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POCOCK, SIR GEORGE (1706-1792),
admiral, born on 6 March 1706, was son of
Thomas TPocock, F.R.S., chaplain in the
navy, by his wife, a daughter of James
Master of East Langdon in Kent, and sister
of Margaret, wife of George Byng, viscount
Torrington [q.v.] In 1718 he entered the
navy under the charge of his uncle, Streyn-
sham Master [q. v.], on board the Superbe, in
which he was present in the battle of Cape
Passaro. He was afterwards for three years
in the Looe, with Captain George Prothero,
for a year in the Prince Frederick, and
another in the Argyle; and passed his ex-
amination on 19 April 1725. From 7 Dec.
1726 to May 1728 he was lieutenant of the
Burford, with the Hon. Charles Stewart;
afterwards in the Romney, with Charles
Brown [q. v.]; in the Canterbury, with Ed-
mund Hook, in the fleet in the Mediter-
ranean, under Sir Charles Wager [q.v.]; in
the Namur, carrying Wager's flag; and, on
26 Feb. 1733-4, he was promoted to be com-
mander of the Bridgwater fireship. On
1 Aug.1738 he was posted to the Aldborough
frigate, attached to the fleet in the Medi-
terranean under Rear-admiral Nicholas Had-
dock [q.v.] The Aldborough was paid off
at Deptford in December 1741, and early in
the following year Pocock was appointed to
the Woolwich of 40 guns, which he com-
manded in the Channel during the year. In
January 1742-3 he was moved into the
80-gun ship Shrewsbury, much against his
will, the smaller ship being, he considered,
more advantageous in time of war. During
the few weeks he was in the Shrewsbury he
occupied himself in pointing out her degt;pts
in writing to his cousin, Lord Torrington,
and complained of being moved, against his
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will, into a large ship. His interest pre-
vailed ; he was appointed to the Sutherland,
of 50 guns, and sent for a cruise in the Bay
of Biscay and on the north coast of Spain.
In 1744 he convoyed the African trade to
Cape Coast Castle, and brought home the
East India shipsfrom St. Helena. Tn 1745 he
again took out the African trade, and, cross-
ing over to the West Indies, joined Com-
modore Fitzroy Henry Lee [q.v.], with whom,
and afterwards with Commodore Edward
Legge [q.v.], he continued on the Leeward
Islands station. On Legge’s death, on
18 Sept. 1747, he succeeded to the chief
command. Shortly afterwards, a letter from
Sir Edward (afterwards Lord) Hawke [q. v.]
giving him the news of the victory over
I’Etenduére on 14 Oct., warned him to
look out for the convoy which had escaped
(Burrows, Life of Hawke, p. 185). This
he did with such good effect that about
thirty of the ships fell into his hands, and
some ten more were picked up by the priva-
teers., Early in May 1748 he was relieved
by Rear-admiral Henry Osborne or Osborn
gq. v.], and returned to England in the fol-
owing August. For the next four years he
resided in St. James’s Street, and in July
1752 was appointed to the Cumberland on
the home station. In January 1754 he
commissioned the Eagle, and in March sailed
for the East Indies, with the squadron under
the command of Rear-admiral Charles Wat-
son [q. v.] The squadron put into Kinsale,
where, in a violent gale, the Eagle parted
her cables, fell on board the Bristol, and was
only saved from going on shore by cutting
away her masts. The two ships were con-
sequently left behind when the squadron
sailed, and Pocock was ordered to take them
B
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to Plymouth to refit. Tle was not able to
reach Plymouth till 15 April, and afew days
later he and his ship’s company were turned
over to the Cumberland, 1n which he went
out to the East Indies.

On 4 Feb. 1755 he was promoted to be
rear-admiral of the white, and, hoisting his
flag on board the Cumberland, remained with
‘Watson as second in command. On 8 Dec.
1756 he was advanced to the rank of vice-
admiral, and, on Watson’s death on 16 Aug.
1757, succeeded to the chief command. At
Madras, in March 1758, he was joined by
Commodore Charles Steevens [¢.v.], and,
having moved his flag to the Yarmouth of
64 guns, he put to sea on 17 April, his
squadron now consisting of seven small ships
of the line, ships of 64, 60, or 50 guns, On
the 29th, off Fort St. David, he fell in with
the French squadron of about the same
nominal force, all being French East India
company’s ships, except the one 74-gun ship
which carried the broad-pennant of Comte
d’Aché, Pocock led the attack as prescribed
by the English ¢ Fighting Instructions.’ An
indecisive action followed, the IFrench prac-
tising the familiar manceuvre of withdrawing
in succession and reforming their line to lee-
ward. Battles fought in this manner never
led to any satisfactory result. It generally
happened that some of the English ships were
unable to get into action in time; and on
this occasion, as on many others, the cap-
tains of the rearmost ships were accused of
misconduct. Three were tried by court-
martial, found guilty of not using all possi-
ble means to bring their ships into action,and
severally sentenced to be dismissed from the
ship, to lose one year's seniority, and to be
cashiered. The court failed to recognise
that the manceuvre required of them was
practically impossible ( Minutes of the Courts-
martial, vol. Xxxviii.)

On 1 Aug. the two squadrons were again
in sight of each other off Tranquebar, the
French, with two 74-gun ships, having a
considerable nominal superiority. It was
not, however, till the 3rd that Pocock suc-~
ceeded in bringing them to action, and then
in the same manner and with the same
indecisive result. The French then went
to Mauritius, and Pocock, having wintered
at Bombay, returned to the Coromandel
coast in the following spring. The French
fleet of eleven ships did not come on the
coast till the end of August, and on 2 Sept.
it was sighted by the English. After losing
it in -a fog, and finding it again on the
8th, off Pondicherry, on the 10th Pocock
brought it to action, but again in the manner
prescribed by the ¢ Fighting Instructions,’

and with unsatisfactory results. The fight-
ing was more severe than in the previous
actions ; on both sides many men were killed
and wounded, and the ships were much
shattered, but no advantage was gained by
either party. That the prize of victory
finally remained with the English was due
not to Pocock and the East Indian squadron,
but to the course of the war in European
waters. In the following year Pocock re-
turned to England, arriving in the Downs
on 22 Sept. On 6 May 1761 he was nomi-
nated a knight of the Bath, and about the
same time was promoted to be admiral of
the blue.

In February 1762 he was appointed com-
mander-in-chief of ‘a secret expedition,’
destined, in fact, for the reduction of Ha-
vana,which sailed from Spithead on 5 March,
the land forces being under the command of
the Xarl of Albemarle [see KEPPEL, GEORGE,
third EARL oF ALBEMARLE]. On 26 April it
arrived at Martinique, sailed again on 6 May,
and, taking the shorter though dangerous
route on the north side of Cuba, under the
efficient pilotage of Captain John Elphin-
ston [q.v.],landed Albemarle and the troops
six miles to the eastward of Havana on
7 June, under the immediate conduct of
Commodore Keppel, Albemarle’s brother
[see KEPPEL, AUGUSTUS, VIscOUNT KEPPEL].
The siege-works were at once commenced.
A large body of seamen were put on shore,
and ¢ were extremely useful in landing the
cannon and ordnance stores of all kinds,
manning the batteries, making fascines, and
in supplying the army with water’ (BEATsON,
ii. 547). By the 30th the batteries were
ready, and on 1 July opened a heavy fire,
supported by three ships of the line, under
the immediate command of Captain Hervey
of the Dragon. The Moro was engaged,
but, after some six hours, the ships were
obliged to haul out of action, two of them
—the Cambridge and the Dragon—having
sustained heavy loss and much damage [see
HEervEY, Aveustus JouN, third EARL oF
Briston]. After this the work of the fleet
was mainly limited to preventing any move-
ment on the part of the Spanish ships
which might otherwise have effectually hin-
dered the English works. The English
batteries gradually subdued the enemy’s fire,
though the Spaniards were materially assisted
by the climate, which rendered the exposure
and fatigue very deadly. By 8 July more
than half of the army, and some three thou-
sand seamen, were down with sickness.
Under all difficulties, however, the siege was
persevered with, The Moro was taken by

- storm on 30 July, and on 13 Aug. the town,
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with all its dependencies and the men-of-
war in the harbour—to the number of twelve
ships of the line, besides smaller vessels—
surrendered by capitulation. The money
value of the prize was enormous. The share
of Pocock alone, as naval commander-in-
chief, was 122,697. 10s. 6d. ; that of Albe-
marle was the same. In November Pocock
delivered over the command to Keppel, who
had just been promoted to flag rank, and
saile& for England with five ships of the
line, several of the prizes, and some fifty of
the transports. The voyage was an unfor-
tunate one. Two of the line-of-battle ships,
worn out and rotten, foundered in the open
sea, though happily without loss of life.
Two others had to throw all their guns over-
board, and with great difficulty reached Kin-
sale. Twelve of the transports went down
in a gale ; many were wrecked in the Chan-
nel, with the loss of most of their crews;
and, in those ships which eventually got
safe in, a large proportion of the men died,
worn out with fatigue, hunger, thirst, and
cold. Pocock, in the Namur, arrived at
Spithead on 13 Jan. 1763.

He had no further service, and in a letter
to the admiralty, dated 11 Sept. 1766, stated
that ‘ the king had been pleased to grant his
request of resigning his flag,) and desired
that ¢his name might be struck off the list
of admirals, which was accordingly done.
It was generally believed that this was in
disgust at the appointment of Sir Charles
Saunders [q. v.], his junior, to be first lord of
the admiralty. Although Saunders’s patent,
which was dated 15 Sept., may have been the
deciding reason, the prospect of continued
peace, his large fortune, and a wish not to
stand in the way of his poorer friends doubt-
less had their weight. He died at his house
in Curzon Street, Mayfair, on 3 April 1792,
and was buried at Twickenham. A monu-
ment to his memory is in Westminster
Abbey.

Pocock married in November 1763 Sophia
Pitt, daughter of George Francis Drake,
granddaughter of Sir Francis Drake of Buck-
Iand Monachorum, Devonshire, third baronet,
and widow of Commodore Digby Dent, and
by her left issue a daughter and one son,
George (1765-1840), created a baronet at
the coronation of George IV. A portrait
belongs to the family. The faceis that of a
young man, and it would seem probable that
the ribbon of the Bath was painted in many
years after the portrait was taken. Two en-
gravings, one by J. S. Miller, are mentioned
by Bromley.

[Charnock’s Biogr. Nav. iv. 383 ; Naval
Chronicle (with portrait), viii. 441, xxi, 491;

Beatson’s Nav. and Mil. Memoirs, vol. ii.;
Gent. Mag. 1866, ii. 546 ; Burke’s Peerage and
Baronetage ; Official Letters and other docu-
ments in the Public Record Office ; La Marine
francaise sous le Régne de Louis XV, par H.
Riviére ; Batailles navales de la France, par O,
Troude, vol. i.] J.K. L,

POCOCK, ISAAC (1782-1835), painter
and dramatist, born in Bristol on 2 March
1782, was eldest son of Nicholas Pocock
[q. v.], marine painter, by Ann, daughter of
John Evans of Bristol. William Innes Pocock
[q.v.] was his brother. Isaac inherited his
father’s artistic talents, and about 1798 be-
came a pupil of Romney. After Romney’s
death he studied under Sir William Beechey
[q. v.] He acquired something of the dis-
tinctive style 0% each of his masters. William
Hayley’s son, Thomas Alphonso Hayley, was
a fellow student under Romney, and in
February 1799 Pocock accompanied Romney
on a month’s visit to the elder Hayley at
Eartham. During this visit Romney made
drawings of his two pupils, and Hayley ad-
dressed a sonnet to Pocock, beginning ¢ In-
genious son of an ingenious sire’ (Life of
Romney, p. 292). ‘

Between 1800 and 1805 Pocock exhibited
subject-pictures and portraits at the Royal
Academy, and occasionally sent portraits
during the next fifteen years. In 1807 his
‘Murder of St. Thomas & Becket’ was
awarded the prize of 100/ given by the
British Institution. In 1812 Pocock be-
came a member of the Liverpool Academy,
and sent to their exhibitions paintings in
both oils and water-colours. IHis last his-
torical painting was an altar-piece for the
new chapel at Maidenhead. The Garrick
Club has a portrait by him of Bartley as
Hamlet.

In 1818 Pocock inherited from his uncle,
Sir Isaac Pocock, some property at Maiden-
head, and thenceforth he mainly devoted
himself to the drama. For some time he
lived in London, and served in the Royal
Westminster Volunteers, in which he was
raised to the rank of major ¢ by the suffrage
of its members” He afterwards became a
J.P. and D.L. for Berkshire, and was an
active magistrate. Pocock died at Ray
Lodge, Maidenhead, on 23 Aug. 1835, and
was buried in the family vault at Cookham.
He married, on 24 Aug. 1812, Louisa,
daughter of Ienry Hime of Liverpool, and
left three daughters and a son (see below).

Pocock’s first piece was a musical farce in
two acts, entitled ¢ Yes or No.” Tt was pro-
duced at the Haymarket on 31 Aug. 1808,
and acted ten times. Genest calls it a poor
piece, but Oulton says it had some eﬁ'gctive
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humour (GENEsT, viii. 109-10; OUL- | peared in 1816, was adapted from the French
1'13';(1;8,’(1Lonalon Tlgeatres, iii. 77). It was fol- gf L. C. Caigniez and J. M. Baudouin. It
lowed by numerous similar productions. was first printed in 1814 (cf. Lacy, vol.
Of the musical farces, ‘Hit or Miss’| lxxxvii.; CUMBERLAND, vol. xxviii.) ‘R’o-
with music by C.Smith, first given at the | binson Crusoe, or the Bold Buccaneers,” a
Lyceum on 26 Feb. 1810, was hy far the | romantic drama in two acts, was produced as
most successful, being acted ¢at least thirty- | an Easter piece at Covent GrAarden in 1817,
three times’ (GENEST, viii. 166-7). A fourth | with Farley in the title-role, and J. 8.
edition of the printed work appeared in 1811. | Grimaldi as Friday. [t was published, with
Tt is printed in Dibdin’s ¢ London Theatre, | ‘remarks,’ by George Daniel, and is printed
vol. xxiv.,as well as in Cumberland’s ‘British | in Lacy’s and Dick’s ¢ Collections.” It was
Theatre, vol. xxxiv. According to the ¢ Dra- | revived in 1826. : .
matic Censor,’ it produced ‘on an average | Pocock subsequently aimed at a higher
100 guineas at half-price on every evening | species of composition, and converted some
that itis given.” Tts success was chiefly due | of the Waverley novels into operatic dramas.
to the playing of Mathews as Dick Cypher | On 12 March 1818 his ‘Rob Loy Macgregor,
cf. OXBERRY, Dramatic Biography,v. 5, 6). | or Auld Lang Syne,’ an operatic drama in
In 1815 Mathews rendered like service to | three acts, was first played at Covent Garden.
Pocock’s ¢ Mr. Farce-Writer ’ at Covent Gar- | Macready took the title-réle, ¢ which first
den (GENEST, viii. 540). The piece was not | brought him into play’ (OXBERRY, v. 41);
printed. ¢Twenty Years Ago,” a melodra- | Liston played Baillie Nicol Jarvie, and Miss
matic entertainment, was given at the Ly- | Stephens Di Vernon. It was acted thirty-
cenm in 1810. ¢Anything New,  with over- | four times (GENEST, viii. 657). It was played
ture and music by C. Smith, given on1July | at Bath, for Farren’s benefit, on 15 April
1811, had some lively dialogue (Dramatic | 1815, when Warde was very successful as
Censor; OULTON, iii. 125); but the ¢ Green- | Rob Roy (¢b. p. 672). In the revival of the
eyed Monster, produced on 14 Oct. with | following year Farren took Iiston’s place
Dowton, Oxberry, and Miss Mellon in the | as the Baillie (¢. ix. 41). This play and
cast, was denounced by the ¢ Dramatic Cen- | Pocock’s ¢ John of Paris’ were given together
sor’ ¢ as a last experiment which should be | at Bath on the occasion of Warde's fare-
quite final to Mr. Pocock.” Tt was, however, ’ well to the stage, on 5 June 1820 (¢. ix.
revived at Drury Lane in 1828, when Wil- | 74). Wallack played in ‘Rob Roy’ at Drury
liam Farren [q. v.] and Ellen Tree acted in | Lane in January 1826; and Madame Vestris
it. The music was composed by T. Welsh. | impersonated Di Vernon at the Haymarket
A burletta, called ¢ Harry Le Roy,” by Pocock, | in October 1824,  The play was published in
was also given in 1811. Pocock’s ¢ Miller | 1818, and is in Oxberry’s ‘New English
and his Men, a very popular melodrama, | Drama,’ vol. x.; ¢ The British Drama,’ vol. ii.;
with music by Bishop, which attained a | Lacy, vol. iii, and in Dick’s ‘Standard
second edition in 1813, was still played in | Plays.’ ¢Montrose, or the Children of the
1835} (cf. British Drama, 1864, vol. ii.; | Mist,’ three acts, produced at Covent Garden
CUMBERLAND, Collection; DICK, Standard " on 14 Feb. 1822, was not so successful,
Plays, 1883; GENEST, viii. 441, 444, 472), though it was played nineteen or twenty
¢For England Ho!’ a melodramatic opera, ' times. Liston appéared as Dugald Dalgetty
produced at Covent Garden on 15 Deec. | (6. ix. 157, 158, 570). ¢ Woodstock,’ five-
1813, and acted ‘about eleven times,” had, acts, first acted on 20 May 1826, was a com-
according to Genest, ‘considerable merit’ ‘ parative failure, though the cast included
(4b. viii. 420-1). It was published in 1814 Charles Kemble and Farren. ¢ Peveril of the
(cf. CUMBERLAND, vol. xxxix.) ‘John of Peak, three acts, prodiced on 21 Oct. of
Paris, a comic opera adapted from the : the same year, was acted nine times, ‘The
Trench, was produced at Covent Garden on Antiquary’ was also unsuccessful. ¢ Home,
12 Oct. 1814, and acted seventeen times. ‘ Sweet Home, or the Ranz des Vaches,’ a
Liston played an innkeeper. When revived musical entertainment, was produced at
at the Haymarket in 1826, Madame Vestris } Covent Garden on 19 March 1829, with
was in the cast (GENEsT, vili. 475-7). It was Madame Vestris and Keeley in the cast (2.
again played at Covent Gtarden in 1835 (cf. | ix. 481).
CUMBERLAND, vol. xxvi.) ‘Zembuca, or the | Besides the plays mentioned, Pocock
Net-maker,’ first given at Covent Garden, as | wrote ¢ The Heir of Veroni’ and ¢ The Liber-
‘a holiday piece,” on 27 March 1815, was  tine,’ operas, 1817 ; ¢ Husbands and Wives,’
played twenty-eight times (GenEst, viii. la farce, 1817; ‘The Robber's Wife, a ro-
479). The ¢ Maid and the Magpie, a drama | mantic drama in two acts, adapted from the
in th{eg acts, a second edition of which ap- | German, 1829 (CUMBERLAND, vol. xxviii. ;

) ‘It was early adopted for the
Juvenile Drama and remained its most
popular play’ (A. E. Wilson, Penny Plain,
Twopence Coloured (1932), pp. 83—93; C.
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Lacy, vol. Ixix.), music by F. Ries; ‘The
Corporal’'s Wedding,’” a farce, 1830; ‘The
Omnibus,” an interlude, 1831; ‘Country
Quarters’ and ‘The Clutterbucks,” farces,
1832; ¢Scan Mag,’ farce, 1833; ¢ The Ferry
and the DMill) melodrama, 1833; ‘King
Arthur and the Knights of the Round Table,’
a Christmas equestrian spectacle, 1834-5.
¢The Night Patrol, a farce, and ¢ Cavaliers
and Roundheads,’ an adaptation of ¢Old
Mortality,” were posthumous.

