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BOTTOMLEY, JOSEPH (A. 1820),
musician, was born at Halifax in Yorkshire
in 1786. His parentage is not recorded, but
his musical education was begun at a very
early age; when only seven years old he
played a violin concerto in public. At the
age of twelve he was sent to Manchester,
where he studied under Grimshaw, organist
of St. John’s Church, and Watts, the leader
of the concerts. Under Watts’s direction he
at the same time carried on his violin studies
with Yaniewicz, then resident in Man-
chester. In 1801 Bottomley was articled
to Lawton, the organist of St.Peter’s, Leeds,
and on the expiration of his term removed
to London to study the pianoforte under
‘Weelfl. In 1807 Bottomley returned to his
native county, and obtained the appoint-
ment of organist to the parish church of
Bradford, but he made Halifax his home,
where he had a large teaching connection.
In 1820 he was appointed organist of Shef-
field parish church, which post he held for
some considerable time. The date of his
death is uncertain. Bottomley published
several original works, including ¢ Six Exer-
cises for Pianoforte,” twelve sonatinas for
the same instrument, two divertissements
with flute accompaniment, twelve valses,
eight rondos, ten airs variés, a duo for two
pianos, and a small dictionary of music (8vo),
published in London in 1816.

[Grove’s Dictionary of Music and Musicians;
Watt’s Bibl. Brit. pt. i. 138 a.] R. H.

BOUCH, Sir THOMAS (1822-1880),
civilengineer, the third son of William Bouch,
g captain in the mercantile marine, was born
in the village of Thursley, Cumberland, on
22 Feb. 1822, A lecture by his first teacher,
Mr. Joseph Hannah, of Thursby, ¢ On the
Raising of Water in Ancient and Modern

VOL. VI.

, establishment at Liverpool.
| seventeen he engaged himself to Mr. Larmer,

Times, made so great an impression on his
mind that he at once commenced reading
books on mechanics. His first entrance into
business was in a mechanical engineering
At the age of

civil engineer, who was then constructing the
Lancaster and Carlisle railway. Here he
remained four years. InNovember 1844 he
roceeded to Leeds, where he was employed
or a short time under Mr. George Leather,
M. Inst. C.E. Subsequently he was for four
years one of the resident engineers on the
Stockton and Darlington railway, In Janu-
ary 1849 he left Darlington and assumed
the position of manager and engineer of the
Edinburgh and Northern railway. This en-
gagement first brought to his notice the in-
convenient breaks in railway communication
caused by the wide estuaries of the Forth
and the Tay, the efforts to remedy which
afterwards occupied so much of his attention.
His proposal was to cross the estuaries by
convenient steam ferries, and he prepared
and carried into effect plans for a ‘floating
railway ’—a system for shipping goods trains
which has ever since been in operation.
Soon after completing this work Bouch left
the service of the Northern railway and
engaged in general engineering business.
He designed and carried out mnearly three
hundred miles of railways in the north of
England and Scotland, the chief of these
being the South Durham and Lancashire
Union, fifty miles long, and the Peebles, ten
miles long, the latter being considered the
pattern of a cheaply constructed line. On
the introduction of the tramway system he
was extensively engaged in laying out lines,
including some of the London tramways,
the Edinburgh, Glasgow, and Dundee tram-
ways, and many others, In the course of his
B
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professional work Bouch constructed a num-
ber of remarkable bridges, chiefly in connec-
tion with railways. At Newcastle-on-Tyne he
designed the Redheugh viaduct, a compound
or stiffened-suspension bridge of four spans,
two of 260 feet and two of 240 feet each.
His principal railway bridges, independent
of the Tay bridge, were the Deepdale and
Beelah viaduct on the South Durham and
Lancashire railway, the Bilston Burn bridge
on the Edinburgh, Loanhead, and Roslin
line, and a bridge over the Esk near Mont-
rose. In all these bridges the lattice girder
was used, because of 1its simplicity and its
slight resistance to the wind encountered at
such high elevations. .

In 1863 the first proposals for a Tay bridge
were made public, but the act of parliament
was not obtained until 1870. The Tay bridge,
which crossed the estuary from Newport in
Fife to the town of Dundee, was within a
few yards of two mileslong. It consisted of
eighty-five spans—seventy-two in the shal-
low water, and thirteen over the fairway
channel, two of these being 227 feet, and
eleven 245 feet wide. The system of wrought-
iron lattice girders was adopted throughout.
After many delays the line was completed
from shore to shore on 22 Sept. 1877. The
inspection of the work by Major-general Coote
Synge Hutchinson, R.E., on behalf of the
board of trade, occupied three days, and on
81 May 1878 the bridge was opened with
much ceremony. The engineer was then
presented with the freedom of the town of
Dundee, and on 26 June 1879 he was knighted.
The traffic was continued uninterruptedly till
the evening of Sunday, 28 Dec. 1879, when
during a violent hurricane the central portion
of the bridge fell into the river Tay, carrying
with it an entire train and its load of about
seventy passengers, all of whom lost their
lives. Under the shock and distress of mind
caused by this oatastrophe Bouch’s health
rapidly gave way, and he died at Moffat on
30 Oct. 1880. The rebuilding of the Forth
bridge was begun in 1882, Bouch became
an associate of the Institution of Civil En-
gineers on 3 Dec. 1850, and was advanced
to the class of member on 11 May 1858,
He married, July 1853, Miss Margaret Ada
Nelson, who survived him with one son and
two daughters. His brother, Mr. William
Bouch, waslong connected with the locomo-
tive department of the Stockton and Darling-
ton and North Eastern lines,

[Minutes of Proceedings of the Institution of
Civil Engineers, Ixiii. 301-8 (1881); Illustrated
London News, with portrait, lxxvii. 468 (1880);
Times, 29, 80, and 31 Dec. 1879 ; Report of the
Court of Inquiry and Report of Mr. Rothery

upon the Fall of a portion of the Tay Bridge, in
Pg,rliamentary Papers (1880), C 2616 and C
2616-i.] G. C. B.

BOUCHER, JOHN (1777-1818), divine,
was born in 1777. He was entered at St.
John’s, Oxford ; proceeded B.A. on 23 May
1799 (Cat. Grad. Ozon. p. 71); was elected
fellow of Magdalen at the same time (Preface
to his Sermons, p. 1) ; was admitted to holy
orders in 1801 (2. p. 5),and proceeded M.A.
on 29 April 1802. At this time he became
rector of Shaftesbury, and in 1801 vicar of
Kirk Newton,near Wooler, Northumberland.
He married and had several children. He
preached not only in his own parish, but in
the neighbouring district. One of his sermons
was delivered at Berwick-on-Tweed in 1810,
and another at Belford in 1816. He died on
12 Nov. 1818, at Kirk Newton. There is a
tablet to his memory on the north wall of
the church where he was buried (WILSON,
Churches of Lindisfarne, p. 73). After his
death a 12mo volume of his ¢ Sermons’ was
printed, dedicated to Shute Barrington, bishop
of Durham. The volume reached a second
edition in 1821.

[Preface to Sermons by the late Rev. John
Boucher, M.A. pp. i, v, vi, vii; private informa-
tion.]

