the common gaol
till an opportunity occurred for sending him
to Lisbon and England. There Fisher laid
charges of cruelty and oppression against
his captain, and at a court-martial held on
8 June 1702, Dampier was found ¢ guilty of
veryhard and cruel usage towards Lieutenant
Fisher;’ nor did it appear to the ecourt ¢ that
there had been any grounds for this his ill-
usage of Lieutenant I'isher.” The court there-
fore adjudged ‘that Captain Dampier be fined
all his pay to the chest at Chatham, and
further pronounced the opinion ¢that Cap-
tain Dampier is not a fit person to he em-
ployed as commander of any of his majesty’s
ships’ (Minutes of the Court-martial). Yet
on 16 April 1703 ¢ Captain William Dam-
pier, being prepared to depart on another
voyage to the West Indies, had the honour
to kiss her majesty_’s hand, being introduced
by his royal highness the lord high admiral ’
(London Gazette, No. 3906).

Dampier was not really bound to the West
Indies, but to the south seas, in command
of the St. George privateer of 26 guns and
126 men, having "also under his orders the
Cinque Ports of 16 guns and 63 men ; and
after many delays got finally to sea from
Kinsale on 11 Sept. 1703. Irom Dampier
himself we have no account of this voyage ;
that which has been published, in form simi-
lar to his other voyages, and often sold as a
fourth volume, being by one Funnell, who
calls himself‘mate to Captain Dampier, but
who, according to Dampier, was steward.
The narrative is written in no very friendly
spirit, and some of the statements were
afterwards categorically denied by Dampier;
especially those which referred to his fre-
quent quarrels with his officers. Knowing,
Lowever, the truth of his former behaviour,
we are justified in believing that his conduct
in this command was marked by the same
want of self-control. He is charged with
being frequently drunk, with habitually using
foul and abusive language, with oppression,
and with gross cowardice. That part of these
charges was true, we know ; and though it
is difficult to believe in actual cowardice, it
may well have been that, in the new position
of command in a sea-fight against a superior
force, he was too keenly sensible of the dan-
ger and the responsibility. Itappears certain
that of the lieutenants of the St. George one
was virtually ‘marooned,’ and the other, who
had been a mate in the Roebuck, deserted;
that there were frequent mutinies and deser-
tions among the men of both ships; that the
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two ships parted company; that Alexander
Selkirk, the master of the Cinque Dorts,
was ‘marooned ’ at Juan Fernandez; that a
French ship, which they met near Juan Fer-
nandez, beat them off ; and that they made
a fruitless attack on the Manila ship (6 Dec.
1704), which repelled them with much loss.
The failure of this, the chief object of the
expedition, completed the hreak-up of the
party, and, after much recrimination, Dam-
pier, with about thirty men, was left in the
St. George, the rest going on board a cap-
tured bark, crossing the Pacific to Amboyna,
wherethey were thrown intoprison as pirates,
but afterwards released and permitted to re-
turn to England. Funnell, the historian of
the expedition, was of this party, and from
the time of his leaving the St. George the in-
dications of her voyage are very scanty. Tt
appears, however, that the ship, being too
large for their diminished numbers, and also
very crazy, was left on the coast of Peru,
Dampier and his men embarking in a Spa-
nish prize, in which they also crossed the Pa-
cific to one of the Dutch settlements, where
they in turn were imprisoned. It was not
till the close of 1707 that Dampier returned
to England, noricher in material wealth, and
considerably poorer in reputation. Funnell’s
account had been already published, and
Dampier now replied to it in an angry and
badly written pamphlet, or, as he called it,
¢ Vindication, denying some of Funnell’s
statements, and explaining away others; and
this ¢ Vindication’ has been frankly accepted
by most of Dampier’s biographers, who have
spoken of Dampier’s assertions as disproving
Funnell's.  Proof on either side is utterly
wanting, and we are left to weigh the pro-
babilities of statements, in themselves plau-
sible, put forward by Funnell and insisted
on by Welbe, against the contradiction pub-
lished by Dampier.

The shipowners of the day, at any rate,
seem to have pronounced against Dampier,
and to have declined entrusting him with
the command of another expedition. e
therefore engaged himself as pilot on board
the Duke privateer, commanded by Captain
‘Woodes Rogers [q. v.], which, in company
with the Duchess, sailed from England in
August 1708, passed round Cape Horn into
the Pacific, rescued Selkirk from Lis solitary
imprisonment on Juan Fernandez, captured
one of the Manila ships, crossed the Pacific,
and, coming lome by the Cape of Good
Hope, arrived in the Thames on 14 Oct. 1711,
bringing with them specie and merchandise
to the value of nearly 200,000/ Dampier’s
share of this would have been a competence
in his old age, but the prize money was not

paid till 1719. He died early in March
1714-15, in the parish of St. Stephen, Cole-
man Street, London, as is shown by the
endorsement of his will, still preserved in
Somerset House ; but his name does not
appear in the St. Stephen’s register. The
will is dated 29 Nov. 1714, and was proved
23 March 1714-15. 1t describes ¢ Captain
William Dampier, Mariner, as ¢ diseased and
weak of body, but of sound and perfect mind,”
and leaves his ¢ goods or household stuff’ and
nine-tenths of all property to his cousin,
Grace Mercer of London, spinster, who also
is sole executrix ; the remaining tenth isleft
to his brother, ¢ George Dampier of Porton,
near Breadport, in the county of Dorset,
Gentln” No mention is made of his wife.
The value of the property is not stated ; but
the common story that he died unknown and
in penury is without foundation. His por-
trait, by Thomas Murray, formerly in the
possession of Sir Hans Sloane, is now in the
National Portrait Gallery.

Dampier was an excellent hydrographer,
and possessed an almost unique talent for
observing and recording natural phenomena.
His ¢ Discourse on the Winds’ may be even
now justly regarded, so far as it goes, as a
text-book of that branch of physical geo-
graphy ; and his treatment of the many other
subjects which fell within his experience is
perhaps equally good. In their clear, easy,
homely, common-sense style, his writings are
almost classical; his surveys and charts,
making allowance for the imperfections of
the age, are most highly commendable, and
his dogged determination to keep and pre-
serve his journal through all hardships, dan-
gers, and adverse circumstances, is beyond
all praise. But it does not, therefore, follow
that he was the incarnation of all the virtues.
The report of his dismissal from the navy by
sentence of court-martial has been doubted
(CHARNOCK) or boldly denied (Smyrm). He
has, again, been described as a leading man
even among the buccaneers and pirates, His
own account, and still more the accounts of
his shipmates, show that in reality he held no
position, and was but lightly esteemed. His
appointment to command the Jolly Prize or
Roebuck was given solely on account of his
literary and scientific merits, and proved un-
fortunate ; for he showed himself an incom-
petent commander, whose sobriety, honesty,
and courage even were impugned, and whose
highest idea of discipline was calling his
subordinate officers ‘ rogues, rascals, or sons
of bitches.

[The first and principal authority for Dam-
pier’s Life is in his own writings. Very little,
if anything, is known of his private life beyond
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what he himself has told us in his New Voyage
round the World (1697), dedicated to Charles
Montague; Voyages and Descriptions (1699),
the supplement to the former, with other in-
teresting matter, dedicated to the Earl of Or-
ford; and the Voyage to New Holland in the
year 1699 (in two parts, 1703, 1709), dedicated
to the Earl of Pembroke. These three, with
Funnell’s Narrative, are now often catalogued
as Dampier’s Voyages in 4 vols. Captain Dam-
pier’s Vindication of his Voyage (4to, 1707) is a
contradiction of some of Funnell’s statements,
of which an Answer to Captain Dampier’s Vin-
dication, by J. Welbe, maintains the truth in a
manner much more explicit and condemnatory.
There have been many popular biographies,
little more than imperfect abstracts of the
Voyages: the only one which can be considered
in any sense original is attributed to Captain
(afterwards Admiral) W. H. Smyth, in United
Service Journal, July-November 1837. The
Letters referred to respecting his Voyage to New
Holland are in the Public Record Office, Captains’
Letters, D. 1; and the minutes of the courts-
martial in Courts-Martial, vol.10. Besides these,
bearing less directly on the subject, are Hacke's
Collection of Original Voyages (8vo, 1699);
Voyage and Adventures of Captain Bartholomew
Sharp (8vo, 1684) ; Dangerous Voyage and Bold
Attempts of Captain Bartholomew Sharp, by
Basil Ringrose (8vo, 1699); A Cruising Voyage
round the World, by Woodes Rogers (8vo, 1712);
and a Voyageto the South Sea, by Edward Cooke
(8vo, 1712). Many of the original manuscripts
are in the British Museum, being Sloane 46 «
and b, 49, 54, 3236, 3820.] J.K. L

DANBY, Earrs or. [See DANVERS,
HEexNRY, 1573-1643; OsBORNE, Sir THoMAS,
d. 1712.]

DANBY, YRANCIS (1793-1861), pain-
ter, third son of James Danby, a farmer and
smalllanded proprietor atCommon, near Wex-
ford, was born there 16 Nov.1793. Inaletter
to the publishers of a biographical dictionary
(Brit. Mus. Add. MS. 28509) he gives the
date of his birth as 1792, but this document
contains so many unquestionable chronolo-
gical errors that 1t will be safer to follow the
received account. The insurrection of 1798
drove Danby’s family to Dublin, and his father
died about the time that he became of an age
to choose a calling in life. He had studied
drawing in the classes of the Royal Dublin
Society, and conceived a strong wish to be a
painter. With his mother’s consent, he con-
tinued his studies under O’Connor, a neglected
landscape painter of considerable genius, but
little older than Danby himself. Both were
intimate friends of George Petrie, the dis-
tinguished archaologist,at that time devoted
to painting. Danby’s first picture, ¢ An Even-
ing Landscape,” was exhibited at Dublin in
1812, and sold, Mr. S. C. Hall says, for fifteen

guineas. In the following year the three
friends proceeded on an expedition to Lon-
don. Danby says that this occurred in 181 1%
but the evidence of date in Petrie’s bio-
graphy is decisive, and Danby himself speaks
of baving then seen Turner’s ¢ Frosty Morn-
ing, which was not exhibited till 1813
{ Danby and O’Connor remained in London
- after Petrie had left them, and notwithstand-

ing the latter’s generosity in presenting them
! with two valuable rings, their means ran so

short that on arriving at Bristol they were
| unable to pay for a night’s lodging. Danby
raised the means by selling two sketches of
the Wicklow mountains for eight shillings
to Mintorn, a stationer on College Green,
and, by the persuasion of Mintorn’s son, re-
mained at Dristol to sketch the neighbour-
hood, O’Connor returning to Ireland. Danby
was largely patronised by a Bristol citizen
of the name of Fry, through whose son he
made an acquaintance which resulted in a
hasty and imprudent marriage, unknown, as
he declares, to his relatives. He visited Nor-
way and Scotland, and a view in the latter
country was his first contribution to the Royal
Academy, in 1817. Becoming conscious of
his powers, he successively exhibited three
important pictures: ‘The Upas Tree’ (British
Institution,1820),‘ Disappointed Love’(Royal
Academy, 1821), and ‘Clearing up after a
Shower’ (Royal Academy, 1822) ; all fully
and sympathetically described by the brothers
| Redgrave (A Century of Painters, i. 438—
443). ‘Disappointed Love,” now in the Sheep-
shanks Collection at South Kensington,is ad-
duced in R. H. Horne’s ¢ Exposition of the
False Medium’ as a remarkable instance of the
triumph of imaginative genius over technical
defects. In 1824 Danby established his repu-
tation by his grand marine painting ‘Sunset
at Sea after a Storm,” which was purchased
by Sir Thomas Lawrence at a much higher
price, it is said, than the painter's own.
Danby removed to London, partly, it has
been stated, at the instance of the academi-
cians, who wished to oppose him to their
antagonist Martin. Ilis next picture, ‘ The
Delivery of Israel out of Egypt,’ now in the
Duke of Sutherland’s collection, is certainly
in Martin’s style, and a victory over him.
Like its successor in the same style, ¢ The
Opening of the Sixth Seal,’ it is well known
from engravings. The latter work was pur-
chased by Beckford. Danby had already ex-
hibited (1825) ¢ The Enchanted Island,’ cele-
brated in the verse of L. Ii. L., and (7 Nov.

1825) had been elected an associate of the
| Academy. The road to the highest honours of

his profession seemed open before him, when
lhe struck on the rock of domestic difficul-
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ties. ¢ A story ill to tell, says Redgrave,
¢with faults, and no doubt recriminations,
which the grave has partly closed over, and
which we will not venture to re-open.” There
seemsno doubt that Danby himself was chiefly
culpable, and highly culpable. In 1829 he
left England for the continent, and until
1841 lived principally on the Lalke of Geneva,
yachting, boat-building, and supporting him-
self mainly by the sale in England of draw-
ings executed for albums. During this period

and evening odes.” Disraeli speaks in ¢ Con-
ingsby’ of ¢ the magic pencil of Danby.” ¢ His
pictures,’ says Redgrave, ¢ are true poetry as
compared with the prose—noble prose it may
be—of many who have great reputation as
landscape painters.” He was not content to
transcribe nature, he combined and repro-
duced his impressions in an imaginative form,
generally aiming at an effect of solemnity and
stillness. Out of forty-six pictures exhibited
at the Academy, the titles of only three bear

he only contributed two unimportant pictures | any relation to actual scenery. His range
tothe Academy,but his great gallery painting | was certainly limited ; he became too exclu-
of ¢ The Deluge,’ afterwards the chief artistic | sively identified in the public mind with
feature of the Dublin Exhibition of 1853, was | glowing sunsets ; his composition was some-
exhibited separately in 1840. In 1841 he times formal or theatrical, and the smooth-
exhibited ¢The Sculptor’s Trinmph ' and other | ness of his execution occasionally degenerated
pictures at the Academy, and, returning to | into ‘teaboardiness” But the mind of a poet
England, took up his residence at Lewisham. | inspired all he did. As a man he lived and
In 1847 he removed to Shell House, Ex- | died under a cloud, the deeper perhaps be-
mouth, and lived there until his death. From | cause the imputations cast upon him were
1841 onwards he was a constant contributor never made publicly known. It is doubtful,
to the Academy, but the scandal he had | however,ifhe would havegained by publicity.
caused was never forgiven, and he never | Redgrave, kindly disposed to him both as
attained the full artistic honours so richly | man and artist, is unable to acquit him of
merited by his genius. He made no further | moral perversity, not to say obliquity. He
attempts in the style of Martin, but pro- | nevertheless possessed many estimable qua-
duced a number of highly poetical landscapes, | lities. e is described by an intimate asso-
usually effects of sunset or early morning. Of ' ciate, writing in the ¢ Bristol Daily Press, as
these ¢The Fisherman’s Home’ in the Vernon | remarkable for the warmth of his friendships
Gallery is a good though small example ;| and his freedom from prejudice, and his kind-
¢ The Evening Gun’ (1848) and ‘The Wild  ness to young artists of talent is still remem-
Sea Shore’ (1853) were among the most bered at Exmouth. He maintained a lifelong
characteristic and successful; ¢ The Depar- | friendship with Petrie, and some interesting
ture of Ulysses from Ithaca’ (1854) and | specimens of his correspondence are given in
¢ Venus rising from the Sea’ (1860) were | the latter's biography. ¢Let us,’ he says,
classical landscapes of larger scale and more writing in 1846, ¢ exult in the confidence that
ambitious purpose. To these Academy works | we belong to that class of our fellow-men
may be added ¢ Calypso lamenting the De- ! who by the elixir yon describe, “the true
parture of Ulysses’ and ‘The Grave of the enjoyment of nature,” retain the heart of
Excommunicated,” exhibited at the British | youth, though the eye grow dim, the hand
Institution. His principal patron during this  tremble, and the hair turn grey.’

period was the late Mr. Gibbons of Hanover [Danby’s Tetter to Messrs. Griffin, Brit.
Terrace, who acquired some of his finest Mus. Add. MS. 28509; Redgraves’ Century of
works. Danby died at Exmouth 10 Feb. | Painters of the English School, ii. 437-49;

1861, after a brief illness; his last picture,
¢A Dewy Morning,’ had left his easel only
a few days previously.

As a painter of imaginative effects Danby
has lost ground in an age when minute ob-
servation is chiefly demanded; but so long
as his pictures subsist (‘ The Painter’s Holi-
day’ in the Fitzwilliam Museum is an utter
wreck) he will be esteemed by men of poeti-
cal feeling. ¢ We have scarcely ever seen a
work by him,’ says Thackeray, ¢in regarding
which the spectator does not feel impressed
by something of that solemn contemplation
and reverent worship of nature which seem
to pervade the artist’s mind and pencil. One
may say of Mr. Danby that he paints morning

Stokes's Life of Petrie, pp. 7-10; Men of the
Time, 1st edit.; Bristol Daily Press, 13, 20 Feb.
1861; Athenzum and Art Journal for 1861.]
y R. G.
DANBY, JAMES FRANCIS (1816-
1875), painter, eldest son of Francis Danby
[q.v.], was born at Bristol in 1816, and first
exhibited at the Royal Academy in 1847, His
subjects were usually scenes of sunrise or
sunset, resembling his father’s in execution,
but not emulating bhis ideality. Tle wasa
frequent exhibitor at the Royal Academy and
British Institution, and died of apoplexy on
22 Oct. 1875.
[Bryan’s Dict. of Painters ; Men of the l%legn.]
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DANBY, JOHN (1757-1798), musician,
was born (according to the date on his tomb-
stone) in 1757, but nothing is known of his
parentage or education. He was probably a
member of the Yorkshire family of the same
name. He seems to have been connected
with the musical performances at Vauxhall
and Ranelagh, for which many of his earlier
songs were written. At this time he was
living at 8 Gilbert’s Buildings, Lambeth, but
he afterwards moved to 26 Henrietta Street,
Covent Garden. On 6 March 1785 he was
elected a member of the Royal Society of
Musicians. Between 1781 and 1794 Danb
gained ten prizes from the Catch Club for his
glees and canons: his best known composi-
tion of the former class, ‘ Awake, [olian
lyre,’ gained a prize medal in 1783. Danby,
who was a catholic, held the post of organist
to the chapel of the Spanish embassy, for
which he wrote several masses, motets, and
magnificats, which are preserved in the chapel
music library. These works are mostly writ-
ten for two or three parts, and are inferior to
his glees, which are some of the best of their
kind. During the latter part of his life he
lost the use of his limbs, from having slept
in a damp bed. A concert was given for his
benefit at Willis’s Rooms on 16 May 1798,
but at half-past eleven the same night Danby
died at Upper John Street, Fitzroy Square.
He was buried near the south wall of the
western part of Old St. Pancras churchyard.
The inscription on his tombstone is now
nearly illegible, but it was printed in Roffe’s
¢ British Monumental Inseriptions’(i. No.44),
in the appendix to which a sketch of the
grave is given.

Danby published several songs; the fol- |

lowing are his most important works: Glees,
book 1. [op. 1?]; ¢La Guida alla Musica

Vocale,  op. 2 ; Glees, book ii. op. 3; book 3,

op. 4; ‘La Guida della Musica Instrumen-

tale,” op. 5; Glees, op. 6. The last collec- |

tion of glees was published posthumously by
subscription for the benefit of his widow and
four infant children.

[Grove’s Dict. of Music, 1. 429 @ ; Europ. Mag.
xxxiii, 359; Gent. Mag. 1xviii. 1. 448; Georgian
Era, iv. 521; Morning Herald, 18 May 1798;
Danby’s Works; information from the Rev.
R. B. Sankey.} W. B. S.

DANBY, THOMAS (1817 ?-1886),
painter, was the younger son of Francis
Danby- [q.v.] He followed his father to
the continent about 1830, and, the latter
being unable or unwilling to support him,
young Danby, though only a lad of thirteen,

earned his living by copying pictures at the |

Louvre. He thus became an earnest student

of Claude, whose aerial effects he sought to
imitate. Returning to England about the
same time as his father, he first exhibited at
the British Institution in 1841, and after-
wards frequently at the Academy. He lived
much with Paul Falconer Poole, and imbibed
not a little of his romantic feeling for nature.
The subjects of his landscapes were usually
taken from Welsh scenery; his pictures for
the most part were not, like his father’s, ideal
compositions, but actual scenes pervaded by a
truly poetical spirit. ‘Ie was always trying,’
says the writer of the obituary notice in the
‘Times,” ‘to render his inner heart’s feeling
of a beautiful view rather than the local facts
received on the retina.’ Tle came, it is said,
within one vote of election as A.R.A., but,
failing eventually to attain A cademy honours,
devoted himself in his latter years chiefly to
water-colour painting. Ile was elected an
associate of the Society of Painters in Water-
colours in 1867, and a full member in 1870 ;
and until his death his contributions were
among the chief ornaments of the society’s
exhibitions. He died of a chest complaint,
terminating in dropsy, 25 March 1886.
[Times, 30 March 1886.] R. G.

DANBY, WILLIAM (1752-1833), mis-
cellaneonswriter, was the only son of William
Danby, D.D., of Swinton Park, Yorkshire, by
Mary, daughter of Gilbert Afileck of Dalham,
Suffolk. He was the representative of that
branch of the ancient family of Danby which
acquired the lordship of Masham and Mas-
hamshire in the reign of Henry VIII, by
marriage with one of the heiresses of the
Lords Scrope of Masham, In1784 he served
the office of high sheriff of Yorkshire. He
almost entirely rebuilt his mansion of Swin-
ton from designs by James Wyatt and John
Foss of Richmond. It includes a handsome
library and a richly furnished museum of
minerals. Southey,indescribing a tour which
| he made in 1829, says: ‘The most interesting
| person whom I saw during this expedition

was Mr. Danby of Swinton Park, a man of

very large fortune, and now very old. Ie
' gave me a book of his with the not very
apt title of “ Ideas and Realities,” detached
thoughts on various subjects. It is a book
in which his neighbours could find nothing
to amuse them, or which they thought it be-
hoved them to admire; but I have seldom
seen a more amiable or a happier disposition
| portrayed than is there delineated’ (ZLife

and Correspondence, vi. 78). Danby died at
| Swinton Park on 4 Dec. 1833. Ie was twice
married: first to Caroline, daughter of Henry
Seymour, and secondly to Anne Iolwell,
| second daughter of William Gater; but left
|
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no issue. His portrait has been engraved by
Scriven, from a painting by Jackson.