His only son, Isaac JouN INNEs Pocock
(1819-1886), born on 28 July 1819, was
educated at Eton, and Merton College, Ox-
ford (B.A. in 1842), and was called to the
bar, 19 Nov. 1847. In 1872 he printed pri-
vately ¢ Franklin, and other Poems’ He
married, on 4 April 1850, Louisa, second
daughter of Benjamin Currey. Ile died on
28 May 1886.

[Berry’s Genealogies of Berkshire, pp. 116-22;
Gent. Mag. 1835, 11. 657-8; Redgrave’s Dict. of
Artists ; Bryan's Dict. of Painters and En-
gravers, 1889 ; Memoirs of T. A, Hayley, ed. J.
Johnson, pp. 421, 449-50; W. Hayley’s Life of
Romney, pp. 201-4 ; Baker's Biogr. Dramatica,
i. 575, 787 ; Genest’s Account of the English
Stage, vol. viii. ix. passim; Brit. Mus. Cat.;
Pocock’s christian name is erroneously given as
James in Dict. of Living Authors, and some
other places. See also Foster’s Alumni Oxon.
and Men at the Bar.] G. Le G. N.

POCOCK, LEWIS (1808-1882), art
amateur, born in South London on 17 Jan.
1808, was the third and youngest son of
Thomas Pocock, by his wife Margaret Ken-
nedy. Ie was educated partly in England
and partly at Tours in France. HHe was
through life a great lover of art, and in
1837 took the leading part in founding the
Art Union of London. Ile acted as one
of its honorary secretaries (George Godwin
[q.v.] being his first colleague) from that
time till his death, and in the early years of
the union devoted much time and labour to
his duties. In 1844 Pocock and Godwin
brought out, in connection with the Art
Union, an edition of the ‘Pilgrim’s Pro-
gress, illustrated by H. C. Selous. Pocock
contributed a bibliographical chapter.

Pocock was for many years a director of
the Argus life-assurance office, and in 1842
published ‘A familiar Explanation of the
Nature of Assurances upon Lives . . . withan
extensive Bibliographical Catalogue of Works
on the Subject.” In1852 he patented a scheme
for eleetric lighting. Pocock was an extensive
collector of Johnsoniana of all descriptions.
Iis collection was sold before his death. ITe
was for some time treasurer of the Graphic
Society, and an active member of the Society

for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals. He
died at 70 Gower Street, London, on 17 Oct.
1882, and was buried at Highgate, He mar-
ried,on 6 Sept. 1838, Eliza, daughter of George
Barrett, esq., and left twelve children,

[Private information; Report of the Art
Union of London for 1883; Times, 21 Oct.
1882 ; Builder, 28 Oct. 1882; Academy, 28 Oct. ;
Graphic, 23 Dec. 1882 (with portrait).] ‘

G.L: G. N.

POCOCK, NICHOLAS (1741 °?-1821),
marine painter, the eldest son of Nicholas
Pocock, a Bristol merchant, by Mary, one of
the daughters and coheiresses of William
Innes of Leuchars, Fifeshire, was born at
Bristol about 1741. His mother was left a
widow with three sons, the support of whom
devolved on Nicholas. He had little edu-
cation, and must have gone to sea early.
Before 1767 he wasin the employ of Richard
Champion, a merchant, who was uncle of
Richard Champion [q. v.;l the ceramist, and
in 1767 he left Bristol for South Carolina
in command of the Lloyd, one of Cham-
pion’s ships. ITe afterwards commanded the
Minerva, another of Champion’s ships. His
talent for art showed itselfin his sea journals,
which are illustrated by charming drawings
in Indian ink of the principal incident of each
day. Six volumes of these journals were in
the possession of his grandsons, George and
Alfred Fripp, painters in water-colours. Po-
cock was on friendly terms with the Cham-
pions, by whom he was much esteemed.

In 1780 Pocock sent a sea piece (his first
attempt in oil painting) to the Royal Aca-
demy. It arrived too late for exhibition,
but Sir Joshua Reynolds wrote him an en-
couraging letter, with advice as to future
practice, and recommended him to ‘unite
landscape to ship painting.” In 1782 he ex-
hibited at the Royal Academy for the first
time. Iis subject was ¢ A View of Redecliff
Church from the Sea Banks,’ and he con-
tinued to exhibit (sea and battle pieces
mainly) at the Royal Academy and the
British Institution till 1815. In these works
he turned to account many of his sketchesin
South Carolina and the West Indies,

In 1789 he left Bristol and settled in Lon-
don, where he rose to distinction as a painter
of naval engagements. In 1796 he wasliving
at 12 Great George Street, Westminster,
where his visiting circle inclunded many ad-
mirals and other officers of the navy, and
some theatrical celebrities, including the
Kembles and Mrs. Siddons,

In 1804 he took part in founding the
‘Water-colour Society (now the Royal So-
ciety of Painters in Water-colours), of which
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he subsequently refused the presidency; and
though he withdrew on the temporary dis-

solution of the society in 1812, he continued |

to contribute to its exhibitions till 1817.
He exhibited altogether 320 works, 182 at
the Water-colour Society, 113 at the Royal
Academy, and twenty-five at the British
Institution. In 1817 he left London for
35 St. James’s Parade, Bath, and he died
at Maidenhead, Berkshire, on 19 March 1821,
at the age of eighty.

Pocock married Ann, daughter of John
Evans of Bristol. Ilis sons Isaac and Wil-
liam Innes are noticed separately.

Though Pocock earned his reputation
mainly by his pictures of naval engagements
(for which the wars of his time supplied
ample material) and other sea pieces, he also
painted landscapes in il and water-colour.
As an artist he had taste and skill, but his
large naval pictures, though accurate and
careful, are wanting in spirit, and in water-
colours he did not get much beyond the
‘tinted’ drawings of the earlier draughts-
men.

There are two of his sea-fights at Hamp-
ton Court, and four pictures by him at
Greenwich Iospital, including the ‘Re-
pulse of the French under De Grasse by Sir
Samuel Hood’s Fleet at St. Kitts in January
17827 The Bristol Society of Merchants
possess a picture of the defeat of the same
French admiral in the West Indies, 12 April
1782. This was engraved in line by Francis
Chesham, and published 1 March 1784, the
society subscribing ten guineas towards the
expense. Many others of his marine subjects
have been engraved.

Four of his water-colours, two dated 1790
and one 1795, are at the South Kensington
Museum. Three of these are of Welsh
scenery. Other drawings by him are in the
British Museum and the Whitworth Insti-
tute at Manchester. He illustrated Fal-
coner’s ¢ Shipwreck,’ 1804, and Clarke and
M¢Arthur's ¢ Life of Napoleon,” 1809. The
engravings (eight in the former and six in
the latter) are by James Fittler.

A portrait of Nicholas Pocock by his eldest
son Isaac [q. v.] was exhibited at the Royal
Academy m 1811, and there is a caricature
of him in A. T. Chalon’s drawing of ¢Artists
in the British Institution’ (see Portfolio, No-
vember 1884, p. 219).

[Redgrave’s Dict.; Bryan’s Dict. (Graves
and Armstrong); Owen's Two Centuries of
Ceramic Art at Bristol; Roget’s ¢ Old’ Water-
colour Society; Notes and Queries, 4th ser. xi.
331, and 8th ser. iv. 108, 197, and 291 ; Leslie
and Taylor’s Life of Sir Joshua Reynolds.]

? (G0t

POCOCK,ROBERT (1760-1830), printer
and antiquary, born at Gravesend, Kent, on

‘21 Feb. 1760, was the second son of John

Pocock (1720-1772), grocer. He was edu-
cated at the free school, and, after a short
experience of hisfather’shusiness, established
himself as a printer in his native town. He
married in 1779 his first wife, Ann Stillard
d.1791), by whom he had three children.
n 1786 he.founded the first circulating li-
brary and printing-office at Gravesend (P’o-
CocK, Chronology, 1790, p. 14). His first
literary productions were some children’s
books. In 1792 he married his second wife,
a daughter of John Hinde (d. 1818), who
bore him seven children. IIe published an
excellent history of Gravesend (1797), as
well as other contributions to the topogra-
phical and family history of Kent. He also
wrote a history of Dartford, and some other
works, which were never printed.

Pocock was a man of great versatility but
imperfect business capacity, and combined
the occupations of bookseller, printer, pub-
lisher, naturalist, botanist, and local anti-
quary. Ile was proud of his collections
(see Journals ap. ARNOLD), but was obliged
occasionally to sell specimens. His latter
years were passed in comparative poverty.
He died on 26 Oct. 1830, and was buried at
‘Wilmington.

Pocock’s chief publications were: 1. ¢ Po-
cock’s Child’s First Book, or Reading made
easy,’ n.d., and ¢ Child’s Second Book, n.d.
(the two were bound up and sold as ‘ Po-
cock’s Spelling Book).” 2. ‘A Chronology
of the most Remarkable Events that have
occurred in the Parishes of Gravesend,
Milton, and Denton, in Kent,” Gravesend,
1790, 8vo. 3. ‘The History of the Incor-
porated Town and Parishes of Gravesend
and Milton in Kent,’ Gravesend, 1797, 4to,
plates. 4. ‘Kentish Fragments,’ Gravesend,
1802, 8vo. 5. ‘Memoirs of the Family of
Tufton, Earls of Thanet, Gravesend, 1800,
8vo. 0. ¢ Pocock’s Gravesend Water Com-
panion, describing all the Towns, Churches,
Villages, Parishes, and Gentlemen’s Seats,
as seen from the Thames between London
Bridge and Gravesend,” Gravesend, 1802,
sm. 8vo. 7. ‘Pocock’s Margate Water Com-
panion, Gravesend, 1802, sm. 8vo. (No. 6
continued to Margate). 8. ¢Pocock’s Ever-
lasting Songster, containing a Selection of
the most approved Songs,” Gravesend, 1804,
sm. 8vo. 9. ‘Pocock’s Sea Captains’ Assis-
tant, or Iresh Intelligence for Salt-water
Sailors,” Gravesend, n.d. [1802], sm. 8vo.
10. ¢ God’s Wonders in the Great Deep, n.d.
11. ¢ The Antiquities of Rochester Cathedral,’
n.d. 12, ¢ Memoirs of the Families of Sir
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E. Knatchbull, Bart., and Filmer Honey-
wood,” Gravesend, 1802, 8vo.

[G. M. Arnold’s Robert Pocock, the Gravesend
Historian, 1883, 8vo, which contains Pocock’s
Journals for 1812, 1822, and 1823.] H.R. T.

PCCOCK, WILLIAM FULLER (1779~
1849), architect, the son of a builder,was born
in 1779 in the city of London. He was
apprenticed to his father, and then entered
the office of C. Beazley. His first essays in
art were landscape-paintings ; but at the age
of twenty he had begun to work as an archi-
tect., From 1799 to 1827 he exhibited de-
signs of minor works at the Royal Academy,
the most ambitious of which was a ¢ Design
for a Temple of Fame.” In 1820-2 he de-
signed the hall of the Leathersellers’ Com-
pany in St. Helen’s Place, and in 1827 the
priory at Hornsey. The headquarters of the
London militia, Bunhill Row, were designed
by him ; the Wesleyan Centenary Hall in
Bishopsgate Street Within (1840); Christ
Church, Virginia Water; and a great number
of smaller works. Pocock died on 29 Oct.
1849 in Trevor Terrace, Knightsbridge, Lon-
don.

He published : 1. ¢Architectural Designs
for Rustic Cottages,” London, 1807, 4to ; of
which new editions were published in 1819
and 1823. 2. ¢Modern Finishings for Rooms,’
London, 1811, 4to ; also republished in 1823.
3. ¢ Designs for Churches and Chapels,” Lon-
don, 1819, 4to. 4. ¢ Observations on Bond
of Brickwork’ (1839), written for the In-
stitute of British Architects, of which so-
ciety he was an early member.

[Dict. of Architecture; Redgrave's Dict. of
Artists; Gent. Mag. 1849, ii. 664.] L. B.

POCOCK, WILLIAM INNES (1783-
1836), licutenant in the navy and author,
second son of Nicholas Pocock [q.v.], marine
painter, and younger brother of Isaac Pocock
{g.v-],artist and dramatist, was born at Bristol
in June 1783. He entered the navy in 1795,
served more especially in the East and West
Indies, and from 1807 to 1810, in the St.
Albans, madethreeseveral voyagestothe Cape
of Good Hope, St. Helena, and China. Inthe
last of these the convoy was much shattered
in a storm off the Cape of Good Hope, and
was detained at St. Helena to refit. During
this time Pocock made several sketches of
the island, which, with some account of its
history, he published as ¢ Five Views of the
Island of St. Helena’ in 1815, when public
interest was excited in the island as the resi-
dence allotted to Bonaparte. On1l Aug.1811
Pocock was promoted to be lieutenant of the
Eagle, with Captain (afterwards Sir Charles)
Rowley [q.v.], and in her saw much active

boat-service in the Adriatic. She was paid
off in 1814, and Pocock had no further em-
ployment afloat. He appears to have amused
his leisure with reading, writing, and paint-
ing; he is described as a good linguist, and
is said to have publisheg in 1815 ‘Naval
Records: consisting of a series of Engravings
from Original Designs by Nicholas Pocock,
illustrative of the principal Engagements at
Sea since the Commencement of the War in
1793, with an Account of each Action’
(Warr, Bibl. Brit.) Thereis no copy in the
British Museum. He is also said to have
written some pamphlets on naval subjects,
none of which seem now accessible. He has
been confused with William Fuller Pocock
[@.v.], architect and artist. e died at Read-
ing on 13 March 1836. He was twice mar-
ried, and left issue,
[Gent. Mag. 1835 ii. 657, 1836 ii. 324; Na

Lists.] JUK.L;

POCOCKE, EDWARD (1604-1691),
orientalist, was born in 1604 at Oxford, in'a
house near the Angel Inn (HEeARrNE, Col-
lections, ed. Doble, ii. 125 #.),in the parish of
St. Peter-in-the-East, and there baptised on
8 Nov. 1604 (register of baptisms; Woob,
Athence, ed. Bliss, iv. 318; FostER, Alumnz
Oxon. s.v.) Mis father, Edward Pocock,
matriculated (as ¢ pleb. fil.” of Hampshire) at
Magdalen College in 1585, was demy from
1585 to 1591, held a fellowship from 1591
to 1604, proceeded B.A. 1588, M.A. 1592,
and B.D. 1602 (Broxawm, Register Magd.
Coll. iv. 225; CLARK, Register Univ. of Ox-
Jord, vol. ii. pt. iil. p. 147), and was ap-
pointed vicar of Chieveley, Berkshire, in
1604 (TweLLs, Life prefixed to the Tkeological
Works of the Learned Dr. Pocock, 2 vols.,
London, 1740, 1. 1). The son was educated
at the free school at Thame, Oxfordshire, then
under Richard Butcher, and matriculated at
Magdalen Hall, Oxford, on 4 June 1619
(CLARE, Register, vol. ii. pt. ii. p. 375). In
the following year he migrated to Corpus
Christi College, where he was admitted
¢ discipulus’ (1.e. scholar) on 11 Deec. 1620,
and where his tutor was Gamaliel Chase.
Pococke graduated B.A. on 28 Nov. 1622,
and M.A. on 28 March 1626 (¢5. vol. ii. pt. iii.
p-412), and was elected a probationer fellow
of Corpus on 24 July 1628 (Register C.C.C.)
He received priest’s orders on 20 Dec. 1629
from Bishop Richard Corbet [q.v.], in ac-
cordance with the terms of his fellowship
(Twerys, L.c. i. 13). e had already begun
to devote his attention to oriental studies,
and had profited, first at Oxford, by the lec-
tures of the German Arabist, Matthias Pasor
| [q. v.], and later, near London, by the in-
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struction of the learned vicar of Tottenham
High Cross, William Bedwell [q. v.], the
father of Arabic studies in England. The
first result of these preparations was an
edition of those parts of the Syriac version of
the New Testament which were not included
in the previous editions of 1555 and 1627.
Pococke discovered the four missing catholic
epistles (Pet. ii., John ii., iii., and Jude) in a
manuscript at the Bodleian Library,and tran-
scribed them in Syriac and Hebrew charac-
ters, adding the corresponding Greek text, a
Latin translation, and notes. Gerard John
Vossius, professor at Leyden, canon of Can-
terbury, and ¢ dictator in the commonwealth
of learning,’ after seeing Pococke’s manu-
seript, on a visit to Oxford (MacraY, Ann.
* Bodl. p. 74), warmly encouraged him to
publish it, and, by the influence of Vossius
and under the supervision of Ludovicus de
Dieu, the work appeared at Leyden in 1630,
with the title of ¢ Versio et notee ad quatuor
epistolas Syriace.’

In the same year the chaplaincy to the
English ¢Turkey Merchants’ at Aleppo
‘became vacant by the retirement of Charles
Robson [q.v.] of Queen’s College. Pococke
was appointed to the vacancy in 1629, and
in October 1630 arrived at Aleppo, where he
resided for over five years. During this time
he made himself master of Arabic, which he
not only read but spoke fluently, studied
Ilebrew, Samaritan, Syriac, and Ethiopic,
and associated on friendly terms with learned
Muslims and Jews, who helped him in col-
lecting manuscripts, which was one of the
chief ends he had in view when accepting
the post, and in which he was extraordinarily
successful, Pusey remarked that of all the
numerous collectors of manuseripts whose
treasures have enriched the Bodleian Library,
Pococke alone escaped being deceived and
cheated in his purchases (PUsEY, Cat. MSS.
Lodl. ii. preef.iv.) Besides acquiring a large
number of Arabic, Hebrew, Ethiopic,and Ar-
menian manuscripts, and a Samaritan penta-
teuch (BERNARD, Cat. Libr. M SS. pp. 274-8),
hebrought backa copy of Meydani’s collection
of 6,013 Arabic proverbs, which he translated
in 1635 (Bodl. MS. Poc. 392), but never
published, though a specimen was printed
by Schultens in 1778 and another part in
1775. For travel and exploration he con-
fessed he had no taste (TWELLS, i. 4), but his
observation of eastern manners and natural
history served him in good stead as a com-
mentator on the Old Testament (cf. his
famous correction of ‘wailing like the dra-
gons’ in Micah i. 8, into ‘howling like the
Jackals’). As a pastor he was devoted and
indefatigable (TWELLS, i. 4); and when the

plague raged at Aleppo in 1634, and many
of the merchants fled to the mountains,
Pococke remained at his post. Though per-
sonally a stranger to him, he had attracted
the notice of Laud, then bishop of London,’
who wrote to him several times with com-
missions for the purchase of ancient Greel
coins and oriental manuseripts (6.1, 6); and,
after becoming archbishop of Canterbury and
chancellor of the university, Laud offered
to appoint him the first professor of the
Arabic ‘lecture’ which he was about to found
at Oxford. Accordingly, Pococke returned
to England, probably early in 1636, and on
8 July of that year he was admitted, after
the necessary exercises, to the degree of B.D.
(C1LARE, Reg. Univ. Ozford, ii. pt.iii.p.412;
cf. Woobp, Annals, ed. Gutch, 1. 342). The
professorship was worth 40/ a year ( Woob,
Athene, ed. Bliss, iv. 318), and Pococke was
to lecture on Arabic literature and grammar
for one hour at eight A.M. every Wednesday
in Lent and during the vacations (i.e. when
the arts course did not fully occupy the time:
of the students, who in those days commonly
resided during vacation as well as in term
time), under penalty of a fine,and all bachelors
were required to attend the lecture (GrIF-
FITHS, Laud's Statutes of 1636, pp. 317, 318,
ed. 1888). On 10 Aug. the new professor
‘opened his lecture’ with a Latin disserta-
tion on the nature and importance of the
Arabic language and literature (a small part.
of which was published as an appendix to
his Lamiato’l Ajam, 1661), and then began
a course of lectures on the sayings of the
caliph ‘Ali (TwEeLLs, i. 9, 10).