BOUCHER, JOHN (1819-1878), divine,
born in 1819, was the son of a tenant-farmer
in Moneyrea, North Ireland. Intended for
the unitarian ministry (in accordance with the
theological views of his parents), he was care-
fully educated, and in 1837 was sent to the
Belfast Academy, then under Drs. Mont-
gomery and J. Scott Porter. Leaving the
academy in 1842, Boucher became minister at
Southport ; next at Glasgow ; and finally, in
1848, at the New Gravel Pit Chapel, Hack-
ney, where for five years his fervour and elo-
quence drew full congregations from all parts
of the metropolis. In 1850 Boucher pub-
lished a sermon on ‘The Present Religious
Crisis, and the ¢ Inquirer’ speaks of another
of the same year on ‘Papal Aggression.’
About this time Boucher adopted rationalistic
views ; but he soon afterwards changed his
opinions again, resigned his pulpit in 1853,
and entered himself at St. John’s, Cambridge,
to read for Anglican orders. He proceeded
B.A. in 1857 (LuarDp, Grad. Cant. p. 46),
and it was hoped that he would have a bril-
liant career in the establishment; but his
health failed ; he left Cambridge, and leading
the life of a thorough invalid in the neighbour-
hood, at Chesterton, for many years, he died
12 March 1878, aged 59. He was one of the
trustees of Dr. Williams'slibrary, till his con-
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version caused him to resign; and he was a
member of the presbyterian board, visiting
Carmarthen College. He married Louise, a
daughter of Ebenezer Johnston, of Stamford
Hill, London, who survived him ayear. He
left no issue.

[The Inquirer, 23 March 1878, p. 190 ; Luard’s
Grad. Cant. p. 46; private information.] J. H.

BOUCHER, JONATHAN (1738-1804),
divine and philologer, the son of a Cumber-
land ¢statesman, was born at Blencogo, a
small hamlet in the parish of Bromfield, be-
tween Wigton and Allonby, on 12 March
1738, and was educated at Wigton grammar
school. When about sixteen years old he
went to America to act as private tutor in
a Virginian family, and remained engaged
in tuition for some years, the stepson of
George Washington being numbered among
his pupils. Having resolved upon taking
orders he returned to England, and was
ordained by the Bishop of London in 1762.
For many years he had charge, in turn, of
several ecclesiastical parishes in America.
He was rector of Hanover, in King George’s
County, in 1762; then of St. Mary’s, in Caro-
lina; and lastly, in 1770, of St. Anne’s, in
Anpapolis. Whilst resident in the new
country he lived in intimate friendship with
‘Washington. They often dined together, and
spent many hours in talk; but the time soon
came when they ‘stood apart.” Boucher’s
loyalty was uncompromising, and when the
American war broke out he denounced from
the pulpit the doctrines which were popular
in the colonies. ¢His last sermon, preached
with pistols on his pulpit-cushion, concluded
with the following words: “ As long as T
live, yea, while I have my being, will I pro-
claim God save the king.”’ Washington
shared in the denunciations of Boucher ; but
when theloyal divine published the discourses
which he had preached in North America be-
tween 1763 and 1775 he dedicated the col-
lection to the great American general, as ‘a
tender of renewed amity.”” Some time in the
autumn of 1775 he returned to England, and
soon after his struggles in opposition to the
advancement of the cause of the colonies
were rewarded by a government pension. In
January 1785 he was instituted to the vicar-
age of Epsom, on the presentation of the
Rev. John Parkhurst, the editor of the Greek
and Hebrew lexicons. This living he re-
tained until his death, which happened on
27 April 1804. Boucher was considered one
of the best preachers of his time, and was a
member of the distinguished clerical club,
still in existence (1886), under the fantastic
title of ¢Nobody’s Club. . He was thrice

married. His first wife, whom he married
in June 1772, was of the same family as
Joseph Addison ; the second, Mary Elizabeth,
daughter of Charles Foreman, was married
on 15 Jan. 1787, and died on 14 Sept. 1788;
by his third wife, widow of the Rev. Mr.
James, rector of Arthuret, and married to
Boucher at Carlisle in October 1789, he left
eight children [see BovcHIER, BARTON]. Some
portions of Boucher’s autobiography were
printed in ‘Notes and Queries,’” 5th ser. i.
1034, v. 501-3, vi. 21, 81, 141, 161.

Boucher was a man of widespread tastes
and of intense affection for his native county
of Cumberland. His anonymous tract, con-
taining proposals for its material advance-
ment, including the establishment of a county
bank, was signed ‘A Cumberland Man,
‘Whitehaven, Dec. 1792, and was reprinted
in Sir F. M. Eden’s ¢ State of the Poor,’ iii.
App. 387—401. To William Hutchinson’s
¢Cumberland’ he contributed the accounts
of the parishes of Bromfield, Caldbeck, and
Sebergham, and the lives included in the
section entitled ‘Biographia Cumbrensis.’
The edition of Relph’s poetical works which
appeared in 1797 was dedicated to Boucher,
and among the ‘Original Poems’ of San-
derson (1800) is an epistle to Boucher on
his return from America. He published
several single sermons and addresses to his
parishioners, and issued in 1797, under the
title of ¢ A View of the Causes and Conse-
quences of the American Revolution,” thirteen
of his discourses, 1763-1775. His ¢ Glossary
of Archaic and Provincial Words,” intended
as a supplement to Johnson’s Dictionary, to
which he devoted fourteen years, was left
uncompleted. Proposalsfor publication under
the direction of Sir F. M. Eden were issued
shortly before his death, and the part in-
cluding letter A. was published in 1807, but
did not obtain sufficient encouragement to
justify the continuance of the work. A
second attempt at publication was made in
1832, when the Rev. Joseph Hunter and
Joseph Stevenson brought out the Intro-
duction to the whole work and the Glossary
as far as Blade. The attempt was again un-
successful ; and it is understood that most of
the materials passed into the hands of the
proprietors of Dr. Webster’s English Dic-
tionary. A certainJ. Odell, M.A., an Epsom
schoolmaster, published in 1806 an ¢ Essay on
the Elements of the English Language,’
which was intended as an introduction to
Boucher’s work.

[Gent. Mag. (1804), pt. ii. 591, by Sir F. M.
Eden (1831), 450; Nicholg’s Illust. of Lit. v.
630-41; Sir J. A. Park’s W. Stevens (1859 ed.),
131-9, 169; Notes and Queries, 3rd ser. ix.

B2
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75-6, 282-4, 5th ser. ix. 50, 68, 89, 311, 371,;
Manning and Bray’s Surrey, ii. 620, 625 ; Allen,s
American Biog. Diet. (3rd ed.), 105-6; Hawks’s
Eceles. Hist. of the United States, n.“;ZG%] o

BOUCHERY, WEYMAN (1683-1712),
Latin poet, son of Arnold Bouchery, one of
the ministers of the Walloon congregation at
Canterbury, was born in that city in 1683,
and educabed in the King’s School there and
at Jesus College, Cambridge (B.A. 1702,
M.A. 1706). It is said that at the time he
graduated M.A. he had migrated to Em-
manuel College, but the circumstance is not
recorded in the ¢Cantabrigienses Graduatl’
He became rector of Little Blakenham in
Suffolk in 1709, and died at Ipswich on
24 March 1712. ~ A mural tablet to his me-
mory was erected in the church of St. George,
Canterbury, by his son, Gilbert Bouchery,
vicar of Swaffham, Norfolk. He published
an elegant Latin poem—¢ Hymnus Sacer:
sive Paraphrasis in Deborae et Baraci Canti-
cum, Alcaico carmine expressa, e libri Judi-
cum cap. v., Cambridge, typis academicis,
1706, 4to.