His works are: 1. ¢ Thoughts, chiefly on
serious subjects,” Iixeter (privately printed),
1821, 8vo, second edition, with additions, in- |
cluding remarks on ‘ Lacon,” by Caleb Colton, |
2 vols. Exeter, 1822, 8vo. 2. ‘Ideas and
Realities, or thoughts on various subjects,’ |
Exeter, 1827, 8vo. 3. ¢ Extracts from and
observations on Cicero’s dialogues De Senec-
tute and De Amicitia, and a translation of
his Somnium Scipionis, with notes,” Exeter,
1829, 8vo, London, 1832, 8vo. 4. ¢ Thoughts
on various subjects, London, 1831, 8&vo. ’
5. “Travelling Thoughts,” Exeter, 1831, 8vo. ’
6. ‘Poems,’ Edinburgh, 1831, 8vo. 7. ‘Ex-|
tracts from Young’s Night Thoughts, with
observations upon them,” Lond. 1832, &vo.

[Martin’s Privately Printed Books, 2nd edit.
274 ; Evans’s Catalogue of Engraved Portraits, |
No. 14869; Gent. Mag. new ser. i. 440; Cat. of
Printed Books in Brit. Mus.] T. C.

DANCE, CHARLES (1794-1863), dra-
matist, was the son of Charles Dance, archi-
tect [q. v.] During thirty years he was in |
the office of the late insolvent debtors’ court, ‘
in which he was successively registrar, taxing
officer, and chief clerk, retiring ultimately |
upon a superannuation allowance. Alone or
in collaboration with J. RR. Planché or others
he wrote many pieces, chiefly of the lightest
description, which were produced at the
Olympic or other theatres. So great was his
success in supplying Madame Vestris with |
extravaganzas that he was spoken of as a
founder of a new order of burlesque. His
pieces, which are mostly printed in Lacy’s
¢ Acting Edition of Plays,” Duncombe’s ¢ Bri-
tish Theatre, Webster’s ¢ Acting National
Drama,’and Miller’s ‘ Modern Acting Drama,’
cover a period of nearly a quarter of a cen- |
tury. Some of his comediettas or farces, |
as ‘The Bengal Tiger, ¢ Delicate Ground,
¢A Morning Call,” ¢ Who speaks first, and
¢ Naval ingagements,’ are still occasionally
revived, and one of his pieces was translated
into German. Among Lis extravaganzas the
best known is ¢ Olympie Revels,’ with which,
3 Jan. 1831, Madame Vestris—the first femi-
nine lessee of a theatre, according to the pro-
logue, by John Hamilton Reynolds, spoken
on the occasion—opened the Olympic. Other
pieces in which Dance had more or less share
are, ‘Alive and Merry, a farce; ‘Lucky
Stars,” a burletta ; ¢ Advice Gratis,’ a farce;
¢ A Wonderful Woman,’ comic drama; ¢ Blue
Beard,” a musical burletta; ¢ A Dream of the
Future,’a comedy ; ¢ The Victor vanquished,
a comedy ; ‘ Marriage a Lottery,’ a comedy ;
¢ The Stock Exchange,’ a comic drama; ¢ The

Paphian Bower,” an extravaganza; ¢ Telema-
chus,’ an extravaganza ; ‘Pleasant Dreams,’
a farce; ‘The Country Squire,” a comedy ;
‘Toquet with the Tuft,’ a burletta ; ¢ Puss in
Boots,’ a burletta ; ¢ Sons and Systems,’ a bur-
letta; ¢ The Burlington Arcade, a burletta ;
‘Izaak Walton,’ a drama ; ¢ The Beulah Spa,”
a burletta ; ‘The Dustman’s Belle,’ a comic
drama; ¢ A Matchin the Dark,’ a comedietta;
and ‘ The Water Party,” a farce. During his
later years Dance was a well-known figure
at the Garrick Club. Dance was twice mar-
ried, and survived both his wives. He lived
in Mornington Road, not far from Regent’s
Park, and died at Lowestoft, whither he had
returned for his health, 5 Jan. 1863. His
illness was heart disease.

[Times, 7 Jan. 1863; Gent. Mag. 3rd ser.
xiv. 259 ; Athenseum, 10 Jan. 1863 ; Era, 11 Jan.
1863 ; Era Almanack.] J. K.

DANCE, GEORGE, the elder (1700-
1768), architect, was surveyor to the corpora-
tion of London, and designed the Mansion
House and many of the churches and public
buildings of the city during the earlier half
of the eighteenth century. Ofthe first named,
begun in 1739, the story is told that an ori-
ginal design of Palladio’s was submitted to
the common council by Lord Burlington, a
zealous patron of art, but was rejected by the
civie authorities in favour of Dance’s design,
on the ground of Palladio being a papist, and
not a freeman of the city! Dance is said to
have been originally a shipwright, and is
thought by the satirical anthor of the ¢ Cri-
tical Review,’ &c., never to have lost sight of

| his original calling. But the Mansion House:

has served its purpose as well probably as if
Palladio had been its architect,and may still
be admired for its stately monumental effect,
whatever may be thought of the clnmsiness of
detail which 1t exhibits in common with other
buildings of the time. As Telford says of it,
‘it is grand and impressive as a whole, and
reflects credit upon its architect” Among
Dance’s other works may be mentioned the
churches of St. Botolph’s, Aldgate, built in
1741-4; St.Lnke’s, 01d Street; g’c. Leonard’s,
Shoreditch ; and the old excise office, Broad
Street. His works, with the exception of
the Mansion House, exhibit small architec-
tural merit. A collection of his drawings is
in the Soane Museum. He died on 8 Feb.
1768,and was buried in St. Luke’s, Old Street.
He was the father of the more famous archi~
tect, George Dance [q. v.], who designed
Newgate prison, of the well-known painter,
Nathaniel Dance [q. v.], afterwards Sir N.
Dance-Holland, and of the comedian, James.
[q- v.J, who assumed the name of Love.
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[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Bryan’s Dict. of |
Artists; Ralph’s Critical Review of the Public |
Buildings, Statues, and Monuments in andaround
London and Westminster, London, 1783.]

G. W. B,

DANCE, GEORGE, the younger (1741~
1825), architect, fifth and youngest son of
George Dance, architect and surveyor to the
city ot London, was born in 1740-1, and
learnt his profession in his father’s office. He
spent also some time in France and Italy, and
studied in Rome. He was a member of the
Incorporated Society of Artists, and in 1761
sent to their exhibition a design for Black-
friars Bridge. His father died in 1768, and
he succeeded him in his oftice by right of
purchase. His first important work was the
rebuilding of Newgate in 1770, in which he
displayed considerable skill—the severe, mas-
sive features of the exterior being thoroughly
characteristic. He was successful also in the
construction of the Giltspur Street prison and
St. Luke’s Hospital, but the front of Guild-
hall is less creditable to his taste. Dance was
elected in 1794 a fellow of the Society of
Antiquaries, and was one of the foundation
members of the Royal Academy. Ile held
also the office of professor of architecture at
the Royal Academy from 1798 to 1805, but
never lectured. In fact he seems to have
devoted himself in his later years to art rather
than to architecture, and his contributions to
the Academy exhibitions in and after 1798
consisted solely of portraits drawn in chalk, |
These and otlers (in all seventy-two in num-
ber) were subsequently engraved and pub- |
lished, and have the reputation of being life-
like, though ¢ wanting in drawing and refine-
ment’ (REDGRAVE). In 1815 he resigned the
oftice of city surveyor, and after a lingering
illness of many years died at Upper Gower
Street, London, 14 Jan. 1825, being the last
of the original forty Royal Academicians, Ile
was buried in St. Paul’s Cathedral,

Dance was author of ¢ A Collection of Por-
traits sketched from the Life since the year
1793, by Geo. Dance, esq., and engraved in
imitation of the original drawings by Will. |
Daniell, A.R.A.,’ folio, 1811 and 1814,

(Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists of the English
School, 1874; Annual Register, Ixvii. 219;
Burke’s Extinet Baronetage, s. v. ¢ Holland.’]

C.J. R.

DANCE, alizs Love, JAMES (1722-
1774), comedian, eldest son of George Dance
[q. v.], city surveyor and architect, was born
on 17 March 1721-2. e entered Merchant
Taylors’ School in 1732, and five years later
was admitted a member of St. Joln's College, |
Oxford. DBut he left the university without |

graduating, and, having assumed the name
of Love, contrived to attract the favourable
notice of Sir Robert Walpole by replying,
in a smart Jpoem entitled ¢ Yes, they are;
what then #” to a satirical piece, ¢ Are these
things so?’ directed against the minister and
attributed (wrongly) to Pope. Sir Robert,
however, does not seem to have done much
more for his advocate than feed him with
false hopes, and at length, bankrupt and dis-
appointed, Love betook himself to the stage
and to the composition of light comedies.
About 1740 he wrote and published an heroic
poem on ¢ Cricket,” which is interesting as
throwing light upon the history of that popu-
lar game, and his earliest contribution to dra-
matic literature was a piece entitled ‘ Pamela,’
published in 1742, He performed at the
theatres of Dublin and Edinburgh, and re-
sided for some years as manager in the latter
city, where (1754) he issned a volume of
poems. In 1762 he was invited to Drury
Lane Theatre, and retained his connection
with that house during the rest of his life,
part of which was spent at Richmond, where,
with his brother’s lielp, he built a new theatre,
involving him in considerable loss. He died
early in 1774, and it cannot be said thateither
as an actor or a writer he secured or deserved
much snccess. IFalstaff was his best charac-
ter ; his attempts to improve Shakespeare and
Beaumont and Fletcher were wretched. His
son was Sir Nathaniel Dance [q. v.]

He wrote: 1. ‘Cricket; an heroic poem,’
1770 (‘ published about thirty years ago, pref.
to 2nd edit.) 2. ‘Pamela, comedy, 1742,
3. ‘Poemson several Occasions,’ 1754, 4. ‘The
‘Witches,” pant. 1762. 5. ¢ Rites of Hecate,’
pant. 1764. 6. ‘The Hermit,’ pant. 1766.
7. ¢The Village Wedding,’ 1767. 8. ‘Timon
of Athens, altered, 1768. 9. ¢‘The Ladies’
Frolie, 1770. 10. ¢ City Muadam,” 1771.
11. ‘Rule a Wife and have a Wife,” altered,

| 177k

[Baker's Biog. Dram. by Reed and Jones, i.
462; Robinson’s Reg. of Merchunt Taylors’
School.] C. J. R.

DANCE, NATHANIEL. [ISee Ior-
LAND, SIR NATHANIEL, 1734-1811.]

DANCE, Sz NATITANIEL (1748-
1827), commander in the service of the Liast
India Company, son of James, the elder
brother of Sir Nathaniel Dance-Holland
[q-v.],and of George Dance the younger[q.v.],
was born 20 June 1748, entered the 1iast India
Company’s service in 1759, and, after con-
tinuous employment for nearly thirty years,
obtained the command of a ship in 1787, In
1804 he was, by virtue of his seniority, com-
modore of the company’s homeward-bound
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fleet which sailed from Canton on 31 Jan. l

Off Pulo Aor, on 14 Feh., this fleet, con-
sisting of sixteen Indiamen and eleven
country ships, fell in with the French squa-
dron under Admiral Linois. The Indian fleet

numbered three more than Linois had bgen ‘
He jumped to the conclusion |

led to expect.
that the three extra ships were men-of-war ;

and though he had with him a line-of-battle .

ship, three heavy frigates, and a brig, he did
not venture to attack. The bold attitude
which Dance assumed confirmed him in his
error. Dance, with his fleet ranged in line

of battle, stood on under easy sail, lay to

for the night, and the next morning again
stood on, always under easy sail. Linois then
manceuvred to cut off some of the rearmost
ships, on which Dance made the signal to
tack towards the enemy and engage. Cap-
tain Timmins in the Royal George led, the
Ganges and Dance’s own ship, the Earl Cam-
den, closely followed. Linois, possessed with
theidea that he was engaged with ships of the
line, did not observe that neither the number
nor weight of the guns agreed with it ; and
conceiving himselfin presence of a very supe-
rior force, after a few badly aimed broadsides,
hauled his wind and fled. The loss of the
English was oneman killed and one wounded,
both on hoard the Royal George ; the other
ships sustained no damage. Dance made the
signal fora general chase, and fortwohours en-
Jjoyed the extraordinary spectacle of a power-
ful squadron of ships of war flying before a
numberof merchantmen ; then fearingalonger
pursuit might carry him too far out of his
course,and ‘ considering the immense property
at stake,” he recalled his ships, and the next
morning continued his voyage. IntheStraits,

on 28 Feb., they met two English ships of |
the line which convoyed them as far as St.

Helena, whence they obtained a further es- |
cort to England. Liberal rewards were voted |

DANCE, WILLIAM (1755-1840), mu-
sician, born in 1755, studied the pianoforte
under Aylward, and the violin under Baum-
garten, and later under Giardini. He played
the violin in an orchestra so early as 1767.
He was for four years at Drury Lane under
Garrick’s management, and from 1775 to
1793 was a _member of the King’s Theatre
orchestra. He led at the Haymarket in the
summer seasons from 1784 to 1790, and at
the ITandel festival in Westminster Abbey
in 1790. Dance was a member of the royal
band before 1800. He subsequently gave
up performing in public, and devoted him-
self to teaching. On 17 Jan. 1813 a circular
proposing the foundation of the Philharmonic
Society, signed by Cramer, Corri, and Dance,
was issued from the latter’s house, 17 Man-
chester Street, and on the establishment of
the society he became a director and trea-
surer. He continued to hold both these
offices down to his death, which took place
at Brompton, 5 June 1840. Dance published
a small quantity of unimportant pianoforte
and voecal music.

[Dict. of Musicians (1827); Grove’s Dict. of
Musie, 1. 429; Gent. Mag. for 1840 ; Dance’s
publications; Brown’s Dict. of Musicians.]

W. B. S.

DANCER, Mgs. ANN.
MRs. ANN SPRANGER. ]

DANCER, DANIEL (1716-1794), miser,
was born at Pinnerin 1716. IIis grandfather
and father were both noted in their time as
misers, and are only less known to fame be-
cause their accumulation of wealth was not
so great. The elder Dancer died in 1736,
and Daniel, as the eldest of his four children,
succeeded to his estate, which consisted of
eighty acres of rich meadow land and of an
adjoining farm called Waldos. Hitherto

[See Barry,

to the several commanders, officers,and ships’ | Dancer had given no manifestation of his
companies. Dance was knighted ; was pre- | miserly instincts, but now, in company with

sented with 5,000Z by the Bombay Insurance
Company, and by the East India Company
with a pension of 5007 a year. Heseems to
have lived for the remainder of his life in
retirement ; and died at Enfield on 25 March
1827, aged 79 (Gent. May. vol. xevil. pt. i
p- 380).

[Markham's Sea Fathers, 211; Gent. Mag.
{1804), vol. Ixxiv. pt. ii. pp. 963, 967; James’s
Nav. Hist. (ed. 1860), iii. 249 ; Nav. Chron. xii.
137, 345 (with a portrait after George Dance),
and xiii, 360; Chevalier's Histoire de la Marine
frangaise sous le Consulat et 'Empire, 296. For
the account of the action off Pulo Aor, and of the
enthusiastic reception of the news in England,
see Marryat’s Newton Forster. ] J. K. L.

his only sister, who shared his tastes and
lived with him as his housekeeper, he com-,
menced a life of the utmost seclusion and most
rigid parsimony. His lands were allowed to
lie fallow so that the expense of cultivation
might be avoided. He took but one meal a
day, consisting invariably of a little baked
meat and a hard-boiled dumpling. A quan-
tity sufficient to supply the wants of the
household through the week was prepared
every Saturday night. His clothing con-
sisted mainly of hay bands, which were
swathed round his feet for boots and round
his body for a coat, but it was his habit to
purchase one new shirt every year; and on
one occasion he brought, and lost, a lawsuit
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against a tradesman who, as he alleged, had
cheated him out of threepence over one of
these annual transactions. The only person
who could be said to be at all intimately
acquainted with the Dancers was a Lady
Tempest, the widow of Sir Henry Tempest,
a Yorkshire baronet. To this lady Dancer's
sister intended to leave her own private pro-
perty, amounting to some 2,0007., but she died
in 1766 before she could sign her will, and
there then arose a lawsuit among her three
brothers as to the distribution of her money,
the result of which was that Daniel was
awarded two-thirds of the sum on the ground
of his having kept her for thirty years. To
fill his sister’s place Dancer engaged a servant
named Griffiths, a man whose manner of
living was as penurious as his own, and to
whom he paid eighteenpence a week as wages.
The two lived together in Dancer’s tumble-
down house till the master’s death, which
took place 30 Sept. 1794. In his last mo-
ments he was tended by Lady Tempest, who
had shown uniform kindness to the old man,
and who was rewarded by being made the
sole recipient of the miser’s wealth, which
amounted to a sum equal to 3,000/ per
annum. This, however, she did not live to
enjoy, as she died very shortly afterwards of
a cold contracted while she watched over the
miser’s deathbed. Dancer is distinguished
from the majority of misers in that, notwith-

standing his miserable love of gold, he pos- |

gessed many praiseworthy qualities. His
business transactions were always charac-
terised by the most rigid integrity ; he never
neglected to give practical proof of his grati-
tude for service rendered to him; and he
even knew how to be generous on occasions,

[Biographical Curiosities, or various Pictures
of Human Nature, containingoriginaland authen-
tic Memoirs of Daniel Dancer, esq., an extraor-
dinary miser, 1797 ; Strange and Unaccountable
Life of D. Dancer, esq., 1801; Wilson’s Won-
derful Characters, vol. ii. 1821; Gent. Mag. Ixiv.
964.} AL V.

DANCER, JOHN (#. 1675), translator
and dramatist, lived for some time in Dub-
lin, where two of his dramatic translations
were performed with some success at the
Theatre Royal. To the Duke of Ormonde
and to the duke’s children, Thomas, earl of
Ossory, and Lady Mary Cavendish, he dedi-
cated his books, and in 1673 he wrote that
he owed to the duke ¢all I have and all I
am.’ Tt is probable that he was in Ormonde’s
service while he was lord-lieutenant of Ire-
land. Langbaine groundlessly credits him
with the alternative name of Dauncy, and
identifies him with one John Dauncy, who

wasa voluminous translator living at the same
time, But John Dancer and John Daunc

[q. v.] were clearly two persons. Dancer’s
two translated plays—the one from Cor-
neille and the other from Quinault—are in
rhyming couplets. The original verse at the
close of the translation of Tasso’s ¢ Amintas’
is “writ in imitation of Mr. Cowley’s *Mis-
tris”’” (LANGBAINE). Dancer’s works are as
follows: 1. ‘Aminta, the Famous Pastoral
[by Tasso], translated into Euglish verse,
with divers Ingenious Poems,” London, 1660,
2. ‘Nicomede, a tragicomedy translated out
of the French of Monsieur Corneille, as it was
acted at, the Theatre Royal, Dublin,’ London,
1671. This was published by Francis Kirk-
man ‘in the anthor’s absence,” and dedicated
by Kirkman to Thomas, earl of Ossory. To
the play Kirkman added a valuable appendix
—*A true, perfect, and exact Catalogue of
all the Comedies, Tragedies, Tragicomedies,
Pastorals, Masques, and Interludes that were
ever yet printed and published till this pre-
sent year 1671.” 3. ‘Judgment on Alexan-
der and Ceesar, and also on Seueca, Plutarch,
and Petronius,” from the French of Renaud
Rapin, London 1672. 4. ‘The Comparison
of Plato and Aristotle, with the Opinions of
the Fatherson their Doctrine,and some Chris-
tian Reflections,’ from the French, London
1673; dedicated to James, duke of Ormonde.

' 5. ¢ Mercury Gallant, containing many true

and pleasant relations of what hath passed
at Paris from January 1st 1672 till the king’s
departure thence,” from the French, Lon-
don 1673 ; dedicated to George Bowerman.
6. ¢ Agrippa, King of Alba, or the False
Tiberinus. As it was several times acted
with great applause before the Duke of Or-
monde, L.L. of Ireland, at the Theatre Royal
in Dublin ; from the French of Monsieur
Quinault, London 1675 ; dedicated to Or-
monde’s daughter Mary.

[Langbaine’s Account, 97, with Oldys’s notes
in Brit. Mus. copy, C. 45 d. 14; Hunter’s Chorus
Vatum in Addit. MS, 24489, f. 173 ; Brit. Mus.
Cat.] S. L. L.