In 1637,at Laud’sinstance (Woop, Athene,
ed. Bliss, iv. 318), Pococke again set sail for
the east, for the purpose of further study
under native teachers, and to collect more
manuscripts. This time he travelled with
his ¢dear friend’ John Greaves [q.v.] Po-
cocke, besides his fellowship, now possessed
private means by the recent deatI;J of his
father, and probably received some further
assistance from Laud, or, through Greaves,
from Lord Arundel. Thomas Greaves [q. v.],
¢ lector humanitatis ’ (Latin reader) at
Corpus, was appointed his deputy in the
Arabic lecture during his absence. Irom
December 1637 to August 1640 Pococke re-
sided at Constantinople, chiefly at the Britisl
embassy, where he acted as temporary chap-
lain to Sir Peter Wyche and Sir Sackville
Crow. Ile enjoyed the friendship,and doubt-
less used the fine library, of the learned
patriarch, Cyril Luearis, until his assassina-
tion in 1638 ; he studied with Jacob Romano,
¢ Judzorum, quos mihi nosse contigit, nemini
vel doctrind vel ingenuitate secundus’ (Po-
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COCKE, Porta Mosis, not. mise., 90), and was
assisted in his researches, among others, by
Geeorgio Cerigo and by Nathaniel Canopius
the protosyncellus, who afterwards resided
in Balliol and Christ Church (Woobp, Atkene,
ed. Bliss, ii. 657). Heleft Constantinople in
August 1640, and after a pause at Paris after
Christmas, where he met Gabriel Sionita and
Hugo Grotius, he reached London in the
spring of 1641. Laud was then in the Tower,
where Pococke visited him (TwEeLLs, i. 19).
He found that the archbishop had placed the
endowment of the Arabic chair beyond the
risk of attainder by settling (6 June 1640)
certain lands in Bray, Berkshire, for its per-
petual maintenance. In November 1641
Laud presented a further collection of manu-
scripts to the university, many of which
were doubtless the fruits of Pococke’s and
Greaves’s travels.

After a brief residence at Oxford, which
was now disturbed by the civil war, Pococke
was presented by his college in 1642 to the
rectory of Childrey in Berkshire (Living-
book of Corpus Christi College). He isrepre-
sented as adevout and assiduous parish priest;
but his connection with Laud and his royalist
convictions, coupled with an over-modest
manner and lack of ¢ unction,” did not re-
commend him to his parishioners. They
cheated him of his tithes and harassed him
by quartering soldiers at therectory (T'WELLSs,
i, 22, 23). The sequestrators of Laud’s es-
tates, moreover, illegally laid hands on the
endowment of the Arabic lecture, but were
compelled to restore it under pressure from
Dr. Gerard Langbaine [q.v.], provost of
Queen’s, John Greaves, and John Selden
[(11 v.] Selden, as burgess of the university,
also procured for Pococie a special protection
under the hand of Fairfax dated 5 Dec. 1647,
against the exactions of the parliamentary
troops (¢b. i. 24). The committee appointed
(1 May 1647) for ‘the visitation and reforma-
tion of the university of Oxford and the
several colleges and halls thereof’ brought
fresh troubles. At first it seemed as if
Pococke was to be taken into favour by the
visitors ; for they appointed him to the pro-
fessorship of Hebrew, vacant by the death of
Dr. John Morris on 21 March 1647-8 (Fos-
TER, Alumni Ozon. s.v.), together with the
canonry of Dr. Payne, whom they had
ejected. The king, then a prisoner at Caris-
brooke, had already nominated Pococke for
the professorship and canonry (Woop, An-
nals, ed. Guteh, ii. 555; TweLLs, l.c. 27, 28).
Pococke was one of the twenty delegates
appointed by the committee of visitation, on
19 May 1648, to answer ¢ de omnibus quee ad
rem Academige publicam pertinent’ (Regist.

Convae. T., apud BURROWS, Register of the
Visitors to Oxford, p. 102, Camden Soc.),
but, apparently under the advice of John
Greaves, he omitted to appear before the visi-
tors, or to reply to their summons (TweLLs,
1.28). 'When he also failed to take the ¢ en-
gagement’ of 1649 he was dismissed from his
canonry (24 Oct. 1650, TwrLLs, i. 31 ; 1651
acc. to Woob, dnnals, ed. Gutch, ii. 629);
Peter French, Cromwell’s brother-in-law,
was appointed in his place. On 30 Nov.
1650 Pococke wrote to Horn of Gueldres:
‘I have learnt, and made it the unalter-
able principle of my soul, to keep peace,
as far as in me lies, with all menj to pay
due reverence and obedience to the higher
powers, and to avoid all things that are
foreign to my profession or studies; but to -
do anything that may ever so little molest
the quiet of my conscience would be more
grievous than the loss, not only of my for-
tunes, but even of my life’ (TwEeLLs, 1. 32).
Accordingly he was deprived of the two “lec-
tures,” probably in December 1650; for in
that month a petition was addressed to the
visiting committee on his behalf, signed not
only by his friends, but by many of the new
men appointed by the visitors (BurROWS, Re-
gister of Visitors, p. Ixxxiii n.), including the
vice-chancellor, proctors, several heads of
houses, and numerous fellows, masters of
arts, and bachelors of law, who begged that
the ‘late vote, as to the Arabic lecture, at
least,’ should be suspended in view of Po-
cocke’s great learning and peaceable conduct.
Strongly seconded by Selden, this remon-
strance was successful,and Pococke continued
to hold both lectures, without the canonry,
and resided at Balliol when he came to Ox-
ford in the vacations to deliver his courses
(Woob, Athence, ed. Bliss, iv. 319). In 1655,
at the instance of a few fanatical parishioners,
he was cited before the commissioners at
Abingdon under the new act for ejecting
‘ignorant, scandalous, insufficient, and negli-
gent ministers,” Theleading Oxford scholars,
headed by Dr. John Owen (1616-1683)[q.v.],
warned the commission of the contempt they
would draw upon themselves if they ejected
for ¢ ignorance and insufficiency’ a man whose
learning was the admiration of Europe; and,
after several months of examination and
hearing witnesses on both sides, the charge
was finally dismissed (see TWELLS, i. 35-42).
In spite of such interruptions Pococke con-
tinued his studies at Childrey. He had
married about 1646 Mary, daughter of Thomas
Burdet, esq., of West Worldham, Hampshire,
by whom he had six sons and three daughters.
At the end of 1649 (TwrLLs, i. 33) he pub-
lished at Oxford, and dedicated to Selden, his
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¢ Specimen historiee Arabum,” in which an
excerpt from the ¢ Universal History’ (Mukh-
tasar fi-d-duwal) of Abu-1-Faraj (Bar He-
breeus) is used as a peg whereon are hung a
series of elaborate essays on Arabian history,
science, literature, and religion, based upon
prolongedresearches in overa hundred Arabic
manuseripts, and forming an epoch in the
development of eastern studies. All later
orientalists, from Reland and Ockley to S. de
Sacy, have borne their testimony to the im-
mense erudition and sound scholarship of this
remarkable work, of which a second edition
was edited by Joseph White [q.v.] in 1806.
The ‘Specimen’is interesting also for the
history of printing, for Twells asserts (i. 44),
it is believed correctly, that Pococke’s ¢ Spe~
cimen’ and John Greaves’s ‘ Bainbrigii Cani-
cularia,” 1648, were the first two books in
Arabic type which issued from the Oxford
University press. (Thefirst title-page of the
¢ Specimen’ bears the imprint ¢ Oxonie ex-
cudebat H. Hall impensis Humph. Robin-
son in Cemeterio Paulino, ad insigne trium
Columbarum,1650;’ butthe ‘note’ appended
to it have a distinet title, ¢ Oxoniee excudebat
Hen. Hall, 1648, which is doubtless the date
at which the whole work was first set up).
Similarly the ¢ Porta Mosis,’ oredition (Arabic
in Hebrew characters) of the six prefatory
discourses of Maimonides on the Mishna,
with Latin translation and notes (especially
on Septuagint readings), on which Pococke
had been engaged since 1650, but which was
not published till 1655, is believed to be the
first Hebrew text printed at Oxford from
type specially founded by the university at
Dr. Langbaine’s instance for Pococke’s use
(TweLLs, 6. The title-page of the ¢ Porta
Mosis’ has the imprint of I1. Hall Academiz
Typographus, 1655, but the title-page of the
Appendix is dated 1654). In 1658 (MieNE,
Patrol. Curs. iii. 888) another work of Po-
cocke’s appeared, the ¢Contextio Gemma-
rum,’” or Latin translation of the ¢ Annals’
of Eutychius, which he had begun, somewhat
reluctantly, in 1652 at the urgent request of
Selden (who did not, as has been imagined,
take any share in the labour; TweLLs, i. 42
&e.) The great event for oriental learning
in 1657 was the publication by Dr. Brian
Walton [q.v.] of his ‘Biblia Sacra Poly-
glotta,’in which Pococke had taken a constant
interest for five years, advising, criticising,
lending manusecripts from his own collection,
collating the Arabic version of the Penta-
teuch, and contributing a critical appendix
to vol. vi. (‘De ratione variantium in Pent.
Arab. lectionum’). He translated and pub-
lished in 1659 a treatise ‘on the nature of
the drink Kauhi or coffee . . . described by

an Arabian physician.” This was his last
work completed at Childrey. The Restora-
tion brought him into permanent residence at
Christ Church; and, though he retained his
rectory till his death, he appointed a curate
to perform its duties. Iis memory is still
preserved by a magnificent cedar in the rec-
tory garden, said to have been imported and
planted by him (information from the Rev.
T. Fowler, president of Corpus Christi Col-
lege, Oxford, and the Rev. C. J. Cornish, rec-
tor of Childrey). Two cedars at Highclere,
in Hampshire, are also believed to have been
raised from cones brought from Syria by
Pococke (Lovnox, Arboretum, p. 2426).

In June 1660 Pococke attended the vice-
chancellor of Oxford when he waited upon
Charles IT with felicitations on his happy
restoration; and on the 20th of the same
month his Hebrew professorship, together
with the canonry and lodgings at Christ
Church properly assigned thereto, was for-
mally granted him by letters patent. He
was installed on 27 July, and received the
degree of D.D. by royal letters on 20 Sept.
(CLARK, Life and Times of A. Wood, 1. 333).
Henceforward he lived in studious ease at
Christ Chureh in the lodgings of the Hebrew
professor, in the garden of which is still seen
the fig-tree, the famous ¢ Arbor Pocockiana,’
imported by the professor from Syria, ¢ prima
sui generis,’ according to Dr. White’s en-
graving preserved at Christ Church, and cer-
tainly the only ancient fig-tree on record still
existingin England (Baxter in Z'rans. Hortic.
Soc. iii. 433 ; Loupox, Arbor. p. 1367). In
1660 he published (at the cost of the Hon.
Robert Boyle) an Arabic translation (with
emendations and a new preface) of Grotius’s
tract, ‘De veritate religionis Christiane,’
undertaken in the hope of converting Mus-
lims (Woop, Athene, ed. Bliss, iv. 321).
In 1661 appeared the text and translation
of the Arabic poem, ‘ Lamiato 'l Ajam, Car-
men . . . Tograi, with grammatical and ex-
planatorynotes, produced at the Oxford press
under the superintendence of Samuel Clarke
[q. v.], architypographus to the university,
who appended a treatise of his own on Arabic
prosody (separate pagination and title 1661);
and in 1663 Pococke brought out the Arabic
text and Latin translation of the ‘Historia
compendiosa dynastiarum’ of Abu-1-Faraj
(Bar Hebrxus), of which an excerpt had
formed the text of the ¢Specimen’ thirteen
years before. Though dedicated to the king,
this memorable work attracted little notice
at the time. A severe illness in 1663 left him
permanently lame, but did not long arrest his
energy. Helent Castell Ethiopic manuscripts
for his great ‘Lexicon Heptaglotton,” puh-
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lished in 1669, and translated the cate-
chism (1671) and the principal parts of the
liturgy of the church of England into Arabic
(¢ Partes preecipuz liturgize Eccl. Angl, ling.
Arab. 1674 ; later editions 1826, 1837); but
his chief work in these later years was his
elaborate and comprehensive commentary on
the minor prophets, which issued at intervals
from the university press: Micah and Malachi
in 1677, Hosea in 1685, and Joel in 1691.

Pococke shared in the cathedral and college
work at Christ Church. He was censor theo-
logiee in 1662, treasurer in 1665, and several
times held proxies to act for the dean or other
authority. He was present at chapters as
late as July 1688. "When James II visited
Oxford in1687, Pococke was the senior doctor
present (CLARK, Life and Times of Wood,
iii. 231, 234), and he was long a delegate of
the university press. John Locke (1632-1704)
'[:(:1. v.], who was long intimate with him at
Christ Church, wrote of him to Humphrey
Smith (23 July 1703): ¢ The Christian worldis
awitness of his great learning, that the works
he published would not sufferto be concealed,
nor could his devotion and piety be hid, and
be unobserved inacollege, where his constant
and regular assisting at the cathedral service,
never mterrupted by sharpness of weather,
and scarce restrained by downright want of
health, shewed the temper and disposition of
his mind ; but his other virtues and excellent
qualities had so strong and close a covering
of modesty and unaffected humility’ that
they were apt to be overlooked by the un-
observant. Though ‘the readiest to com-
municate to any one that consulted him,’ ¢ he
had often the silence of a learner where he
had the knowledge of a master. . . . Though
aman of the greatest temperance in himself,
and the farthest from ostentation and vanity
in his way of living, yet he was of a liberal
mind, and given to hospitality. . . . His name,
which was in great esteem beyond sea, and
that deservedly, drew on him visits from all
foreigners of learning who came to Oxford.
. . . le was always unaffectedly cheerful. . . .
His life appeared to me one constant calm’
(Woop, ed. Bliss, iv. 322).

Pococke died on 10 Sept. 1691, at one
o'clock in the morning (CrARk, Life and
Tovmes of Wood, iii.871); ¢his only distemper
was great old age’ (TweLLs, i.81). Ile was
buried in the north aisle of the cathedral,
near his son Richard (who had died in 1660),
but his monument, a bust erected by his
widow, which was originally on the east of
the middle window in the north aisle of the
nave, was removed during the restorations
about thirty years ago to the south aisle of
the nave. Two portraits are preserved in the

Bodleian Library : one, in the gallery, repre-
sents a man in the prime of life, with light
hair, moustache, and tuft on chin, dark eyes,
and mild expression; the other, on the stair-
case, belongs to his old age, and shows white
hair and pointed beard (HEARNE, ed. Doble,
ii. 56, says ¢ the Master of University College
has the picture of Dr. Pococke’). An en-
graving, after a portrait by W. Green, is pre-
fixed to the 1740 edition of his works (Brom-
LeY). Hisvalnable collection of 420 oriental
manuscripts was bought by the university in
1693 for 6007., and is in the Bodleian (cata-
logued in BERNARD, Cut. Libr. MSS. pp. 274
278,and in later special catalogues),and some
of his printed books were acquired by the
Bodleian in 1822, by bequest from the Rev.
C. Francis of Brasenose (MACRAY, Annals of
the Bodl. Libr. p. 161). His own annotated
copy of the ‘Specimen’ is among these. Three
letters from Pococke are printed in the cor-
respondence of Gerard J. Vossius (Ep. cel.
virorum nempe G. J. Voss. Nos. cvii, cexxxix,
and ccexxxvi, dated 1630, 1636, 1642, all
from Oxford), in the second of which he
refers to his collection of Arabic proverbs
and to his project of editing Abu-l-Faraj
(whom he does not name, but clearly indi-
cates), while in the third herefers to Grotius’s
‘De Veritate’ and to his own intention of
translating the church catechism into Arabic
for the instruction of his Syrian friends—a
project not realised till nearly thirty years
later. The same collection contains two
letters from Vossius to Pococke in 1630
and 1641 (pp. 159, 383). There are also
letters of Pococke in the British Museum
(Harl, 376, fol. 143, Sloane, 4276, Addit.
22905, the last two to Samuel Clarke, dated
1657).

- Of his six sons, the eldest, EDwArD Po-
COoCKE (1648-1727), baptised on 13 Oct. 1648,
matriculated at Christ Church in 1661, was
elected student, became chaplain to the Earl
of Pembroke (CLARK, Life and Timesof Wood,
iii. 878), canon of Salishury, 1675, and rector
of Minall (Mildenhall), Wiltshire, 1692 (Fos-
TER, Alumni Oxon.) He followed his fatherin
oriental studies, and published in 1671 (with
a preface by his father) a Latin translation
of Ibn al Tufail, which Ockley afterwards
turned into English (1711). Healso began
an editionof the Arabictext, with Latintrans-
lation, of ‘Abdollatiphi Ilistoriee Aigypti
Compendium,’in collaboration with his father,
who had discovered the manuseript in Syria.
According to Hearne (ed. Doble, i. 224),
Pococke the father began this edition and
translation of the celebrated twelfth-century
traveller and physician ; but when the worl
had been partly printed the Latin type was
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wanted by Bishop Fell, who at this time
was omnipotent at the University press, and
the translation had to be stopped, ¢ which so
vexed the good old man, Dr. Pocock, y* he
could never be prevail'd to go on any farther.’
This part is doubtless the printed copy which
stops at p. 96, and has no title or date; but
it has generally been ascribed to Pococke
the son, who appears to have completed a
rough draft of the translation of the whole
work (mentioned by Hunt in his ‘ Proposals,’
dated 1746, See White's edition, reprinting
Pococke’s to p.99; and S. pE Sacy, Relation
de I Egypte, par Abd-allatif, xii). He wasex-
pected to succeed to his father’s Arabic pro-
fessorship (CLAREK, Life and Times of Wood,
iii. 878). ¢’Tis said he understands Arabick
and other oriental Tongues very well, but
wanted Friendsto get him y® Professorships
of Hebrew and Arabick at Oxford’ (HLEARNE,
ed. Doble, ii. 63), and Dr. Thomas Hyde
(1636-1703) [q. v.], Bodley’s librarian, was
appointed. Pococke apparently abandoned
further oriental researches, and died in 1727.
Thomas Pococke, another son, baptised on
21 April 1652, matriculated at Christ Church
in 1667, became rector of Morwenstow, and
afterwards of Peter Tavy, Devonshire, and
published a translation of Manasseh ben
Israel’s ¢ De Termino Vite,” London, 1700.
Henry was born on 9 May 1654. Richard,
baptised on 4 Jan. 1655-6, died on 7 Nov.
1666, and is buried in Christ Church Cathe-
dral. Robert, baptised on 8 March 1657-8,
was a Westminster scholar at Christ Church.
Charles (baptised on 22 Jan. 1660-1), was
also at Christ Church, and became rector of
Cheriton Bishop, Devonshire,in1690(FosTER,
Alumni Ozon. ; Childrey baptismal register).

[The Life of Dr. Pococke was begun by
Humphrey Smith of Queen’s College, Oxford,
vicar of Townstalland St. Saviour’s, Dartmouth,
assisted by Edward Pococke the younger, and
Hearne (Collections, ed. Doble, ii. 4) expected
its completion by midsummer 1707; but Smith
never finished the work. It appears also that Mr.
Richard Pococke had a manuseript ¢ Life of Po-
cock the Orientalist’ (HEARNE, L.¢.11.10),while Dr.
Arthur Charlett [q. v.], master of University Col-
lege, had Pococke’s letters, and meant to write his
life (Id.,ib.iii.77). Smith's materials, including a
consecutive memoir completed to 1663, together
with Charlett’s letters, were then entrusted by
the Rev. John Pococke, grandson of the profes-
sor, to Leonard Twells, rector of St. Matthews,
Friday Street, and St. Peter’s, Cheap, London,
and the latter prefixed a full biography to his
edition of ‘ The Theological Works of the learned
Dr. Pocock,” 2 vols. fol. London, 1740, where
the particulars of his sources are given. This bio~
graphy was reprinted in ‘The Lives of Dr. Ed-
ward Pocock. . . Dr, Zachary Pearce,’ &ec., 2 vols.