[Addit. MS. 5864, f. 95, 19084, ff. 113, 1145;
Cantabrigienses Graduati (1787), 46 ; Hasted’s
Kent, iv. 469 ».] T. C.

BOUCHIER, BARTON (1794-1865), re-
ligious writer, born in 1794, was a younger
son of the vicar of Epsom, Surrey, the Rev.
Jonathan Boucher [q. v.] Barton changed
his name from Boucher to Bouchier after
1822. He was educated at Balliol Col-
lege, Oxford. In 1816 he married Mary,
daughter of the Rev. Nathaniel Thornbury,
of Avening, Gloucestershire (Gent. Mag.
1866, pp. 431-2). He proceeded B.A. in
1822, and M.A. in 1827. Bouchier at first

read for the bar. But he afterwards took
holy orders and became curate at Monmouth.
A sermon preached by him at Usk in 1822 for
the Christian Knowledge Society was pub-
lished by request. Bouchier held curacies
later at Old, Northamptonshire (Gent. Mag.
supra), and (before 1834) at Cheam, Surrey,
from which place he issued an edition of
Bishop Andrewes's ¢ Prayers.” In 1836 he
published ¢ Prophecy and Fulfilment,” a little
book of corresponding texts; and in 1845
‘Thomas Bradley,’ a story of a poor pa-
rishioner, and the first of a series of similar
pamphlets describing clerical experiences,
?%lllecIt,ed_ a}ngl pltib‘liTS}ﬁedCin various editions as
arish,” an e Country P ’
1855 to 1860, y Fastonfrom
. In 1852 Bouchier commenced the publica-
tion of his ¢ Manna in the House,’ being ex-

ositions of the gospels and the Acts, lasting,
gvith intervals, gdown to 1858; in 1854 he
wrote his ¢The Ark in the House,’ being
family prayers for a month ; and in 1866 he
wrote his  Manna in the Heart,’ being com-
ments on the Psalms. In 1853 he wrote a
‘Letter’ to the prime minister (Lord Aber-
deen) against opening the Crystal Palace on
Sundays, following up this appeal in 1854 by
¢The Poor Man’s Palace,’ &c., a pamphlet ad-
dressed to the Crystal Palace directors. In
1856 he published ¢Solace in Sickness,” a col-
lection of hymns, and in the same year was
made rector of Fonthill Bishop, Wiltshire.
He published his ¢ Farewell Sermon’ to his
Cheam flock, having preached it on 28 Sept.
In 1864 he published ‘ The History of Isaac.’
He died at the rectory 20 Dec. 1865, aged 71.
The editorship of ‘The Vision,” a humorous
illustrated poem on Jonathan Boucher’s phi-
lological studies, written by Sir F. M. Eden,
bart., and published in 1820, has been wrongly
attributed to Bouchier. ,

[Gent. Mag. 4th ser. 1866, i. 431-2; Brit.
Mus. Cat.] J. H.
BOUCHIER or BOURCHIER,

GEORGE (d. 1643), rovalist, was a wealthy
merchant of Bristol. He entered into a plot
with Robert Yeomans, who had been one of
the sheriffs of Bristol, and several others, to
deliver that city,on 7 March 16423, to Prince
Rupert, for the service of King Charles I'; but
the scheme being discovered and frustrated,
he was, with Yeomans, after eleven weeks’ im-
prisonment, brought to trial before a council
of war. Thev were both found guilty and
hanged in Wine Street. Bristol, on 30 May
1643. In his speech to the populace at the
place of execution Bouchier exhorted all
those who had set their hands to the plough
(meaning the defence of the royal cause) not

 to be terrified by his and his fellow-prisoner’s

sufferings into withdrawing their exertions in
the king’s service. There is a small portrait
of Bouchier in the preface to Winstanley’s
¢ Loyall Martyrology,” 1665.

{Clarendon’s Hist. of the Rebellion (1843),
389; Lloyd’s Memoires (1677), 565; Winstan-
ley's Loyall Martyrology, 5; Granger’s Biog.
Hist. of England {1824), iii. 110; Barrett’s
Hist. of Bristol, 227, 228.] T.C

-y

BOUGH, SAMUEL (1822-1878), land-
scape painter, third child of a shoemaker,
originally from Somersetshire, was born at
Cax_-hsle on 8 Jan., 1822, and when a boy
assisted at his father’s craft. Later he was
for a short time engaged in the office of the
town clerk of Carlisle ; but, while still young,
abandoned the prospects of a law career, and
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wandered about the country, making sketches
in water colour, and associating with gipsies.
In the course of his wanderings he visited
London ‘several times ; first in 1838, when
he made some copies in the National Gallery.
He was never at any school of art. In 1845
he obtained employment as a scene-painter
at Manchester, and was thence taken by the
manager, Glover, to Glasgow, where he mar-
ried Isabella Taylor, a singer at the theatre.

His abilities were recognised by Sir D.
Macnee, P.R.S.A., who persuaded him to
give up his work at the theatre for land-
scape painting. He began in 1849 a more
earnest study of nature, working at Hamil-
ton, in the neighbouring Cadzow Forest,
and at Port Glasgow, where he painted his
¢Shipbuilding at Dumbarton” Among his
%rincipal works may be mentioned: ¢ Canty

ay, ‘The Rocket Cart, ¢St. Monan’s,
‘London from Shooter’s Hill} ¢ Kirkwall,’
‘ Borrowdale’ (engraved in ¢ Art Journal,
1871), ¢ March of the Avenging Army,” ‘ Ban-
nockburn and the Carse of Stirling,” ¢ Guild-
ford Bridge.” He supplied landscape illustra-
tions for books published by Messrs. Blackie
& Co. and by other publishers; produced a
few etchings of no great merit; painted seve-
ral panoramas; and never entirely gave up
the practice of scene-painting.

In 1856 he became an associate of the
Royal Scottish Academy, and on 10 Feb.
1875 a full member. For the last twenty
years of his life his abode was fixed at Edin-
burgh, where he died 19 Nov. 1878,

Although Bough at times painted in oil,
the majority of his works, and among them
his best, are in water colour. His style was
much influenced by his practice as a scene-

ainter, and is characterised by great breadth,
treedom, and boldness of execution, with
power over atmospheric effects, but with at
times some deficiency in the quality of colour.
A thorough Bohemian, he concealed under a
rough exterior, and an abrupt and sometimes
sarcastic manner, a warm heart and a mind
cultivated by loving knowledge of some
branches of older English literature. He was
a great amateur of music, a fair violinist, and
the possessor of a fine bass voice. A collection
of his works was exhibited at the Glasgow
Institute in 1880, and another at Edinburgh
in 1884.

[Edinburgh Courant, November 1878 ; Secots-
man, November 1878; Mr. R. L. Stevenson in
Academy, 30 Nov. 1878; Academy, 5 July 1884 ;
Art Journal, January 1879.] W. H-n.