DANCER, THOMAS, M.D. (1755°?-
1810), botanist, was in 1780 physician to the
expedition which left Jamaica in February
of that year for ¢ Fort San Juan’ (? d'Ulloa).
On his return to Jamaica he published an
account of the capture of the fort, and the
subsequent mortality of the troops, conse-
quent upon the utter ahsence of sanitation.
Appointed physician to the Bath waters he
brought out in 1784 a small octavo on the
virtues of the waters, appending two pages
of catalogue of the rarer plants cultivated in
the garden’'there. A full list was issued in
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1792, from which we learn that he iptrodueed
many plants in the two years previous, some
of which he owed to his correspondence with
Sir Joseph Banks. In 1804 he printed a
small tract, ¢ Some Observations respecting
the Botanic Garden, recounting its history
and removals, and making suggestions for
its better support; but his proposals not
being adopted by the House of Assembly, he
resigned his position as ‘island botanist.” His
most important publication was a quarto vo-
lume, ¢ Medical Assistant, or Jamaica Prac-
tice of Physic,’ 1801, which was anonymously
attacked by an ex-official named Fitzgerald, in

aprofessed reprint in the ‘ Royal Jamaica Ga- |

zette’ of a eritique in the “Edinburgh Re-

view. The last literary effort of Dancer was |

to expose this fiction. He died at Kingston

1 Aug. 1810.
[Prefaces, &e., of Dancer’s works ; Gent. Mag.
1811, lxxxi. pt. ii. 390.] B.D. J.

DANCKERTS, HENRY (16307-16807),
landscape-painter and line-engraver, belonged
to a Dutch family, resident chiefly at Am-
sterdam, which included several artists among
its members. Some writers state that he and
John Danckerts were the sons of Justus
Danckerts, while others assert that their
father was Pieter Danckerts de Ry. Both
these statements are negatived by the evi-
dence of dates, for Justus Danckerts was
living at Amsterdam in 1686, and Pieter
Danckerts de Ry was born in 1605, and died
at Stockholm in 1659. Henry Danckerts
was born at the Hagueabout 1630. He was
brought up as an engraver, and in 1647 exe-
cuted thirteen plates of antiquities which
were published 1n a folio volume under the

title ¢ Affbeeldinge vande ouer Oude Rarie- N

teyten aende strandt ontrent Domburch in-
den Eylandt van Walcheren gevonden.” He
was admitted into the guild of St. Luke at
the Hague in 1651 as an engraver, but he
appears to have been induced by his brother
John to turn his attention to landscape-
painting. Afterstudying for a time in Italy
he came to England about 1667 or 1668,
and met with much encouragement from
Charles IT, who engaged him to paint views
of the royal palaces and many of the seaports
of England and Wales. Nolessthan twenty-
eight of these, one of them being a sliding-
piece before a picture of Nell Gwyn, are
mentioned in the catalogue of the royal col-
lection as it existed in the days of James II,
and three of them are still at Hampton Court.
Pepys, in his ¢ Diary,’ records that Danckerts

ainted for the Earl of Sandwich a view of

angier, ¢ which my Lord Sandwich admires
as being the truest picture that ever he saw

in his life’ Tepys further narrates, under
date of 22 Jan. 1669, that Danckerts ¢ took
measure of my panels in my dining-room,
where in the four I intend to have the four
houses of the king, White Hall, Hampton
Court, Greenwich, and Windsor” Green-
wich was ¢ finished to my very great content,
though this manner of distemper do make
the figures not so pleasing as in oyle, but
with regard to the other pictures ordered
Pepys says, later on, ‘I did choose a view of
Rome instead of Hampton Court.” There
was in the collection of Horace Walpole, at
Strawberry Hill, a picture said to be by
Danckerts, representing Rose, the royal gar-
dener, presenting to Charles IT the first pine-
apple grown in England, apparently at Dor-
ney Court, near Eton, the residence of the
| Duchess of Cleveland. It has been engraved
by Robert Graves, A.R.A. Being a Roman
catholic, the popish plot caused Danckerts
| to leave England about 1679 and to settle
at Amsterdam, where he died soon after, but
| in what year is not known. His works as
| an engraver are a portrait of Charles 11, after
Adriaan Hanneman, one of his best plates,
- and those of Cornelis Staefvenisse, pensionary
of Zeeland, after D. N. van Limborch; Ewal-
dus Schrevelius, after David Bailly ; Chris-
tiaan Rompf, physician to the Prince of
Orange; the Princess Augusta Maria, Mar-
gravine of Baden-Durlach, in the character
of Diana; and Sir Edmund Fortescue. Be-
' sides these he engraved a ‘Concert,’ after
| Titian, a very large print in three sheets with
ifty figures, a ¢ View of Amsterdam and the
| Y, also in three sheets, a series of the royal
' palaces and the sea-ports of England and
Wales, and some free subjects after Titian. .
Joux DaxckEerts, his elder brother, was
born about 1610, and entered in 1631 the
Iguild of St. Luke at the Hague, of which
| he was dean from 1650 to 1652. He painted
' historical subjects and portraits, and made
some of the designs for the plates which
Hollar engraved for Sir Robert Stapylton’s
edition of ¢ Juvenal,’ published in 1660. Hol-
lar engraved also after him a head of John
Price, the biblical critic. He likewise etched
a few plates, including ¢ Venus reclining,
after Titian, and an ‘Embarkation of Mer-
chandise” There appears to be no evidence
to support the statement that he visited Eng-
[land. He was living at Amsterdam in 1660,
but the date of his death is not recorded.

[Walpole’s Anecdotes of Painting, ed. Wor-
num, 1849, ii. 458-9; Nagler’s Neues- allge-
meines Kiinstler-Lexikon, 1835-52, iii. 261 ;
Kramm’s Levens en Werken der Hollandsche en
Vlaamsche Kunstschilders, 1857-64, i. 320-1;
Van der Aa’s Biographisch Woordenboek der
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Nederlanden, 1852-78, iv. 54-5; Heinecken’s
Dictionnaire des Artistes dont nous avons des
Estampes, 1778-90, iv. 497-8.] R. E. G.

DANDRIDGE, BARTHOLOMEW (A.
1750), portrait-painter,was,according to Wal-
pole, the son of a house-painter. e gained
considerable reputation and employment in
the reign of George II as a painter of por-
traits and of effective small conversation-

pieces. Portraits by Dandridge painted about |

1750 were engraved by James McArdell and
others. In the National Portrait Gallery is
a picture by him of Nathaniel ITooke, the his-
torian. He died in the prime of life.

[Walpole’s Anecd. of Painters, ed. 1849, ii. 702;
Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Cat. Nat. Portrait
Collection.]

DANELL, JAMES, D.D. (1821-1881),
catholic prelate, born in London on 14 July
1821, was educated under Dr. Kenny at his
father’s house in Fitzroy Street, Fitzroy
Square, and afterwards at St. Edmund’s Col-
lege, near Ware. In 1843 he was sent to
finish his ecclesiastical studies at St. Sulpice,
Paris. He was ordained priest in 1846, and
in August of that year he was appointed to
the mission of St. George, Southwark. In
1857 he was appointed a canon of Southwark,
and in 1862 vicar-general of the diocese.
After the death of Dr. Thomas Grant he was
appointed by Pius IX to the bishopric of

outhwark in January 1871, and he was con-
secrated on 25 March followingat St. George’s
Cathedral by Archbishop (now Cardinal)
Manning. 1le died on 14 June 1881, and
was buried in his cathedral. During his
episcopate he added to the diocese seventy-
two priests and fifty new missions.

[Men of the Time (1879); Brady’s Episcopal
Succession, iii. 452; Tablet, 18 June 1881 ; Ca-
tholic Directory (1887), p. 239.] T. C.

DANETT, THOMAS (/. 1566-1601),
was the anthor of the following works:—
1. ¢The Description of the Low Countreys
and of the Prouinces thereof, gathered into
an Epitome out of the Historie of Lodouico
Guicchardini, London, 1593, dedicated to
Lord Burghley. 2. ¢ A Continuation of the
Historie of France from the death of Charles
the Eight, where Comines endeth, till the
death of Henry the Second [1559], collected
by Thomas Danett, gentleman,’ London, 1600,
dedicated to Lord Buckhurst. 3. ¢The His-
torie of Philip de Commines, Knight, Lord
of Argenton,’ London, 1601. The dedication
to Lord Burghley is dated 1 Nov. 1596.
Danett states that thirty years before he
presented to Burghley and Leicester ¢the
historie of Commines, rudely translated into

our vulgar tongue,’ and that he subsequently
revised and enlarged his translation by the
advice of Sir Christopher Hatton. A few
' original notes appear in the margin. A ‘Mr.
Danett ’ is mentioned in a letter from Cecil
to Windebank, 27 Dec. 1561.

[Danett’s Works; Ames’'s Typogr. Antiq;
Brit. Mus. Cat.; Cal. State Papers (Dom.),
1547-80, p. 189.] S. L. L.

DANFORTH, THOMAS (1622-1699),
' magistrate in New England, son of Nicholas
Danforth of Framlingham, Suffolk, was born
|in England in 1622, He was taken by his
father to America in 1634, and became an in-
habitant of Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1Te
was admitted a freeman of that town in
1643, and elected representative in 1657 and
1658. For twenty years (1659-79) he held
the office of ‘assistant,” and he was deputy-
governor of Massachusetts from 1679 to 1686,
On 11 May 1681 he was appointed by the
general court of Massachusetts president of
Maine, and he continued in that office till
the arrival of Andros in 1686. He was also
a judge of the superior court of Massa-
chusetts. To the old provincial charter his
attachment was zealous and invincible. With
Gookin, Cooke, and others he opposed the
sending of agents to Kngland, and he was
ready to incur every peril rather than sub-
mit to the acts of trade, which, as the colony
was not represented In the British parlia-
ment, he regarded as infringements on the
liberty of the province. He became the ac-
knowledged leader of the popular party in
opposing the tyranny of Andros. Soon after
the imprisonment of that governor he pre-
vented, by his prudence and influence, many
excesses to which in the violence of the times
the people were tending. His zeal in favour
of the old charter precluded him from public
employment under the charter of William
and Mary. The correctness of his judgment
was evinced by a firm and open opposition to
the proceedings of the courts of justice during
the witcheraft delusion. His chief residence
was at Cambridge, where he died on 5 Nov.
1699. Ile married Mary, daughter of Henry
‘Withington, and had twelve children.
Danforth was the first treasurer of Ilar-
vard College (1650-8), and he subsequently
assisted in the arrangement and care of its
finances. His services to the institution
were numerous and disinterested, and al-
though he was not wealthy, he bequeathed
to the college three valuable leases of land in
the town of Framlingham. A condition was
annexed to this bequest that these estates
should revert to his heirs ¢if any prelatical
injunctions should be imposed on the society.”
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[Eliot’s Biog. Dict. 145; Farmer’s Genealogi-
cal Register, 78 ; Hutchinson’s Hist. of Massa-
chusetts Bay (1764), i. 189, 323, 329, 331, 380,
404 ; Collections of Massachusetts Hist. Soc. 1st
geries, i. 229, v. 756; Quincy’s Hist. of Harvard
Univ. i. 450, 457, 589, it. 136, 137, 230-2; Sul-
livan’s Hist. of Maine, 385, 386.] T. C.

DANGERFIELD, THOMAS (1650°7-
1685), false witness, born at Waltham in

Essex about 1650, was son of a farmer of |

Cromwellian tenets. Dangerfield began life

by robbing his father of horses and money,

fled to Scotland, returned as a repentant
prodigal and was forgiven, but soon ran
away to the continent, and rambled through
Portugal and Spain, Flanders and Holland,
where he got some credit as a soldier from
William of Orange; was apprehended for

larcenies, in danger as a spy, and was at least |

once ordered for execution. He returned to
England, took to coining and circulating false
money, and was imprisoned at Dorchester,
in Newgate, and at Salisbury, He escaped
after having been burnt in the hand, and had
again in 1675 ¢ broken prison’ at Chelmsford

and been outlawed. He had pretended to be

converted to Romanism while abroad, but laid
this claim aside in Holland, and resumed it
in 1679, when a second time confined in New-
gate, taking help from Mrs. Elizabeth Cellier
g .v.], known later as ¢ the Popish midwife.’

%e was almoner for the Countess of Powis,
befriending the imprisoned catholics. He had
boasted of having been instrumental in se-
curing the release of a Mrs. White, who re-
ported to Mrs. Cellier that he threatened

revenge against Captain Richardson for ex- |

cessive severity in the prison. He received
money and (he said) instructions whereby an
accusation could be framed against Richard-
son, but the charges were not carried into
court. Dangerfield, through interest exerted
by the recorder and Alderman Jeffreys, re-
ceived better treatment while in prison, and
also his discharge, but was speedily rearrested
and carried to the Counter. He there sued
out his habeas corpus, and was removed to
the King’s Bench, where Mrs. Cellier came to
him in disguise, telling him that he was to
ingratiate himself into the confidence of a
fellow-prisoner, one Stroud, who had threat-
ened to reveal a secret that would blast the
credit of the witness William Bedloe [q. v.[]
Stroud was plied with drink and drugge

with laudanum. But Dangerfield failed to
acquire his secret. He learnt enough, how-
ever, to start as a rival discoverer of plots.
He was furnished by Mrs. Cellier with money
to compound with his creditors, to whom he
owed 7007, and thus regained liberty; was
admitted to the presence of the Countess of

Powis, employed in the enlargement on
bail of priests from the Gatehouse, carrying
letters to Roger Palmer, the Earl of Castle-
maine [q. v.], sent into Buckinghamshire to
rassist Henry Nevil, alizs Paine, in corre-
| spondence and pamphlets, to take notes of
 the jesuit trials, and claimed, although this
was denied, to have held intercourse and
credit with the catholie lords in the Tower,
whom he afterwards betrayed. He appeared
against John Lane, alias Johnson,and Thomas
Knox, who were convicted of having brought
infamous charges against Titus Oates [q. v.],
25Nov. 1679; he had obtained a royal pardon
on the previous day, to qualify him as a
witness. He dispersed through the country
libellous broadsides and hooks, such as
‘ Danby's Reflections,” written by Henry
Nevil. He had been servant to travellers,
and found it easy to win the confidence of
his dupes. That he was sometimes trusted
is beyond dispute. In his own ¢ Narrative’
he declares unblushingly that Lord Arundel
of Wardour and Lord Powis tempted him to
murder the Earl of Shaftesbury, offering a
reward of 5007, and gave him ten guineas as
| earnest money ; but that he rejected their
suggestion of killing the king, and was re-
' proached for this by John Gadbury, the
astrologer [q. v.] Nothing came of the as-
‘ sassination scheme beyond three apocryphal
attempts. He now drew up a paper con-
cerning pretended clubs or meetings of the
presbyterians, with full lists of the members
of each, which paper, according to his ¢ Nar-
rative,” was shown to the Duke of York, and
intended to incriminate the Duke of Mon-~
mouth and others as plotting a common-
| wealth. He was introduced to the king’s
presenceby Lord Peterborough, who described
him as ‘a young man who appeared under a
decent figure, a serious behaviour, and with
words that did not seem to proceed from a
common understanding’ (HALSTEAD, Suc-
cinct Genealogies). Charles II reported the
alleged plot to his council as ‘an impossible
thing,” but allowed 404. to be paid to Danger-
field. His next fraud was an assumed dis-
covery of correspondence between the pres-
byterians and the Dutch. Having thrice
gone to Lord Shaftesbury, he was entrusted
by Lady Powis on 14 Oct. 1679 with fifteen
letters, intended to direct suspicion against
‘Colonel Roderick Mansell. He took lodgings
in the same house with Mansell, and hig‘the
treasonable papers behind the head of the
colonel’s bed, then gave information to Wil-
liam Chiffinch [q. v.], got a search-warrant,
and on 22 Oct. assisted to find the concealed
papers. Detection followed quickly. After
having been apprehended, and bailed by Cel-




Dangerfield

17

Dangerfield

lier, Dangerfield was recognised by an officer
of the Mint as formerly convicted of uttering
false coin, was examined by the council on
27 Oct. and committed to Newgate for hav-
ing forged treasonable papers and fixed them
in Mansell's chamber. Two days later Sir
‘William Waller searched Mrs. Cellier’s house,
and found therein, concealed at the bottom
of a meal-tub, the ¢little paper book, tied
with red ribbons,’ containing ‘ the model of
the designed plot against the protestants.’
The book had been given to her by Danger-
field, with directions to hide it. He had
been false to everybody throughout. In
March 1680, the day after he had obtained
the king’s pardon in order to gain acceptance
as a witness, Dangerfield appeared against
‘Webb of Peterley, Buckinghamshire, for
harbouring 2 Romish priest known as Jean
or Jane, but acquittal followed from lack

of sufficient evidence (LUTTRELL, Brief Re-

lation, i. 39). On 11 June 1680 Mrs. Eliza-
beth Cellier stood her trial for high treason
at the King’s Bench. Dangerfield appeared
as a witness. Sir William Scroggs denounced
him as a man of infamous character, un-
worthy of the least credit. Mrs, Cellier was
acquitted, and Dangerfield committed to the
King’s Bench prison (#b.1. 47). At the trial
of Roger Palmer, earl of Castlemaine, on
23 June 1680, Dangerfield again appeared,
having on the 16th shown a pardon from a
Newgate gaol delivery, and supported Oates as
second witness, Bedloe being already tainted.
Scroggs again attacked the credibility of so
often convicted a criminal, with sixteen evil
records. Sir T. Raymond coincided, and
Castlemaine was acquitted (HoweLt, State
Trials,vii.1112). Dangerfield was examined
at the bar of the House of Commons, 26 Oct.
1680, and made distinct charges against the
Duke of York, the Countess of Powis, and
the Earl of Peterborough, as having been
privy to the Sham Plot (see Information of
Thomas Dengerfield, gent., 1680). Mrs.
Cellier having exposed his character in ¢ Ma-
lice defeated” (1680), he published a coun-
ter attack, viz. ‘An Answer to a Certain
Scandalous late Pamphlet entitled “ Malice
defeated,” 1680.” The following pamphlets
had appeared in the same year, which were
skilfu¥ enough to avoid the incredible extra-
vagances of Oates and Bedloe, viz. ¢ A True
Narrative of the Popish Plot against King
Charles I and the Protestant Religion;’ also
‘A Compleat History of the Papists’ late
Presbyterian Plot discovered by Mr. Danger-
field;’ ‘The Case of Thomas Dangerfield.
In 1681 he published ¢ More Shams still, or
a further Discovery of the Designs of the
Papists, by Thomas Dangerfeild’ (sic), in
VOL. XIV,

which he attacks E. C., a pamphleteer of
the day. John Gadburyattacked him in the
¢ Ephemeris for 1682, printed by the com-
pany of Stationers, and this was answered
by ¢ Animadversions upon Mr. John Gadbury's
Almanack or Diary for 1682, by Thomas
Dangerfeild * (sic). London was growing
unsafe for him. The Earl of Castlemaine
followed up the attack made by John Gad-
bury with a folio pamphlet, ¢ Manifesto, to
which Dangerfield made an abusive rejoinder,
viz. ‘The Grand Impostor defeate&.’ On
8 Feb. 1681 he joined Oates in gaining a
verdict against John Attwood, a priest, whom
the king respited. He also failed against
Edward Sing, whose arrest he caused on
15 Feb.1681. These repulses made him de-
sire country air. He kept diaries and neatly
balanced accounts of his ¢ motions, receipts,
and expences;’ and there appears upon his
| papers of dishursement in tEe space of two
| years and nine months (1682—4) ‘14001 15s.
and a halfpenny, well told’ (Dangerfield's
Memoirs, 4to, 1685, where the genuine Diary
| of December 1684 to 19 March 1685 is
| printed). In a ‘Hue and Cry’ his descrip-
| tion is given: ‘He is a proper handsome fel-
low. He was in second mourning and a short
| periwig, mounted upon a light bay, after-
- wards on a grey gelding.' . A pamphlet was
printed by John Smith in 1685 entitled
¢ Duke Dangerfield, declarinj how he repre-

sented the D. of Mon[miouth | in the country,
with his miraculous gift of Touching,’ &e.
He hung around the neck of his dupes
counterfeit half-guineas, tied with tape, and
got from each person so honoured two real
guineas in exchange. A pamphlet called
“Mr. Dangerfield’s Answer and Defence
against a Scurrilous Pamphlet called ¢ Duke
Dangerfield’s Declaration,”’ is an amusing
satire, exposing his fraudulent assumption of
the Duke of Monmouth's title in Cornwall,
cheating an innkeeper and others. Learning
that the Duke of York was about to procee

against him for ¢ scandalum magnatum,’ in
August 1684 Dangerfield avoided London
and ¢ went aside’ gBriqf Relation,i. 315), but
in the following March was apprehended and
committed to Newgate. For having printed
¢Dangerfield’s Narrative’ Samuel Hejyrick
was, at the instance of Peterborough, cast in
5,0001.damages. On 30 May 1685 Dangerfield
was tried at the King’s Bench for having
written and published the same ¢ scandalous
libel called his “ Narrative.”’ His former
sworn evidence was proved against him, with
his several convictions, and the witnesses
heard were Lord Peterborough, Lord and
Lady Powis, and Mrs. Cellier. The jury found
him guilty, and an indictment for perjury was
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preferred against him. On 29 June he re-
ceived sentence, to twice stand in the pillory
(before Westminster Hall and the Exchange)
on two following days; to be whipped from
Aldgate to Newgate; two days later to be
whipped from Newgate to Tyburn; to pay a
fine of 5007 and find sureties for good be-
haviour for life. QOates had been whipped
severely on 20 and 22 May, but had unex-
pectedly recovered. Dangerfield was twice
pilloried and twice whipped by Jack Ketch
in person. On being brought back from Ty-
burn in a coach, at the corner of Hatton
Garden one Robert Frances, a barrister, ac-
costed him insultingly. Dangerfield replied
with foul language. Frances struck at him
with a small bamboo cane, which chanced to
enter Dangerfield’s left eye, and caused his
death, some accounts say two hours, others
two days, later. Irances was put on his
trial for murder at the Old Bailey, 16 July
1685, before the lord mayor, &e., convicted,
and sentenced to death. James II refused
to interfere with the sentence, and he was
executed 24 July (HowELy, State Trials, xi.
503-10).