1816, and is the chief authority for the pre-
ceding article, in which the references are to the
original edition. The spelling of the name Po-
cocke or Pocock varies not only in the contem-
porary authorities and in the records of the
chapter-house at Christ Church (according to the
taste of the clerks), but also in the baptismal
registers at Childrey, and on the title-pages and
prefaces of Pococke’'s own books. His Micah
and Malachi of 1677 have no final ¢ to his name,
but Hosea, 1685, and Joel, 1691, spell the name
Pococke. His monument in the cathedral has
no e. It is not unlikely that he spelt it indif-
ferently both ways, but the only two signatures
observed in his own handwriting have the final
e: one is in his manusecript collection of Arabic
proverbs (Poc. 392, in the Bodleian), and was
written on 10 April 1637 ; the other is signed in
the Christ Church chapter-book, 28 June 1686.
In addition to the other authorities cited above,
information must beacknowledged from the Rev.
T. Fowler, president of Corpus; the Rev. S. R.
Driver, canon of Christ Church; the Chapter
books, Christ Church; D. S. Margoliouth, Lau-
dian professor of Arabic; F.Madan, sub-libra-
rian of the Bodleian; W. T. Thiselton-Dyer,
C.M.G.; Rev. J. G. Cornish, who examined the
registers at Childrey; R. L. Poole; British Mu-~
seum and Bodleian Catalogues, and prefaces, &ec.
of Pococke's works.] S.

POCOCKE, RICHARD (1704-1765),
traveller, was born at Southampton in 1704.
He was the son of Richard Pococke, LL.B.,
rector of Colmer, Hampshire, and after-
wards headmaster of the King Edward VI
Free Grammar School, and curate, under
sequestration, of All Saints’ Church in
Southampton ; his mother was Elizabeth,
only daughter of the Rev. Isaac Milles [q.v.],
rector of Ilighclere, Hampshire. He was
educated by his grandfather Milles, at his
school at Highclere rectory. He matriculated
at Corpus Christi College, Oxford, 13 July
1720, and graduated B.A. 1725, B.C.L.1731,
D.C.L 1733. In1725he wasappointed tothe
precentorship of Lismore Cathedral by his
uncle, Thomas Milles[q. v.], bishop of Water-
ford and Lismore, of whose dioceses he in
1734 became vicar-general. From 1733 to
1736 he made tours in France, Italy, and
other parts of Europe, with his cousin Jere-
miah Milles [q. v.], dean of Exeter. Imbued
with a passion for travel, he planned a visit
to the East. On 29 Sept. 1737 he reached
Alexandria, and proceeded to Rosetta, where
he visited Cosmas, the Greek patriarch. He
endeavoured to discover the site of Memphis,
and visited Lake Moeris. In December he
embarked for Upper Egypt, and on 9 Jan.
1738 reached Dendereh. He visited Thebes,
but did not go up the Nile beyond Phile. The
traveller Frederick LewisNorden [q. v.] went
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as far as Derr, and the two explorers passed
one another in the night, Norden going up
the Nile and Pococke returning. Pococke
reached Cairo in February 1738. e next
visited Jerusalem, and bathed in the Dead
Sea, to test a statement of Pliny’s. Te
travelled in northern Palestine, and ex-
plored Balbec. He also visited Cyprus,
Candia (where he ascended Mount Ida),
parts of Asia Minor, and Greece. Leaving
Cephalonia, he landed at Messina in Novem-
ber 1740. He visited Naples, and twice as-
cended Vesuvius. He passed through Ger-
many, and on 19 June 1741, with an armed
party, explored the Mer de Glace in the
valley of Chamounix, where a boulder has
been in remembrance inscribed by the Swiss
¢Richard Pococke, 1741 Asthe travellers
stood on the ice, they drank the health of
Admiral Vernon. An account of the ex-
pedition appeared in the ¢ Mercure de
Suisse’ for 1743, and Pococke came to be
regarded as the pioneer of Alpine travel.
Pococke returned to England in 1742, and
in 1743 published vol. i. of ¢ A Description
of the East, containing ‘ Observations on
Egypt.” Vol ii. of the ¢ Description,’ con-
sisting of observations on Palestine, Syria,
Mesopotamia, Cyprus, Candia, Asia Minor,
Gieece, and parts of Europe, was published
in 1745, and dedicated to the Farl of Ches-
terfield, lord lieutenant of Ireland, to whom
Pococke was domestic chaplain. The work
attained great celebrity, and Gibbon (De-
cline and Fall, chap. 1i. note 69) described
it as of ¢superior learning and dignity,
though he objected that its author too often
confounded what he had seen with what he
had heard.

In 1744 Pococke was made precentor of
‘Waterford, and in 1745 Philip Dormer Stan-
hope, earl of Chesterfield [q.v.], gave him
the archdeaconry of Dublin. In 1756 he
was appointed to the bishopric of Ossory,
and, on settling in the palace of Kilkenny,
began the restoration of the cathedral church
of St. Canice, then in a ruinous state. He
personally superintended the workmen,
sometimes from four o’clock in the morning
(Ledwich in VArrawcey’s Collectanea, ii.
460-2). He encouraged Irish manufactures,
and about 1763 established the Lintown
factory in the suburbs of Kilkenny for the
instruction of boys, chiefly foundlings, in the
art of weaving. Under the name of ¢Po-
cocke College,’ the institution is still carried
on, on a new system, by the Incorporated
Society for Promoting English Protestant
Schools in Treland. In June 1765 Pococke
was translated from Ossory to Elphin,
Bishop Gore being then promoted to Meath.

Gore, however, declined to take out his
patent, on account of the expense, and Po-
cocke was in July translated to the bishopric
of Meath. Inthe demesneat Ardbraccan he
planted the seeds of cedars of Lebanon, still
standing.

Pococke, at various periods of his life,
made several tours in England, Scotland,
and Ireland. Of these he wrote, and arranged
for publication, full descriptive accounts,
sometimes illustrated by his own drawings.
These manuscripts have only been printed
in recent years, or Pococke, rather than
Thomas Pennant [q. v.], would have been
reputed the first systematic explorer of com-
paratively unknown regions of Great Britain.
His tours in England were made chiefly
from 1750 to 1757 and in later years, and
the descriptions are simply written and ex-
act in detail. He made an Irish tour in
1752, the account of which is valuable as
illustrating the social condition of Ireland,
especially in Connaught. Starting from
Dublin, he went north to the Giant’s Cause-
way, concerning which he published papers
in the ¢ Philosophical Transactions’ for 1748
and 1753. He visited Donegal, Erris, Achill,
and Belmullet, travelling—as usual on his
tours—on horseback, with outriders. Ile
had previously made an Irish tour in 1749
through Connaught, Clare, Kerry, and Cork,
but the manuscript account has never been
published. Pococke made various observa-
tions on the natural history of Ireland, and
a paper by him on ‘Irish Antiquities’ was
printed in the ¢ Archeologia,’ vol. ii. Hegave
assistance to Mervyn Archdall [q. v.], his
chaplain, when bishop of Ossory, in the pre-
paration of his ¢ Monasticon Hibernicum.’

Pococke visited Scotland in 1747 and
1750, and in April 1760 started for a six
months’ journey, during which he visited
Tona and the Orkneys, Sutherland and Caith-
ness. He was made burgess of Aberdeen,
Glasgow, and other Scottish cities, and re-
turned to London on 29 Oct. 1760.

Pococke died of apoplexy in September
1765 at Charleville near Tullamore, Ireland,
while on a visitation. He was buried in
Bishop Montgomery’s tomb at Ardbraccan,
and on the south side of the monument is a’
small slab with a memorial inseription.
There is also a monument to him in the
cathedral of St. Canice, Kilkenny. A por-
trait of Pococke in oils hangs in the board-
room in Harcourt Street, Dublin, of the In-
corporated Society for Promoting English
Protestant Schools, and is reproduced in
Kemp’s edition of Pococke’s ¢ Tours in Scot-
land’ (frontispiece). A full-length portrait
of him in Turkish dress, by Liotard, was once
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in the possession of Milles, dean of Exeter.
Pococke is described by Richard Cumber-
land (Memoirs) as a man of solemn air, ¢of
mild manners, and primitive simplicity.” In
conversation he was remarkably reticent
about his travels. Mrs. Delany, whom Po-
cocke entertained when archdeacon of Dub-
lin, found her host and his entertainments
dull. Bishop Forbes, however, speaks of his
geniality when on one of his Scottish tours.
Pococlke was a member of the Egyptian Club
(N1cuors, Lit. Anecd. v. 334) and of the
Spalding Society, and was elected a fellow of
the Royal Society on 11 Feb, 1741.

Pococke’s collection of Greek, Roman, and
English coins and medals was sold in London
at auction by Langford on 27-28 May 1766.
The ‘Sale Catalogue’ consists of 117 lots, in-
cluding some ancient jewellery (priced copyin
Department of Coins, Brit. Mus.) His col-
lection of antiquities, and his minerals and
fossils (partly collected in his Scottish travels),
were sold by Langford on 5-6 June 1766.
By his will Pococke left his property (which
consisted partly of an estate at Newtown,
Hampshire) in trust ito the Incorporated
Society for Promoting English Protestant
Schools in Ireland for the purpose of endow-
ing the weaving-school at Lintown ¢for
Papist boys who shall be from 12 to 16 years
old . . . said boys to be bred to the Protestant
Religion, and to be apprenticed to the Society
for seven years.” His sister, Elizabeth Po-~
cocke, had a life interest in his property.
Pococke left his manuscripts to the British
Museum. Some of these were handed over
on 9 May 1766, but several volumes were
withheld and remained in .private hands.
The manuscript of the Scotch tours and two
volumes of travels in England were bought
by the British Museum at the sale of Dean
Milles’s library at Sotheby’s on 15 April
1843 for 33/, TFurther volumes of travels
through England were purchased by the mu-
seum at the sale of Dawson Turner’slibrary
in 1859. The original manuscript of the
‘Tour in Irelandin 1752’ is at Trinity Col-
lege, Dublin. Among Pococke’s manuscripts
in the British Museum are the minutes
and registers of the Philosophical Society
at Dublin from 1683 to 1687 and in later
years, with copies of the papers read.

here are also manuscripts relating to his
travels in Egypt (PrincE IBrAnIM-HiLvy,
Lit. of Egypt, 1i. pp. 124, 125).

Pococke’s published writings are as fol-
lows: 1. ¢ A Description of the East and
some other Countries,” 2 vols. London, 1743-
1745 fol., with 178 plates. This is reprinted
in Pinkerton’s ¢ General Collection of Voy-
ages,’” vols, x. and xv. There is a French

translation, 7 vols. Paris, 1772-3, 12mo; a
German translation, Erlangen, 1754-5, 4to ;
and a Dutch translation, Utrecht, 1776-86.
2, ¢Inscriptionum antiquarum Graeec. et
Lat. liber. Accedit Numismatum . . . in
Agypto cusorum .. . Catalogus, &c. By
J. Milles and R. Pococke, [London], 1752, -
fol. 3. ¢Tours in Scotland, 1747, 1750, 1760,
edited with biographical sketch by D. W,
Kemp, 1887 (Scottish History Society Pub-
lications, vol. 1.) 4. ‘The Tour of Dr. R.
Pococke .. . through Sutherland and Caith-
ness in 1760,” ed. D. W, Kemp, 1888 (Sutker-
land Association Papers). 5. ‘The Travels
through England of Dr. R. Pococke,” ed.
J. J. Cartwright, 1888, 4to (Camden Soc.
new ser. xlii.) 6. ¢ Pococke’s Tour in Ireland
in 1752, ed. G. T. Stokes, Dublin, 1891,
8vo.

[Memoirin Nichols’s Lit. Anecd. ii. 157 ; Geor-
gian Era, 1854, 1ii. 16 f.; Foster’s Alumni Oxon. ;
Graves and Prim’s Hist. of St. Canice, 1857,
passim ; introductions to the editions of Pococke's
Travels, by D. W. Kemp, J. J. Cartwright, and
G. T. Stokes; Brit. Mus, Cat. and authorities
cited above.] Ww. W,

POE, LEONARD (4. 1631 ?), physician,
whose family came originally, it is said, from
the Rhenish Palatinate, was in 1590 in the
service of the Earl of Essex. Iissex, after
many vain appeals to the College of Phy-
sicians, secured from that body on 13 July
1596 a license enabling Poe to practise medi-
cine (Hist. MSS. Comm. 8th Rep. pt. 1. p. 228).
Although he was thereby permitted to treat
venereal, cutaneous, and calculous diseases,
gout and simple tertian ague, in all other
fevers and in all severe diseases he was re-
quired to call to his assistance a member of
the college (MuNx, College of Physicians, 1.
149). On 30 June 1598 he was ordered to be
imprisoned and deprived of his license, but’
soon made terms with the college. Despite
the suspicion with which the profession re-
garded him, his practice was large in fashion-"
able society, and his reputation stood fairly
high. On 11 Dec. 1606, at the suggestion of
the Earls of Southampton, Northampton, and
Salisbury, all restrictions on his license were
removed. On 12 Jan. 1609 he was made.
ordinary physician of the king’s household
(State Papers, Dom. index to warrant bools,
P. 77), and on 7 July the persistent influence
of his aristocratic patrons led to his election
as fellow of the College of Physicians (Zlist.
MS. Comm. ubi supra). He had a mandate
on 22 July 1615 to be created M.D., and ap-
parently obtained the degree at Cambridge.

In April 1612 he was one of the three
physicians in attendance on Lord-treasurer
Salisbury (State Papers, Dom, James I, 1xviii.



Poer

15

Pogson

104), and was present at his death on 24 May
following (Iust. MSS. Comm. 10th Rep.
part iv. p. 16). On 6 June 1625 he attended
the death of Orlando Gibbons [q.v.], the
musical composer, and made the post-mortem
(. Car. 1, ii1. 37). Hedied on 4 April 1631,
when Sir Edward Alston [q. v.] was elected
a fellow in his place. His son Theophilus
matriculated from Broadgate Hall, Oxford,
1623-4, 6 Feb., ®t. 15.

[Hist. MSS. Comm. 10th Rep. pt. iv. p. 10,
8th Rep. pt. 1. p. 228, 12th Rep. i. 198, 292,435 ;
Munk’s Coll. of Phys.; Burke’s Land\eird G[r{mtsry.]

POER. [See also Poor and POWER.]

POER, ROGER Lk (d. 1186), one of the
conquerors of Ireland, belonged to a family
which is said to have derived its name from
Poher, one of the ancient divisions of Brit-
tany; other accounts make the name the
equivalent of Puer, or, still less probably, of
Pauper. In the reign of Henry IT, William
le Poer held lands in Oxfordshire, Hereford-
shire, and Gloucestershire, and Robert le
Poer in Oxfordshire (Pipe Rolls, 18 Henry
1II.p.32; SWEETMAN,1.41,129,132). Roger,
Robert, William, and Simon le Poer are all
said to have taken part in the conquest of
Ireland. Roger Poer is first mentioned as a
handsome and noble youth who tool part in
the invasion of Ulster under John de Courci
[q. v.] in 1177, and won distinction at the
battle of Down. Afterwards he obtained
lands in Ossory,and was governor of Leighlin
under Hugh de Lacy, first lord of Meath[%. v.]
Payment was made for his expenses in going
to Ireland in 1186 (25.1.86). In the same year
he was killed, with many of his followers,
while fighting in Ossory (Gir. CaMBR. Ex-
pugnatio Hibernica,ap. Op.iv. 341, 354,387 ;
Book of Howth, pp. 81-4). He had married
a niece of Sir Amory de S. Laurence (25. p. 88).
There is a charter of hisin the ‘Chartulary of
St. Mary, Dublin,’ i. 252.

RoserT LE PoER (A. 1190) was one of the
marshals in the court of Henry II. He ac-
counts for lands in Yorkshire, 1166-7, and
had charge of the forest of Galtris in that
county in 1169 and 1172. He is mentioned
in the royal service in 1171, and apparently
accompanied Henry on his Irish expedition
(Pipe Rolls, Henry II. esp. 18, pp. 32, 56).
In 1174 he was in charge of Brabangon mer-
cenaries who were being sent home from Eng-
land (Eyrox, Itinerary of Henry 11, p.183).
In 1176 he was one of four knights sent into
Ireland by the king, and was made custos of
Waterford, his territory including all the
land between Waterford and the water of
Lismore, and Ossory. Giraldus, who calls him

a marcherlord, blames him as ¢ tam ignobilis,
tam strenuitate carens’(Op.iv.352-3). He
was still in charge of Waterford in 1179 (2.
iv. 65; SWEETMAN, i. 58). In 1188, when
returning with Ralph Fraser from a pilgri-
mage to St. James of Compostella, he was
seized by Count Raymond of Toulouse.
Richard, the future king, who was then Count
of Poitou, would pay no ransom for the
lnights, declaring that Raymond’s conduct
in seizing pilgrims was an outrage. Philip
Augustus ordered Raymond to surrender his
prisoners, but Raymond refused,and thus the
incident led to Richard’s invasion of Toulouse
in 1188 (Gesta Henrict, ii. 35). Robert
occurs as witness to a charter in Ireland be-
tween 1186 and 1194, Heis said tohave been
an ancestor of the Poers, barons of Dunoyle,
of the Poers, barons le Poer and Coroghmore,
and of Eustace le Poer, viscount Baltinglas,
in the time of Henry VIII. He may be the
father of that Robert Poer who was one of
the great Irish noblesin 1221, and died before
November 1228, having a son and heir, John
le Poer (SWEETMAN, 1.1001,1635,2646, 3014).
Of other members of the family, William
and Simon le Poer were brothers ( Chart. St.
Mary, Dublin,i.4,21). William was governor
of Waterford about 1180 (GIR. CAMBR. iv.
354), and is mentioned as crossing to Ireland
in 1184-5, and his name occurs as late as 1200
(SWEETMAN, i. 75,129, 132; Ckart. St. Mary,
i. 114,116, 123,126). Roger, Robert, Wil-
liam, and Simon may all have been brothers.
RANULF LE PoER (d. 1182), who held land in
Shropshire, and was killed by theWelsh when
sheriff of Gloucestershire in 1182, may have
been of an elder generation ( Gesta Henrici, 1.
351 ; ExToN, Itinerary,pp.186,193). WALTER
1E PoER (/. 1220) was another member of the
family, who was employed in various missions
in Warwickshire and Worcestershire in 1215.
He was sheriff of Devonshire in 1222, and a
collector of the fifteenth in Worcestershire in
1226. In the lastyearhe was a justice itine-
rant in Gloucestershire, and in 1227 held the
same post for the counties of Oxford, Here-
ford, Stafford, and Salop (Pat. Rolls, p.128;
Close Rolls, i. 226, 449, ii. 145, 1561, 205).
(Giraldus Cambrensis, Expugnatio Hibernica
in vol. iv. of the Rolls edit.; Gesta Henrici,
ascribed to Benedict Abbas ; Book of Howth in
Calendar of the Carew MSS, ; Eyton’s Court-and
Itinerary of Henry II; Pipe Rolls for Henry II
(Pipe Rolls Soc.); Sweetman’s Calendar of Docu-
ments relating to Ireland, vol. i. ; Foss’s Judges
of England, ii. 446; G. E. C.s Completo Peer-
age, vi. 259.] Gl K.
POGSON, NORMAN ROBERT (1829~
1891), astronomer, son of George Owen Pog-
son of Nottingham, was born in that town
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on 23 March 1829, Acting under the advice
of Mr.J. R. Hind, foreign secretary of the
Royal Astronomical Society, Pogson, in 1847,
at the age of eighteen, calculated the orbits
of two comets. During the three following
years several other comets and the recently
discoveredminorplanetIris, claimed hisatten-
tion. Thisled to his appointment as anassis-
tant at the South Villa Observatory, London.
After a short stay there he obtained the post
of assistant at the Radcliffe Observatory, Ox-
ford, in 1852, and it was here that he began
his course of discoveries, which soon made
him known as a first-class observer. Whileat
Oxford, between 1856 and 1857, he discovered
four minor planets: Amphitrite, 2 March
1854 ; Isis, 23 May 1856; Ariadne, 15 April
1857; Hestia, 16 Aug. 1857. For the dis-
covery of Isis he was awarded the Lalande
medal of the French Academy.