BOUGHEN, EDWARD, D.D. (1587-
1660 ), royalist divine, was a native of Buck-
inghamshire, and received his education at

‘Westminster School, whence he was elected
to a scholarship at Christ Church, Oxford
(B.A. 1609, M.A. 1612). He was appointed
chaplain to Dr. Howson, bishop of Oxford;
he afterwards held a cure at Bray in Berk-
shire; and on 13 April 1633 was collated
to the rectory of Woodchurch in Kent. The
presbyterian inhabitants of Woodchurch pe-
titioned against him in 1640 for having acted
as a justice of the peace, and he was ejected
from both his livings. Thereupon he retired
to Oxford, where he was created D.D. on
1 July 1646, shortly before the surrender of
the garrison to the parliamentary forces;
he afterwards resided at Chartham in Kent.
‘Wood says: ¢ This Dr. Boughen, as I have
been informed, lived to see his majesty re-
stored, and what before he had lost, he did
obtain;’ and Baker also states that ¢ Boughen
died soon after the Restoration, aged 74, plus
minus.” It is not improbable that he is
identical with the Edward Boughen, pre-
bendary of Marden in the church of Chiches-
ter, whose death occurred between 29 May
and 11 Aug. 1660 (WALKER, Sufferings of
the Clergy, ed. 1714, ii. 13).

Boughen was a learned man and a staunch
defender of the church of England. He
published: 1. Several sermons, including
¢ Unanimity in Judgment and Affection, ne-
cessary to Unity of Doctrine and Uniformity
in Discipline. A Sermon preached at Can-
terbury at the Visitation of the Lord Arch-
bishop’s Peculiars. In St. Margaret's Church,
April 14,1635, Lond. 1635, 8vo; reprinted in
1714, ‘with a preface by Tho. Brett, LL.D.,
rector of Betteshangerin Kent. Giving some
account of the author, also vindicating him
and the preachers, who flourished under King
James I and King Charles I, from the reflec-
tions cast upon them in a late preface before
a sermon of Abp. Whitgift’s” 2. ‘An Ac-
count of the Church Catholick : where it was
before the Reformation, and whether Rome
were or bee the Church Catholick. Inanswer
to two letters’ signed T. B., Lond. 1653, 4to.
A reply by R.T., printed, it is said, at Paris,
appeared in 1654, ¢ By which R. T. is meant,
as I have been informed by some Rom. Catho-
lics, Thomas Read, LL.D., sometimes fellow
of New Coll. in Oxon.” (Woop, Atkene Ozon.
ed. Bliss, iii. 390). 3. ¢ Observations upon
the Ordinance of the Lords and Commons at
‘Westminster. After Advice had with their
Assembly of Divines, for the Ordination of
Ministers pro Tempore, according to their
Directory for Ordination, and Rules for Ex-
amination therein expressed,” Oxford, 1645.
4. ¢ Principles of Religion ; or, a short Expo-
sition of the Catechism of the Church of Eng-
land,” Oxford, 1646; London, 1663, 1668,
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1671. The later editions bear this title: ‘A
short Exposition of the Catechism of the
Church of England, with the Church Cate-
chism it self, and Order of Confirmation, in
English and Latin for the use of Scholars,
Lond. 1671, 12mo. Some of the prayers an-
nexed are very singular. That for the king
implores ¢that our sovereign King Charles
may be strengthened with the faith of Abra-
ham, endued with the mildness of Moses,
armed with the magnanimity of Joshua,
exalted with the humility of David, beauti-
fied with the wisdom of Solomon ;’ for the
queen : ‘ That our most gracious queen Catha-
rine may beholy and devout as Hesther,loving
to the king as Rachel, fruitful as Leah, wise
as Rebecca, faithful and obedient as Sarah,’
&e. b. ‘Mr. Geree's Case of Conscience
sifted; wherein is enquired whether the king
(considering his oath at coronation to protect
the clergy and their priviledges) can with a
safe Conscience consent to the Abrogation of
Episcopacy,” Lond. 1648, 1650, 4to. Geree
published areply under the title of Suioppayia,
the Sifter’s Sieve broken.” 6. Poems in the
university collections on King James’s visit
to Christ Church in 1605, and on the mar-
riage of the Princess Elizabeth in 16183.

[Wood's Athene Oxon. (Bliss), iii. 388-90,
Fasti, i. 333, 347, ii. 100; Addit. MS. 5863,
f. 215 5 ; Hasted’s Kent, iii. 111 ; Kennett’s Re-
gister and Chronicle, 597, 842, 843, 861;
Welch’s Alumni Westmon. (Phillimore), 73.]

T. C.

BOUGHTON, JOAN (d.1494), martyr,
was an old widow of eighty years or more,
who held certain of Wycliffe's opinions. She
was said to be the mother of a lady named
Young, who was suspected of the like
doctrines. She was burnt at Smithfield
28 April 1494.

_ [Fabyan, p. 685, ed. Ellis; Foxe’s Acts and
Monuments, iii. 704, iv. 7, ed. 1846.] W.H.

BOULT, SWINTON (1809-187 6), secre-
tary and director of the Liverpool, London
and Globe Insurance Company, commenced
life in Liverpool as local agent for insurance
offices. In 1836 he founded the Liverpool
Fire Office, which, after struggling with many
difficulties, became. through Boult’s energy
the largest fire insurance office in the world,
After the great fires in Liverpool of 1842-3
Boult offered to the merchants of Liverpool
opportunities of insuring their merchandise
against fire in the various parts of the world
where it was lying awaiting transshipment.
Agencies, which proved very successful, were
gradually opened in various parts of America
and Canada, in the Baltic, in the Mediter-

ranean, and afterwardsin the East generally,
and in Australia. About 1848 the company,
on account of the number of its London clients,
became known as the Liverpool and London;
afterwards, on absorbing the business of the
Globe Insurance Company, under the autho-
rity of parliament the present title of Liver-
pool, London, and Globe was assumed. The
company now transactsa large business in all
the leading mercantile countries of the world,
its premiums from fire ingurance alone con-
siderably exceeding one million per annum,

Boult was the principal means of intro-
ducing ‘tariff rating’ asapplied to cotton mills,
whereby real improvements in construction
are taken into account in determining the pre-
miums ; he originated the Liverpool Salvage
Committee, did much to secure the passing of
the Liverpool Fire Prevention Act, and de-
vised a uniform policy for the tariff fire offices.
He made the circuit of the globe in order to
render himself familiar with the real nature
of the fire risks which his company, in com-
mon with other fire offices, was called upon
to accept ; became managing director of his
company, and gave evidence before various
parliamentary committees on points affecting
the practice of fire insurance, especially before
that on fire protection which sat in 1867. He
died in 1876, aged 67.

[Walford’s Insurance Cyclopsedia.] C. W.

BOULTBEE, THOMAS POWNALL,
LL.D. (1818-1884), divine, the eldest son of
Thomas Boulthee, for forty-seven years vicar
of Bidford, Warwickshire, was born on 7 Aug.
1818. He was sent to Uppingham school 1n
1833, which he left with an exhibition to St.
John's College, Cambridge. He took the de-
gree of B.A. in 1841, as fifth wrangler. In
March 1842 he was elected fellow of his col-
lege, and proceeded M..\. in 1844, He took
orders immediately ; and after holding one or
two curacies, and taking pupils, he became
curate to the Rev. Francis Close, of Chelten-
ham, afterwards dean of Carlisle. From 1852
to 1863 he was theological tutor and chaplain
of Cheltenham College, In 1868 he assumed
the principalship of the newly instituted Lon-
dop College of Divinity, at first located in a
private house at Kilburn, where the principal
entered upon his task with g single student.
Two vears afterwards it was moved to St.
John's Hall, Highbury, and the number of
pupils rose to fifty or sixty. In 1884 the
number of students in residence was sixty-
eLg;llt. Boultbee took the degree of LL.D. In
1872, and in October 1883 received from the
Bishop of London, Dr. J ackson, the preben-
dal stall of Eadland in St. Paul's Cathedral,
Dr. Boultbee died at Bournemouth on 30 Jan,
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1884, and was buried at Chesham, Bucking-
hamshire,’of which his youngest son was vicar.
Besides a few sermons and occasional
papers, Dr. Boultbee published: 1. ¢The
Alleged Moral Difficulties of the Old Tes-
tament, a Lecture delivered in connection
with the Christian Evidence Society, 28 June
1872 ; 8vo, London, 1872. 2. ¢ The Annual
Address of the Victoria Institute, or Philoso-
phical Society of Great Britain,’ 8vo, London,
1873. 3. ¢ A Commentary on the Thirty-nine
Articles, forming an Introduction to the
Theology of the Church of England,’ 8vo,
London, 1871, and other editions. 4. ‘A
History of the Church of England Pre-Re-
formation Period,” 8vo, London, 1879.