[In addition to the pamphlets mentioned in

the text, see Mr. Thomas Dangerfield’s Particular |

Narrative of the late Popish Designs, &e., written
by Himself, London, 1679, 76 pp. fol.; An Exact
and True Narrative of the late Popish Intrigue
to form a Plot, faithfully collected by Colonel
Roderick Mansell, 1680 (the Address is dated
3 Nov. 1679); Don Tomazo, or the Juvenile
Rambles of Thomas Dangerfield, 1680, a ficti-
tious narrative with some scraps of truth; The

Case of Thomas Dangerfield, with some remark- |

able passages that happened at the Tryals of
Elizabeth Cellier, &c., 1680; A True Narrative of
the Arraignment, Trial,and Conviction of Thomas
Dangerfield, printed for E. Mallet, 1685, s. sh.
fol.; A True Relation of the Sentence and Con-
demnation of T. D., at the King’s Bench Bar, for
his horrid crimes and perjuries, 1685 ; The Plot
Rent and Torn, 1684 ; a satirical poem called
Dangerfield’s Dance, giving an account of several
Notorious Crimes by him committed, viz. he
pretended to be a Duke, and feigned himself to
be Monmouth, with several other pranks, for
which he was sentenced to stand in the Pillory,
to be Whipt, &e., in Bagford Collection, British
Museum, c. 39 k, vol. iii. fol. 51, with two im-
portant woodeuts, portraitures of the pillorying
and the whipping, &c. 2 July 1685, reprinted in
Bagford Ballads, annotated, 1878, pp. 703-9;
Dangerfield’s Ghost to Jeffreys, reprinted in
State Poems, iii. 312, writter in 1688; Eachard,
iii. ; North’s Examen ; Campbell’s Chief Justices
of England, ii.16,whereseveral inaccuracies occur;
still worse in Burnet’s Own Time, books iii., iv. ;
180 Loyal Songs, 1684 and 1685; broadsides;
Autobiography of Sir John Bramston, pp. 194,
195, a singularly just account.] J. W. E.

DANICAN, ANDRE (1726-1795), chess
player. [See PHILIDOR.]

DANIEL, Saint, more correctly DEINTOL
(d. 584 ?), bishop of Bangor, is a Welsh
saint. No contemporary account of him
has descended to us, and the chronological
difficulties attending the traditional medize-
val account of him are exceptionally great.

| The tenth-century ¢ Annales Cambrize ’ place
his death in 584 and testify to his connec-
tion with Bangor, of which monastery he is
traditionally reputed the founder, and whose
_ church has always been dedicated to him.
Other churches named after him are to be
found, widely scattered throughout Wales,
' at Llanddeiniol in northern Cardiganshire;
Llanddeiniol, or Itton, Monmouthshire ; Ha-
. warden, Flintshire ; Llanuwchllyn, Merio-
nethshire, and the chapels of Worthenbury,
- formerly subject to Bangor Iscoed, Flintshire,
| and St. Daniel’s, Monktown, Pembrokeshire,
The hagiographers, whose story is very doubt-
| ful, make him the son of Dunawd Vawr, the
| son of Pabo Post Prydain, by Deuer, daughter
| of Lleinawg (‘ Achau y Saint’ in Cambro-
| British Saints, p. 266). Like very many
‘Welsh saints he is said to have come from
Ceredigion, but the great scene of his opera-
tions was in Gwynedd. He first joined his
fatherin founding theabbey of Bangor Iscoed,
and afterwards founded the Bangor Vawr on
the shores of Menai, of which he was bishop
and abbot. Maelgwn Gwynedd, the famous
king, founded the see; Dubricius, or, as some
| say, David, consecrated him a bishop. He was
closely associated with Dubricius and David,
and along with the former persuaded the
latter to quit his monastic seclusion at Ty-
ddewi for the more arduous task of confuting
the Pelagians at the famous synod of Llan-
ddewi Brefi. He was a bard. He died in 544
and was buried at Bardsey. His festival was
on 10 Dec. Many of his kinsfolk also were
saints, Iewas one of the ‘seven happy coun-
-sins,’ who included Beino, Cawrdav, Seiriol,
Danwyn, Cybi, and David himself. He was
one of the ¢ three holy bachelors of the isle of
Britain.” Some of his kinsfolklived near Llan-
ddewi Brefiunder David’s patronage. Cynwyl,
his brother, is the reputed patron saint and
founder of Cynwyl Caio, between Lampeter
and Llandovery, and Cynwyl in Elvet, be-
tween Lampeter and Carmarthen, and also
of Aberporth on the Cardiganshire coast.
His uncle Sawyl’s name is preserved in Llan-
sawel, the parish adjoining Cynwyl Caio on
the south.
Of this history it is enough to say that
Dunawd, Daniel’sreputed father, wasflourish-
ing after 603, the approximate date of the
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conference of Angustine with the British
bishops (BEDE, Hist. Eeccles. ii. 2). Daniel
cannot therefore have died in 544, and the
-story of the foundation of Bangor Iscoed
thirty years earlier is impossible. The date
of the ¢ Annales Cambrie’ (584) lessens but
does not remove the difficulty.

in 660 (Annals of Ulster in SKENE, Chron.
Picts and Secots, p. 349), be the same person,
the date of the Ulster chronicler would be
almost as much too late as that of the Welsh
writer too early.

[Ussher’s Britannicarum Eccles. Antiquitates ;
Cressy’s Church History of Britain, x. 7; W.
J. Rees’s Lives of Cambro-British Saints, Welsh
MSS. Society, pp. 20, 111, 266, 271; Annales
Cambrie, s. a. 584; Chron. Picts and Scots;
Giraldi Cambrensis Itinerarium Kambrize in

Opera, vi. 124, 170, Rolls Ser.; and especially |

Rice Rees’s Essay on the Welsh Saints, pp. 268—
260, and Dict. of Christian Biography, i. 802,
which gives copious references to authorities.]

a1y, 39, 4
DANIEL, or according to Beeda DANTHEL

If Daniel |
¢ episcopus Cinngarad,’ whoissaid to have died |

coadjutor of Bweda, whom, as Bzda grate-
fully records, he assisted in the compilation
of his history by communicating materials
relating to Wessex and Sussex and the Isle
of Wight (BEpx: Hist. Eccl. Prefat.), and
as ‘the encourager, counsellor, and corre-
spondent ’ of the great St. Boniface, who had
been a member of the monastery of N ursling,
near Winchester, in his mission to carry
christianity to the heathen tribes of Germany.
‘When Boniface, still bearing his baptismal
name of Winfrid, after his first unsuccessful
mission to the Frisians in 716, was two years
later taking his final departure from Eng-
land, Daniel furnished him with ¢letters
of commendation’ to all christian Lings,
dukes, bishops, abbots, presbyters, and other
¢ spiritual sons’ he might meet with, charging
, them, after the patriarchal model, to show
him hospitality (Bonifacii Epist. ed. Jaffé,
No.11; ed. Wurdtwein, No. 1). We have two
other letters of Daniel’s, addressed to Boniface
| himself, which ‘give us an insight into his

mind and character,showing how he could ad-

vise and comfort ’ (Br16HT, Early English Ch.

(d. 745), bishop of the West Saxons, made ZZist.p.425). One of these, fixed by Haddan
‘Winchester his episcopal see from his conse-  and Stubbs hetween 719 and 722 (Councils
cration by Archbishop Brihtwald [q.v.]in705, = and Ecel. Doec. iil. 304-6; ed. Jafté, No. 15 ;
as successor to Ifeddi, till his resignation, on | ed. Wiirdtwein, No. 14), is a document of
the lossof his sight,in744. The subdivision of | peculiar interest, parts of which may still be
the enormous diocese over which Heddi had | read with advantage by missionaries to the
exercised episcopal jurisdiction had been re- | heathen. 1In this Daniel counsels Boniface
commended by Archbishop Theodore,and had | as to the conduct of his mission and sug-
been decreed by the yearly synod of 704, but | gests argumentsagainst polytheism by which,
Heddi appears to have been unwilling to as- = through a Socratic method of questioning,

sent to the change, which was not carried out
till Daniel’s consecration. Berkshire, Wilt-
shire, Somersetshire, and Dorsetshire were
then constituted as a new diocese, with Sher-
borne as its see and Aldhelm as its hishop,
leaving Hampshire, Surrey, and Sussex to
Daniel. A few years later (Matthew of
‘Westminster gives the date 711) Daniel’s
Jjurisdiction was still further reduced by the
establishment of Sussex as a separate diocese,
having its see at Selsea and Eadbert as its
first bishop (BxEp.E Hist. Ecel. v. 18; FLor,
‘Wie. ed. Thorpe, i. 46). Assome compensa-
tion for this loss of territory Daniel added
the Isle of Wight to his diocese, which had
remained unattached to any bishopric since
its evangelisation by Wilfrid on its conquest
by Ceedwallain686. Daniel, who, like Ald-
helm, had been a disciple of Maelduff at
Malmesbury, takes rank among the most
learned, energetic, and influential bishops of
the great period of the development and mis-
sionary activity of the Saxon church in which
his lot was cast, ¢ Vir in multis strenunissimus’
(Fagic. Vit. 8. Aldkelmi,iii.) He is chiefly
known to us as the contemporary and literary

’ its absurdity may be made evident and the
contrast between christianity and paganism
shown. These points he advises should be ad-
vanced with calmness and moderation, so as
not to exasperate or insult those whom he is
seeking to win over. The closing arguments
of Daniel’s letter are based on the world-wide
spread of the gospel, as well as on the far more
doubtful ground of the superior temporal
happiness of christians, who enjoy lands fruit-
ful in wine and oil, nothing but countries
stiff with perpetual frost being left to the
pagans. At the time of the writing of this
letter Daniel was in feeble health, and he
| requests the prayers of Boniface that he may
| profit by his bodily affliction. Daniel's second
| letter was written at a much later period
| (732-745), in answer to one from Boniface
| asking his advice how to deal with bad priests,
| and requesting that Daniel will send him a

copy o% the six major prophets which had

once belonged to his master Winbert, the

former abbot of Nursling, written in a large

and clear hand suitable to his failing sight.

From this letter we learn that Daniel had

become blind, a calamity on which Bogiface

c




20 Daniel

Daniel

offers him suitable consolation (0. 343-6; | was a prosperous Middleburg merchant, who
Lpist. ed. Jaflé, No. 55 ; ed. Wiirdtwein, No. | emigrated from Cornwall to Holland in early
12). Inhis reply, written by an amanuensis, ' life, and made a fortune there. In Alex-
Daniel encourages Boniface to bear up under | ander’s ¢ Diary’ he notes that his father ¢ made
his trials, and, while exercising wholesome | his first voyage to Embden in East Freeze-
discipline as far as practicable over his clergy, | land 18 March 1584, and that his ¢second
not to attempt to separate himself entirely | voyage was to Zealand 8 March 1586 He
from communion with the evil, which would | married Jaguelina von Meghen, widow of
be impossible in this world, where the tares Rein. Copcot, 18 Feb. 1598-9, and Alexander
are ever mixed with the wheat. If suchcon- was their first child. The mother died at
duct involves a certain degree of apparent | Middleburg 21 Nov. 1601, and to Alexander’s
insincerity, he reminds him of various ex- ; disgust his father married a second wife,

amples in which temporary simulation and | Margaret von Ganeghan,at Dordrecht, 9 Nov.
1608. Richard Daniel was deputy. governor
of Middleburg in 1613; soon afterwards
settled in Penzance, Cornwall; represented
Truro in the parliaments of 1624 and 1628,
and died at Truro 11 Feb. 1630-1. Jenkin
Daniel, Richard’s brother and Alexander’s
uncle, was mayor of Truro in 1615, Alex-
ander was apparently educated in England :
in June 1617 he was sent for a time to Lin-
coln College, Oxford. He married, on 20 Jan.
1625-6, Grace, daughter of John Bluet of
Little Colon, when he took up his residence
at Tresillian, e moved to Penzance in
1632, aud to Laregon, where he built a house,
in 1639; in 1634 sold some land in Brabant
bequeathed him by hismaternal grandmother;
and died in 1668, being buried in Madron
Churchyard. On his tomb are the lines—

Belgia me birth, Britain me breeding gave,
Cornwall a wife, ten children, and a grave.

Richard, his eldest son (4. 1626), married
Elizabeth Dallery of London, 6 April 1649,
and died in 1668. He is credited with the
authorship of ¢ Daniel’s Copybook, or a Com-
pendium of the most useful Hands of Eng-
land, Netherland, France, Spain, and Italy.
‘Written and invented by Rich. Daniel, gent.
And ingraven by Edw. Cocker, philomath,’
Lond.,1664. The fifth son,EliasapI;J (6.1663),
was impressed by the Commonwealth navy in
1653, and served under Sir (feorge Ayscue.
The eighth and youngest son, George (5. 1637),
went to London to learn the fball-trade,”
founded and endowed a free school at Madron
(cf. Report of Charity Commissioners, June
1876), and died 4 May 1716, being buried
next his father. Alexander’s sister Mary
(d. 1657) was the wife of Sir George Whit-
more (d. 1654).

Daniel left in manuscript (1) ¢ Brief Chro-
nologicalle of Letters and Papers of and for
Mine Own Family, 1617-1668," and (2) ¢ Da-
niel’s Meditations,” a collection of 375 pieces
in verse. These works belong to Thomas

‘economy ’ for a good cause appears to be
sanctioned in holy scripture. Ile thanks
him for his sympathy and begs his prayers,
ending in words which manifest the deep
love which existed between them: ¢Fare-
well, farewell, thou hundredfold dearest one,
though I write by the hand of another’ (.
346; Epist. ed. Jafté, No.56; ed. Wiirdtwein,
No. 13). At an earlier period (721) Daniel
visited Rome (FLor. W16. i. 50). Ten years
after this visit he assisted in the consecration
of Archbishop Tatwine, in 731 (Bxp.x: Hist.
Lecl. v. 24; Fror. Wic. 1. 52). After the
loss of his sight he resigned his see (744) and
retired to his old home at Malmesbury, where
he died, ‘post multiplices ceelestis militie
agones’ (FLor. WI.), and was buried in 745
(WrLL. Marny. Gest. Pont.i.160; Anglo-Sax.
Chron. sub ann. ; WHARTON, Angl. Sacr. i.
195). Florence of Worcester erroneously
states that Daniel made Winchestér his place
of retirement (Chron. i. 55). William of
Malmesbury speaks of a spring at Malmesbury
called after Bishop Daniel from his having
been accustomed in his youthful days to pass
whole nights in its waters for the purpose of
mortifying the flesh (Gest. Pont. i. 357). We
have a short letter of Daniel’s written before
737 to Forthere, bishop of Sherhorne, recom-
mending a deacon, Merewalch, whom he had
ordained out of the canonical period (H{ADDAN
and STUBBS, iiil. 337; Ep. Bonif. ed. Jaffs,
No. 33; ed. Wiirdtwein, No. 148).

[Haddan and Stubbs’s Councils and Eecel.
Doc. iii. 304, 337, 343, 346 ; Bedxe Eccl. Hist.
Preefat. iv. 16, v. 18, 24; Bonifacii Epistolz,
ed. Wiirdtwein, Nos. 1, 12, 13, 14; William of
Malmesbury’s Gest. Pont. i. 160, 357 ; Bright's
Early English Church History, p. 424; Florence
of Worcester, i. 46, 50, 55.] E. V.

DANIEL A JESU. [See Frovp, Jou,
1572-1649, jesuit.]

. DANIEL, ALEXANDER (1599-1668),
diarist, was born, according to his own ac-
count, at Middleburg, Walcheren, on 12 Dec.
1699." His father, Richard Daniel (5.1561),

Hacker Bodily, esq., of Penzance, and ex-

tracts of the first were printed by Sir Harris
Nicolas'in ¢ Gent. Mag.’ 1826, i. 130-2; and
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in J. 8. Courtney’s ‘Guide to Penzance,’ | Oliver’s Catholic Religion in Cornwall, pp. 282,
1845, app. pp. 76-91, appear a number of | 380; Husenbeth’s English Colleges on the Con-
Alexander Daniel’s letters to his relatives, | tinent, p. 21; Catholic Magazine and Review, v.
and one religious poem extracted from the | 417, 483, 484, 541; Dodd’s Church Hist. iii. 294.]
¢ Meditations.’ T. C.

[Boase and Courtney’s Bibl. Cornub. 103, .
1146-7; Gent. Mag. 1826, pt.i.130-2; Gilberts | . DANIEL, GEORGE, of Beswick (1616~
1657), cavalier poet, born at Beswick on

Survey of Cornwall, ii. 90; J. S. Courtney’s 3 1
Guide to Penzance, 1845, app. Some mention | 29 March 1616, was the second son of Sir

of the Daniel family is made in the Bodleian | Ingleby Daniel of Beswick, a chapelry and
Library Rawlinson MS. C 789; extracts have | estate in the parish of Kilnwick, Yorkshire,
been printed in the Cornishman, 16 and 23 Jan. | East Riding, by his second wife, Frances,
1879.] S. L. L. %allllghter and heiress of George Metham of
. o ollington, in the parish of Snaith. William
DANIEL, EDWARD, D.D. (d. 1657), l)anielg,r the eldest I;on died unmarried, and
catholic divine, was a native of Cornwall. | was buried at St. Michael’s Ousebr,idge
He entered the English college at Douay on Yorkshire, 4 May 1644; he had been bap:
28 Oct. 1618 under the name of Pickford. | tised at Bishop-Burton, 19 March 1609-10.
After studying philosophy and one year of | Between George and the third son, Thomas
divinity he was sent with nine other students | gfterwards Sir Thomas Daniel, capt’ain (e
to colonise the new college founded at Lisbon | f50t_guards, there was the closest friendship.
by Don Pedro Continlio for the education of | e was knighted 26 April 1662, became high
English secular priests. These youths reached | gheriff of Yorkshire 1679, and was hordtes] ot
their destination on 14 Nov. 1628, and on | T,qndon about 1682; a ]’Oyal gentleman, of
22 Feb. 1628-9 the college was solemnly courage and business capacity, while Geo’rge
opened. Tle was created B.D. and D.D. in | seldom left his home and his books. George
1640, being the first recipient of that lionour | haq two sisters, Katharine (who married
after the Portuguese government had granted | John Yorke of Gowthwaite, and died in
to the college the privilege of conferring de- | March 1643 —4) and Elizabeth. Few me-
grees, I_Ie was _then permitted to lqave for [ norials of George remain, except the hand-
th.e English mission, but wasrecalled in June ' some manuscript collection of his poems (some
1642 to be president of the college, an office | ytherswere destroyed by a fire,and these were
which he filled with eredit for six years. Sub- naturally accounted his best); carefully tran-
sequently he was invited to Douay, where he | s¢pihed, perhaps by a copyist, and signed by
was appomte_d profegsor of divinity on 1 Oct. | the author. The folio volume is enriched
1649, and vice-president under Dr. Ilyde, | with several oil-paintings, four being portraits
after whose death in 1651 Le governed the | of himself, one with hand interlocked in that
college as regent until Dr. Leyburn was no- | of his brother Thomas. (George is here seen
minated as president. Ile contmuf:d to be | gt his best, thirty years old; plump, fresh-
professor of divinity till 4 July 1653, when | ¢oloured, with waving locks of light-brown
he came to England and supplied the place hair, blue eyes, and small moustache, In a
of dean of the chapter in the absence of Peter | 1atar portrait, taken in 1649, he appears as a
Fitton, then in Italy, and on Fitton's death gtydent in his library, sitting in furred robe
in 1657 he was designated to succeed him as | 45q large fur cap. Daniel is verbose and arti-
dean; but he also died in September the same ficial, his subjects remote from contemporary
Year. . interest. After the king’s death he lived in
He was the author of: 1. ‘A Volume of ' retirement, and he let his beard grow un-
Controversies,’ 1643-6; folio manuseript for- | trimmed in memory of 30 Jan. In his ‘A
merly in the possession of Dodd, the church | Vipdication of Poesie’ he calls Ben Jonson
historian. 2. ¢ Meditations collected and or- | ¢ (f English Drammatickes the Prince,’ and
dered for the Use of the English College at | 1g speaks slightingly of ¢ comicke Shake-
Lisboe. By the Superiors of the same Col- speare” On the death of the laureate in
ledge,’ 1649 ; Douay, 2nd edit. enlarged, with | 1638, he wrote a panegyric ‘ To the Memorie
illustrated frontispiece. The date of the latter of the best Dramaticke English Poet, Ben
edition is curiously signified by the following | Jonson.,! His ¢ Oceasional Poems’ and his
chronogram: ‘LaVs Deo Marle, et SanCtls | ¢ Seattered Fancies 'possess merit, and show
elVs—i.e. M 1000, D 500, C 100, L 50, two | 4 cultivated taste. They were completed
V’s 10, threeI's3 = 1663’ (G1LLow, Bibl. Dict. respectively in 1645 and 1646. He complaing
of the English Catholics, ii. 11), | of one hearer who fell asleep under his reecita-
[Authorities quoted above; also Boase and  tion, and says that he will in future prefer

Courtney’s Bibl. Cornubiensis, pp. 103, 1146; | tobaceo, the charm of which is also celebrated
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in ¢ To Nicotiana,a Rapture.” Samuel Daniel,
C. Aleyn, and Drayton had strongly in-
fluenced him in his longer poems, but it is in
the lighter fancies that he excels. He wrote
¢ Chronicles’and ‘Eclogues,’ and a paraphrase
of ¢Ecclesiasticus,” 1638-48. His ¢ Trinar-
chodia’ was finished in 1649. His ¢ Idyllia’
were probably written in 1650, and revised
in 1653. He married Elizabeth, daughter
of William Ireland of Nostell, Yorkshire, by
Elizabeth, daughter and coheiress of Robert
Molyneux of Euxton, Lancashire. The pro-
perty she brought revived hisfailing fortunes.
Their only son, a second George Daniel, died
young, s.p., and was buried at St. Giles-in-
the-Fields, London. The mother’s wealth
descended to three danghters, Frances, Eliza-
beth, and Gerarda; the two latter married,
but Gerarda alone left issue, Elizabeth, bap-
tised 15 Feb. 1674-5, in whom the direct
line from George Daniel ended. He died
at Beswick in September 1657, and was buried
on the 25th in the neighbouring church at
Kilnwick (Burial Register). The engraved
portrait by W. T. Alais does not adequately
represent the poet, even from the poorest of
the several extant oil-paintings, which are
not improbably the work of George himself, as
is also the full-length nude study of a nymph.
The manuscript containing them is preserved
in the British Museum (Addit. MS. 19255,
folio), and the whole has been printed, ver-

batim et literatim, in four large 4to volumes, |

a hundred copies for private circulation,
by Dr. Grosart, carefully and exhaustively
edited.