Much of his time at Oxford was devoted
to variable stars, but the archives of the Rad-
cliffe Observatory between 1852 and 1858
show that the more ordinary work was in
no way neglected. In 1854he assisted at the
famousexperimentsfor determining the mean
density of the earth, conducted by Sir George
Airy, the astronomer-royal at the Harton
Colliery. Airy accorded him his hearty
thanks, and remained his cordial friend
through life.

In 1859 Pogson was appointed director of
the Hartwell Observatory belonging to John
Lee (1783-1866) [q. v.] There his time was
spent in the study of variable and double
stars, the search for asteroids, and the forma-
tion of star charts. During the two years he
remained at Hartwell the ¢ Monthly Notices
of the Royal Astronomical Society’ for 1859
1860 contain fourteen papers from his pen
regarding variable stars and minor planets,
while he communicated several papers to the
British Association,and made some valuable
contributions to the ¢ Speculum Hartwellia-
num.” In October 1860 he was appointed by
Sir Charles Wood, secretary of state for In-
dia, government astronomer at Madras. Sir
John Herschel wrote at this timeof his ¢ con-
spicuous zeal, devotion to and great success
in the science of astronomy ;’ and C. Piazzi
Smyth bore testimony to his ‘unwearied
diligence, enthusiastic zeal, and signal suc-
cess)

Pogson reached Madras early in 1861, full
of high hopes as to the work he would ac-
complish, He soon discovered another minor
planet, which he named Asia, as being the
first discovered by an observer in that con-
tinent, Between 1861and 1868 he discovered
no less than five minor planets, and seven
variable stars were added to his list of dis-

coveries between 1862 and 1865, and an
eighth in 1877. The chief work carried on
by Pogson at the Madras Observatory was
twofold : first, the preparation of a star cata-
logue, for which 51,101 observations were
made between 1862 and 1887 ; secondly, the
formation of a variable star atlas, begun at
Oxford in 1853, and carried on with remark-
able perseverance. The catalogues, which
were to accompany the atlas, contained the
positions of upwards of sixty thousand stars,
observed entirely by Pogson himself, Un-
happily they are still unpublished. Pogson
observed the total eclipse of the sun on
18 Aug. 1868 at Masulipatam, and was the
first to observe the bright line spectrum of
the Corona.

He remained for thirty years government
astronomer at Madras and, during the whole
of that time he took no leave. His devo-
tion to his science and his anxiety to publish
his works induced him to remain so long
that his health at last failed, and he died at
his post in June 1891 in his sixty-third year.
He was a fellow of the Royal Astronomical
Society, and the Indian government nomi-
nated him a companion of the Indian Empire.

Pogson’s chief interest as an astronomer
lay in observations with the equatoreal and
meridian circle, and in the use of these in-
struments he had few equals. Asan observer
only one or two contemporaries could equal
him. Inall, he discovered nine minor planets
between the orbits of Mars and Jupiter, and
twenty-one new variable stars. He had an
exhaustive knowledge of the literature of
his subject.

His first wife, whom he married in 1849
at the early age of twenty, was Elizabeth
Ambrose, who died in 1869, leaving a large
family. On 25 Oct. 1883 he married Edith
Louisa Stopford, daughter of Lieutenant-
colonel Charles W. Sibley of her majesty’s
64th regiment, and by her had three children,
one of whom died in infancy.

[Royal Astronomical Society’s Transactions,
1891 ; private information.] H. MV

POINGDESTRE, JEAN (1609-1691),
writer on the laws and history of Jersey,
born in the parish of St. Saviour in the island
of Jersey, and baptised on 16 April 1609, was
the eldest son of Edward Poingdestre, by his
second wife, Pauline Ahier. He was among
the first to obtain one of the scholarships
founded at Oxford by CharlesI on behalf of
Jersey students, and 1n 1636 was elected a fel-
low of Exeter College, Oxford. He wasalways
considered an accomplished classical scholar,
and held the fellowship till 1648, when he
| was' ejected by the parliamentary party.
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Meanwhile he received an appointment
under Lord Digby, and on the outbreak of
the civil wars returned to Jersey, where he
took part, under Sir George de Carteret, in
the defence of Elizabeth Castle against the
parliamentarians. After the capitulation of
this fortress in 1651 he went into voluntary
exile until the Restoration, In January
1668-9 the bailiff of Jersey nominated him
his lieutenant, and he also became jurat.
In 1676, however, he resigned his appoint-
ment of lieutenant-bailiff in deference to
complaints which were made of the uncon-
stitutional way in which he had been ap-
pointed jurat, but he retained this latter
post until his death. During the last years
of his life he occupied himself chiefly in
preparing various works relating to the
history and laws of Jersey. He died in
1691.

Poingdestre’s history of Jersey (‘Ceesarea,
or a Discourse of the Island of Jersey’),
written in 1682, and presented by the author
to James II, is one of the most accurate
works on the island, and forms the basis of
all that is trustworthy in Falle’s ¢ History of
Jersey.”’ DBut it is as a commentator on the
laws and customs of Jersey that Poing-
destre deserves chief commendation ; and his
works on this subject are superior to those
of Philip Le Geyt [q. v.] Inso far as they
relate to the law on real property his ¢ Com-
mentaires sur ’Ancienne Cotitume de Nor-
mandie, and ‘Commentaires sur la Cofitume
Réformée de Normandie,” are of the highest
authority. In 1685 Poingdestre was nomi-
nated one of the committee commissioned to
draw up an abstract of the charters granted
by various monarchs to the inhabitants of
Jersey, and this work, known as ¢Les Pri-
vileges de 1'Ile,” is still extant in manu-
seript.

[Ahier’s Tableaux Historiques de la Civilisa~
tion & Jersey, p. 342 ; Le Geyt's Works, Preface
and vol. iv, p. 65 also MS.; Falle’s Hist. of Jersey
(Durell’s ed.), p. 279; La Croix’s Les Etats, p.
58 ; Payne’s Armorial of Jersey; Commissioners’
Report, Jersey, 1860; preface to ¢Cuwmsarea,’
Société Jersiaise, 1889.] P. L. M.

POINS. [See Poyxrz.]

POINTER, JOHN (1668-1754), anti-
quary, born at Alkerton, Oxfordshire, on
19 May 1668, claimed to be descended from
Sir William Pointer of Whitchurch, Hamp-
shire. Tlis father, also called John, was

rector of Alkerton from 1663 till his death in-

1710, and his mother was Elizabeth (d. 1709),

daunghter of John Iobel, a London merchant.

He was educated first at Banbury grammar

school, and then at Preston school, North-
VOL, XLVI,

amptonshire, and matriculated from Merton
College, Oxford, on 24 Jan. 1686-7. He
graduated B.A. 1691, and M.A, 1694,
Pointer took holy orders, being ordained
deacon on 24 Dec. 1693, and priest on 23 Sept.
1694, and from 1693 until he resigned the
office in 1722 he was chaplain to his college,
He was instituted in September 1694 to the
rectory of Slapton, Northamptonshire, which
he retained for his life. He was lord of the
manor of Keresley in Warwickshire, and in
December 1722 he came into other property
in the parish. He died on 16 Jan. 1754 in
the house of his niece, Mrs. Bradborne of
Chesterton in Worfield, Shropshire, and was
buried in the chancel of Worfield parish
church on 1§ Jan. A tablet, now in the
north aisle, was erected to his memory.
Pointer was author of: 1. ¢ An Account
of a Roman pavement lately found at Stuns-
field, Oxfordshire,” 1713 ; dedicated to Dr.
Holland, warden of Merton Coollege. When
it was censured as ‘a mean performance,
Pointer vindicated it in an advertisement
containing laudatory references to it from
Bishop White Kennett, Dr. Musgrave, and
others. 2. ‘Chronological IIistory of Eng-
land,” 1714, 2 vols. Very complete in de-
seription of events occurring after 1660. It
was intended that the narrative should end
with the peace of Utrecht, and it was all
printed, but the second volume was not pub-
lished until after the death of Queen Anne,
when the history was brought down to her
death, although the index only ran to the
earlier date. Six supplements, each con-
taining the incidents of a year, and the last
two with the name of ¢ Mr. Brockwel’ on
the title-page, carried it on to the close
of July 1720. For his share in this com-
ilation Pointer received from Lintot, on
24 Dec. 1713, the sum of 10/ 155, (NIcHOLS,
Lit. Anecdotes, viii. 299). 3. ¢ Miscellanea
in usum juventutis Academice, 1718. It
contained the characters, chronology, and a
catalogue of the classic. authors with in-
structions for reading them, pagan mytho-
logy, Latin exercises, and the corrections of
palpable mistakes by English historians.
4. A Rational Account of the Weather,’
1723 ; 2nd ed. corrected and much enlarged,
1788. It was pointed out in the ¢ Gentle-
man’s Magazine,’ 1748 (pp. 256-6), that this
volume supplied the groundwork of ‘The
Shepherd of Banbury’s Rules to judge of
the Weather, by John Claridge, shepherd.’
5. ¢ Britannia Romana, or Roman antiquities
in Britain, viz., coins, camps, and public
roads,’ 1724, 6. ¢ Britannia Triumphans, oran
Historical Account of some of the most signal
Naval Victories ghtained by the Englishover
C
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the Spaniards,’ 1743. 7. ‘Oxoniensis Aca-
demia, or the Antiquities and Cauriosities of
the University of Oxford,’ 1749 ; the manu-
seript is in Rawlinson MS. B. No. 405, at
the Bodleian Library. It contains much
curious detail on the history of the several
colleges. Two gifts by him to the Bodleian
Library are set out on page 143 (cf. MACRAY,
Annals of Bodl. Libr. 2nd edit. pp. 222-3)
[see BUCKLER, BENTAMIN].

[Some manuseripts by Pointer belonged to Mr.
J. E. T. Loveday, who communicated portions
from them to Notes and Queries, 6th ser. vii,
326, 366. An extract from an old manuseript
history of his family and connections, taken by
himself from wills and other documents, was
inserted in that periodical (6th ser. x. 522) by
Mr. John Hamerton Crump of Malvern Wells,
and was subsequently printed in extenso in the
Genealogist (iii. 101-7, 232-40), Particulars of
his life were given by Pointer to Dr. Richard
Rawlinson, and are now at the Bodleian Library,
Rawlinson MSS, J. 4to, 1, fol. 274, and J. fol. 4,
fol.224. Seealso Foster’s Alumni Oxon.; Baker’s
Northamptonshire, ii. 102; Coxe’s Catalogus
MSS. in Collegiis Oxon.; information from the
Rev. E. P. Nicholas of Worfield.] W.P. C.

POINTER, WILLIAM (. 1624), poet.
[See KiprEyY.]

POITIERS, PHILIP or (d. 1208°),
bishop of Durham. [See Puirir.]

POKERIDGE, RICHARD (1690 ?-
1759), inventor of the musical glasses. [See
PockricH.]

POL (d. 573), Saint. [See PAvL]

POLACK, JOEL SAMUEL (1807-
1882), trader, and author of works on New
Zealand, was born in London of Jewish
parents on 28 March 1807. In early life he
appears to have travelled both in Europe
and America, to have done some work as
an artist, and to have served under the war
office in Africa in the commissariat and ord-
nance departments. In 1831 he emigrated
to New Zealand, and, after living for a year
at Hokianga, moved to the Bay of Islands,
a settlement still in its infancy. There he
opened a ship-chandler’s store in connection
with a broker’s business at Sydney. e paid
long visits to Sydney, for four or five months
at a time, and travelled much about New Zea-
land. He learned the Maori language, gained
the confidence of the natives, and purchased
about eleven hundred acres of land. In May
1837 he returned to London. Next year he
was a prominent witness before the select
committee of the House of Lords on New
Zealand. But his veracity being impugned
by a writer in the ‘ Times,’ Polack brought

an action against the ¢ Times, and on
2 July 1839 secured a verdict, with 1007
damages.

In 1838 Polack published ‘ New Zealand :
a Narrative of Travels and Adventures. It
gained the notice of Robert Montgomery
Martin [q. v.], editor of the ¢ Colonial Maga-
zine, who in 1838 proposed him as a member
of the newly formed Colonial Society of Lon-
don. A second and more ambitious work by
Polack,  Manners and Customs of the New
Zealanders, was published in London in
1840 (2 vols.) This book furnishes one of
the earliest accounts of the natives of New
Zealand, and displays considerable erudition
and capacity for observation; the illustra-
tions were drawn by the author,

Polack lived for a time with a sister in
Piccadilly, but eventually went to the United
States, and settled in San Francisco, where
he married the widow of William Hart, who
had also been a settler in New Zealand.
He died in San Francisco on 17 April
1882,

[Polack’s evidence before select committee of
House of Lords on New Zcaland, 1838; prefaces
of Polack’s works; Times, 2 July 1839, report of
Polack v. Lawson ; information obtained through
the agent-general for New Zealand.] C. A. H.

POLDING, JOHN BEDE (1794-1877),
first Roman catholic archbishop of Sydney,
was born in Liverpool on 18 Nov. 1794, Left
an orphan early, he was adopted by his re-
lative, Dr. Brewer, president of the English
Benedictines. e was sent at eleven years old
to be educated at Acton Burnell, the head-
quarters of the Benedictines. On 16 July
1810 he joined the Benedictine order, became
a priest 1n March 1819, and was at once ap-
pointed tutor at St. Gregory’s College, Down-
side, in Ireland. Many of his pupils were
distinguished in later Iife. In his devotion
tothe work Polding declined the see of Madras
in 1833.

On the decision to erect the vicariate-apo-
stolic of Australia into a bishoprie, Polding "
was selected for the office, and consecrated
bishop of Hiero-Ceesarea on 29 June 1834.
In September 1835 he arrived in Sydney and
devoted himself to the organisation of the
new diocese. In1841 he revisited England,
and thence went to Rome, where he was
employed on a special mission to Malta, made
a count of the holy Roman empire, and a
bishop-assistant to the papal throne. e was
a;pégginted archbishop of Sydney on 10 April

Polding’s return as an archbishop roused
a storm among members of the church of
England in Australia,but his calm and con-
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ciliatory demeanour gradually disarmed op-
position.

In 1846-8, in 1854-6, and again in 1865-
1866, Polding visited Europe to further the
interests of his see and bring out new helpers.
He was constantly traversing the remotest
parts of his diocese, which included Tas-
mania, and won the admiration and devotion
of clergy and laity. In 1871 he left for
Europe to attend the cecumenical council,
but his health broke down at Aden, and he
returned to Sydney. He died on 16 March
1877 at the Sacred Heart Presbytery, Dar-
linghurst, Sydney.

[Melbourne Argus, 17 March 1877 ; Heaton’s
Australian Dictionary of Dates.]  C. A. H.

POLE, ARTHUR (1531-1570°?), con-
spirator, born in 1531, was the eldest son of
Sir Geoffrey Pole [q.v.] and his wife Con-
stance, daughter of Sir John Pakenham. He
has been commonly confused with his uncle
Arthur, probably second son of Margaret Pole,
countess of Salisbury [q. v.], and brother of
Cardinal Pole. He was educated under the
care of Gentian Hervet, a friend of Thomas
Lupset [q. v.], and of Geoffrey and Reginald
Pole. Hisfatherand hisuncle the cardinal died
within a few days of each other in November
1558, and in December 1559 Arthur wrote,
apparently to Cecil, complaining that his
uncle had done nothing for him, and offering
his services to Queen Elizabeth. This offer
was not accepted, and Pole was soon en-
tangled in treasonable proceedings. Before
the end of the year the attentions paid to
Pole by the English catholics irritated Eliza-~
beth, and in September 1562 De Quadra
wrote to Philip that Pole was about to leave
England on the pretext of religion, ¢ but the
truth is that he is going to try his fortune,
and pretend to the erown.” He was persuaded
that, as a descendant of Edward IV’s brother,
the Duke of Clarence, his claim to the English
throne was as good as that of Mary Queen
of Scots. Through one Fortescue, who had
married hig sister, he proposed to De Quadra
to enter the Spanish service, but the Spanish
ambassador thought little of his capacity or

hisclaims,and Polenext applied tothe French.

ambassador, De Foix. But France was not
likely to support a rival to Mary, and Pole
agreed to forego his claim to the erown on
condition that he was created Duke of Cla-
rence. It was wildly suggested that Mary
might marry his younger brother Edmund
(1541-1570?).

Arthur and Edmund were encouraged in
their project by the prediction of one Prestal,
an. astrologer, that Queen Elizabeth would
die in 1568, and they plotted to raise a force

inthe Welsh marches to support Mary’s claim.
They also aps)lied to the Duke of Guise for aid.
He apparently held out hopes to them, and
they were on the point of taking ship for France
in October 1562 when they were arrested near
the Tower. They were examined by the
council, but no further'steps were taken until
after the meeting of parliament in the follow-
ing January. On 26 Feb. 1562-3 they were
found guilty of treason ; but, in consideration
of their youth and the futility of the plot,
they were not executed. They were impri-
soned in the Beauchamp Tower, Edmund in
the upper, and Arthur in the lower room.
They both carved inscriptions on the walls,
which still remain. Kdmund’s is signed
¢ At. 21 E.Poole, 1562, and Arthur’s ¢ A.D.
1568, Arthur Poole, A suae 37, A. P’ Both
died in the Tower, probably in 1570. They
were alive in January of that year, but
both are omitted from their mother’s will,
dated 12 Aug. 1570, where Thomas, the second
son, is described as the eldest. Froude, on
the authority of one of De Quadra’s letters,
states that Arthur married a daughter of the
Earl of Northumberland, but no reference
to this match is to be found in the peer-
ages.

[Cal. of Papers preserved at Simancas, passim;
Cal. State Papers, Dom, 1541-80,p. 145, For. 1562
No. 970, 1563 No. 44; Harl. MS. 421; Strype’s
Annals,1.1.546,555; Eccl. Mem. 11.i. 67 ; Wood’s
Athenz Oxon.i. 146; Sandford’s Genealog. Hist.
p- 445; Dugdale’s Baronage; Phillips’s Life of
Cardinal Pole; Bloxam’s Reg. Magdalen Coll.
Oxford, iv. 152; Aikin’s Court of Eliz. i. 354 ;
Hepworth Dixon’s Her Majesty’s Tower,ed. 1869,
pPp. 2, 241-4; Pike’s Hist. of Crime, ii. 37-9;
Froude and Lingard’s Histories ; Sussex Archaol.
Collections, xxi. 86-7; Notes and Queries, 3rd
ser, viii. 49.] A, F. P.