[Graduati Cantabrigienses, 1873 ; Crockford’s
Clerical Directory; Times, 1 Feb. 1884; Rev.
C. H. Waller, St. John’s Hall, Highbury, in the
Rock, 8 Feb. 1884; Record, 1, 8, and 15 Feb.
1884, where appear a funeral sermon by Bishop
Ryle, and communications from G. C., A. P., and
the Rev. Thomas Lewthwaite, Newsome Vicarage,
Huddersfield. ] . G.

BOULTER, HUGH (1672-1742), arch-
bishop of Armagh, born in London 4 Jan.
1671-2, was descended from a ‘reputable and
estated family.” His father was John Boulter
of St. Katharine Cree. He entered Merchant
Taylors’ School 11 Sept. 1685, matriculated
at Christ Church, Oxford, 1686-7. He was
an associate of Addison, and was subse-

uently made fellow of Magdalen College
(B.A. 1690, M.A. 1693, D.D. 1708). In
1700 he received the appointment of chaplain
to Sir Charles Hedges, secretary of state,
and afterwards acted in the same capacity to
Archbishop Tenison. Through the patronage
-of Charles Spencer, earl of Sunderland, Boul-
ter was appointed to St. Olave’s, Southwark
1708), and archdeacon of Surrey (1715-16).
ith Ambrose Philips, Zachary Pierce,
bishop of Rochester, and others, Boulter
contributed to a periodical established in
1718, and entitled ‘ The Free Thinker” In
1719 Boulter attended George I as chaplain
to Hanover, and was employed to instruct
Prince Frederick in the English language.
The king in the same year appointed him
bishop of Bristol and dean of Christ Church,
Oxford. TFive years subsequently George
nominated Boulter to the primacy of the
protestant church in Ireland, then vacant,
which he for a time hesitated to accept. The
king’s letter for his translation from the see of
Bristol to that of Armagh was dated 31 Aug.
1724. In November of that year he arrived
in Ireland, and Ambrose Philips accompanied
him as his secretary. As a member of the
privy council and lord justice in Ireland

Boulter devoted himself with much assiduity
to governmental business, as well as to the
affairs of the protestant church. He approved
of the withdrawal of Wood’s patent for cop-
per coinage. On other points he differed both
with William King, archbisho;p of Dublin,
and with Swift. One of Swift’s last public
acts was his condemnation of the measure
promoted by Boulter for diminishing the value
of gold coin and increasing the quantity of
silver currency, which it was apprehended
would, by causing an advance in the rent of
land, increase the absentee drain from Ire-
land. Swift, in some satirical verses, ridi-
culed Boulter's abilities. Through Sir Robert
Walpole and his connections in England
Boulter acquired a predominating influence
in administration and in the parliament at
Dublin, where he considered himself to be
the head of the ¢ English interest.” Boulter’s
state policy, to secure what he styled ¢ a good
footing ’ for the ¢ English interest’ in Ireland,
was to confer important posts in church and
state there on his own countrymen, to repress
efforts of the protestants in Ireland towards
constitutional independence, and to leave the
Roman catholics subjected to penal legisla-
tion. By astatute enacted through Boulter’s
influence the Roman catholics were excluded
from the legal profession, and disqualified
from holding offices connected with the ad-
ministration oflaw. Underanotheract passed
through Boulter’s exertions they were de-
prived of the right of voting at elections for
members of parliament or magistrates—the
sole constitutional right which they had been
allowed to exercise. Boulter forwarded with
greatenergy the scheme for protestant charter
schools, with a view to strengthen the ¢ Eng-
lish interest,” by bringing over the Irish to
the church of England. He gave many liberal
contributions to protestant churches, and for
the relief of the poorin periods of distress in
Ireland. As a memorial of his charity, in
1741 a full-length portrait of him by Francis
Bindon was placed in the hall of the poor
house, Dublin. Boulter repeatedly held of-
fice as lord justice in Ireland during the ab-
sence of the viceroy, Carteret, and his suc-
cessors, the Dukes of Dorset and Devonshire.
The death of Boulter occurred at London on
27 Sept. 1742. He was interred in the north
transept of Westminster Abbey, where a
marble monument and bust were placed over
his remains. ¢Sermons,” and ¢ A Charge at
his Primary Visitation in Ireland in 1725,
are his only published productions, with the
exception of a portion of his correspondence.
A selection of his letters was printed in two
volumes at Oxford in 1769, under the super-
intendence of Ambrose Philips, whohad acted
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as his secretary in Ireland. This series con-
sists of letter:yfrom November 1724 to De-
cember 1738, to state officials and eminent
churchmen in England. They were repub-
lished at Dublin in 1770 by George Faulkner,
who, in his introduction to them, observed
that Boulter, with all his virtues, ¢ was too
partially favourable to the people of England
and too much prejudiced against the natives
of Ireland” In 1745 Dr. Samuel Madden
published at London ¢ Boulter’s Monument,
a panegyrical poem.” This production, dedi-
cated to Frederick, prince of Wales, was re-
vised by Samuel Johnson, and quoted by him
in his dictionary. A full-length portrait
of Boulter is preserved in Magdalen College,
and a bust of him is in the library of Christ
Church, Oxford.

[Letters of Hugh Boulter, D.D., 1769-70;
Biographia Britannica, 1780; O’Conor’s Hist. of
Irish Catholics, 1813 ; Stuart’s Hist. Memoirs of
Armagh, 1819 ; Works of Swift, ed, Sir W. Scott,
1824 ; Works of Samuel Johnson, 1825 ; Mant’s
Hist. of Church of Ireland, 1840 ; Boswell’s Life
of Johnson, ed. Napier, 1884 ; C. J. Robinson’s
Registers of Merchant Taylors’ Schoolj i;r3 lé.]

BOULTON, MATTHEW (1728-1809),
engineer, was born in Birmingham 8 Sept.
1728, where his father, Matthew Boulton the
elder, had long been carrying on the trade, ac-
cording to Dr. Smiles, of a silver stamper and
piercer. The Boultons were a Northamp-
tonshire family, but John, the grandfather
of the younger Matthew, settled in Lich-
field, and Matthew the elder was sent to
Birmingham to enter into business, in con-
sequence of the reduced fortunes of the
family. The younger Boulton entered his
father’s business early, and soon set himself
to extendit. Thishe had succeeded in doing
to a considerable extent, when in 1759 hig
father died. In the following year he mar-
ried Anne Robinson of Lichfield, with
whom he received a considerable dower.
Being thus able to command additional
capital, he determined to enlarge his opera-
tions still further, and with this view he
founded the famousSoho works. About the
same time he also entered into partnership
with Mr. Fothergill. The works were opened
in 1762, and soon obtained g reputation for
work of a higher character than it was then
usual to associate with the name of Birming-
ham. Boulton laid himself out to improve
not only the workmanship, but the artistic
merit of his wares, and for this purpose em-
ployed agents to procure for him the finest
examples of art-work not only in metal, hut
n pottery and other materials, which he

employed as models for his own produc-
tions.