[The Poems of George Daniel of Beswick,
Yorkshire, from the original manuseripts in the
British Museum, hitherto unprinted, edited, with
introduction, notes, portraits, &e., by the Rev.
A. B. Grosart, St. George’s, Blackburn, Lanca-~
shire, 4 vols. 4to, 1878 ; Choyce Drollery, Songs
and Sonnets of 1656, being vol. iii. of * The Drol-
leries ’ of the Restoration, 1876, pp. 280-1.]

J.W.E.

DANIEL, GEORGE (1789-1864), mis-
cellaneous writer and bhook collector, born
16 Sept. 1789, was descended from Paul
Danieli, a Huguenot who settled in England
in the seventeenth century. His father died
when he was eight years old, and his preco-
city declared itself in a copy of verses with
which he is said to have commemorated his
loss at the time. After receiving an educa-
tion at Mr. Thomas Hogg’s boarding school
at Paddington Green, he became clerk to a
stockbroker in Tokenhouse Yard, and was
engaged in commerce for the greater part of
his life. But all his leisure was devoted to
literature. He was always very proud to
remember that Cowper the poet had patted

him on the head when he visited the Deverells
| at Dereham, Norfolk, in 1799. At sixteen
he printed ¢ Stanzas on Nelson’s Victory and
Death’ (1805). Between 1808 and 1811
he contributed many poems to Ackerman’s
¢ Poetical Magazine,” the chief of which was
a mild satire in heroics entitled ¢ Woman.’
In 1811 he issued anonymously, in a separate
volume, a similar poem, entitled ¢ The Times,
a Prophecy’ (enlarged edit. 1813), and in
1812 he published under his own name ¢ Mis-
cellaneous Poems,” which included ¢ Woman ”
and many more solemn effusions already
printed in Ackerman’s magazine. A prose
novel in three volumes called ¢ Dick Distich,”
which Daniel says he wrote when he was
eighteen, was printed anonymously in 1812.
It is an amusing story of the struggles of a
Grub Street author, and displays a very
genuine vein of humour. It was obviously
Daniel’s youthful ambition to emulate
Clurchill and Peter Pindar, and he found his
opportunity at the close of 1811. According
to his own version of the affair, it was then
rumoured that Lord Yarmouth had horse-
whipped the prince regent at Oatlands, the
Duke of York’s hounse, for making improper
overtures to the Marchioness of Hertford,
Yarmouth’s mother-in-law. On thisincident
Daniel wrote a sprightly squib in verse, which
he called ¢ R—y—1 Stripes; or a Kick from
| Yar—th to Wa—s; with the particulars
of an Expedition to Oat—ds and the Sprained
Ancle: a poem, by P P——, Poet Lau-
reat” Effingham Wilson of Cornhill printed
| the poem and advertised its publication ; but
‘it was suppressed and bought up, before it
was published, in January 1812, by order of
the prince regent, and through the instru-
mentality of Lord Yarmouth and Colonel
McMahon, a large sum being given to the
author for the copyright. It was advertised
and placarded, which drew public attention
to it, and a copy was by some means pro-
cured by the parties above mentioned, who
applied to the publisher before any copies
were circulated. The author secured four
copies only, one of which he sold to a public
institution for five guineas. A man at the
west end of the town who had procured a
copy made a considerable sum by advertising
and selling manuscript copies at half-a-guinea
each’ (Daniel’s manuscript note in British
Museum ‘copy of R—y—I Stripes). But
Daniel was not quieted, although his poem
was suppressed. A large placard was issued
announcing the issue of ‘The Ghost of
R—1 Stripes, which was prematurely stifled
in its birth in January 1812, and under the
pseudonym of P P——, poet laureate,
he published other squibs on royal scandals,
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of which the chief were: ¢ Sophia’s Letters
to the B—r—n Ger—b [ie. Geramb], or
‘Whiskers in the Dumps, with old sighs set
to new tunes’ (1812); ¢ Suppressed Evidence
on R—1 Intriguing, being the History of a
Courtship, Marriage, and Separation, exem-
lified in the fate of the Princess of , by
B , Poet Laureat, Author of ¥ R—1
Stripes”’ (1813) (suppressed), and ¢ The R—1
First Born, or the Baby out of his Leading
Strings, containing the Particulars of a P—y
Confirmation by B—p of O—g, by P—
P , Poet Laureat, Author ofthe suppressed
poem,’1814. Daniel next turned his attention
to the poetasters and petty journalists of the
day, and these he satirised with some venom
in ¢ The Modern Dunciad, a satire, with notes
biographical and critical,’ 1814, 2nd edit. 1816,
Iis denunciations are pointed and vigorous,
but his applause of Byron, Crabbe, Cowper,
and Southey, to whom in later editions he
added Burns, showed little critical power.
In 1819 heand J. R. Planché produced ‘ More
Broad Grins, or Mirth versus Melancholy,’

and in 1821 Daniel edited ¢ Chef d’(Buvres |

from French Authors, from Marot to Delille,’
in two volumes.

In the ¢ Modern Dunciad’ Daniel claims
to live for ¢ old books, old wines, old customs,
and old friends,” and his geniality and hu-
morous conversation secured him a number
of literary friends. He always lived at Is-
lington, and in 1817 he made the acquaint-

| volume was issued in 1823, and the last
| (thirty-ninth) in 1831. For each of the plays
i of this edition, which numbered nearly three
| hundred, and included nearly all Shakespeare’s
works, and the whole eighteenth-century
drama, Daniel, under the initial ‘D G,
wrote a preface. His remarks showed not
only much literary taste and knowledge, but
an mtimate acquaintance with stage history,
and an exceptional power of theatrical criti-
cism. In 1831 and 1832 he prepared an ap-
pendix of fourteen volumes, which was known
as Cumberland’s ¢ Minor Theatre, and in
1838 and later years these two series were
republished consecutively in sixty-four vo-
lumes. Subsequently Daniel helped to edit
portions of T. . Lacy’s ¢ Acting Edition of
Plays’ and Davison’s ¢Actable Drama, in
continuation of Cumberland’s Plays.” He
was working at the latter series as late as
1862, 1lis prefatorial remarks never failed
to interest, although little literary value
attached to the pieces under consideration,
| and his sharpness of perception in theatrical
matters was not blunted by age. He detected
| the talent of Miss Marie Wilton in 1862,
| when witnessing her performance of T. Mor-
! ton’s ¢ Great Russian Bear.” In 1838 he had
| commented in similar terms on Mrs. Stirling,

whenediting Mrs. Cornwell’s‘ Venusin Arms’

for Cumberland. His appreciative remarks on
| Miss Mitford’s‘ Rienzi’ in Cumberland’s series
| were republished separately in 1828,

ance of Charles Lamb and of Robert Bloom- | This large undertaking was Daniel’s most
field, both of whom were his neighbours. | considerable literary effort, but he found
Until Lamb’s death in 1834 Daniel frequently time to publish in 1829 a scurrilous attack
spent the night in his society. Intercourse on Charles Kean’s domestic life, entitled
with actors Daniel also cultivated,and there | ¢ Ophelia Kean, a dramatic legendary tale,
is at the British Museum the white satin bill whichwas suppressed (cf. Daniel’s manuscript
of the play which John Kemble on his last | notes in British Museum c(}py). In 1835 he
appearance on the stage presented to Daniel | collected and revised a few poems, ‘The
in the Covent Garden green-room, on the | Modern Dunciad,’ ¢ Virgil in London,” which
night of 23 June 1817. On 21 July 1818 | had originally appeared in 1814, ¢ The Times,’
a *serio-comick-bombastick-operatick inter- | and some short pieces. Ie also contributed

lude’ by Daniel, entitled ‘Doctor Bolus,’ was
acted at the English Opera House (afterwards
the Lyceum) with great success. Theprincipal
parts were filled by Miss Kelly, Harley, and
Chatterley, and Harley was subsequently one
of Daniel’s most intimate friends. The piece
was printed soon after its performance, and
went through two editions. On 1 Dec. 1819
a musical farce, ¢ The Disagreeable Surprise,’
by Daniel, was acted at Drury Lane, and in
1833 another of his farces, ¢ Sworn at Iigh-
gate, was performed. Meanwhile he had
undertaken the task of editing for John
Cumberland, a publisher, his¢ British Theatre,

with Remarks Biographical and Critical, |

printed from the Acting Copies as performed
at the Theatres Royal, London’ The first

to ‘Bentley’s Miscellany’ a long series of
gossiping papers on old books and eustoms,
which he issued in two volumes in 1842,
| under the title of ‘Merrie England in the
Olden Time,” with illustrations by Leech and
{ Cruikshank. This was followed by a religious
' poem, ‘The Missionary,’ in 1847, and by
‘Democritus in London, with the Mad Pranks
and Comical Conceits of Motley and Robin
Goodfellow, to which are added Notes Fes-
tivous and the Stranger Guest, in 1852.
‘Democritus’ is a continuation in verse of
the ¢ Merrie England,” and the ¢Stranger
Guest’ is another religious poem. IHis last
published work was ¢ Love’s Last Labour not
Lost’ (1863), and included his recollections of
l Charles Lamb and Robert Cruikshank, a reply
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to Macaulay’s essay on Dr. Johnson, and many
genial essays in prose and verse. The volume
concludes, a little incongruously, with a ver;
pious and very long poem named ‘ Non omnis
moriar.

Meanwhile Daniel had been making a repu-
tation as a collector of Elizabethan books and
of theatrical curiosities. About 1830 he had
moved to18 Canonbury Square, and the house
was soon crowded with very valuable rarities,
He secured copies of the first four folio edi-
tions of Shakespeare’s works, and of very
many of the quarto editions of separate
plays. His collection of black-letter ballads
was especially notable, and he issued in 1856
twenty-five copies of ¢ An Elizabethan Gar-
land, being a Descriptive Catalogue of seventy
Black-letter Ballads printed between 1559
and 1597.” Daniel exhibited great adroitness
in purchasing these and seventy-nine other
ballads of a Mr. Fitch, postmaster of Ipswich,
for 507.: he sold the seventy-nine to a book-
seller acting for Mr. Heber for 70.. At the
sale of his library, those retained by Daniel
fetched 750/ On 22 Aug. 1835 he bought
at Charles Mathews’s sale, for forty-seven |
guineas, the cassolette, or carved casket made
out of the mulberry-tree of Shakespeare’s
garden, and presented to Garrick with the
freedom of the borough of Stratford-on-
Avon in 1769. Daniel was very proud of this
relic, and wrote a description of it, which was
copiously illustrated, for C. J. Smith’s ¢ Lite-
rary Curiosities’ in 1810, together with a
sketch of Garrick’s theatrical career, entitled
‘Garrick in the Green-room.” Garrick’s cane
was also his property, together with a rich
collection of theatrical prints, a small number
of water-colours by David Cox, Stansfield,
‘Wilkie, and others. Daniel died suddenly of
apoplexy, at his son’s house at Stoke Newing-
ton, on 30 March 1864. By his will Garrick’s
cassolette passed tothe British Museum,and is
now on exhibition there. The rest of his lite-
rary collection was sold by auction on 20 July |
1864 and the nine following days, and realised

[Era, 3 April 1864 ; Athenzum, 1864, i. §12; -

Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. v. 346, and vi. passim;
Daniel’s books in the British Museum ; Sotheby’s
Sale Catalogue of Daniel’s Library, 1864; Gent.
Mag. 1864, pt. ii. 450-5.] S. L. L.

DANIEL, HENRY (. 1379), a Domini-~
can friar skilled in the medical and natural
science of his time. Various manuscripts
by him, both in English and Latin, are pre-
served in the Bodleian Library, of which the
chief are ‘De judiciis urinarum,’” and ¢ Aaron
Danielis,’ the latter treating ¢ de re herbaria,
de arboribus, fruticibus, gemmis, mineris,
animalibus, &c.,’from a pharmacological point
of view.

[Bale, vi. 568 ; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib. 218-
219.] G. 8. B.

DANIEL, JOHN (1745-1823), the last
president of the English college, Douay, was
son of Edward Daniel of Durton, Lancashire.
He received his education in a school at Fer-
nyhalgh, and thence proceeded to Douay Col-
lege, where he was ordained priest. From
1778 until the outbreak of the French revo-
Iution he taught philosophy and divinity in
thecollege. When Edward Kitchen resigned

' the presidency in 1792 Daniel courageously

accepted the post, and he and the senior pro-
fessors and students were conveyed as pri-
soners, first to Arras, and next to the citadel
of Dourlens, where they were detained till
27 Nov. 1794, Then they were all removed
to the Irish college at Douay, and in the fol-
lowing year they obtained permission to re-
turn to England. Daniel joined the refugees

from the English college, who had been-col-

lected at Crook Hall, near Durham, and was
installed as president of the transplanted es-
tablishment, now Ushaw College. He re-
tained, however, the title of president of
Douay College, and took up his residence in
the seminary of St. Gregory at Paris, in order
to watch over the concerns of the suppressed
college, and to prevent if possible the entire

15,8657, 12s. His first folio ¢ Shakespeare’ | loss of the property belonging to it. After
fetched 7161 2s., and was purchased by the  the peace of 1815 all British subjects who
Baroness Burdett Coutts. | had lost property by the revolution claimed

Three interesting volumes of cuttings from | compensation from the French government,
printed works and of engravings, arranged ‘ which eventually paid nearly 500,0001. to the
by Daniel, together with some manuscript | English commissioners. The claims of the
notes by him, are now in the British Museum. | catholic religious establishments, however,
They are entitled: 1. ‘An Account of Gar- | were not admitted,althoughthe money which
rick’s Cassolette.” 2. ‘An Account from | had been transmitted for the purpose of com-
contemporary sources of the Shakespeare | pensating them for their losses was never re-
Jubilee of 1769.” 3. ¢ Accounts of the Sale | turned to France. Sir James Mackintosh,
of Shakespeare’s House in 1847, of the sub- | one of the counsel retained by the catholic
sequent Purchases made by the Public at | prelates, was disposed to bring the matter be-
Stratford-on- Avon, and of the Perkins Folio | fore the House of Commons, but it was feared
Controversy.’ | that his doing so would injure the cause of
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catholic emancipation. Daniel died at Paris | proceeded bachelor of music at Christ Church,
on 3 Oct. 1823, Oxford, 14 July 1604, and published ¢ Songs

He was the author of an ‘ Ecclesiastical for the Lute, Viol, and Voice’ in 1606. In
History of the Britons and Saxons,’ Lond. | 1618 he succeeded his brother Samuel (sce
1815, 8vo ; new edit. Lond. 1824, 8vo. below) as inspector of the children of the

[Catholic Magazine and Review, i. 14, 52, 89, queen’s revels, and he was a member of the
107, 137, 208, 268. 333, 397, 457, 683 ; Husen- | Toyal company of ¢ the musicians for the lutes
beth’s English Colleges on the Continent, p. 4 ; and voices ’ in December 1625. A third John
Gillow’s Bibl. Dict. of the English Catholics, ii. | Daniel was in 1600 in the service of the Iarl
14, 15.] T.C. |of Essex,and was fined and imprisoned for

DANIEL, NEHEMIAH (d. 1609 ?),
archbishop of Tuam. [See DoNELLAN.]

DANIEL, ROBERT MACKENZIE
(1814-1847), novelist, born in Inverness-shire
in 1814, was educated at Inverness, at Maris-

of Edinburgh, where he studied law for four |
years with the intention of hecoming an |
advocate. Having abandoned this idea, and
resolved to adopt literature as a profession,
he came to London in 1836, contributed |
largely to the magazines, and was appointed
editor of the ¢ Court Journal.” Iis first work
of fiction, ¢ The Scottish Heiress,” appeared
in 1843, and was followed in the same year
by ¢ The Gravedigger.” In 1844 he removed
to Jersey, where he produced ‘The Young
‘Widow,' which was mostfavourablyreceived ;
and ‘The Young Baronet’ (1845) sustained
the reputation of the author, who was styled
the ¢ Scottish Boz.” InJanuary 1845 he ac-
cepted the editorship of the ¢ Jersey Herald,’
and he conducted that journal till September
1846, when he was overtaken by a mental
malady and removed by his friends to Beth-
lehem Hospital, London, where he died on
21 March 1847, leaving a widow who was
.also distinguished as a novelist, A posthu-
mous romance by him, entitled ¢ The Cardi- .
nal’s Daughter,’ appeared in 3 vols. London,
1847.

[Gent. Mag. new ser. xxvii. 671; Cat. of
Printed Books in Brit. Mus.; Anderson’s Scot-
tish Nation, ii. 19.] T.C

DANIEL, SAMUEL (1562-1619), poet,
was born, in all probability near Taunton,
in 1562. He afterwards owned a farm
at Beckington, near Phipps Norton, Somer-
setshire, and was buried at Beckington.
Hence Langbaine suggests that Beckington
was his birthplace, but the parish register
disproves the snggestion. Iuller was ‘cer-
tified by some of his acquaintance’ that
Daniel was born ¢ not far from Taunton.” His
father, John Daniel, was a music master,
whose ‘harmonious mind made an impression
on his son’s genius, who proved an exquisite
poet’ (FULLER). A brother, another JouN

DANIEL, was a musician of some note; he |

It

| beth and her Times, ii. 315).

having embezzled certain of the earl’s letters
to his wife, and conspiring with Peter Bales
q. v.] to levy blackmail on the countess
in 1601 (Lgerton Papers, Camd. Soc. 321,

| 857-8).

chal College, Aberdeen, and at the university ‘

Samuel went as a commoner to Magdalen
Hall, Oxford, in 1579, when he was seven-
teen. ‘Ile continued [there] about three
years, and improved himself much in aca-
demical learning by the benefit of an excel-
lent tutor. But his glory being more prone
to easier and smoother studies than in peck-
ing and hewing at logic, he left the university
without the honour of a degree, and exer-
cised it much in English history and poetry,
of which he then gave several ingenious
specimens’ (Woop). In 1585 he published
his first book—a translation of a tract on
devices or crests, called ¢ Imprese,” by Paulus
Jovius (Paolo Giovio), bishop of Nocera. He
described himself on the title-page as ‘late

I student in Oxenforde,’and dedicated the book

to ¢ Sir Edward Dimmock, Champion to her
majestie.” A writer signing himself ¢ N. W/
and dating 22 Nov. from Oxford, prefixed a
complimentary letter ; the publisher was
Simon Waterson of St, Paul’s Churchyard,
who afterwards undertook almost all Daniel’s

| publications and became an intimate friend.

In 1586 a Samuell Daniell was ¢servante
unto my Lorde Stafford, her Majesties am-
bassadour in I'rance,” and was at Rye in

" September 1586 in the company of an

Italian doetor, Julio Marino (WRIGHT, Lliza~
It is possible
that Lord Stafford’s attendant was the poet.
In the 1594 edition of Daniel's well-known
collection of sonnets, entitled ¢ Delia,” those
numbered xlviiand xlviii are headed respec-
tively ¢ At the Author’s going into Italy,’
and ¢ This sonnet was made at the Author’s
being in Ttalie” When this visit to Italy was
paid is uncertain, but it was probably under-
taken before 1590. Soon after that date the
poet became tutor to William Herbert, after-
wards well known as Shalkespeare’s patron,
and resided at Wilton, near Salisbury, the
seat of his pupil’s father, the second Earl of
Pembroke. With Mary, countess of Pem-
broke, Sir Philip Sidney’s sister and young
Herbert’s mother, Daniel naturally found
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much in common, and received generous en-
couragement from her in his literary projects.
In 1591 he appeared before the world as a
poet against his will. At the end of the
1591 edition of Sir Philip Sidney’s ¢ Astro-
phel and Stella,’ twenty-seven of his sonnets
were printed. Daniel asserted that he was

taken by surprise, and attributed his betrayal |

to ‘the indiscretion of a greedie printer,’

although his friend Nashe, the satirist, was |

concerned in editing the book. The sonnets
appeared, as he frequently complained, ‘ un-
corrected,” and no poet was more sensitive
to typographical errors or more fastidious

as a corrector of proof-sheets. To anticipate, |

therefore, the surreptitious publication of
more of his ‘uncorrected’ sonnets, all of
which, he assures us, were originally ¢ conse-
crated to silence,’ he himself issued in 15692,
with Simon Waterson, a volume (entered on
Stationers’ Registers, 4 Feb. 1591-2) entitled
‘Delia. Contayning certaine [50] sonnets.’
The book opened with a prose dedication to
his patroness, Lady Pembroke, and ended
with an ode. Nine of the previously pub-
lished sonnets were omitted ; the rest ap-
peared here duly corrected. The whole relates
a love adventure of the poet’s youth, but it

seems hopeless to attempt an identification of |

Delia, the poet’s ladylove. She would seem
to have been a lady of the west of England,
for in the ¢ Complaynt of Rosamond’ Daniel
refers to ¢ Delia left to adorn the West,” and
in sonnet xlviil of the collection writes :—

Avon rich in fame though poore in waters
Shall have my song, where Delia hath her seate.