POLE, Stk CHARLES MORICE (1757~
1830), admiral of the fleet, born on 18 Jan.
1757, was second son of Reginald Pole of
Stoke Damerell in Devonshire, and great-
grandson of Sir John Pole of Shute, third
baronet, and of his wife Anne, daughter of
Sir William Morice [q. v(.l] In January 1770
heentered the Royal Academyin Portsmouth
Dockyard,and twoyears later was appointed
to the Thames frigate, with Captain William
Locker [q. v.] In December 1773 he was
moved into the Salisbury, of 50 guns, going
out to the East Indies with the broad pen-
nant of Commodore Sir Edward Hughes
[q. v.], by whom he waspromoted on 26 July
1777 to be lieutenant of the Seahorse. In the
following year he was moved to the Ripon,
carrying the broad pennant of Sir Edward
Vernon [q. v.], and in her took part in the
rencounter with M. Tronjoly on 9 Aug. He

c2
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afterwards commanded a party of seamen
landed for the siege of Pondicherry, and on
the surrender of the place, on 17 Oct. 1778,
was promoted to the command of the Cor-
morant sloop, in which he returned to Eng-
land with Vernon’s despatches. On 22 March
1779, ten days after his arrival, he was ad-
vanced to post rank, and appointed to the
Britannia, with Rear-admiral George Darby
Eq. v.] InJuly 1780 he was moved into the

Tussar frigate, which he took out to North
America, but she was lost, by the fault of
the pilot, in endeavouring to pass through
Hell Gate. Pole was fully acquitted by a
court-martial, and was sent home with des-
patches. e was then appointed to the
Success, of 32 guns, and in March 1782 was
sent out to Gibraltar, in charge of the
Vernon store-ship. By the way, on the 16th,
he fell in with the Spanish Santa Catalina,
of 34 guns, said to have been the largest
frigate then afloat. As she had also a poop,
she was at first supposed to be a ship of the
line ; it was only when Pole, determining at
all risks to save the Vernon, gallantly closed
with the Spaniard, that he discovered she
was only a frigate, though of considerably
superior force. He, however, engaged and,
after two hours’ close action, captured her.
He had partly refitted her, in the hope of
taking her in, when, on the 18th, a squadron
of ships of war came in sight, and sooner
than let her fall into the enemy’s hands he
set her onfire. 'When too late it was found
that the strange sail were English. During
the peace Pole commanded the Crown guard-
ship for three years. In 1788 he was ap-
pointed groom of the bedchamber to the
Dulke of Clarence. In the Spanish armament
of 1790 he commanded the Melampus fri-
gate, stationed off Brest to report any move-
ment of the French ships; in 1791 he was
moved to the Illustrious of 74 guns, and
again, in 1793, to the Colossus,in which he
went out to the Mediterranean, and was pre-
sent at the occupation of Toulon, under the
command of Lord Hood. In 1794 the Co-
lossus returned to England, and joined the
Channel fleet under Lord Howe,

On 1 June 1795 Pole was promoted to be
rear-admiral, and in November, in the Co-
lossus, sailed for the West Indies as second
in command, under Sir Hugh Cloberry
Christian [q. v.], with whom he returned to
England in October 1796, In March 1797
he was appointed first captain of the Royal
George, or, asit would now be called, captain
of the fleet, with Lord Bridport [see Hoob,
ALEXANDER, VISCOUNT BRIDPORTE. In 1799,
with his flag in the Royal George, he com-
manded a squadron detached against some

Spanish ships in Basque roads, which were
found to be too far in under the batteries of
the Isle of Aix to be attacked with advan-
tage. In the following year he went out to
Newfoundland as commander-in-chief, re-
turning on his promotion to the rankof vice-
admiral, on 1 Jan. 1801. In the following
June he relieved Lord Nelson in command of
the fleet in the Baltic. The work had, how-
ever, been practically finished before his
arrival, and little remained for lhim to do
except to bring the fleet home. On 12 Sept.
he was created a baronet. Ie was then sent -
in command off Cadiz, where he remained

till the peace. In 1802 he was returned to

parliament as member for Newark, and en-.
tered zealously on his duties. Ie wasmade

an admiral in the Trafalgar promotion of
9 Nov. 1805, but had no further service

afloat. From 1803 to 1806 he was chairman

of the commission on naval abuses [see

Duxpas, HENRY, first ViscouNT MELVILLE],

and in 1806 became one of the lords of the

admiralty. From 1806 to 1818 he wasM.P.

for Plymouth, taking an active interest in

all measures connected with naval admini-
stration, and speaking with the freedom of a

man independent of party. On 20 Feb. 1818

he was nominated a G.C.B. On the acces-
sion of William IV he was appointed master
of the robes, and was promoted to be ad-

miral of the fleet on 22 July 1830. He died

at Denham Abhey, Hertfordshire, on 6 Sept.

1830.

Pole married, in 1792, Ilenrietta, third
daughter of John Goddard, a Rotterdam
merchant, of Woodford Hall, Essex, and
niece of ‘ the rich Mr. Hope of Rotterdam ;”
but, dying without male issue, the baronetey
became extinct. IHis portrait by Beechey
has been engraved.

[Marshall’s Royal Naval Biogr.i. 86 ; Naval
Chronicle (with a portrait after Northeote), xxi.
265 ; Ralfe’'s Naval Biogr. ii. 129 ; Pantheon of
the Age, ii. 158 ; Foster’s Baronetage, s.n. Pole of
Shute. There are many casual notices of him in
Nicolas’s Despatches and Letters of Lord Nelson
(see index).] J SRR

POLE, DAVID (d.1588), bishop of Peter-
borough, appears as a fellow of All Souls”
College, Oxford, in 1520. He devoted him-
self to civil law, and graduated B.Can.L. on
2 July 1526 and D.Can.L. on 17 Feb. 1527—
1528. In 1529 he became an advocate in
Doctors’ Commons. He was connected with
the diocese of Lichfield, where he held many
preferments, first under Bishop Geoffrey
Blyth, and then under Bishop Rowland Lee.
He was made prebendary of Tachbrook im
Lichfield Cathedral on 11 April 1531, arch-
deacon of Salop in April 1536, and arch-
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deacon of Derby on 8 Jan. 1542-3. He had
previously received the high appointment of
dean of the arches and vicar-general of the
archbishop of Canterbury on 14 Nov. 1540.
A conscientious adherent of the Roman ca-
tholic faith, he occupied several positions of
importance during Mary’s reign. In her first

ear he acted as vicar-general of the bishop
of Lichfield (Richard Sampson) and commis-~
sioner for the deprivation of married priests
(STRYPE, Memorials, vol. iii. pt. i. p. 168), and
in his capacity of archdeacon he sat on the
commission for the deprivation of Cranmer,
Ridley, and Latimer, and the restoration of
Bonner and other deprived bishops (6. p. 36).
He stood high in the favour of Cardinal
Pole, said to be a relative, who appointed
him his vicar-general (6. p. 476). During
the vacancy of the see of Lichfield on Bishop
Sampson’s death in 15564, he was appointed
commissary for the diocese. In the early
part of the same year he took part in the con-
demnation of Hooper and Taylor (. pp. 288,
290). On 25 April 1556 he was appointed
on the commission to inquire after heretics,
and to proceed against them. On the death
of John Chambers, the first bishop of the
newly formed diocese of Peterborough, the
queen sent letters commendatory to Paul IV
in Pole’s favour. Ile was consecrated at
Chiswick on 15 Aug.1557 by Nicholas Heath
{q. v.], archbishop of York. Hardly a month
elapsed before he proved hiszeal against heresy
bysanctioning the martyrdom of John Kurde,
a protestant shoemaker of Syston, who was
burntat Northamptonon 20Sept. 1657 (Foxg,
Acts and Monuments, iii. 71). The death of
Mary caused a complete change in his position.
He was regarded with well-deserved respect
by Elizabeth, who puthim in the first abortive
commission for the consecration of Parker as
archbishop, 9 Sept. 1559 (StrYPE, Parker,
i. 106). In the same year he, with Bonner
and two other prelates, signed Archbishop
Heath's letter of remonstrance to Elizabeth,
begging her to return to the catholic faith
(STRYPE, Annals, vol. i. pt. 1. p. 217). His
refusal, in common with his brother bishops,
to take the oath under the act of supremacy
was followed by his deprivation; but he was
treated with great leniency by the queen as
“an ancient and grave person and very quiet
subject,” and was allowed to live on parole
in London or the suburbs, having no ¢ other
gaoler than his own promise’ (FULLER,
Church Ilist. iv. 281). He was ¢ courteously
treated by all persons among whom he lived,
and at last’ died ‘on one of his farms in a
good old age,” in May or June 1568 (HEYLYN,
Hist. of Reformation, anno 1559 ; STRYPE,
Annals, vol. 1. pt. 1. pp. 214, 411). His pro-

perty he left to his friends, with the excep-
tion of his books on law and theology, which.
he bequeathed to his college, All Souls’.
[Wood’s Athens, ii. 801, Fasti, i. 74, 77, 78 ;
Foster’s Alumni Oxon, 1500-1714; Strype, Me-
morials, vol. iii. pt. i. pp. 36, 168, 288, 290, 473,
476-7, pt.ii. p. 26, Annals, vol. i. pt.i.pp. 206,214,
217, 411, pt.ii. p. 26, Cranmer, i.459, Parker, i.
106; Lansdowne MS. 980 f.283; Gunton’s His-
tory of Peterborough, pp. 69,70 ; Coote’s Civilians,
p-26; Dixon’s Church History, iv. 48, 593, 796.]
E.V

POLE, EDMUND bE 14, EARL oF SU¥-
FOLK (1472 7-1513), was the second son of
John de la Pole,second duke of Suffolk [q.v.],
by his wife Elizabeth, sister of Edward IV.
About 1481 Edward sent him to Oxford,
mainly to hear a divinity lecture he had
lately founded. The university wrote two
fulsome letters to the king, thanking him for
the favour he had done them in sending
thither a lad whose precocity, they declared,
seemed to have something of inspiration in it.
The family owed much to Richard III, who
made Edmund a knight of the Bath at his
coronation on 4 July 1483 (HoLINSHED, iii.
733). e, with his father, was also pre-
sent at the coronation of Elizabeth, queen
of Henry VII, on 25 Nov. 1487 (LELAND,
Collectanea, iv, 229, 230, ed. 1770), and was
frequently at court during the next two

ears.

In 1491 his father died. Edmund, the
eldest surviving son, had not attained his
majority, and was the king’s ward (Rolls of
Parl. v1. 477). He ought still to have suc-
ceeded to his father’s title, but, his inheri-
tance being seriously diminished by the act of
attainder against his late brother [see Porx,
JoHN DE LA, EARL oF LINCOLN, 1464 P-1487],
he agreed with the king by indenture, dated
26 Feb. 1493 (presumably the date at which
he came of age), to forego the title of duke
and content himself with that of Earl of
Suffolk on the king restoring to him a por-
tion of the forfeited property—not indeed as
a gift, but in exchange for a sum of 5,00017.
to be paid by yearly instalments of 2001.
during his mother’s life and of 4007, after
herdeath. This arrangement was ratified in
the parliament of October 1495 (Rolls of
Parl. vi. 474-7). Henry’s skill at driving a
hard bargain was never more apparent. But
in the parliamentary confirmation of the in-
denture he showed himself gracious enough
to restore to the impoverished nobleman his
¢ chief place’ in the city of London,in the
parish of St. Laurence Pultney, which by
the agreement itself the earl had conceded
to the king (¢b. p. 476).

In October 1492 Suffolk was at the siege
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of Boulogne (Ckronicle of Calais, p. 2). On
9 Nov. 1494 he was the leading challenger
at Westminster in the tournament at the
creation of Prince Henry as Duke of York,
.and was presented on the second day with
‘aring ofP gold with a diamond’ as a prize.
In 1495, on Michaelmas day, he received
the king, who was on his way from Wood-
stock to Windsor, at his seat at Ewelme
(Excerpta Historica, p. 105). The par-
liament which confirmed his agreement with
the king assembled in the following month,
and he was one of the lords appointed triers
of petitions from Gascony and foreign parts
(Rolls of Parl. vi. 458). It was probably in
1496 that he was made a knight of the Garter
in the room of Jasper, duke of Bedford, who
died in December 1495 (Brrrz, Memorials
of the Garter, p.clxix). In February 1496
he took part in a ¢disguising’ before the
king (Excerpta Historica,p. 107). In thesame
month he was one of a number of English
noblemen who stood sureties to the Arch-
duke Philip for the observance of the new
treaties with Burgundy (RyYMER, xii. 588,
Ist edit.) On 22 June he led a company
against the Cornish rebels at Blackheath.
In Michaelmas term, 1498, he was in-
dicted in the king’s bench for murder. It
appears that he had killed 2 man in a pas-
sion; and though he received the king’s
pardon, he is said to have resented the fact
that he, a prince of royal blood, should have
been arraigned for the crime. In April 1499,
however, he attended a chapter of the Gar-
ter at Windsor (ANstis, Register, ii. 238).
But in July, or the very beginning of August,
he fled the kingdom, first taking refuge at
Guisnes, near Calais, where Sir James Tyrell,
captain of the castle, had friendly confer-
ences with him, and afterwards going on to
St. Omer. Henry, much alarmed at his de-
parture, issued on 20 Aug. strict orders
against persons leaving the kingdom without
a license (Letters and Papers,ii. 377 ; Pastop
Letters, iii. 173, ed. Gairdner). He also
instructed Sir Richard Guildford [q.v.] and
Richard Hatton, the former of whom was
going on a mission to the archduke, to use
all possible persuasions to induce Suffolk to
return. Henry’s ambassadors persuaded the
archduke to order Suffolk out of his domi-
nions; but the captain of St. Omer, who
was _charged to convey the order, delayed
the intimation of it, much to his master’s
satisfaction. Guildford had instructions to
bring Suffollt back by force if persuasion
failed. Suffolk wisely preferred to return
voluntarily, and was again taken into favour.
He was, however, by no means satisfied as to
the king’sintentions; and the judicial murder

of the Earl of Warwick, which happened
immediately after, did not reassure him. It
seemed as if the house of York were to be
extirpated to secure the Tudor throne.

On 5 May 1500, however, he witnessed at
Canterbury the king’s confirmation of the
treaty for the marriage of Prince Arthur
with” Catherine of Arragon (RYMER, xii.
752, 1st edit.), and six days later he followed
the king to Calais to the meeting with the
Archduke Philip. e returned to England,
but having heard that the Emperor Maxi-
milian, who had an old grudge against
Henry VII, would gladly help one of the
blood of Edward IV to gain the English
throne, he in August 1501 repaired to Maxi-
milian in the Tyrol. The emperor at first
gave him no encouragement. After remain-
ing six weeks at Imst, Suffoll received a
message, promising him the aid of three to
five thousand men for a period of one, two,
or three months if necessary. Leaving his
steward Killingworth to arrange details with
Maximilian, he repaired to Aix-la-Chapelle
with letters from the emperor in his favour
to the council of that town. After Suffolk’s
departure Maximilian raised difficulties in
performing his promise. But Suffolk was at
length informed that Maximilian had per-
suaded the Count of Hardeck to lend Suffolk
twenty thousand gulden. The count was to
be repaid double that sum, and his son was
to go with Suffolk into England.

On 7 Nov. 1501 Suffolk, Sir Robert Cur-
zon—who seems first to have suggested the
project to the emperor—and five other per-
sons were publicly ¢accursed’ at Paul’s
Cross as traitors. Afterwards on the first
Sunday of Lent (13 Feb.) 1502, Suffoll’s
brother, Lord William de la Pole, with
Lord William Courtney, Sir James Tyrell,
and other Yorkist friends, were thrown into
prison. Of these, Tyrell and Sir John Wynd-
ham suffered as traitors in May following ;
but the two Lord Williams, whose Yorkist
blood and connection were alone suspicious,
were only kept in confinement till the ac-
cession of Henry VIII. Suffolk himself was
outlawed at Ipswich on 26 Dec. 1502.

He was also disappointed in the hope of
help from his foreign friends. His remon-
strances addressed to the emperor {from Aix
were in vain,and on 28 July 1502 Maximilian
signed a treaty at Augsburg, pledging him-
self in return for 10,0007 not to succour any
English rebels, even though they claimed the
dignity of dukes (for Suffolk had resumed his
forfeited rank in the peerage) (RYMER, xiii.
9, 22-7, 1st edit.) Nevertheless, Suffolk
was suffered to remain at Aix unmolested.
But on 12 Feb. 1508 Maximilian took, at
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the English king’s request, an oath to observe
the treaties, and gave a reluctant promise to
expel Suffolk from Aix by proclamation. He
merely wrote, however, to the burgomaster
and town council that, as he had sent the un-
happy nobleman thither, and was forbidden
by his treaty with England to grant him
furtheraid, he had arranged to pay them three
thousand Rhenish florins, to enable him to
quit the town free of debt. But it does not
appear that Maximilian kept his word, for
Suffolk remained at Aix, still in debt, for
several months after.

In January 1504 he was attainted by the
English parliament (Rolls of Parl. vi. 545
seq.), along with his brothers William and
Richard [q.v.],and a number of his adherents.
His situation seemed hopeless. Strangely
illiterate letters during the next few years
reflect his wretchedness, and form a most
astounding commentary on that erudition
with which he was credited by his univer-
sity when a boy. Just before Easter 1504 he
managed to quit Aix by leaving his brother
Richard behind him as a hostage. He had
arranged to join George, duke of Saxony,
governor of Friesland, but on entering Gelder-
land he was seized and thrown into the castle
of Hattem, in spite of a safe-conduct the
Duke of Gueldres had sent him., The duke
is believed to have obtained money from
Henry VII to keep the prisoner safe, and
refused the demand of his overlord, Philip,
king of Castile, to deliver him, But in July
1505 Philip’s able captain, Paul von Lichten-
stein, obtained possession of Hattem, with
the prisoner init. Much negotiation between
Philip and the Duke of Gueldres followed,
and during the course of it Suffolk was tem-
porarily handed back to the duke; but in
October Philip again obtained possession of
the prisoner, and shut him up in the castle
of Namur.

On 24 Jan. 1506 Suffolk gave a curious
commission to two of his servants to treat
with Henry VII for an adjustment of the
differences between them, with a set of spe-
cific instructions as to the terms. He de-
manded Henry’s aid, if necessary, for his
delivery out of Philip’s hands. In the same
month Philip visited Henry at Windsor, and
consented to surrender the unhappy fugitive.
At the end of March Suffolk was conveyed
through London (Lk Gray, Négociations, i.
114),and committed to the Tower.

Henry gave Philip a written promise to
spare his life (Cal. State Papers, Spanish,
vol. i. No. 456), and the rumour that he
recommended his son and successor to put
Suffolk to death is probably a scandal
(Mémoires de Du Bellay, livre 1.) But at

Henry VIIT’s accession he was excepted from
the general pardon, and in 1513, when his
brother Richard had taken up arms in the
service of France, with whom England was
then at war, he was sent to the block, ap-
parently without any further proceedings
against him. A contemporary Spanish writer
suggests (PETER MARTYR, Epp. No. 524) that
he had given fresh offence by writing to urge
his brother to promote a rebellion in England.
But as a prisoner in the Tower he had little
opportunity of doing so, unless it were pur-
posely afforded him (cf. Calendar, Venetian,
vol. i1, No. 248).

Pole married Margaret, a daughter of
Richard, lord Scrope, and by her he had a
daughter named Anne, who became a nun
at the Minories without Aldgate. He left
no male issue.

[Polydori Vergilii Historia Anglica; Hall's
Chronicle ; Fabyan’s Chronicle; Dugdale’s
Baronage ; Sandford’s Genealogical History;
‘Wood’s Annals of Oxford ; Napier's Swyncombe
and Ewelme ; Memorials of Henry VII (Rolls
Ser.); Letters and Papers of Richard III and
Henry VII (Rolls Ser) ; Ellis’s Letters, 8rd ser.
vol. 1. Nos, 48-59; Cal. State Papers, Spanish
vol. i., Venetian vol. 1., and Henry VIII vol. i.;
Chroniques de Jean Molinet, vol. v. (Buchon’s
Collection des Chrouniques Nationales Fran-
caises); Le Glay's Négociations ; Busch’s Eng-
land unter den Tudors.] J. G.

POLE, Sir GEOFFREY (1502 ?P-15568),
a victim of Henry VIII's tyranny, born be-
tween 1501 and 1505, was brother of Henry
Pole, lord Montague [q. v.], and of Reginald
Pole [q. v.] the cardinal, being the youngest
son of Sir Richard Pole (d. 1505), by his wife
Margaret, afterwards Countess of Salisbury
[see PorE, MARGARET|. He was one of the
knights made by Henry VIII at York Place
in 1529 (METCALFE, Book of Knights, p. 61 ;
Cal. Henry VIII, vol, iv. No. 6384). Soon
afterwards he married Constance, the elder
of the two daughters and heirs of Sir John
Pakenham, by whom he became possessed of
the manor of Lordington in Sussex. Local
antiquaries assert that this manor belonged to
his father; but this has been fully disproved
by Father Morris (Montk, 1xv. 521-2). From
1531 his name is met with in commissions of
various kinds, both for Hampshire and for
Sussex.