The growth of the factory, and the con-
sequent increased need for motive power
more abundant than the water-power with
which Soho was but scantily furnished, led
Boulton to direct his thoughts to the steam
engine, then only used for pumping. He
himself made experiments, a!.nd construcf;ed
a model of an improved engine, but nothing
came of it. Watt was then in partnership
with Roebuck, endeavouring unsuccessfully
to perfect his engine. Roebuck was a friend
of Boulton, and told him of Watt and his
experiments. Two visits paid by Watt to
Soho in 1767 and 1768 made him anxious
to secure the help of Boulton and to avail
himself of the resources in Soho in perfect-
ing the engine, while Boulton was on his
side desirous of getting Watt’s aid in the
construction of an engine for the works.
For some time negotiations as to a partner-
ship between the two went on, but they
came to nothing until Roebuck’s failure in
1772, As a set-off against a claim of 1,2001.,
Boulton then accepted Roebuck’s share in
the engine patent, and entered into partner-
shig with Watt. In consequence of Boul-
ton’s advice the act of parliament was pro-
cured by which the patent rights were
extended for a period of twenty-four years
(with the six expired years of the original
patent, thirty years in all). The history
of the difficulties which were vanquished
by the mechanical skill of one partner and
by the energy of the other will more fitly be
related in the account of Watt [see Warr,
James], but it may be said here that if the

| completion of the steam engine was due

to Watt, its introduction at that time
was due to Boulton. He devoted to the
enterprise not only all the capital he pos-
sessed, but all he could raise from any
source whatever, and indeed he brought
himself to the verge of bankruptcy before
the work was completed and the engine a
commercial success. He kept up the droop-
ing spirits of his partner, and would never
allow him to despond, when he was almost
inclined to despair of his own invention.
Of course at last he had his reward, but it
was not until after six or seven years’labour
and anxiety, and when he had passed his
sixtieth year. Dr. Smiles gives 1787 as the
year when Watt began to realise a profit
from the engine, but_the greater outlay for
which Boulton had been responsible made
1t some time later before he got clear from
his liabilities and began to make a profit.
he reform of the copper coinage was an-
other important movement with which
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Boulton was connected in the latter part of
his life. In 1788 he set up several coinin
presses at Soho to be worked by steam (he
patented his press in 1790), and after making
large quantities of coins for the East India
Company, for foreign governments, and for
some of the colonies, he in 1797 undertook
the production of a new copper coinage for
Great Britain. He also supplied machinery
to the new mint on Tower Hill, commenced
in 1805, and until quite lately part at least
of our money was coined by the old machinery
constructed by Boulton and Watt. It was
not until the reorganisation of the mint ma-
chinery in 1882 that Boulton’s press was
finally abandoned.

In the scientific society of his time Boul-
ton held a prominent place. Among his
intimates were Franklin, Priestley, Darwin,
‘Wedgwood, and Edgeworth ; he was a fellow
of the Royal Society and a member of the
Lunar Society, a provincial scientific society
of note. His house at Soho was the meeting-
place for all scientific men, both English and
foreign. He died there 18 Aug. 1809,

[Smiles’s Lives of Boulton and Watt (founded
on original papers), London, 1865 ; Muirhead’s
Life of Watt, London, 1858 ; Gent. Mag. 1809,
780, 883, 979.] H.T.W.

BOULTON, RICHARD (/. 1697-1724),
physician, educated at Brasenose College, Ox-~
ford, and for some time settled at Chester, was
the author of anumber of works on the medical
and kindred sciences, including: 1. ¢ Reason
of Muscular Motion,’ 1697. 2. ¢ Treatise con-
cerning the Heat of the Blood,”1698. 3. ¢ An
Examination of Mr. John Colbatche’s Books,’
1699. 1. ¢ Letter to Dr. Goodal occasioned by
his Letter to Dr. Leigh,’ 1699. 5. ¢ System of
Rational and Practical Chirurgery,” 1699 ;
2nd edition, 1713, 6. ‘The Works of the
Hon. Robert Boyle epitomised,’ 3 vols. 1699
1700. 7. ¢ Physico-Chirurgical Treatises of
the Gout, the King’s Evil, and the Lues Ve-
nerea,” 1714, 8. ‘Essay on External Reme-
dies,” 1715. 9. ‘Essay on the Plague,’ 1721.
10. ¢ Vindication of the Compleat History of
Magic,’ 1722, 11. ¢ Thoughts concerning the
Unusual Qualities of the Air,’1724. Though
apparently learned in the science of his pro-
fession, he was seemingly not successful in
his practice, for in a letter to Sir Hans Sloane
he states that he undertook to write an
abridgment of Mr. Boyle’s works on account
of ¢ misfortunes still attending him ;’ and in
another letter he mentions that successive
misfortunes had made him the object of his
compassion, and begs him to effect something
towards putting him in a way to live. In
the preface to the ¢ Vindication of the His-

tory of Magic’he states that he had been for
some time out of England.

[Watt’s Bibl, Brit.; Brit. Mus. Catalogue;
Sloane MS. 4038.]

BOUND, NICHOLAS (d. 1613). [See
BowNDE. ]

BOUQUET, HENRY (1719-1765), gene-
ral, born at Rolle, in the canton of Berne,
Switzerland, was in 1736 received as a cadet
in the regiment of Constant in the service of
the States-General of Holland,and in 1738 was
made ensign in the same regiment. Thence he
passed into the service of the king of Sardinia,
and distinguished himself in the wars against
France and Spain. The accounts he sent to
Holland of these campaigns having attracted
the attention of the Prince of Orange, he was
engaged by him in the service of the republic.
As captain-commandant, with the rank of
lieutenant-colonel in the regiment of Swiss
guards newly formed in the Hague in 1748,
he was sent to the Low Countries to receive
from the French the places they were about
to evacuate. A few months afterwards he
accompanied Lord Middleton in his travels
in France and Ttaly. On the outbreak of the
war between the French and English settlers
in America in 1754 he was appointed lieu-
tenant-colonel of the Royal American regi-
ment which was then raised in three bat-
talions, and by his integrity and capacity
gained great credit, especially in Pennsyl-
vania and Virginia. In 1763 he was sent
by General Amherst from Canada with mili-
tary stores and provisions for the relief of
Fort Pitt, and on 5 Aug. was attacked by a
powerful body of the Indians near the defile
of Turtle Creek, but so completely defeated
them that they gave up their designs against
Fort Pitt and retreated to their remote set~
tlements. In the following year he wassent
from Canada against the Ohio Indians, and
succeeded in reducing a body of Shawanese,
Delaware, and other tribes to make terms of
peace. At the conclusion of the peace with
the Indians he was made brigadier-general
and commandant of all troops in the south-
ern colonies of British America. He died in
the autumn of 17656 at Pensacola, from an
epidemic then prevalent among the troops.