The Wiltshire Avon is apparently intended. |

The form of the volume irresistibly recalls
Henry Constable’s ‘ Diana,” which was not
printed before 1592, although written earlier
and circulated in manuscript. Daniel’s poems
were well received, and in the year of their
first issue another edition appeared, together
with four new sonnets and a long narrative
poem, ‘The Complaynt of Rosamond,” imi-
tated from the ¢ Mirror for Magistrates,” in
106 seven-line stanzas. Two years later a
third edition was called for (‘Delia and
Rosamond augmented,” 1594). Daniel took
advantage of this opportunity tomake a num-
ber of minute revisions in the text. He also
displaced the prose dedication to Lady Pem-
broke with a sonnet, withdrew a few of the
previously printed sonnets in favour of new
ones, and added twenty-three stanzas to
‘ Rosamond.” Here, too, he printed for the
first time a tragedy of ¢ Cleopatra,” modelled
after Seneca. The latter, which was entered
on the Stationers’ Registers as early as19 Oct.
1593, he dedicated separately to Lady Pem-

broke and stated that he wrote it at her re-
quest as a companion to her ‘Tragedy of
Antonie,” printed in 1592.

Before 1595 Daniel’s reputation was as-
sured. Edmund Spenser in his ¢ Colin Clouts
come home againe,” which was then first
published, described him as

a new shepheard late up sprong,
. The which doth all afore him far surpasse;
Appearing well in that well tuned song,
‘Which late he sung unto a scornfull lasse.

Spenser then addressing the poet by name,
advises him to attempt tragedy. If Spenser
thought well of ¢Delia,” Nashe, who was
readier to blame than praise, was an admirer
of ‘Rosamond.” As early as 1592 he wrote
in his ¢ Piers Pennilesse’: ¢ You shall find
there goes more exquisite paynes and puritie
of wit to the writing of one such rare poem
as Rosamond than to a hundred of your di-
mistical sermons.’
| Daniel did not take Spenser’s advice very
literally. His next book was his ‘ First Fowre
Bookes of the Civile Wars between the two
Houses of Lancaster and Yorke, 15695—a
| long historical poem, written in imitation of
Lucan’s ¢ Pharsalia.” Tt was entered on the
Stationers’ Registers in October 1594. In
the same year another edition appeared with
the same title, but containing a fifth book,
bringing the narrative down to the death of
Edmund Beaufort, duke of Somerset [q. v.]
. in 1455. At the end of the second hook the
writer eulogised the Earl of Essex and Lord
| Mountjoy, and it is clear that Daniel’s ac-
| quaintance embraced almost all the cultured
noblemen of the day. With Mountjoy he
was henceforward especially intimate, and at
the end of Elizabeth’s reign was a frequent
visitor at Wanstead.

Between 1595 and 1599 Daniel published
nothing. Towards the end of the period he
became tutor at Skipton, in Yorkshire, to
Anne, daughter of Margaret, countess of
Cumberlang [see Crirrorp, ANNE; CLIF-
rorRD, MARGARET]. The girl was only in
her eleventh year. Daniel had shown some
interest in the history of the Clifford family
when he wrote the ‘Complaynte of Rosa-
mond ’ (1l. 3356-6) [see Crirrorp, Rosa-
MoND]. The poet’s intercourse with the Coun-
tessof Cumberland and her daughter seems to
have been thoroughly congenial. He addressed
each of them in poetical epistles which were
published in 1603, but the work of tuition
was irksome to him. ‘Such hath been my
misery,” he wrote to Sir Thomas Egerton in
1601 when presenting him with a copy of his
works, ‘that whilst I should have written
the actions of men I have been constrayned

et g e
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to bide with children, and, contrary to myne | Anne. When the poem to James was pub-
owne spirit, putt out of that sence which | lished in 1603, Daniel bound up with many
nature had made my parte’ e was long- | copies of it a number of ¢ Poetical Epistles ’ to
ing to complete his historical poem on the | his titled friends (Sir Thomas Egerton, Lord
wars of York and Lancaster, and had a no- | Henry Howard, the Countess of Cumberland,
tion that men were more infiuenced by epic ' the Countess of Bedford, Lady Anne Clif-
narrative than by any other form of litera- ‘ ford, and the Earl of Southampton) as well
ture. While in Yorkshirein1599he published ' ashis ¢ Defence of Ryme.” A few copies were
a new poem, which ranks with his ¢ Delia,’  again printed in folio for presentation to his
¢Musophilus, or a General Defence of Learn- | patrons at court, and they differ from the
ingwith a separate dedication to his friend, octavo edition in iutroducing into the body
Fulke Greville, and A Letter [in verse]from | of the book a dedicatory address to Edward
Octavia to Marcus Antonius,” with another = Seymour, earl of Hertford. Both the octavo
dedication to the Countess of Cumberland. and folio copies of this volume were issued b;y
In the same year he brought out the first col- | Edward Blount [q. v.], and not by Daniel’s
lected edition of his works, which he entitled | ordinary publisher, Waterson,

‘The Poeticall Essayesof Sam.Danyel. Newly ] Daniel had meanwhile been anxious to
corrected and augmented,” with a dedicatory ' make a second attempt in tragedy. Asearly
sonnet to Lord Mountjoy. Here he reissued, as 1599 he writes: ¢ Meeting with my deare
besides his two latest pieces, his ¢Civill | friend, D. Lateware (whose memory I reve-

‘Warres,” ¢ Cleopatra,” and ¢ Rosamond.” The
continued popularity of Danief’s poetry en-
couraged the publisher Waterson to produce a
completer collection of his works in 1601 in
folio. The book was merely entitled ¢The
‘Works of Samuel Daniell, newly angmented.’
The chief increase consisted of a sixth book
added to the ¢ Civill Warres’ and a pastoral
to the ‘Delia’ sonnets, but many textual
alterations were made, after Daniel’s invari-
able custom. A few large paper copies of
this edition are extant, and they seem to have
been prepared for presentation to the author’s
distinguished friends. In 1602 the unsold
copies were reissued with a new title-page.

In 1602 Daniel engaged in literary con-
troversy. Thomas Campion had brought
out ¢ Observations in the Art of English
Poesie,” in which, following Sidney’s example,
he argued that the English language was not
well fitted for rhyme. Daniel took the oppo-
site view, and wrote a reply for his old pupil,
now Earl of Pembroke, entitled, ¢ The De-
fence of Ryme.” Ben Jonson declared that
he contemplated confuting both Campion
and Daniel, but Daniel’s criticism is very rea-
sonable, and adequately exposed Campion’s
absurd argument.

There is a tradition that in 1599, on Spen-

rence), in his lord’s chamber and mine, I told
him the purpose I had for “Philotas;” who
sayd that himself had written the same
argument, and caused it to be presented in
St. John's Colledge, in Oxford, where, as
I after heard, it was worthily and with great
applause performed’ (Apology in DANIEL,
Philotas,1607). 1n the summer of 1600 Daniel
wrote three acts of a tragedy on the story of
Philotas, drawn from Quintus Curtius, Jus-
tin, and Plutarch’s ¢ Life of Alexander.” He
hoped to have it acted ‘by certain gentle-
men’s sons ’ at Bath at the following Christ-
mas, but his printers had soon afterwards

‘urged him to reissue and revise his former

works, and the play was laid aside till 1605,
when it was completed and published. It
was dedicated to Prince Ilenry, and the
poet deplored that the public favour extended
to him in Elizabeth’s reign had not been con-
tinued in James I’s. After his usual custom
Daniel and his publisher, Waterson, tool
advantage of the completion of a new work to
issue it not only separately, but also as part
of a volume of older pieces, and ¢ Philotas’
and ¢ Vlisses and the Syren,” another new
| poem, were bound up with ‘Cleopatra,’
| ‘Letter to Octavia,’” ‘Rosamond,” and other
pieces. The book was called ¢ Certaine small

ser’s death, Daniel succeeded him as poet Poems lately printed’ (1605). The play ex-
laureate. There is no official evidence for this | cited groundless suspicions at court. Ihi-
statement, but there is no doubt that early in | lotas suffered for a treasonmable conspiracy
James D’s reign he was often at court,and well | against Alexander the Great, and Daniel
received by his friends there. Resolving to | showed some sympathy for him. Court uid-

be one of the first to congratulate James on
his arrival in England, he sent the king ‘A
Panegyricke Congratulatorie’ while he was

nuncs suggested that the late Karl of lussex
was represented under the disguise of Philo-
tas, and that the writer apologised for his

staying, on his way to London, with Sir John
Harington at Burley, Rutland. Already in
1602 (see Workes of S.D.) he had dedicated
a sonnet to ‘Her Sacred Majestie’ Queen

rebellion. He was ap¥arcntly summoned
before the lords in council to explain his mean-
ing. Daniel reasonably urged that the first
three acts had been read by the master of the
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revels and Lord Mountjoy before Essex was -

introuble. This defence satisfied the minister,
Cecil. But Lord Mountjoy, now earl of De-
vonshire, who was very sensitive about any
reference to his complicated relations with
Essex, reprimanded Daniel for bringing his
name into the business, and Daniel apologised
for his imprudence in a long letter (still pre-
served at the Record Office). In 1607 Daniel
republished ¢ Philotas,” with an apology, in
which he denjed at length the imputations
which had been cast upon the book. Daniel
apparently made up his quarrel with Lord
Devonshire. When the earl died in 1606,
Daniel published in a thin quarto (without
printer’s name, place, or date) ‘ A Funerall
Poeme’ upon him, which is for the greater
part unmeasured eulogy.

Daniel’s chief literary work in his later
years comprised the thorough revision of his

earlier work, a history of England in prose, |

and some courtly masques. In 1607 there
was published ¢ Certaine small Workes here-
tofore divulged by Samuel Daniel, one of the
Groomes of the Queenes Maiesties Priuie
Chamber, and now againe by him corrected
and augmented.” This contained the finall
revised versions of all Daniel’s poetic wori
excepting the ‘Civill Wars’ and ¢ Delia.” In
a prefatory poem he confesses unreservedly
his disappointment at the small regard paid
him by his contemporaries : —

But yeeres hath done this wrong,

To make me write too mueh and live too long.

He apologises for his practice of constantly
altering his poems, and confidently asserts
that posterity will do him the justice that
his own age denied him:—

I know I shall be read among the rest

So long as men speak Englishe, and so long
As verse and vertue shal be in request,

Or grace to honest industry belong.

The same collection was reissued in 1611.
In 1609 he sent forth a new edition of the
¢ Civill Warres,’ extended to eight books, and
ending with the marriage of Edward IV to
Elizabeth Wydvil. Throughout very inte-
resting textual changes are made. The dedi-
cation to the poet’s old friend the Countess
of Pembroke (now dowager countess) states
that Daniel still hoped ¢to continue the same
unto the glorious Vnion of Hen.7,” and adds
that he was contemplating an elaborate his-
tory of England, ¢ being encouraged thereunto
by many noble and worthy spirits.’

The ¢Civill Warres’ was never completed,

graphy of William the Conqueror was as-
cribed in the latter part of the century to
Sir Walter Raleigh, and published separately
under his name (1692), but no valid plea
has been advanced to deprive Daniel of the
authorship (Epwarps, Life of Raleigh, i.
512-15). The history, which was dedicated
to the queen and undertaken under her pa-
tronage, was continued to the end of Id-
ward III’s reign in 1617, when Nicholas
Okes published the whole under the title of
‘The Collection of the Historie of England.’
Since there seemed some doubt as to the
share of the profits due to Daniel (11 March
1617-18), orders were issued at the queen’s
request vesting in the author the sole copy-
right for ten years (RYMER, Faedera, xvii. 72).
. Daniel describes the history as a mere com-

pilation : ¢ For the work itself I can challenge
' nothing therein, but only the sewing and the
observation of those necessary circumstances
and inferences which the History naturally
ministers.” ‘It was penn'd,’ according to
contemporary criticism, ‘in so accurate and
copious a style that it took mightily, and
~was read with so much applause that it
quickly had several impressions’ (NICOLSON,
| Iist. Library, i. 193). Modern criticism
' fails to detect much that is notable in it. A

continuation of the book by J. Trussell was
| issued in 1636.

Meanwhile Daniel had become reluctantly
(according to his own account) a prominent
figure in court festivities. On 8 Jan. 1603—4
there was performed at Hampton Court by
the queen’s most excellent majesty and her
ladies ¢ The Vision of the Twelve Goddesses
| presented in a maske . .. by Samuel Daniel.’
This was published in 1604 by Waterson,
with a dedication to Lucy, countess of Bed-
ford, and there is a unique copy at the Bod-
leian. In the following year (1605) there
appeared Daniel’s ¢ The Queenes Arcadia.
A Pastorall Tragi-Comedie presented to her
[ Maiestie and her Ladies by the Vniversitie
of Oxford in Christs Church in August last,
dedicated to the queen. It wasadapted from
Guarini’s ¢ Pastor Fido ;’ was represented on
the last day of a visit paid by the royal family
| to Oxford, and was ‘indeed very excellent and
| some parts exactly acted’ (Chamberlain to
| Winwood, 12 Oct. 1605, WiNwoop, Me-

morials, ii. 140). In 1610 Daniel prepared
| another entertainment to celebrate Prince
Henry’s creation as knight of the Bath, en-
titled ¢ Tethys Festival; or the Queenes
Wake, celebrated at Whitehall the fifth day

but the prose history was begun. The first | of June 1610.” This was published not only
part, bringing the work down to the end of ' separately, but also with a long tract de-
Stephen’s reign, was issued by Nicholas Okes tailing ¢ The Order and Solemnitie of the
in 1612 and republished in 1613. The bio- ﬁ Creation’ (London, by John Budge, 1610).
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All the best known ladies at court took part
in the representation. In a preface to the
reader Daniel protests that he did not wil-
lingly allow this publication, that he did
not covet the distinction of being seene in
pamphlets,” and that the scenery, on which
the success of such performances entirely
depends, was due to the ingenuity of Inigo
Jones. This piece, unlike Daniel’s other
pieces, was never republished, and is the
rarest of all his works. A copy is in the
British Museum. A fourth masque by Daniel,
with another dedication to Queen Anne, was
issued in 1615, Tt was entitled, ¢ Hymens
Triumph. A pastorall Tragicomaedie. Pre-
sented at the Queenes Court in the Strand,
at her Maiesties magnificent intertainement
of the Kings most excellent Maiestie, being

at the Nuptials of the Lord Roxborough’ |

(London, by Francis Constable). This was
played at Somerset House on 3 Feb. 1613-14,
when Sir Robert Ker, lord Roxburgh, mar-
ried Jane, third daughter of Patrick, lord
Drummond. John Chamberlain, writing to
Sir Dudley Carleton, says: ‘The entertain-
ment was great and cost the queen, they say,
above 3,0001. ; the pastoral by Samuel Daniel
was solemn and dull, but perhaps better to
be read than represented.” On 7 June 1621
Drummond of Hawthornden, one of Daniel’s
many literary admirers, wrote to Sir Robert
Ker, then Earl of Ancrum, that he had a
manuscript of the masque which he intended
to publish (see Ilist. MSS. Comm. 1st Rep.
116). This manuscript is now among Drum-

mond’s books at the University Library, |

Edinburgh. That the piece attracted atten-
tion, although not always of the most compli-
mentary kind, is proved by the remark of a
character in ¢ The Hog hath lost his Pearl’
(1614), that ‘ Hymen’s holidays or nuptial
ceremonious rites’ is, ‘as the learned histo-
riographer writes, a useful synonym for a
marriage (DobsiLEY, Plays, ed. Hazlitt, xi.
449). It is by an extract from this masque
that Daniel is represented in Lamb’s ¢ Drama-
tic Poets,’ and Coleridge often insisted that
it displayed most effectively the qualities of
Daniel’s genius.

For these courtly services Daniel received
some reward. On 31 Jan, 1603-4, when
Kirkham and others were licensed to form a
company of ‘children of the reuels to the

ueen, ‘all plays’ were ‘to be allowed by

am, Danyell,’ and on 10 July 1615 George
Buck, master of the revels, wrote that ‘the
king has been pleased at the mediation of
the queen on behalf of Sam. Danyell to
appoint a company of youths to perform
comedies and tragedies at Bristol under the
name of the Youths of Her Majesty’s Royal

Chamber of Bristol.” Daniel was then living
in the neighbourhood of Bristol. In 1618
the same post was conferred on John Daniel,
whenceitappearsthat Samuel Daniel resigned
it to his brother. From 1607 onwards the poet
also held the office of ¢ one of the groomes of
the Queenes Maiesties priuie chamber, and
he is so styled on all the title-pages of works
published in that and subsequent years. In
1613 he signs himself at the end of a poem
prefixed to Florio’s ¢ Montaigne’ ¢ one of the
Gentlemen Lxtraordinarie of hir Maiesties
most royall priuate chamber.” As groom he
received an annual salary of 60/.

‘Writing in 1607 (Apology in Philotas)
Daniel speaks of himself as ‘liuing in. the
| country about foure yeares since.” It may
thence be inferred that Daniel removed from
London ahout 1603, and afterwards only
visited it occasionally. The house and garden
' which he had occupied in London were, ac-
| cording to Langbaine, in Old Street. ‘In his
- oldage,’ writes Fuller,‘ he turned husbandman
| and rented a farm in Wiltshirenearto Devizes.”
| This farm was called ¢ Ridge,’and was situated
near Beckington. There his latest literary
work was accomplished, and there he died in
October 1619. Wood repeats some worthless
gossip that he was for the most part ‘in animo
catholicus.” His will, dated 4 Sept. 1619,
leaves to his sister, Susan Bowre, most of his
household furniture, gnd to her children some
pecuniary legacies. John Daniel, his brother,
was the sole executor, and his ‘loving friend
Mr. Simon Waterson’ (his publisher) and
his ¢ brother-in-lawe John Phillipps’™ were
nominated overseers. 1is old pupil, Lady
Anne Clifford, ¢in gratitude to him’ erected
a monument above his grave in Beckington
church ¢in his memory a long time after [his
death], when she was Countesse Dowager of
Pembroke, Dorset, and Montgomery.” His
brother and executor, John Daniel, brought
out in 1623 ¢The Whole Workes of Samuel
Daniel, Esquire, in Poetrie,” dedicated to
Prince Charles. A few poems never pub-
lished before were here inserted, of which
the chief are ¢ A Description of Beauty trans-
lated out of Marino,” ¢ An Epistle to James
Montague, bishop of Winchester,” and ‘A
Letter written to a worthy Countesse,” in
prose.

Daniel seems to have been married, but
Ben Jonson tells us that he had no children.
John Florio [q.v.] has been claimed as his
brother-in-law. In 1603 Daniel contributed
a poem to Florio’s translation of Montaigne
which is superscribed ‘To my deere friend
M. Iohn Florio.” In 1611 he prefaced Florio’s
‘New World of Words’ with a poem, ¢ To
my deare friend and brother M. Iohn Florio,
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one of the Gentlemen of hir Maiesties Royall
Priuy Chamber.” A similar inscription ap-
pears at the head of verses prefixed by Daniel
to the 1613 edition of Florio’s ¢ Montaigne.’
As Mr. Bolton Corney pointed out, the fact
that Daniel twice spoke of Florio as his ¢ bro-

dren, but no poet, and that he wrote Civil
‘Warsand yet had not onebattlein all hisbook.’
Jonson also mentioned that ¢ Daniel was at
Jjealousies with him;’ and he wrote to the
| Countess of Rutland that the poet ‘ envied
| him, although he bore no ill-will on his part.’

ther’ is the sole evidence in favour of the sug- | In modern times Hazlitt, Lamb, and Cole-
gested relationship of brother-in-law. There | ridge have all written enthusiastically of
can be no doubt that ¢ brother’ was largely | Daniel. ‘Read Daniel—the admirable Daniel,’

used for friend or companion at that date,
and itis more than accounted for in this case
by the fact that Daniel and Florio were fellow-
officers in the queen’s household. We are
therefore justified in rejecting the relationship.
Besides the verses in Florio’s books, Daniel
contributed complimentary poems to William
Jones’s ¢ Nennio,” 1595 ; to Peter Colse’s ¢ Pe-
nelopes Complaint,” 1596 (Latin verse); to

said Coleridge, ‘in his “Civil Wars” and
| ¢ Triumphs of Hymen.” The style and lan-
guage are just such as any very pure and
manly writer of the present day—Words-
wortl, for example—would use: it seems
| quite modern in comparison with the style of
Shakspeare’ (Table Talk). Elsewhere Cole-
ridge admits that Daniel is prosaic, and that
| his style often occupies ¢ the neutral ground

the translation of Guarini’s ¢ Pastor Fido’ of | of prose and verse,’ and incorporates charac-

1602; to Sylvester’s translation of Du Bartas,
1605 ; and to Clement Edmundes’s ¢ Obserua-
tions upon Cesar's Commentarie,” 1609.
Daniel was highly praised by his contem-
poraries. Meres in 1598 writes (Palladis
Tamie, 1598): ‘ Daniel hath divinely son-
netted the matchless beauty of Delia;’. ..
¢everyone passionateth when he readeth the
afflicted death of Daniel’s distressed Rosa-
mond;’ and Meres compares his ¢Civil Wars’
with Lucan’s ¢ Pharsalia! Lodge describes
him ‘as choice in word and invention;’
Carew as the English Lucan. Drummond
of Hawthornden speaks of him ¢ for sweet-

ness of ryming second to none’ Charles,|

FitzGeffrey, in his‘ Affanize,’ 1601 ; Sir John
Harington, in his ¢ Epigrams;’ Bastard, in
his ¢ Chrestoleros,’ 1598 ; and Barnfield, Free-
man, and Hayward all praise him as ¢ well-
languaged,’ ‘sharp conceited,’ and a master
of pure English. But that Daniel’s complaint
of detractors was justified is shown by Mar-
ston’s remark in his ‘Satires’ as early as 1598,
that ¢ Rosamond’ cannot open ‘her lips with-
out detraction.” The author of the ¢ Returne
- from Parnassus,’ 1601, while admitting that

honey-dropping Daniel doth wage
War with the proudest Dhig Italian
That melts his heart in sugar'd sonnetting,

warns him against plagiarism—a sneer that
seems ill justified. Drayton, in his ¢ Epistle
of Poets and Poesie, says that some wise
men call Daniel too much Historian in verse,’
and adds on his own account the opinion
that ¢ his manner better fitted prose.” Ed-
mund Bolton, in his ¢ Hypercritica,” wrote
similarly that his English was ¢ flat,” though
¢ very pure and copious . . . and fitter perhaps
for prose than measure”’ Jonson was more
explicit, and told Drummond that Samuel
Daniel was ¢ a good honest man, had no chil-

| teristics ‘ common to both’ (Biog. Lit. ii.
82). As a sonneteer Daniel deserves the
| highest praise. His sonnets are formed by
 three elegiac verses of alternate rhyme con-
cluding with a couplet. For sweetness of
rhythm, delicate imagery, and purity of lan-
%uage they nearly surpass Shakespeare’s ef-
orts. Daniel’s corrections are usually for
the better, and show him to have been an
| exceptionally slow and conscientious writer.
|His epic on the civil wars is a failure as a
poem. Tt is merely historical narrative, very
rarely relieved by imaginative episode. Some
alterations made in the 1609 edition were
obviously suggested by a perusal of Shake-
speare’s ¢ Richard II. His two tragedies are
[ interesting as effective English representa-
tives of the Seneca model of drama. Mr.George
Saintsbury compares them with Garnier’s and
Jodrelle’s plays, and calls attention to the
sustained solemnity of the language. Daniel’s
masques were undertaken in too serious a spi-
I rit to be quite successful, but poetic passages
| occur in all of them.