Like the rest of his family, he greatly dis-
liked Henry VIII's proceedings for a divorce
from Catherine of Arragon. In 1532, when
the king went over to Calais with Anne
Boleyn to meet Francis I, he crossed the sea
in disguise, and keeping himself unseen in the
apartments of his brother, Henry Pole, lord
Montague [q. v.], who had gone over with
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the king, stole out at night to collect news.
Montaguesent him back to England toinform
Queen Catherine that Henry had not suc-
ceeded in persuading Francis to countenance
his proposed marriage with Anne Boleyn.
Next year, however, his name appears set
down—not with his own good will, we may
be sure—among the knights appointed ‘to
be servitors’ at Anne Boleyn’s coronation
(Cal. Henry VIII, vi. 246). But a week
after, on Thursday, 5 June, he dined with
the Princess Mary (. No. 1540, iii.) ; and
frequently, when Anne Boleyn was queen,
he visited the imperial ambassador, Chapuys,
to assure him that the emperor would find the
hearts of the English people with him if he
invaded England to redress the wrong done
to Catherine (26. vii. 520). He added that he
himself wished to go to the emperor in Spain,
which Chapuys wisely dissuaded him from
doing (7b. vol. viii. No. 750, p. 283).

In 1536, on the suppression of the smaller
monasteries, he purchased from the commis-
sioners such goods as then remained of the
abbey of Dureford in Sussex, near Lordington
(Sussex Archeological Collections, vii. 224).
In the end of that year he is said to have
commanded a company, under the Duke of
Norfolk, against the northern rebels at Don-
caster; but his sympathies were really with
the rebels, and he was determined beforehand
not to act against them (¢b. xxi. 77). Norfolk,
however, was aware that the insurgents were
toostrong to be attacked,and Sir Geeoffrey had
1o occasion to desert the royal standard. A
letter of Lord Dela Warr, perhaps misplaced
in the ¢ Calendar’ in October 1536, speaks of
his causing a riot bya forcible entry into Slin-
don Park, which he was afterwards ordered
in the king’s name immediately to quit (Cal.
Henry VIII, vol. xi. No. 523). In October
1537 when he came to court the king refused
to see him (¢. vol. xii. pt. ii. No. 921); and
aletter of his to the lord chancellor, dated at
Lordington, 5 April, in which he hopes for
a return of the king’s favour, was probably
written in 1538, though placed among the
state papers of 1537 (7b. vol. xii. pt. i. No.
829).  On 29 Aug. 1538 he was arrested and
sent to the Tower (¢6. vol. xiii. pt. ii. p. 91).

This was a blow aimed at his whole family,
whom the king had long meant to erush on
account of the part taken by his brother Regi-
nald the cardinal. For nearly-two months
Geoffrey lay in prison; on 26 Oct. a set of
interrogatories was administered to him, first
about words dropped by himself in private
conversation, when hehad expressed approval
of his brother’s proceedings, and next as to
the letters and messages he or his mother, or
others of his family, had received from the

cardinal during the last three years. With
the fear of the rack before him, and knowing
that he would be compelled to implicate his
family, he endeavoured to commit suicide,
and did himself some serious injury (6. vol.
xiil, pt.ii. Nos. 703, 875). Butit wasin vain.
Seven separate examinations was he obliged
to undergo, with further and further ques-
tionings as new information was elicited from
himself or from those whom his confessions
implicated, until the whole case was made
out for the king against not only himself,
but his brother Lord Montague, Henry Cour-
tenay, marquis of Exeter [q.v.], Sir Edward
Neville (d. 1538)‘[(1. v.],and others. Hiswife,
who was herself examined by the council,
privately informed her brother-in-law Lord
Montague that her husband was driven to
frenzy,and might make indiscreet revelations.
Brought to trial with those hehad implicated,
on 4 Dec. at Westminster, he was condemned
to death on his own plea of guilty, but, while
his brother and the others met their fate, his
life was spared. There were new victims still
to be caught, and even on 30 Dec. Cromwell
intimated to the French ambassadorthatthey
hoped to learn something more from him.
At last, on 4 Jan. 1539, he received his par-
don, which, it is said, his wife obtained for
him, representing that he was so ill that he
was already as good as dead (I'oLEy, Records
of the English Province of the Society of
Jesus, iii. 790-1). During the Christmas
week, indeed, he seems to have made another
attempt upon his own life, trying to suffocate
himself with a cushion (Cal. Henry VIII,
vol. xiv. pt. i. p. 19).

In September 1540 he was committed to
the Fleet in consequence of ¢ a certain affray ’
which he had made in Hampshire on one Mr.
Gunter, a justice of the peace, who had given
the council information against him. A
fortnight later he received the king’s pardon
on condition of his keeping the peace towards
Gunter, and not coming again to court until
the king’s pleasure were further declared.
Early in April next year another complaint
was made against him to the council for an
assault on John Michael, the parson of
Racton, his parish church in Sussex. He
seems to have previously connived at the
trumping-up of a charge of treason against
Michael. )

A few weeks later his mother was put to
death, and he was afraid of further trouble,
‘He went about,’ says a contemporary writer,
‘like one terror-stricken, and, as he lived four
miles from Ch:chester, he saw one day in Chi-
chester a Flemish ship,into which he resolved
toget,and withher he passed over to Flanders,
leaving his wife and children.” It is added
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that he found his way to Rome, and threw
himself at the feet of his brother the cardinal,
saying he was unworthy to be called his
brother for having caused another brother’s
death. The cardinal brought him to the pope
for absolution, and afterwards sent him into
Flanders to the bishop of Lidge, allowing him
forty crowns a month to live upon. There
he chiefly lived till the close of ¥dward VI's
reign. His wife and family, however, were
still at Lordington, and he had a strong desire
to return to England. In 1550 he visited Sir
John Mason [q. v.] at Poissy, while on a
journey to Rouen. He explained that he
was riding up and down that summer to see
countries, and vainly begged Mason to procure
leave for him to return to England. He was
excepted from the general pardon granted at
the end of the parliament in 1552 (STRYPE,
Licel. Mem. vol. ii. pt.ii. p.67). After Queen
Mary’s accession he returned to England.
He died in 1558, a few days before his brother
the cardinal, and was buried at Stoughton
Church. He was attended in his last illness
by Father Peter de Soto [q.v.] Ilis widow
Constance, who made her will on 12 Aug.
1570, desired to be buried beside him. He
left five sons and six daughters, two of whom
were married, and one a nun of Sion; the
eldest son, Arthur, is separately noticed.
[Sandford’s Genealogical Hist.; Cal. State
Papers, Henry VIII, Foreign, Edward VI, Vene-
tian, iii. 1560 ; Privy Council Proceedings, ed.
Nicolas, vol. vii.; Sussex Archwological Collec-
tions, vol. xxi.; Tytler’s England under Ed-
ward VI and Mary, i. 313; Chronicle of
Henry VIII of England, translated from the
Spanish by Martin A. Sharp Hume. The notices
of Sir Geoffrey Pole in Froude’s History are
altogether erroneous.] J.G.

POLE, HENRY, Lorp MONTAGUE or
MoxracuTE (14927-1539), born about 1492,
waseldest son of Sir Richard Pole (d.1505), by
hiswife Margaret [see PoLe, MARGARET ). Ile
obtained a special livery of his father’s lands,
viz. the manors of Ellesborough and Med-
menham in Buckinghamshire, on 5July 1513.
On 25 Sept. following he was one of a com-
pany of forty-nine gentlemen knighted by
Henry VIIT under his banner, after mass, in
the church at Tournay. This implies that
he had distinguished himself during the
French campaign. Along with his mother,
who was created Countess of Salisbury that
year, he gave a bond to the king for the re-
demption of the lands of that ancestral earl-
dom (Cal. Henry VIII,ii. 14806), and another
old family title, the barony of Montague or
Montacute, forfeited by the Nevilles under
Edward IV, was conferred upon himself.
There is no record of any formal grant or

creation, but from 1517, when he is named
as a witness of Henry VIII’s ratification of
the treaty of London, he is continually called
Lord Montague, though he was not admitted
to the House of Lords till 1529. In Sep-
tember 1518 he was one of the English lords
appointed to receive the great French em-
bassy. Ilewas a member of the royal house-
hold, and had a livery allowed him (Cal
Henry VIII, vol. iii. No. 491). Heattended
the king in 1520 to the Field of the Cloth of
Gold, and also to the meeting with Charles V
at Gravelines.

About 1513 he married Jane, daughter of
George Neville, lord Bergavenny [q. v.] His
father-in-law insisted upon a jointure to the
yearly value of 200/., in addition to which he
was to pay ‘at convenient days’a sum of one
thousand marks if he should have no male
issue; but if a son were born, Lord Ber-
gavenny was to pay the same amount to the
Countess of Salisbury (6. vol. xiii. pt. ii.
No. 1016). Lord Bergavenny was himself
the son-in-law of the unfortunate Duke of
Buckingham who once, as appears by his
private accounts, lost 152 at dice to him at
the house of Lord Montague (¢. iii. 499).
‘When Buckingham was arrested in April
1521, Lords Bergavenny and Montague were
arrested also (7. vol. iil. No. 1268), but were
soon after released.

In 1522, on Charles V’s visit to England,
Montague was one of those appointed to meet
him on his way from Dover to Canterbury.
In 1523 he took part in Suffolk’s invasion of
France (¢. vol. 1ii. No. 3281, vol. iv. p. 85).
His fortunes at this time must have been
depressed, for his income was under 50/ a
year, and he was exempted from paying sub-
sidy in 1525 (¢b. iv. 1331). Apparently he
had parted with his paternal estates in Buck-
inghamshire, as his name does not appear in
the commissions for that county, although it
is on those for Ilampshire, Sussex, Wiltshire,
Somerset, and Dorset. On 1 Dec. 1529 he
took his seat in the House of Lords (Duc-
DALE, Summons to Parliament, p. 500). Next
year he signed the address of the peers to
Clement VII, urging him to comply with the
king's suit for a divorce. Iis action did not
express his real mind.

In October 1532 he went with the king
to Calais, to_the meeting with Francis I.
Next year he was queen’s carver at the coro-
nation banquet of Anne Boleyn, on 1 June.
That he was made a knight of the Bath at
this time seems to be an error due to Stow,
who misread the name Monteagle in Hall’s
¢ Chronicle’ as Montague. On Thursday fol-
lowing (5 June) he and his son-in-law, Lord
ITastings, and his brother, Sir Geoffrey Pole,
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dined with the Princess Mary, and he him-
self dined with her again on the 24th (Cal.
Henry VIII, vol. vi. No. 15640, iii.) He re-
ceived a writ of summons to the prorogued
parliament in January 1534, and he seems to
have attended regularly, his presence being
recorded on 30 March, the seventy-fifth day
of parliament. In April 1535 he was on the
gpecial commission before whom the Car-
thusian martyrs were tried ; but his position
there, like that of other lords, was merely
honorary, the practical work being left to the
judicial members. He $vas similarly placed
on the trial of Sir Thomas More on1July. Im-
mediately afterwards he had a serious illness.
In May 1536 he was one of the peers before
whom Anne Boleyn was tried. Init hetooka
more practical part than in the two previous
trials, for each of the peers present severally
declared her guilty. He may have believed
in the verdict, for he had never approved of
the king’s marriage to her, or loved the anti-
papal policy to which that marriage had led
(cf. #b. vol. xvii. No. 957, x. 243; vol. vii.
No. 1040).

He sat in the parliament of July 1536
(4. vol. x. No. 994, vol. xi. No. 104). He
and his mother were seriously distressed
that year about the book which his brother
Reginald sent to the king, and each wrote
to him in reproachful terms, but it was appa-
rently to satisfy the council by whom the
letters were read and despatched f[see PoLE,
MareARET]. On the outbreak of the Lin-
colnshirerebellion in the beginning of October
1536, Montague received orders to be ready
at a day’s warning to serve against the in-
surgents with two hundred men. But the
musters were countermanded on the speedy
suppression of the insurrection, and it is
doubtful whether he was sent against the
Yorkshire rebels afterwards. On 15 Oct.
1537 he took part in the ceremonial at the
christening of Prince Edward. On 12 Nov.
following he and Lord Clifford attended the
Princess Mary, as she rode from Hampton
Court to Windsor, as chief mourner at the
funeral of Jane Seymour.

All this time, although perfectly loyal, he
was deeply grieved at the overthrow of the
monasteries and the abrogation of the pope’s
authority., TIle often said in private he
wished he was over sea with the bishop
of Lidge, as his brother had been, and that
knaves ruled about the king. Early in 1538
his wife died, and his interest in public
affairs consequently decreased (Cal. vol. xiii.
pt. il. No. 695 EQ ). But Henry VIII was
not ignorant of his opinions, and obtained
positive evidence of them by the examina-
tion of his brother, Sir Geoffrey Pole [q. v.],

in the Tower in October and November 1538.
Montague was accordingly committed to the
Tower on 4 Nov. along with the Marquis of
Exeter. They had at times communicated
on public affairs. The indictments in each
case were to the same effect. They had both
expressed approval of Cardinal Pole’s pro-
ceedings, and Montague had said he expected
civil war one day from the course things
were taking, especially if the king were to
die suddenly. The two lords were tried
before Lord-chancellor Audeley, as lord high
steward, and a jury of peers, and both were
found guilty. Montague received judgment
on 2 Dec., and Exeter on the day following.
On 9 Dec. both lords were beheaded on
Tower Hill. A portrait of Montague by an
unknown hand belonged in 1866 to Mr.
Reginald Cholmondeley.

Montague left a son whose existence is not
mentioned by peerage historians; he was in-
cluded with his father in the bill of attainder
of 1539, and probably died not many years
after in prison. Besides Catherine, wife of
Francis, lord Hastings, afterwards earl of
Huntingdon [q.v.], Montague had a daughter
‘Winifred, who married a brother of her
sister’s husband. His two daughtersbecame
his heirs, and were fully restored in blood
and honours in the first year of Philip and
Mary.

[Sandford’s Genealogical Hist., Dugdale’s Ba-
ronage and the Calendar of Henry VIII, are the
main sources of information. The Chronicle of
Henry VIII, translated from the Spanish by
M. A.S.Hume (1889), has some details of doubt-
ful authenticity touching Montague's arrest and
examination.]

POLE, JOHN DpE 1A, EARL oF LINCOLN
(14647-1487), born about 1464, was eldest
son of John de la Pole, second duke of Suffolk
[q.v.], by Elizabeth, sister to Edward IV. He
was created Farl of Lincoln on 13 March
1466-7, and knight of the Bath on 18 April
1475, and attended Edward IV’s funeral in
April 1483. Richard IIT seems to have se-
cured him firmly to his party. IIe bore the
orb at Richard’s coronation, 7 July 1483, and
the same month he was made president of
the council of the north (cf. Letters and
Papers of Richard 11T and Henry VII, ed.
Gairdner,i. 56). Richard’s son Edward died
on 9 April 1484, and one of his offices, that of
lord lieutenantof Ireland, was conferred upon
the Earl of Lincoln on the following 21 Aug.
He continued to hold this office for the rest
of the reign, the duties being performed, or
neglected, by the Earl of Kildare. It now
became necessary for Richard IIT to find an
heir to the throne. Edward, earl of Warwick
(1475-1499) [q. v.], son of the Duke of Cla-
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rence, had a strong claim, and he was certainly
allowed to take precedence of the Ear] of Lin-
coln after the death of the Prince of Wales.
But, on the other hand, Warwick was a mere
boy, and if he had any claim to be heir, he had
an equally valid claim to be king. Hence,
after some deliberation, Lincoln was selected
as the heir to the throne. Richard wasvery
generous to him, He gave him the reversion
to the estates of Lady Margaret Beaufort
Eq. v.], subject to the life interest of her third

ushand, Lord Stanley; and in the meantime
he was to have a pension of 176/. a year. He
was with Richard at Bosworth; but Henry VII
had no wish to alienate his family, and Lin-
coln, after Richard’s defeat and death, took
an oath with others in 1485 not to maintain
felons. On 5 July 1486 he was appointed
a justice of oyer and terminer. Nonme the
less he seems to have cherished the am-
bition to succeed Richard, and he was the
real centre of the plot of Lambert Simnel.
Suddenly he fled in the early part of 1487 to
Brabant, and thence went to Ireland, where
he joined Simnel’s army, and, crossing to
England, was killed at the battle of Stoke on
16 June 1487. He was attainted. He had
married, first, Margaret Fitzalan, daughter
of Thomas, twelfth earl of Arundel; and,
secondly, the daunghter and heiress of Sir
John Golafre, but left no children. His
brothers Edmund and Richard are noticed
separately.

[Doyle’s Official Baronage, ii. 379 ; Letters, &c.,
Richard IIT and Henry VII, ed. Gairdner, i. 6,
&e. ; Rot. Parl. vi. 288, 436, 474; Memorials of
Henry VII, ed. Gairdner, pp. 50, 52, 139, 314
(Bernard Andreas in his. * Douze Triomphes’
probably alludes to him under the name le Comte
de Licaon); Materials for the Hist. of Hen. VII,
1. 482; Cal. of the Patent Rolls of Richard III
(Rep. Dep.-Keep. Publ. Records, 9th Rep. App.
il. ; Busch’s England under the Tudors (Engl.
transl.), i. 32-3; Gairdner’s Richard III;
Ramsay’s Lancaster and York, ii. 453, 522,
523, 534, 545 ; Gairdner’s Henry VII; Burke’s
Extinct and Dormant Peerage.] W, A. J. A,

POLE, JOHN »pE 1A, second DUKE oF
Surrork (1442-1491), born on 27 Sept. 1442,
was only son of William de la Pole, first duke
of Suffolk (d. 1450) [q. v.] On 27 Nov. 1445
he was made joint constable of Wallingford
and high steward of the honour of St. Valery,
offices to which he was reappointed in 1461.
In 1455 he was restored by Henry VI to the
dukedom of Suffolk. None the less he joined
Henry's Yorkist foes, and married Ed-
ward IV’s sister. In February 1461 he was
with the army which went under Warwick
against Margaret’s northern host, fresh from
‘Wakefield, and he fought at the second

battle of St. Albans on 7 Feb. 1461. On
28 June following he was steward of Eng-
land at the coronation of Edward IV, and
two years later he was re-created Duke of
Suffolk, In 1463 hewas a trier of petitions.
Hebore the queen’s sceptre at the coronation
of Elizabeth Woodville or Wydeville. In his
own county, according to a letter from Mar-
garet Paston to her husband, he was far from
popular (Paston Letters,ii. 83),but it must be
remembered that he was involved in disputes
with the Paston family (. ii. 203). In the
troubles of 1469 and 1470 he took Edward’s
side, and appears as a joint commissioner of
array for several counties (cf. 75. ii. 413).
‘When Edward wasrestored Suffolk was made
a knight of the Garter (1472). In 1472 he
became high steward of Oxford University.
‘When Edward went to France in 1475, Suf-
folk was a captain in his army, and took some
minor part in the negotiations which led to
the treaty of Pecquigny. In 1478 he made
various exchanges of lands with the king,
which were duly confirmed in parliament.
From 10 March 1478 to 5 May 1479 he was
lieutenant of Ireland; he also held the office
of joint high steward of the duchy of Lan-
caster for the parts of England south of the
Trent.

Suffolk had enjoyed many favours from
Edward IV, yet on his death he at once
offered his support to Richard III. He bore
the sceptre and the dove at Richard’s corona-
tion on 7 July1483. When,however, Richard
was dead, Suffolk swore fealty to Henry VII,
and was rewarded (19 Sept. 1485) with the
constableship of Wallingford, a sole grant,
doubtless, instead of a joint grant, such as he
had had previously. This, however, he did
not keep long, for on 21 Feb.1488-9 the office
wasregranted to two more distinguished Lan-
castrians, Sir William Stonor and Sir Thomas
Lovell [q. v.] Suffolk seems to have been
trusted by Henry,for,in spite of the defection
of his eldest son John, he was a trier of peti-
tionsin 1485 and 1487, and chief commissioner
of array for Norfolk and Suffolk in 1487. In
1487 he refused to come to a feast of the order
of the Garter because Lord Dynham had not
made proper provision. Others did the same,
and the feast had to be postponed. On25Nov.
1487 he bore the queen’s sceptre at the coro-
nation of Elizabeth of York, and on 6 March
of the next year he witnessed a charter to her.
At the end of 1488 he was commissioned to
take muster of archers for the relief of Brit-
tany. In 1489 he had a grant from the king’s
wardrobe. He died in 1491. He had married
before October 1460 (cf. Paston Letters, i.
521) Elizabeth, second daughter of Richard,
duke of York, and sister of Edward IV. By
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her he had three sons—John, Edmund, and
Richard—all separately noticed.