[The account of General Bouquet’s Expedition
against the Ohio Indians in 1764 was published
at Philadelphia in 1765 and reprinted in London
in the following year. The work has been as-
cribed to Thomas Hutchins, geographer of the
United States, who supplied the map, but pro-
perly belongs to Dr. William Smith, provost of
the College of Philadelphia. An edition in
French by C. G. F. Dumas, with an histori-
cal sketch of General Bouquet, was issued at
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Amsterdam in 1769. An English translation of
this life is added to an edition of the work pub-
lished at Cincinnati in 1868, and forming vol. i.
of the Ohio Historical Series. The letters and
documents formerly belonging to Bouquet, and
relating to military events in America, 1767
1765, occupy thirty volumes of manuscripts in
the British Museum, Add. MSS. 21631-21660.
In Add. MS. 21660 there is a copy of the inven-
tory of his property and of his will.]T -

BOUQUETT, PHILIP, D.D. (1669-
1748), Hebrew professor, was educated at

‘Westminster School, whence he was elected
" in 1689 to a scholarship at Trinity College,
Cambridge.. He became B.A. 1692, M.A.
1696,B.D. 1706, D.D. 1711. When a vacancy
occurred in the professorship of Hebrew in
1704, which it was thought desirable to con~
fer on Sike, Bouquett was temporarily ap-
pointed to it in the absence of Sike, the
famous oriental scholar, for whom the post
was reserved. Sike was definitely elected in
August 1705, but on the professorship falling
vacant again seven years later, Bouquett was
elected to fill it permanently. He died senior
fellow of Trinity on 12 Feb, 1747-8, aged 79.
Cole describes him as ‘born in France, an old
miserly refugee, who died rich in college, and
left his money among the French refugees.

He was a meagre, thin man, bent partly '
double, and for his oddities and way of living |

was much ridiculed” He refused to sign the
petition against Dr. Bentley. Bouquett con-
tributed a copy of elegiacs to the university
collection of poems on the death of George I
and accession of George II in 1727,

[Welch's Al. West. 214; Gent. Mag. xviii. 92;
Cole’s MSS. xxxiii. 274, xIv. 244, 334 ; Monk’s
Life of Bentley, 1. 186, 329-30.] J. M.

BOURCHIER, GEORGE. [See Bou-
CHIER. |

BOURCHIER, HENRY, EARL or EssEx
(d. 1483), was the son of Sir William Bour-
chier, earl of Ewe or Lu, and of Anne,
daughter of Thomas of Woodstock, duke of
Gloucester, and widow of Edmund, earl of
Stafford. He was therefore great-grandson of
Robert Bourchier [q. v.], chancellor to Ed-
ward ITI, brother of Thomas [q.v.],archbishop
of Canterbury, and of Anne, wife of John,
duke of Norfolk, and half-brother of Humfrey,
duke of Buckingham. Early in the reign of
Henry VI he served in the French war, going
to Calais in 1480 with the king and the Duke
of York. He succeeded his father as earl of
Ewe, and was once summoned to parliament
by that title. In 1435 he succeeded to the
barony of Bourchier. He served in France
under the Duke of York, was appointed lieu-

tenant-general in 1440, and in 1443 was cap-
tain of Crotoy in Picardy. He was summoned
to parliament as Viscount Bourchier in 1446.
He married Isabel, daughter of Richard, earl
of Cambridge, and aunt of Edward IV. In
1451 he served on the commission of oyer and
terminer for Kent and Sussex. The battle of
St. Albans made the Duke of York and his
party the masters of the king, and on 29 May
1455 Henry appointed Bourchier, the duke’s
brother-in-law, treasurer of the kingdom.
Bourchier held office until § Oct. 1456, and
was then succeeded by the Earl of Shrewsbury
—a change that ‘ perhaps indicates that the
mediating policy of the Duke of Buckingham
was exchanged for a more determined one’
(Stusss, Const. Hist. iii. 176) ; for up to this
time the Bourchiers, in spite of their close
connection with the house of York, held a kind
of middle place between the two parties, and,
though the queen’s party came into power in
February, continued to hold office in what
may be called the Lancastrian government.
His and his brother’s sudden discharge from
office was put down to the queen’s influence
(Paston Letters, i. 408). In 1460 Bourchier
was with the Earls of March and Warwick
at the battle of Northampton, and was there-
fore by that time a declared partisan of the
duke. On the accession of his nephew, Ed-
wardI'V, he wascreated earl of Essex (30 June
1461); he was made treasurer for the second
time, and held office for a year. Hereceived
from the king the castle of Werk and the
honour of Tindall, in Northumberland, to-
gether with many other estates in different
counties. In 1471 the earl was again made
treasurer, and retained his office during the
rest of his life. When, on 28 May 1478, John
de Vere, earl of Oxford, landed at St. Osyth’s,
Essex and others rode against him and com-
pelled him to re-embark (Paston Letters, iii.
92), In this year also he was for about a
month keeper of the great seal during the
vacancy of the chancellorship. Essex died
4 April 1483, and was buried at. Dylegh. He
had a large family. His eldest son, William,
who married Anne Woodville, died during his
lifetime, and he was therefore succeeded by
his grandson, Henry [q-v.] His second son,
Sir Henry Bourchier, married the daughter
and heiress of Lord Scales; the third son,
Humfrey, Lord Cromwell, died in the battle
of Barnet ; the fourth son, Sir J ohn, married
the niece and heiress of Lord Ferrers of
Groby. He had four other children.

[Polydore Vergil’s Hist. Angl. 1299, ed. 1608 ;
Paston Letters, ed. Gairdner; Will. ‘Worcester ;
I?ugdale’x_s Baron_age, ii. 129 ; Stubbs’s Constitu-
tional History, iil, 176 ; Foss's Judges of Eng-
land, iv. 423.] W. H.
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BOURCHIER, HENRY, second EARL
oF EssEx (d. 15639), was the son of William
Bourchier and the grandson of Henry Bour-
chier, first earl [q. v.] His mother was Anne
Woodville, sister of the queen of Edward I'V.
Hesucceeded hisgrandfather in 1483, Hewas
a member of the privy council of Henry VII.
In 1492 he was present at the siege of Bou-
logne. At the knighthood of Henry, duke
of York (Henry VIII), the earl took a pro-
minent part in the ceremonies, and was one
of the challengers at the jousts held in honour
of the event. In 1497 he commanded a de-
tachment against the rebels at Blackheath.
He accompanied the king and queen when
they crossed to Calais in 1500, to hold an in-
terview with the Duke of Burgundy. The
next year he was one of those appointed to
meet Catherine of Arragon. On the acces-
sion of Henry VIII he was made captain of
the new bodyguard. During the early years
of the king’s reign he took a prominent part
in the revels in which Henry delighted.
Constant references may be found in the
State Papers to the earl’s share in these en-
tertainments. For example, in 1510 he and
others, the king among the number, dressed
themselves as Robin Hood’s men in a revel
givenfor the queen’s delectation. He wasalso
constantly employed in state ceremonies, such
as meeting papal envoys, as in 1514, when
the pope sent Henry a cap and sword; in
1615, when he met the prothonotary who
brought over the cardinal’s hat for Wolsey ;
and in 1524, when Dr. Hanyball came over
with the golden rose for the king. These
and such like engagements necessarily put
him to great expense. He received some
grants from Henry, and appears both as a
pensioner and a debtor of the crown. On
one occasion his tailor seems to have had
some difficulty in getting his bill settled.
He served at the sieges of Terouenne and
Tournay as ‘ lieutenant-general of the spears’
(HEerBERT) in 1513, and the next year was
made chief captain of the king’s forces. When
the king’s sister Margaret, widow of James
IV and wife of the Earl of Angus, sought
refuge in England, the Earl of Essex, in
company with the king, Suffoll, and Sir G.
Carew, held the lists in the jousts given in
ber honour. In 1520 he attended the king
at the celebrated meeting held at Guisnes.
He sat as one of the judges of the Duke of
Buckingham, and received the manor of Bed-
minster as his share of the duke’s estates.
In 1525, when engaged in raising money for
the crown from the men of Essex, he wrote
to Wolsey, pointing out the danger of an in-
surrection, and by the king’s command took
a company to the borders of Essex and Suf-