Thomas Cockson [3 v.] engraved Daniel’s
portrait for the 1609 edition of Daniel’s¢Civile
‘Wares,” and this was reproduced in the col-
lected edition of 1623,

An autograph letter from Daniel to Sir
Robert Cecil, dated about 31 Dec. 1605, is
at Hatfield, and another to Mr. Kirton, the
Earl of Hertford’s steward, dated in 1608, is
at Longleat (Hist. MSS. Comm. 3rd Rep.163,
202). A manuseript of the ¢ Letter to Mon-
tague,” in Daniel’s own handwriting, is in
the Public Record Office, and a manuseript
copy of the ‘ Panegyricke Congratulatorie ” is
in the British Museum (Royal MS. A. 18,
72). The Sloane MS. 3942 contains an early
transeript of forty-six of Daniel’s sonnets.

Daniel’s mode of publishing and repub-
lishing his writings gives the bibliographer
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much difficulty. He apparently printed each
work separately, and if, on its first issue, it
did not sell quickly, he bound it up with
older works and gave the whole a collective
title. All of the separate issues and many
of the collected editions are very rare indeed.
The following is a chrouological list of his
works: 1. The translation from P. Jovius,
1585. 2. The twenty-seven sonnets ap-
pended to Sidney’s ‘ Astrophel and Stella,’
1591, 3. ¢ Delia,’ 1592. 4. ‘The Complaynt
of Rosamonde,” 1592. 5. ¢Cleopatra,” 1594.
6. ¢ First Fowre Bookes of the Civile Wars,’

1595 ; the fifth book, 1595 ; sixth book, 1601 ;
seventh and eighth books, 1609. 7. ‘Muso- |
philus,” 1599. 8. ¢Letters from Octauia, |
1599. 9. ‘Defence of Ryme,’1602. 10. ‘A |
Panegyricke Congratulatorie, 1603. 11. ¢ Po-
etical Epistles, 1603. 12. ¢ The Vision of
the Twelve Goddesses,” 1604. 13. ‘The
Queenes Arcadia,” 1605. 14, ¢ Philotas,”
1605. 15, ¢ Vlisses and the Syren,’ 1605.|
16. ¢Tethys Festival,’ 1610. 17. ¢ The His-
tory of England,” pt. i. 1612, pt. ii. 1617,
18. ‘Hymens Trivmph,’ 1615. The collected
editions are: 1. ¢Delia aud Rosamond aug-
mented,’ 1594. 2, ¢ The Poeticall Essayes of
Sam. Danyel. Newly corrected and aug-
mented, 1599. 3. ‘The Works of Samuel
Daniel,’1601,1602. 4.¢Certaine small Poems
lately printed,” 1605. 5. ¢ Certaine small |
‘Workes heretofore divulged,” 1607, 1611.
6. ‘The Whole Workes of Samuel Daniel, |
1623. A later collection was issued in 1718 |
with the ¢ Defence of Ryme.” Dr. Grosart is |
now engaged on a complete edition.
[Corser’s Collectanea Anglo-poetica, iv. passim;
Hunter’s MS. Chorus Vatum, in Addit. MS.
241489, ff. 223-45; Dr. Grosart’s reprint of
Daniel’s Works in the Huth Library, of which
three volumes have appeared (Mr. George Saints-
bury contributes a valuable notice of Daniel’s
tragedies to the third volume); Wood’s Athense
Oxon. (Bliss), ii. 268-74; Langbaine’s Poets;
Notes and Queries, 1st ser. vii. 344, 3rd ser. viii.
4, 35, 40, 52, 97 ; Collier’s Bridgwater Catalogue;
Fuller’s Worthies.] L. L.

DANTIEL, THOMAS (1720-1779), jesuit.
[See WEzsT. ]

DANIEL or ODOMHNUILL, WIL-
LIAM (d. 1628), archbishop of Tuam, trans-
lator of the New Testament into Irish, wasa
native of Kilkenny. His name appears in
the patent (8 March 1592) for the foundation
of Trinity College, Dublin, as one of three
youths who were nominated to scholarships.
The second vacancy which occurred in the
fellowships was filled up by his election as
junior fellow in the summer of 1593. He |

S.

he was made D.D. at the first commence-
ment.

While at Trinity College Daniel took up
the work of translating the New Testament
into Irish. This had been begun by Nicholas
Walsh [q.v.], chancellor of St. Patrick’s
Cathedral, and afterwards (1577) bishop of
Ossory. After the murder of Walsh at Kil-
kenny (14 Dec. 1585) it was continued by
John Kearney (O’Cearnuidh), treasurer of
St. Patrick’s, and by Nehemias Donellan,
who became archbishop of Tuam in 1595.
What use Daniel was able to make of the
efforts of his predecessors is not known. He
claims to have translated from the original
Greek. The printing was begun in 1602, in
the house of Sir William Usher, clerk of the
council, the printer being John Francke.
The types employed had been presented by
Queen Elizabeth in 1571 to John Kearney,
and used by him in printing a catechism, the
first work printed in Irish. The fount is a
curious mixture of roman, italic, and Irish.
Besides the Irish address to the reader there
is an English dedication to James I, show-
ing that the printing was not finished till
1603 or later. Noreprint appeared until the
edition of 1681, 4to, brought out in London
at the costof Robert Boyle [q.v.] Thiswas
printed by Robert Everingham in small pica
Irish, full of contractions, cut by Joseph
Moxon in 1680. Though it professes to be a
reprint, it is not an exact one. An edition
further revised by R. Kirke, M.A., was pub-
lished in English character, London, 1690,
12mo. The modern editions issued by the
Bible and Christian Knowledge Societies are
reprints, more or less carefully corrected,
of the 1681 edition. A version modernised
from Daniel, in the existing Munster dialect,
was brought out by Robert Kane, 1858, 4to.

About the time of the issue of his Irish
Testament Daniel was preferred to the trea-
surership of St. Patrick’s Cathedral. In 1606
he undertook, at the instance of Sir Arthur
Chichester [see CHICHESTER, ARTHUR, 1563~
1625], a translation of the Book of Common
Prayer, which occupied him for two years,
In 1608 he put it to the press, employing the
same printer as before, who now had an
establishment of his own, and called himself
John Francke, alias Franckton, printer to the
king of Ireland. The tyge is the same, with
one new character, the dotted e. ¢Iauin
translated the Booke, says Daniel, ‘I followe
it to the Presse with ielousy, and daiely at-
tendance, to see it perfected.” During the
progress of the work he was promoted to the
archbishopric of Tuam (consecrated in Au-
gust 1609), holding his treasurership i com-

graduated M.A. in 1695. On 24 Feb, 1602 | mendam. The dedication to Chichester is
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dated ‘from my House in Sainct Patricks
Close, Dublin, the xx. of October. 1609.” He
prays his patron ¢ to send it abroad into the
Country Churches, together with the elder
brother the new Testament.” The version in-
cludes the special rites and the catechism,
but not the psalter ; prefixed is James’s pro-
clamation for uniformity, 5 March 1604, in
Irish.

Daniel had the repute of being a good
Hebraist, but it is not known that he took

in hand the translation of the Old Testament. |

That was reserved for William Bedell [q. v.]
Early in 1611 Daniel was sworn of the Irish
privy council. Later in that year there was
a project for removing the seat of his arch-
bishopric to Galway, the cathedral at Tuam
being in ruins. This, however, was not car-
ried out; Tuam was erected into a parlia-
mentary borough in the protestant interest
(1612), and the cathedral was repaired.
Daniel attended the parliament at Dublin in
1613, and the convocation of 1615 which
adopted unanimously the Irish articles, with
their strong Calvinistic bias. He did not

join the protest (26 Nov. 1626) of ‘divers of |
the archbishops and bishops of Ireland,” |

against the toleration of popery. Daniel
died at Tuam on 11 July 1628, and is buried
there in the tomb of his predecessor Donellan.
Hiswill, dated 4 July 1628, mentions his wife,
Mary, his daughter, C'atelin, and his nephews,
Richard Butler, John Donellan, and Edmund
Donellan, archdeacon of Cashel; these latter
were sons of Archbishop Nehemias Donel-
lan [q. v.], who had married Daniel’s sister
Elizabeth.

He published : 1. ¢ Tiomna Nvadh ar
Dtighearna agus ar Slanajghtheora Josa
Criosd, ar na tarruing gu firinneach as Gréi-
gis gu Géoidheilg,’ &c., Atha Cliath [Dublin],
1602, sm.fol. fiveleavesat beginning unpaged,
Pp- 214 paged on one side only (i.e. 220 leaves
in all, the paging 57 being repeated) ; separate
titles to Matthew, Mark, and Luke. The
Duke of Sussex’s copy in the British Musenm
(465 c. 17) is perfect ; the Grenville copy
(G. 11753) imperfect. 2. ‘Leabhar na Nvr-
naightheadh Geomhchoidchiond agus Mhei-
nisdraldachda na Sacrameinteadh,” &e., Atha
Cliath [Dublin], 1608, sm. fol. unpaged ; fif-
teen leaves at beginning ; then A to V,, AA
to VV,, AAa to VVv,; at end is leaf with
Chichester arms (sorightly in Grenville copy,
G. 12086 ; misplaced before title in copy
C.24. b. 17).

[Ware’s Works (Harris), 1764, 1. 616 ; Taylor’s
Hist. University of Dublin, 1845, pp. 7, 16, 268 ;
Lowndes’s Bibliographer’s Manual (Bohn), 1864,
ili. 1946 (not guite correct as to collation of
prayer book) ; Reid’s Hist. Presb. Ch. in Ireland

(Killen), 1867, i. 17, 53, 92, 146 ; Calendar of
State Papers (Ireland, 1611-14), 1877, pp. 1,
161, 189, 345; Reed’s Hist. of Old English
Letter Foundries, 1887, pp. 75, 186 (underesti-
mates the number of Irish characters employed by
Francke); information from Sir Bernard Burke,
and from the assistant registrar and the assistant
librarian, Trinity College, Dublin.] A.G.

DANIEL, WILLIAMBARKER(1753°-
1833), author of ‘Rural Sports,” was edu-
cated at Christ’s College, Cambridge, taking
the degree of B.A.in 1787 and that of M.A.
in 1790. It does not appear that he was
ever beneficed, although he took holy orders
in the English church, and his name has no
place in Gilbert’s ¢ List of Beneficed Clergy’
(1829). He seems to have indulged in sport-
ing tastes to a degree which shocked even
his tolerant age. A correspondent in the
‘Gentleman’s Magazine’ (1802, Ixxii. 621)
writes contemptuously of him as though he
had no benefice, and adds, ‘I cannot help
thinking he is fitter to act the character of
Nimrod than that of a dignitary in the
church of England,” but is rebuked by the
editor in a note. At the end of 1833 he died,
at the reputed age of eighty, in Garden Row,
within the rules of the King’s Bench, where
he had resided for twenty years. No parti-
culars of his character or habits have been
preserved.

Daniel’s ¢ Rural Sports’ were the delight
of sportsmen at the beginning of the century.
The book appeared in 2 vols. 4to 1801, dedi-
cated to J. H. Strutt, M.P., confessedly a
compilation in great part, but with much
new matter. Hunting, coursing, shooting,
&ec., are fully described, and the plates in
both volumes are excellent. A new edition
in 3 vols. 8vo was issued in 1812, and a sup-
plementary 4to vol. in 1813, dedicated to
the Marquis of Blandford. This volume
contains a miscellaneous collection of anec-
dotes and receipts, with a bibliography of
angling (transferred from Sir H. Ellis’s list),
‘to entertain the sportsman and give a hint
to the naturalist.” It is written altogether
in a more careless style than the rest of the
book. ¢This admirable work, now almost
forgotten,” says a writer in the ‘Quarterly
Review’ (No. 235, vol. exviii.), ‘has never-
theless been the basis of many a later book
on field sports” Herein it has only shared
the fate OF many other old fishing and hunting
treatises, The book will always be valued as
a general record of sport before the introduc-
tion of modern guns and methods to kill game
more speedily and surely. Sir R. P. Gallwey
remarks (Moor and Marshk Shooting, 1886,
p- 314) that it ‘contains one of the earliest,
if not the earliest, authentic accounts of wild-

e

Sk



Daniell

33

Danaiell

fowl shooting with punt and gun, besides
many incidents connected with fowling, that
are of great interest as records of the sport
of catching and shooting ducks in days long
ast.’
P Besides this, Daniel published in 1822
‘Plain Thoughts of Former Years upon the
Lord’s Prayer,’ in eight jejune and superficial
discourses.
[List of Cambridge Graduates; Annnal Regis-
ter, 1833; Gent. Mag. 1833 ; Daniel's own
works.] M. G.W.

DANIELL, JOHN FREDERIC (1790-
1845), physicist, was born in Essex Street,
Strand, on 12 March 1790, his father being
a bencher of the Inner Temple. Early show-
ing a bias towards science, he was placed in
the sugar-refining establishment of a relative,
and introduced important improvements in
the manufacture. He did not long continue
connected with business, which was distaste-
ful to him. At the age of twenty-three he
was elected fellow of the Royal Society, and
soon commenced his valuable publications on
meteorology. In 1820, by the invention of
the hygrometer which bears his name, Daniell
first gave precision to the means of ascertain-
ing the moisture of the atmosphere. In 1823

| fessor of chemistry, and became a very suc-
cessful teacher. Besides making many ori-
ginal contributions to chemistry, he worked
zealously at electricity, and invented the
constant battery, universally known by his
name, for which the Royal Society awarded
him the Copley medal in 1836. His subse-
quent papers on voltaic combinations and on
electrolysis won him a royal medal from the
Royal Society in 1842,

On several oocasions Daniell rendered im-
portant aid to the government. Ile drew up
the meteorological portion of the directions
for scientific observations to be made by
government officers, published in 1840. In
1839 he was a member of the admiralty com-
mission on the best mode of protecting ships
from lightning. Later, he investigated for
the admiralty the causes of the rapid cor-
rosion of ships’ sheathing on the African sta-
tion. In 1839 also he published his ¢ Intro-
| duction to Chemical Philosophy,’ the most
| original book on the subject published at
| that period. In 1842 he received the hono-
| rary D.C.L. of Oxford.
| Daniell's death was very sudden. On
| 18 March 18145, after lecturing at King's
College, apparently in perfect health, he at-
tended a conncil meeting of the Royal Society,

he published his ¢ Meteorological Essays,” | of which he was foreign secretary, and shortly
being the first attempt to collect scattered | after speaking on business was seized with
facts on the subject, and to explain the main symptoms of apoplexy, and in five minutes
phenomena of the atmosphere by physical | was dead. His CHeath was a great shock to
laws. He insisted on the paramount im- | the scientific world, and cut short a brilliant
portance of extreme accuracy in meteoro- | career from which much more was expected.
logical observations, and himself kept a model | His scientific attainments were associated
record of atmospheric changes. He organised | with a lofty moral and religious character.
the plan adopted by the Horticultural Society | By his wife, who died eleven years before
for their annual meteorological reports, which | him, Daniell left two sons and five daughters.
plan became the model from which the Green- | Daniell’s ¢ Meteorological Essays’ reached a
wich meteorological reports were developed. | third edition in 1845, his ¢ Introduction to
In1824 he communicated to the Horticultural | Chemical Philosophy’ a second edition in

Society an essay on ¢ Climate, considered with
reference to Horticulture, which was pub-
lished in the society’s ‘ Transactions,” vol. vi.
In this paper Daniell called attention to the
necessity of attending to the moisture of hot-
houses, and caused a revolution in hothouse
management. A silver medal was awarded
to the author by the society. In 1830 Daniell
proposed to construct a water-barometer for
the Royal Society, which instrument was
completed after great practical difficulties had
been overcome, and is deseribed in ‘ Phil.
Trans., 1832, pp. 538-574. In 1830 he de-
scribed in the ¢Philosophical Transactions’
a new pyrometer for measuring great degrees
of heat, for which he was awarded the Rum-
ford medal.

On the establishment of King’s College,
London, in 1831, Daniell was appointed pro-

VOL. XIV,

1 1843. He wrote a little book on chemistry

for the Useful Knowledge Society in 1829.
| Most of his writings, however, were pub-
lished in scientific journals and transactions,
especially in the ‘Quarterly Journal of
Science ;” a list will be found in the Royal
Saciety’s ¢Catalogue of Scientific Papers,’
vol. ii.

P dings of Royal Society, v. 577-80.]
[Frocending Y ' G.T.B.

DANIELL, SAMUEL (1775-1811), ar-
tist and traveller,a younger brother of Wil-
liam Daniell, R.A. [q. \i_.‘]i_{und nephew of
Thomas Daniell, R.A., FR.S. [q. v.], was
born in 1775. Like his elder brother, he
appears to have had a taste for natural
history, which led to lis visiting the Cape
of Good Hope during the first British oceu-
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pation of that colony. He was appointed |
secretaryand draughtsman to a mission under.
Mr. Truter and Dr. Somerville, despatched
in 1801 by the acting governor, Lieutenant-
general Francis Dundas, to visit ¢ the country
of the Booshuanas’ (Bechuanaland). The
expedition reached Lataku, then believed to
be the remotest point of South Africa ever
visited by Europeans,and met with a friendly
reception. A narrative of the journey by
Mr. Truter, the senior commissioner, is given
as an appendix to Sir John Barrow’s ‘ Voyage
to Cochin China’ (London, 1806, 4to). A
number of sketches made by Daniell during
the journey were subsequently engraved and
ublished by his brother. Daniell proceeded
in 1806 to Ceylon, and spent several years
there in travelling and sketching. He died
there in December 1811, aged 36. The
‘Gentleman’s Magazine, 1812, thus refers to
his death: ¢Mr. Daniell was ever ready with
his own eye to explore every object worthy of |
research, and with his own hand to convey to |
the world a faithful representation of what |
he saw. Unhappily, whilst traversing and
occasionally taking up his abode in swamps
and forests, the strength of his constitution,
which he too much confided in, did not enable
him to resist the approaches of disease ’ (vol.
Ixxxii. pt.ii. p. 296). Daniell exhibited in
landscape at the Society of Artists and at the
Royal Academy at various times between |
1791 and 1812 (GravEs, Dict. of Artists).
His published worksare: 1.¢African Scenery
and Animals,” 2 parts, London, 1804-5, fol.
2. ¢ Picturesque Illustrations of Scenery, Ani-
mals, &e. . . . of Ceylon,” London, 1808, fol.
3. ¢Sketches of Native Tribes, &ec. in South
Africa, with illustrative notices by Dr. Somer-
ville and Sir John Barrow, London, 1820, 4to.
4. ‘Sketches of South Africa,’ London, 1821,
4to. 5. ‘Twenty varied Subjects of the Tribe |

of Antelopes,” London, 1832, oblong 4to.
[Authorities cited above; Brit. Mus. Cat.]
H. M. C.

DANIELL,THOMAS (1749-1840),land-
scape-painter, born at Kingston-on-Thames
in 1749, was the son of an innkeeper at Chert-
sey. He served his time to aherald painter
and was afterwards (1773) a student of the
Royal Academy. In 1784 he went to India,
taking with him his nephew, William Daniell
[q. vﬁ There he pursued his profession for
ten years, and published in Calcutta a series
of views of the city. Uncle and nephew re-
turned together to England, and set to work
on a great publication, ‘Oriental Scenery,’
which was completed in 1808. In 1796
Thomas was elected associate, and in 1799 a

full member of the Royal Academy. He was

fellow of the Royal Society, of the Asiatic
Society, and of the Society of Antiquaries.
Between 1772 and 1830 he exhibited 125
landscapes at the Royal Academy, and 10
at the gallery of the British Institute. He
made money by his oriental paintings and
publications, and retired comparatively early
from active life. He died, unmarried, at
Earl’s Terrace, Kensington,on 19 March 1840,
at theage of ninety-one. ¢His works are cha-
racterised by great oriental truthandbeauty;
the customs and manners of India are well
rendered. His painting was firm but some-
times thin; his colouring agreeable.” Hepub-
lished: 1.¢Oriental Scenery, 144 views, 1808.
2, “Views in Egypt.” 3.¢Hindoo Excava-
tions at Ellora,” twenty-four plates. 4. ¢Pic-
turesque Voyage to China by way of India.’

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists; Graves’s Diet. of
Artists.]