[Doyle’s Official Baronage, 1ii. 438 ; Burke’s
Extinct and Dormant Peerage; Ramsay’s Lancas-
ter and York, ii. 245; Rot. Parl. v. 470 =., vi.
75 %.; Paston Letters, vols. ii. and iii. passim ;
Materials for the Hist. of Henry VII, ed. Camp-
bell (Rolls Ser.), i. 26, ii. 325, &e.; Grants of
Edward, V (Camd. Soc.), xxi.; Warkworth’s
Chron. (Camd. Soc.), p. 11; Gairdner's Ri-
chard III; Cal. of Patent Rolls Edward V and
Richard 1II (Rep. of Dep.-Keeper of Public
Records).] W.A. J. A,

POLE, MARGARET, CouNTEsS OF
SarsBURY (1473-1541), was daughter of
George Plantagenet, duke of Clarence[q.v.],
by his wife Isabel, daughter of Warwick the
Kingmaker. She was born at Castle Farley,
near Bath, in August 1473 (Rows Roll, 33,61),
and was married by Henry VII toSir Richard
Pole, son of Sir Geoffrey Pole, whose wife,
Edith St. John, was half-sister of the king’s
mother, Margaret Beaufort (see Notes and
Queries, 1st ser.v. 163-4). Sir Richard was
a landed gentleman of Buckinghamshire,
whom Henry made a squire of his bodyguard
and knight of the Garter. e also gave him
various offices in Wales,such as the constable-
ship of Harlech and Montgomery castles and
the sheriffwick of the county of Merioneth ;
he held, too, the controllership of the port
of Bristol (CaMPBELL, Muaterials and MS.
Calendar of Patent Rolls). His marriage to
Margaret probably took place about 1491,
certainly not later than 1494, in which year
the king made a payment of 207. ¢ to my lady
Pole in crowns’ (E.ccerpta Historica, p. 99).
Next year Pole seems to have raised men
against Perkin Warbeck. In 1497 he was re-
tained to serve against Scotland with five
demi-lances and 200 archers, and shortly
afterwards with 600 men-at-arms, 60 demi-
lances, and 540 bows and bills. Two or three
years later he was appointed chief gentleman
of the bedchamber to Prince Arthur, whom
he attended into Wales after his marriage,
and the chief government of the marches was
committed to his charge. He died in 1505
(Henry VID's Privy Purse Expenses, p.132),
leaving his widow with a family of five chil-
dren. Four were boys, viz. ﬁ enry [q.v.]
(who became Lord Montague), Arthur, Regi-
nald [q. v.] the cardinal, and Geoffrey [q. v.]
The only daughter, Ursula, married about
1516 Henry, lord Stafford, son of the Duke
of Buckingham,

Margaret’s brother Edward, earl of War-
wick [q.v.], was judicially murdered by
Henry VII in 1499. Henry VIII, who de-
scribed Margaret as the most saintly woman
in England, was anxious, after his accession,

to atone to her for this injustice. He there-
fore granted her an annuity of 100/ on 4 Aug.
1509 (Cal. State Papers, Venetian, v. 247),
and‘on 14 Oct. 1513 he created her Countess
of Salisbury, and gave her the family lands of
the earldom of Salisbury in fee. Her brother’s
attainder wasreversed, and in the parliament
of 1513-14 full restitution was made to her
of the rights of her family. She thus became
possessed of a very magnificent property, lying
chiefly in Hampshire, Wiltshire, the western
counties, and Essex. But there is no doubt
that it was heavily burdened by redemption-
money claimed by the king. On 25 May 1512
she had delivered to Wolsey 1,0007. as a first:
payment of a benevolence of five thousand
marks for the king’s wars, and in 1528 she was
sued for a further instalment of 2,333/, 6s. 84.
Of her restored lands the manor of Canford
and some others were soon reclaimed by the
crown as part of the earldom of Somerset.
In 1532 she purchased the manor of Aston
Clinton in Buckinghamshire from Sir John
Gage.

Meanwhile she was made governess to the
Princess Mary. DBut in 1521, at the time of
the Duke of Buckingham’s attainder, she and
her sons seem to have been under a momen-
tarycloud. Sheherself was allowed, however,
to remain at court—* propter nobilitatem et
bonitatem illius’ (Cal. Henry VIII, iii.
Nos. 1204, 1268). In 1525 she went with
Princess Mary to Wales. In the summer of
1526, during her ahsence, the king visited her
house at Warblington in Hampshire (75. iv.
Nos. 2343, 2407).

In 1533, when the king married Anne
Boleyn, her loyalty was severely tried. She
refused to give up Mary’s jewels to a lady
sent from court, and was discharged of her
position as governess. She declared that she
would still follow and serve the princess at
her own expense (2. 1iv. Nos. 849, 1009, 1041,
1528). Her self-sacrificing fidelity to the
princess was fully recognised by Catherine of
Arragon (25, No. 1126). The king, however,
took good care to separate his daughter from
one whom she regarded as a second mother
(46. viii. 101).

After Anne Boleyn’s fall in 1536 (¢5. x.
No. 1212) the countess returned to court.
But at that very time her son Reginald
sent to the king his book, ¢ De Unitate
Ecclesiastica,” which gave deep offence, and
she trembled for the result. Both she and
her eldest son, Lord Montague, wrote to
Reginald in strong language of reproof (z5.
vol. xiii. pt. ii. p. 328). She denounced
him as a traitor to her own servants, and ex-
pressed her grief that she had given birth
to him (26, xi. Nos. 93, 157). The letters,
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however, were written to be shown to the '

king’s council (#b. vol. xiii. pt. ii. No. 822),
by whom they were despatched to Reginald
in Italy. Though the countess’s alarm was
quite genuine, her disapproval of Reginald’s
roceedings was not equally sincere. Thekin
Enew well that his policy was disliked by the
wholefamily,and he privatelytold the French
ambassador that he intended to destroy all of
them (¢b. vol.xiii. pt.ii.No.753). The blow fell
in the autumn of 1538, when her sons Geoffrey
and Lord Montague were arrested. One Ger-
vase Tyndall,a spy upon the countess’s house-
hold, was called before Cromwell at Lewes,
and reported a number of circumstances about
the escape some years before of the countess’s
chaplain, John Helyar, rector of Warbling-
ton, beyond sea, and about clandestine mes-
sages sent abroad by one Hugh Holland, pro-
bably to Cardinal Pole himself. Fitzwilliam,
earl of Southampton, and Goodrich, bishop
of Ely, were sent down to Warblington to
examine the countess. They questioned her
all day, from the forenoon till almost night,
but could not wring from her any admission.
They nevertheless seized her goods and car-
ried her off to Fitzwilliam’s house at Cowdry.
Her house at Warblington was thoroughly
searched,and some letters and papal bulls dis-
covered. Her persecutors renewed the attack
with a set of written interrogatories, and ob-
tained her signature to the answers. She re-
mained in Fitzwilliam’s house, long unvisited
either by him or his countess, until 14 March
following (1539), when, in answer to her com-
plaints, he saw her, and addressed her with
barbarous incivility. Shortly afterwards she
was removed to the Tower. Tn May a sweep-
ing act of attainder was passed by the parlia-
ment against not only Exeter and Montague,
_who had already suffered death, but against
the countess, who was not even called to an-
swer the accusations against her, and against
her son Reginald and many others. At the
third reading of the bill in the House of Lords
Cromwell produced, what was taken as evi-
dence of treason, a tunic of white silk, em-
broidered with the arms of England, viz.three
lions surrounded by a wreath of pansies and
marigolds, which it was said Fitzwilliam had
found in her house, having on the back the
badge of the five wounds carried by the in-
surgents at the time of the northern rebellion.
The act of parliament was passed on 12 May
1539, but it was not put into force at once;
and in April 1540 it was supposed that the
countess would be released. She was tor-
mented in prison by the severity of the wea-
ther and the insufficiency of her clothing. In
April 1541 there was anotler insurrection in
Yorkshire under SirJohn Neville; and on this

account, apparently, it was resolved to put
the countess to death, without any further
process, under the act of attainder passed
two years before. Karly in the morning of
27 May she was told that she was to die. She
replied that no crime had been imputed to her ;
but she walked boldly from her cell to East
Smithfield Green, which was within the pre-
cincts of the Tower. No scaffold was erected,
but there was only a low block. The lord
mayor and a select company were present to
witness the execution. The countess com-
mended her soul to God, and asked the by-
standers to pray for the king and queen,
Prince Edward, and the Princess Mary, her
god-daughter, to whom she desired to be
specially commended. She then, as com-
manded, laid herhead upontheblock. Theexe-
cutioner was a clumsy novice, who hideously
hacked her neck and shoulders before the
decapitation was accomplished.

[Dugdale’s Baronage ; Sandford’s Genealogical
History; Hall's Chronicle ; Letters and Papers
of Henry VIII; Cal. of State Papers, Spanish ;
Lords’ Journals.i. 107 ; Correspondance Politique
de MM. de Castillon et de Marillac. The account
of Margaret's execution given by Lord Herbert of
Cherbury in Kennet’s England (ii. 227) is clearly
not so trustworthy as that of Chapuys.] J. G.

POLE, MICHAEL DE 1.4, called in Eng-
lish M1cHAEL ATTE Poor, EARL oF SurroLk
(13307-1389), lord chancellor, son of Sir Wil-
liam de la Pole (d. 1366) [q. v.], by Kathe-
rine Norwich, was probably born about 1330
(DoyLE, Officcal Baronage, iii. 443). In 1339
he received for himself and his heirs the grant
of a reversion of an annuity of 70/ from the
customs of Hull, already bestowed on his
father and uncle (Rot. Orig. Abbreviatio, ii.
229). In 1354 he had a charter of free warren
within his demesne lands of Bliburgh, Gres-
thorpe, and Grafton. He wasalready aknight,
when in 1355 he was attached to the retinue
of Henry, duke of Lancaster [q. ﬁ], inhis abor-
tiveexpedition to Normandy. Henceforward
his chief occupation for many years was war
against the French. In1359 he accompanied
Edward the Black Prince in a new expedition
(Ferdera, iii. 443). He was again fighting in
Francein1369. Hewas serving in1370under
the Black Prince in Aquitaine, took part in
September of that year in the famous siege
of Limoges (Froissarr, ed. Luce, vii. 244),
and in December 1370 and January 1371
fought under John of Gaunt at the success-
ful siege of Montpont (7b. vol. viii. pp. xi-
xiii, 12). Healso accompanied John of Gaunt
on the abortive expedition of 1372. During
Lis French campaigns he was twice taken
prisoner (Rot. Parl.iii. 217 a). He was also
at one time captain of Calais (¢.)
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While thus active abroad and at sea, Pole
was also occupied at home. In 1362 he had
livery of the lands of his niece Catherine, who
died in that year, and was the daughter and
heiress of his brother Thomas. In January
1366 he was first summoned to parliament as
a baron (G. E. Clokayne], Complete Peerage,
iii. 43). Thus he was already a peer when
the death of his father, on 21 April 1366,
and the succession to his extensive estates,
gave him a still more commanding position.
On 10 Feb. 1367 he was appointed one of
the commissioners of array for the Kast
Riding of Yorkshire, in which district his
influence chiefly lay. In domestic politics he
attached himself to John of Gaunt. In the
Good parliament of 1376 he stood strongly
on the side of the crown and the ungopular
duke (cf. Rot. Parl. ii. 327-329 ¢). Though
his relations to 'John of Gaunt cooled, Pole
never swerved for the rest of his career from
the policy of supporting the crown. It was
doubtless as a reward for his loyalty that
he was on 24 Nov. 1376 appointed admiral
of the king’s fleet north of the Thames (Fe-
dera, iii. 1065).

The accession of Richard IT did not affect
Pole’s position. On 14 Aug. 1377 his com-
mission as admiral of the west was renewed
(@. iv. 15). However, on 5 Dec. of the
same year he and his colleague Robert Hales
were superseded in favour of the Earls of
Warwick and Arundel (Nicoras, Hist. of
Royal Navy, ii. 630; Federa, iv. 36). He
joined in Lancaster’s useless maritime opera-
tions against the French; was put on the
council of the little king, and, on 18 March
1379, headed an embassy to Milan tonegotiate
a marriage between Richard ITand Catherine,
daughter of Bernabd Visconti, lord of Milan
(¢b. iv. 60). Nothing came of the Milanese
negotiation ; and Pole, after visiting the
papal curia at Rome, went to Wenceslas,
king of the Romans and of Bohemia, to
suggest Richard’s marriage with Wenceslas’s
sister Anne. Hewas,however,taken prisoner,
though under an imperial safe-conduct, and
on 20 Jan. 1380 John Otter and pthers were
despatched from England to effect his ransom
(#.1v. 75). A mysterious entry on the issue
roll of 1384 allows Pole his expenses for these
expeditions,and alsofor money paid to ransom
the lady, Anne, who also seems to have been
taken captive (DEvON, Tssues of the Exchequer,
P- 224; Rot. Parl. iii. 217 ¢). He returned
to England in 1381, and in November was
appointed, jointly with Richard Fitzalan, earl
of Arundel [q. v.], counsellor in constant
attendance on the king and governor of his
person (Rof. Parl. iii. 104 3). Richard II
married Anne of Bohemia in 1882,

Michael impressed the young king with
his ideas of policy. The retirement of John
of Gaunt to Castile removed the only rival
counsellor of any influence, and he soon be-
came the most trusted personal adviser of Ri-
chard. His attachment to the court involved
him in a growing unpopularity, both with the
great barons and the people.

On 13 March 1383 Pole was appointed
chancellor of England in succession to Ro-
bert de Braybroke [q. v.], bishop of London
(Feedera, iv.162), and opened the parliament
of that year with a speech in which he de-
clared his own unworthiness (Rot. Pard. iii.
149 @). It was a stormy session. Pole said
that, besides enemies abroad, the king had to
dealwith enemies at home among his own ser-
vants and officials. He especially denounced
the fighting bishop of Norwich, Henry De-
spenser [q. v.], whom he deprived of his tem-
poralities(¢5.11i.153-8; WALLON, Richard 11,
1.198-214). In the parliament of 1384 Pole
wisely urged the need of a solid peace with
France; but the commons, who were anxious
enough to end the war, were not prepared to
purchase a peace at a high price, and Pole’s
proposal was ill received. An accident gave
his enemies an opportunity. A fishmonger
named John Cavendish appeared before the
parliament and complained that the chan-
cellor had taken a bribe from him. Cavendish
had an action before the chancellor, and had
been assured by Pole’s clerk, John Otter, that
if he paid 401 to the chancellorand 47.to Otter
himself he would speedily get judgment in
his favour. Cavendish had no money, but he
sent to the chancellor presents of fish which
profited him nothing. In great disgust he
brought his grievances before the lords. The
chancellor had no difficulty in making a
satisfactory answer. As soon as he heard
of the presents of fish, he ordered them to
be paid for, and compelled his clerk to de-
stroy the unworthy bond he had entered
into with the fishmonger. Cavendish, in-
stead of gaining his point, was condemned
for defamation, and ordered to remain in
prison until he had paid one thousand marks
as damage to the chancellor, and such other
fine as the king might impose (Rot. Parl. iii.
168-70 ; WALLON, 1. 221-4).

Pole failed to carry out his policy of peace,
and was forced to face a vigorous prosecu-
tion of the war against both Scotland and
France. It was complained that Ghent fell
into French hands owing to his want of
quickness in sending relief (KN1curon apud
TwyspEN, Decem Scriptores, c. 2672 ; of. Rot.
Larl. iii. 216). In the shmmer of 1385 he
accompanied Richard on that king’s only
serious military undertaking, the expedition
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against Scotland, in which he commanded a
band of sixty men-at-arms and eighty archers
(DoxLE, iii. 433). After the failure of this
undertaking, Pole was more than ever bent
on peace. Irance had threatened invasion.
He renewed negotiations. On 22 Jan. 1386
he was appointed, with Bishop Skirlaw of
Lichfield and others, to treat with the king
of France and his allies, jointly or separately,
for truce or for peace (Federa, vii. 491-3,
original edition).
Pole’s wealth was steadily growing, and
was exciting widespread envy. DBesides the
—Yorkshire property that came from his father,
and the Lincolnshire estates of his mother,
he was now in possession of the great Suf-
folk inheritance of his wife, Catherine, daugh-
ter and heiress of Sir John de Wingfield.
He now busied himself with consolidating
his power in Suffolk by fortifying his manor-
houses. He hoped to build up a solid domain
in north-eastern Suffolk, of which the central
feature was the new castle, or rather crenel-
lated manor-house, of Wingfield. IHis gate-
house on the south front, its flanking towers,
and curtain wall still survive, while in the
beautiful late decorated village church—the
work, it i3 believed, of his father-in-law—the
~ashes of his son and many later Poles now re-
pose (MURRAY, Lastern Counties, pp. 190-1).
Moreover, on 6 Aung. 1385 he obtained the
title of Earl of Suffolk,extinct since the death
of William Ufford three years before. On
20 Aug., at Newecastle-on-Tyne, the king
granted him lands worth 5001, a year, which
had belonged to William Ufford, and which
included the castle, town, manor, and honour
of Eye, with other manors and jurisdictions,
mainly in Suffolk, which nicely rounded off
the former Wingfield inheritance. But, as the

19¢2-? widowed Countess of Suffolk still held part

of these estates for her life, and other por-
—tions had been regranted to the queen,
Richard further granted to the new earl
2007 a year from the royal revenue and
300/. a year from other lands, until the
Utford estates fell in. The grant of a small
sum from the county revenue completed the
formal connection between the new earl and
his shire (cf. Rolls of Parliament, iii. 206-9 ;
DuepALE, Baronage, ii. 185; Cal. Inq. post
~mortem, iii. 70, 111, 117, 257).

At the parliament which met Richard on
his return from Scotland, Pole was solemnly
girt, on 12 Nov. 1385, with the sword of the
shire, and performed homage for his new
office, before which Walter Skirlaw, keeper
of the privy seal and bishop of Lichfield,
delivered an oration to the assembled estates
on the new earl’s merits (Rot. Parl. iii. 209).
But the murmurs were many and deep. Ile

was, says the St. Albans chronicler, a mer-
chant and the son of 2 merchant; he was a
man more fitted for trade than for chivalry,
and peacefully had grown old in a banker’s
counting-house, and not among warriors in
the field (Chron. Anglie, 1328-88, p. 367).
The saying became a commonplace, and is
repeated by several chroniclers (WALsING-
HAM, ii. 141; OTTERBOURNE, p. 162; MoNk
oF EvEsHAM, p. 67). Yet nothing could be
more unjust thansuch a taunt levelled against
the old companion in arms of the Black
Prince and of John of Gaunt. But it faith-
fully reflected the opinion of the greater
families, and Pole’s former ally, John of
Gaunt, had turned against him. Thomas
Arundel, then bishop of Ely, was especially
hostile. He sought to get the temporalities of
Norwich restored to Bishop Despenser. The
chancellor argued in the parliament of 1385
that to restore the bishop’s lands would cost
the king 1,000 a year. °‘If thou hast so
much concern for the king’s profit,” retorted
the bishop, ¢ why hast thou covetously taken
from him a thousand marks per annum since
thou wast made an earl?’ The chancellor
had no answer, and Despenser recovered his
temporalities.

Early in 1386 Suffolk was engaged in
fruitless negotiations with France. He
was on the continent between 9 Feb. and
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