DANIELL, WILLIAM (1769-1837),
landscape-painter, was nephew of Thomas
Daniell, R.A. [q.v.] In1784he accompanied
his uncle to India, and there helped him
with drawings and sketches. On their re-
turn in 1794 he worked upon their import-
ant publication, ¢ Oriental Scenery.” Be-
tween 1795 and 1838 he exhibited as many
as 168 pictures at the Royal Academy and
64 at the British Institute. His earlier ex-
hibits were Indian views, but from 1802 to
1807 he sent a number of views taken in the
north of England and in Scotland. He pub-
lished ‘A Picturesque Voyage to India,
¢ Zoography,” in conjunction with William
Wood, F.S.A., ¢Animated Nature, 1807,
‘ Views of London, 1812, and ¢ Views of
Bhootan,” from the drawings of his brother,
Samuel Daniell [q. v.] In 1814 he planned
and began a considerable work, ‘A Voyage
round Great Britain.” This was published
in four volumes in 1825. The British Insti-
tution awarded him 1004. for his sketch of the
Battle of Trafalgar’ in 1826. He painted,
together with Mr. E. T. Parris, a ¢ Panorama
of Madras, and afterwards, unaided, another
of ¢The City of Lucknow and the mode of
Taming Wild Elephants.” He became a stu-
dent of the Royal Academy in 1799, in,
1807 was elected associate, and in 1822 a
full member of that body. He died in
New Camden Town 16 Aug. 1837. ‘A
View of the Long Walk, Windsor,’ in the
royal collection, is one of his best pictures.
There are two examples of his work in the
South Kensington collection, one of Castel
Nuovo, Naples, the other of Durham Cathe-
dral.

[Redgrave’s Diet. of Artists ; Cat: South Kens.
Mus. Coll.; Graves’s Dict. of Artists.] E. R.
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DANIELL, WILLIAM FREEMAN,
M.D. (1818-1865), botanist, was born at
Liverpoolin 1818. In 1841 he became a mem-
ber of the Royal College of Surgeons, Eng-
land, and shortly after he entered the medical
service of the army. Ile served the whole
period of assistant-surgeon on the pestilential
coast of West Africa, whence he sent home
observations on many economic plants, ac-
companied by specimens: one communication
being on the Katemfé, or miraculous fruit of
the Soudan, which was afterwards named
Phrynium Danielli, Benn. A more important
memoir on the frankincense tree of West
Africa led to the establishment of the genus
Daniellia, Benn., in compliment to the bota-
nist who first worked out the subject. On
his return to England in 1853 he was pro-
moted to staff-surgeon. He next spent some
time in the West Indies, subsequently pro-
ceeding to China in 1860 with the expedition
which took Pekin, of which operation he was
a spectator. He again visited the West In-
dies, returning from Jamaica in September
1864 with health completely brokendown,and
after lingering nine months died at Southamp-
ton 26 June 1865. His octavo volume on
¢ Medical Topography and Native Diseases
of the Gulf OF Guinea,’ 1849, is considered to
show great observation and ability. His de-
tached papers amount to twenty in various
journals.

[Pharm. Journ. 2nd ser. 1865-6, vii. 86 ; Proe.
Linn. Soc. 1865-6, 69; Cat. Sci. Papers, ii. 146;
B. D. Jackson’s Veg. Tech. 46.] B. D. J.

DANNELEY, JOHN TFELTHAM
(1786-1834 ?), musician, the second son of
G. Danneley, a lay clerk of St. George's
Chapel, Windsor, was born at Oakingham,
Berkshire, in 1786, His first musical in-
struction was obtained from his father, and
at the age of fifteen he studied thorough bass
with Webbe and the pianoforte under Charles
Knyvett, and subsequently under Neate. He
is also said to have had some lessons from
Woelfl, but this was probably later,as Woelfl
only settled in England in 1805. About 1803
Danneley abandoned musie to live with a rich
uncle, from whom he had expectations; but
these being disappointed he resumed his mu-
sical studies. Until 1812 le lived with his
mother at Odiham, where he became inte-

rested in foreign music and langnages from |

intercourse with prisoners of war quartered
there. In 1812 he settled at Ipswich as a
teacher of music; a few years later he was
appointed organist of the church of St. Mary
of the Tower. In 1816 Danneley visited
Paris, where he studied under Reicha, Prad-
her, and Mirecki, and had intercourse with

Monsigny and Cherubini. He returned to
Ipswich, where in 1820 he published an ¢ In-
troduction to the Elementary Principles of
Thorough Bass and Classical Music,” a little
work which is neither remarkable for erudi-
tion nor accuracy. Shortly afterwards he
published ¢ Palinodia a Nice,’a set of thirteen
vocal duets. He was married in 1822, and
about 1824 seems to have settled in London.
In 1825 he published his best known work,
¢ An Encyclopedia or Dictionary of Musie,
which was followed in 1825 by a ¢ Musical
Grammar, the preface to which 1s dated from
92 Norton Street, Portland Place. In 1829
he contributed the article on ¢ Music’ to the
‘London Encyclopedia.” Details of the latter
years of Danneley’s career are very scanty.
He published music at 22 Tavistock Place,
and in the post-office directories from 1832
to 1834 his name occurs as a music seller
and publisher of 13 Regent Street. At the
latter address he broug{ilt out (in collabora-
tion with F. W. N. Bayley) a work entitled
¢The Nosegay: a Gage d’Amour and Musi-
cal Cadeau for 1832” His death probably
took place in 1834, as his name disappears
from the directory in the following year.
The date usually given, 1836, has no evidence
in its favour, nor does his name appear in
the obituaries of the ¢ Times, ¢ Gentleman's
Magazine,” or ¢ Musical Examiner’ of that
year. Besides the works enumerated ahove,
Danneley published some sonatinas for the
pianoforte, and several songs ; but his music
1s quite unimportant and forgotten.

[Dict. of Musicians, 1824 ; Grove's Dict. of
Music, i. 430 ; Georgian Era, iv. §31; Danne-
ley’s works mentioned above ; Post Office Diree-
tories; Times newspuapers.] W. B. S.

DANSEY, WILLIAM (1792 -1856),
canon of Salisbury, son of John Dansey,
was born at Blandford, Dorsetshire, in 1792,
and matriculated from Exeter College, Ox-
ford, 4 July 1810. He was elected a Staple-
don scholar of his college 30 June 1811, but
resigned the appointment in the following
year. e proceeded B.A. 1814, M.A. 1817,
and Med. Bac. 1818. IIe was ordained in
1819, nominated to the rectory of Donhead
St. Andrew, Wiltshire, in 1820, and to a pre-
bendal stall at Salisbury 10 Ang. 1841, both
of which ke held until his death at Weymouth
on 7 June 1856.

He married, 28 Aug. 1849, at Bathwick,
Sarah, youngest daughter of the Rev. Richard
White Blackmore, rector of Donhead St.
Mary, Wiltshire. = He was the author of:
1. ¢ Arrian on Coursing,’ a translation, 1831.
2, ¢ A Brief Account of the Office of Dean
Rural,’ by J. Priaulx, edited with notes,21832.
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3. ¢ Horz Decanicee Rurales. Being an at-
tempt to illustrate the name, title,and func-
tions of Rural Deans, with remarks on the
rise and fall of Rural Bishops,’ 1835, 2 vols. ;
2nd edition1844. 4. ¢ A Letter to the Arch-
deacon of Sarum on Ruri-Decanal Chap-
ters,’ 1840. His name is still remembered in
connection with his ¢ Horse Decanica Rurales,’
a work which, while presenting to the anti-
quary a great deal of curious learning, fur-
nishes to rural deans a useful guide to their
official duties.
[Gent. Mag. July 1856, p. 122; Boase’s Re-
gister of Exeter College (1879), p. 150.]
G. C. B.

DANSON, THOMAS (d. 1694), noncon-
formist divine, was born in the parish of St.
Mary-le-Bow, London, and educated first in
a private school in the parish of St. Thomas
the Apostle under Thomas Wise, who in-
structed him in Latin and Greek, and after-
wards under the care of Dr. Ravis, a German
professor of the oriental tongues, near St.
Paul’s Cathedral, who initiated him in the
Hebrew, Chaldean, Syriac, and Arabic lan-
guages. Being sent to Oxford, after the sur-
render of the garrison to the parliamentary
army, he was entered as a student of New
Inn, was made chaplain of Corpus Christi
College by the visitors appointed by parlia-
ment in 1648, graduated B.A. in 1649, ob-
tained a fellowship at Magdalen College, and
subsequently commenced M.A. He became
celebrated for his pulpit oratory,and preached
for a time at Berwick-upon-Tweed. After-
wards he was made minister of one of the
churches at Sandwich, Kent, where he con-
tinued till 1660, when he was ejected because
he had been presented to that living by the
Protector Cromwell, who was alleged to be
an illegal patron (PALMER, Nonconformists'
Memorial,ed. 1803, iii. 287). He then settled
at Sibton, Suffolk, but in 1662 he was ejected
from that living for nonconformity (Add.
MS.19165,£.300). Subsequently he preached
in London, and in or about 1679 removed to
Abingdon, Berkshire, where he exercised his
ministry in private houses and sometimes in
the town-hall, though ¢ not without disturb-
ance,’ until December 1692, when he was dis-
missed by the brethren. Thereupon he came
to London, where he died in 1694 (Caraxy,
Ejected Ministers, ii. 648; Contin. p. 798).

He married the daughter of Dr. Tobias
Garbrand, a dissenting minister of Abingdon.
‘William Jenkyns, in the introduction to his
¢ Celeusma,’styles him ¢ vir doctissimus, totus
rei domus zelo ardens ;’ and Wood says that
“if his juvenile education had been among
orthodox persons, and his principles conse-

?uent to it,he might have done more service
or the church of England than for the non-
conformists’ (Atkene Oxon.ed. Bliss, iv.591).

His works are: 1. ¢‘The Quakers Folly
made Manifest to all Men,” London, 1659,
1660, 1664, 8vo. This contains an account
of three disputations at Sandwich between
Danson and three quakers (SMiTH, Bibl. Anti-
Quakeriana, p.140). 2. ‘The Quakers Wis-
dom descendeth not from above,” London,
1659,8vo. A defence of the previous work,
in reply to George Whitehead. 3. ‘A Syn-
opsis of Quakerism; or a Collection of the
Fundamental Errours of the Quakers,” Lon-
don, 1668, 8vo. 4. ¢ Vindicie Veritatis ; or
an Impartial Account of two late Disputa-
tions between Mr. Danson and Mr‘.’g eremiah |
Ives, upon this question, viz. Whether the
Doctrine of some true Believers, final Apo-

| stacy, be true or not?’ London, 1672, 4to.

In the same year there was published, under
the title of ¢ A Contention for Truth, an
account of two disputations between Danson
and Ives on the question ¢ Whether the
Doctrine of some true Believers, falling away
totally from Grace,be true orno?’ 5.‘KAgrol
rernpnuévor, or the Saints Perseverance as-
serted and vindicated; occasioned by two
Conferences upon that point, published by
Mr. Ives,” London, 1672,8vo. 6. ‘A friendly
Debate between Satan and Sherlock, contain-
ing a Discovery of the Unsoundness of Mr.
‘William Sherlock’s Principles in a late book
entitled A Discourse concerning the Know-
ledge of Jesus Christ’ [London], 1676, 16mo.
7. ¢ De Causi Dei; a Vindication of the com-
mon Doctrine of Protestant Divines concern-
ing Predestination . . . from the inviduous
consequences with which it is burden’d by Mr.
John Howe in a late Letter and Postscript of
God’s Prescience,’ London, 1678, 8vo. 8.¢A
friendly Conference between a Paulist and
a Galatian, in defence of the Apostolical
Doctrine of Justification of Faith without
works,” London, 1694, 8vo.
[Authorities cited above.] T. C.

DANVERS, Sik CHARLES (1568 ?-
1601), soldier and actor in Essex’s rebellion
of 1601, was eldest son of Sir John Danvers
of Dauntsey, Wiltshire, by Elizabeth, fourth
daughter and coheiress of John Nevill, last
baron Latimer. His two younger brothers,
Henry and John, are separately noticed.
Charles was probably born about 1568. As
early as 1584 he had commenced a continen-
tal tour, and wrote to thank Walsingham
for giving him permission to leave England
(Cal. State Papers, Add.1580-1625, p. 119).
Like many other youths of good family he

l served under Lord Willoughby [cf. BERTIE,
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PEREGRINE] in the Netherlands, and was
knighted by his commander in 1588 (MEer-
CALFE, Knights, 137). On 16 June 1590 he,
with Sir Charles Blount [q. v.], was created
M.A. at Oxford (Woobp, Fasti Oxon. 1. 250).
A local dispute in Wiltshire proved a disas-
trous turning in his career. The accounts
vary in detail [see under DANVERs, HENRY .
According to the best authenticated report
in the ¢ State Papers,” Sir Walter Long and
his brother Henry, neighbours of the Dan-
verses, had been committed to prison on a
charge of theft by Sir John Danvers, Charles’s
father, who died in 1593. To avenge this
insult the Longs killed one of the Danvers's
servants,and liberally abused all the Danvers,
and especially Sir Charles. Henry Leong
finally challenged Sir Charles Danvers, and
in a subsequent encounter was killed by Sir
Charles’s brother Henry. Henry Wriothesley,
third earl of Southampton, permitted both

brothers to take temporary refuge in his house |

at Whitley Lodge, near Titchfield, Hamp-
shire. Henceforth Charles was ‘exceedingly
devoted to the Earl of Southampton upen

affection begun first upon the deserving of |

the same earl towards him when he was in
trouble about the murder of one Long’ (Ba-
coN, Declaration). Charles and Henry were
subsequently outlawed, and took refuge in
France. Henry IV.received them kindly,
and interceded with Elizabeth in their be-
half, but tolittle immediate purpose. Charles
was also friendly with Sir Thomas Edmondes,
the English ambassador at Paris, and con-
stantly petitioned Sir Rebert Cecil to pro-
cure the reversal of the order of banish-
ment. The Earl of Shrewsbury met the
exiled brothers at Rouen in October 1596,
and applauded their soldierly bearing in a
note to Cecil. On 30 June 1598 they were
pardoned, and in August were again in Jing-
land. In 1599 Charles Danvers was givena
colonel’s commission in the army that accom-
panied Essex to Ireland. He was wounded
in an early engagement (July) and had few
opportunities of displaying military capacity,
but his intimacy with Southampton was re-
newed at Dublin, and Essex treated him
with consideration. He returned to Lon-
don with Essex in September 1599, and was
in frequent communication with the earl
during his subsequent imprisonment. He was
staying with Charles Blount, lord Mount-
joy [q. v.], at Wanstead, in September 1599,
and on 26 April 1600 he was with South-
ampton at Coventry. In October 1600 at
the request of Henry Cuffe [q. v.], Essex’s se-
cretary, he took part in the conferences among
Essex’s friends regarding the best means of
restoring the earl to the queen’s favour.

Drury House, where Essex’s partisans met
regularly in the winter of 1600, belonged
to the Earl of Southampton, and Danvers
seems to have lodged there at the end of
1600 with a view to aiding the more effec-
tively in the secret negotiations. His friend,
Sir Christopher Blount, easily induced him
to vote for a foreible insurrection, by which
the queen and her palace should be placed
at Essex’s disposal. On Saturday, 7 Ieb.
1600-1, when the details of the rising were
finally determined, Danvers was entrusted
with the part of seizing the presence-cham-
ber and ¢ the halberds of the guard’ at White-
hall. On the following day the attempt was
made to raise the city in rebellion, and failed
miserably. Danvers was carried prisoner to
the Tower, made a full confession on 18 Feb.
1600-1,and signed a declaration setting forth
all he knew of Essex’s secret negotiations
with Scetland (Correspondence of James VI
and Cecil, Camd. Sec. p. 100). He was tried
with Cuffe and others on 5 March, admitted
his guilt, and was beheaded on Tower Hill
together with Blount on 18 March. He was
buried in the Tower church. It was gene-
rally admitted that Danvers's intimacy with
Southampton had led him into the conspi-
racy. He confessed on the scaffold to a
special hatred of Lord Grey, merely on the
ground that Grey was ‘ill-aifected to South-
ampton.” Danversls large property in Wilt-
shire was escheated, but in guly 1603 his
brother Henry was declared heir by James I
(cf. MS. State Papers, Dom., 1603, celxxxvii.
41-3).

{Burke’s Extinct Peerage ; State Paper Calen-
dars (Dom.), 1588-1601 ; Lodge's Tllustrations,
iii. 78-9; Spedding’s Life of Bacon, ii. passim;
Bacon’s Declaration of the Treasons (1601); Col-
lins’s Sidney Papers, ii.] S. L. L.

DANVERS, HENRY, EArL or DANBY
(1573-1644), was the second son of Sir John
Danvers, knight, of Dauntsey, Wiltshire,by his
wife the Hen. Elizabeth Nevill, the youngest
daughter and coheiress of John Nevill, last
baron Latimer. e was born at Dauntsey on
98 June 1573,and atan earlyage became a page
to Sir Philip Sidney, whom he accompanied to
the Low Countries, and was probably present
at the battle of Zutphen in 1586. After his
master’s death he served as a volunteer under
Maurice, count of Nassau, afterwards Prince
of Orange, who appointed him at the age of
eighteen to the command of a_ company of in-
fantry. Danvers took part in the siege of
Rouen in 1591, and was there knighted for
his services in the field by Robert Devereux,
second earl of Essex, the ‘lord-general’ of the
expedition. His father died on 19 Dec. 1593,
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and on 4 Oct. 1594 the remarkable murder
of Henry Long was committed. A feud had
existed between these two county families
for some time past, and apparently a fresh
quarrel had taken place between them (Cal.
of State Papers, Dom. 1589, p. 570, 1595—
1597,p.34). According tothe account given
in the Lansdowne MSS. (No. 827), Henry
Long was dining in the middle of the day
with a party of friends at ‘one Chamber-
laine’s house in Corsham,” when Danvers, fol-
lowed by his brother Charles and a number
of retainers, burst into the room, and shot
Long dead on the spot. The brothers then
fled on horseback to Whitley Lodge, near
Titchfield, the seat of Henry Wriothesley,
third earl of Southampton, with whose assist-
ance they succeeded after some days in making
their way out of the country. A coroner’s in-

uisition was held, and the brothers were out- |

awed, but no indictment seems to have been
preferred against them either by the family
or the government. A mutilated document,
preserved among the ¢ State Papers, however,

gives quite another version of the story, assert- "
' of Wales on 12 May 1633, and was installed

ing that the unfortunate man was‘slain by Sir
Henry Danvers in defending his brother Sir
Charles against Long and his company’ (Cal.
of State Papers,Dom. 1595-7,p.34). Reach-
ing France in safety, the brothers joined the
French army, and became favourably known
to Henry IV. for their conspicuous bravery.
The Earl of Shrewsbury, writing from ‘ Rouen
this 3 of October 1596’ to Sir Robert Cecil,
says: ‘Heare is daily with meSir Charles and
Sir H. Davers, two discreet fine gentlemen,

and in July 1602 sergeant-major-general of
thearmyin Ireland. By JamesIhe wascreated
Baron Danvers of Dauntsey, Wiltshire, on
21 July 1603,  for his valiant service at Kinsale
in Ireland’ (Cal. of State Papers, Dom. 1603-
1610, p. 23), and two years afterwards was by
special act of parliament (3 James I, ¢. viii.)
restored in blood as heir to his father,notwith-
standing the attainder of his elder brother
Charles,who had been beheaded in 1601 for his
share in Essex’s insurrection. On 14 Nov.
1607, Danvers was appointed lord president
of Munster, a post which he retained until
1615, when he sold it to the Earl of Thomond
for 3,200/, On 15 June 1613 he obtained the
grant,inreversion, of the office of keeper of St.
James’s Palace (¢6. 1611-18, p. 187), and on
23 March 1621 he was made governor of the

' isle of Guernsey for life (6. 1580-1625, p. 633).

By Charles I he was created Earl of Danby on
5 Feb. 1626, and on 20 July 1628 was sworn
amemberof the privy council. In1630,Danby
succeeded to the estates of his mother, who
after her first husband’s death had married
Sir Edmund Cary. He was made a councillor

a knight of the Garter on 7 Nov. in the same
year. Frequent references are made in the
‘Calendar of State Papers (Domestic)’ to
Danby, especially in connection with the de-
fence of the Channel Islands. In a letter to
Secretary Coke,in August 1627, Danby ¢ thinks
it not for the king’s honour, nor suitable to his
own reputation, that he, who was appointed

eneral against anticipated foreign invaders

! in Treland, should go to Guernsey to be shut

who cary themselves heare with great discre- |

tion, reputacion and respect : God turne the
eyes of her Majestie to incline unto them,
agreable to her own naturall disposition, and
Idoubt not but thei shall soon tast of her pittie
and mercie’ (LobeE, Illustrations, &e. iil.
78-9). 1In 1597, Henry Danvers appears to

haveacted asa captain of a man-of-warin the |

expedition of that year to the coast of Spain,
under the Earl of Nottingham, who issaid to
have deemed him ¢ one of the best captains of
the fleet” Owing to the French king’s inter-
cession with Elizabeth, and to the good offices
of Secretary Cecil, the brothers were pardoned
on 30 June 1598, and they returned to Eng-
land in the following August; but it was
not until 1604 that the coroner’s indictment
was found bad on a technical ground and
the outlawry reversed (Coke’s Reports, 1826,
iii,245-51). Henry was, soon after his return,
employed in Ireland under the Earl of Essex,
and Charles, eighth baron Mountjoy, succes-
sive lords-lieutenant of Ireland. InSeptember
1599 he was appointed lieutenant-general of
the horse, in July 1601 governor of Armagh,

upin a castle; but, if it be the king’s pleasure,
he will be at Portsmouth before Sir Henry
Mervyn can bring round a ship for his trans-
port’ (25.1627-8, pp. 321-2). He wasincluded
in a number of commissions by Charles I,
formed one of the council of war appointed on
17 June1637, and acted as commissioner of the
regency from 9 Aug.to25 N<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>