folk to overawe the malcontents. On a di-
vision being made of the council in 1526 for
purposes of business, his name was placed
with those who were to treat of matters of
law. He joined in the letter sent by a num-
ber of English nobles to Clement VII in
1530, warning him that unless he hastened
the king’s divorce, his supremacy would be
endangered. While riding a young horse, in
1539, he was thrown and broke his neck.
As he had no male issue by his wife Mary,
his earldom (of Essex) and viscounty (Bour-
chier) became extinct at his death. His
barony descended to his daughter Anne, who
married William Parr, afterwards Earl of
Essex.

[Hall's Chron. (Hen. VIII), f. 6, 8, 26, 63, ed.
1548; Stow’s Annals; Polydore Vergil’s Historia
Anglica, 1437, 1521, ed. 1603 ; Letters, Ric, I1I
and Hen. VII, Rolls Series; Herbert’s Life and
Reign of Henry VIII, 34; Cal. of State Papers,
Hen. VIII, ed. Brewer, passim; Dugdale’s Baron-
age, ii. 130.] W. H.

BOURCHIER or BOUSSIER, JOHN
DE (d. 1330°?), judge, is first mentioned as
deputed by Robert de Vere, earl of Oxford,
to represent him in the parliament summoned
in 1306 for the purpose of granting an aid on
the occasion of the Prince of Walesreceiving
knighthood. In 1312 he was permitted to
postpone the assumption of the same rank
for three years in consideration of paying a
fine of 100s. In 1314-15 he appears as one
of the justices of assize for the counties of
Kent, Surrey, and Sussex, and his name ap-

ears in various commissions for the years
13817, 1319, and 1320. 1In 1321 (15 May) he
was summoned to parliament at Westminster,
apparently for the first time, as a justice, and
on the 81st of the same month was appointed
a justice of the common bench. Next year
he was engaged in trying certain persons
charged with making forcible entry upon the
manors of Hugh le Despenser, in Glamorgan-
shire, Brecknock, and elsewhere, and in in-
vestigating a charge of malversation against
certain commissioners of forfeited estates in
Kent, Surrey, and Sussex, and trying cases
of extortion by sheriffs, commissioners of
array, and other officers in Essex, Hertford,
and Middlesex. In the same vear he sat on
a special commission for the trial of persons
accused of complicity in the fabrication of
miracles in the neighbourhood of the gallows
on which Henry de Montfort and Henry de
‘Wylyngton had been hanged at Bristol. In
February 1325-6 he was placed at the head
of a commission to try a charge of poaching
brought by the Bishop of London and the
dean and chapter of St. Paul’'s against a
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number of persons alleged to bave taken a |
large fish, ¢ qui dicitur cete, from the manor
of Walton, in violation of a charter o
Henry I11, by which the chapter claimed the
exclusive right to all large fish found on
their estates, the tongue only being reserved
to the king. In the same year he was en-
gaged in trying cases of extortion by legal
officials in Suffolk, Nottinghamshire, and
Derbyshire, and persons indicted before the
conservators of the peace in Lincolnshire.
In December of this year he was summoned
to parliament for the last time. He was re-
appointed justice of the common bench
shortly after the accession of Edward III,
the patent being dated 24 March 1326-7.
The last fine was levied before him on Ascen-
sion day 1329. He died shortly afterwards,
as we know from the fact that in the follow-
ing year his heir, Robert, was put in posses-
sion of his estates by the king. By his mar-
riage with Helen,” daughter and heir of
‘Walter of Colchester, he acquired the manor
of Stanstead, in Halstead, Essex, adjoining
an estate which he had purchased in 1312.
He was buried in Stanstead Church.

[Parl. Writs, i. 164, 166, ii. Div. il. pt.i. 139~
140, 236, 351, 419, pt. ii. 110-11, 119, 134-5,
139, 148-9, 151, 153-4, 188, 193, 230-2, 237,
241, 283, 288; Rot. Parl. i. 4495 ; Dugdale’s
Orig. 45; Rot. Orig. Abbrev. ii. 44; Cal. Rot.
Pat. 89 m. 6, 99 m. 10; Rymer's Feedera (ed.
Clarke), ii. 619 ; Morant’s Essex, ii. 253 ; Foss's
Lives of the Judges.] J. M. R.

BOURCHIER, JOHN, second BaroN
BerNERs (1467-1533), statesman and author,

£ | behalf of Perkin

was the son of Humphrey Bourchier, by
Elizabeth, daughter of Sir Frederick Tilney,
and widow of Sir Thomas Howard. His
father was- slain at the battle of Barnet
(14 April 1471) fighting in behalf of Ed-
ward IV, and was buried in Westminster
Abbey (WEEVER'S Funerall Monuments,
1682, p. 482). His grandfather, John, the
youngest son of William Bourchier, earl of
Ewe, was created Baron Berners in 1455, and
died in 1474. Henry Bourchier [q. v.], the
Earl of Ewe’s eldest son and the second Lord
Berners’s granduncle, became Earl of Essex in
1461. Another granduncle, Thomas Bour-
chier [q. v.], was archbishop of Canterbury
from 1454 to 1486.

In 1474 John Bourchier succeeded his
grandfather as Baron Berners. He isbelieved
to have studied for some years at Oxford, and
‘Wood conjectures that he was of Balliol Col-
lege. But little is known of his career till
after the accession of Henry VII. In 1492
he entered into a contract ‘ to serue theking in

his warres beyond see on hole yeere with two

speres’ (RYMER, Feedera, xii. 479). In 1497
hI:a he1p§d to rep,ress the Cornish.rebglhon in
Warbeck. It is fairly cer-
tain that heand Henry VIII were acquainted
as youths, and the latter showed Berners
much favour in the opening years of his reign.
In 1513 hetravelled in the king’s retinue to
Calais, and was present at the capture of
Terouenne. Later in the same year he was mar-
shal of the Earl of Surrey’s army in Scotland.
When the Princess Mary married Louis XII
(9 Oct. 1514), Berners was sent with her to
Trance as her chamberlain. But he did not
remain abroad. On 18 May 1514 he had
been granted the reversion to the office of
chancellor of the exchequer, and on 28 May
1516 he appears tohave succeeded to the post.

In 1518 Berners was sent with John Kite,
archbishop of Armagh, on a special mission to
Spaintoform an alliance between Henry VIII
and Charles of Spain. The letters of the
envoys represent Berners as suffering from
severe gout. He sent the king accounts of
the bull-baiting and other sports that took
place at the Spanish court. The negotiations
dragged on from April to December, and the

irregularity with which money was sent to

the envoys from home caused them much

embarrassment (cf. Berners to Wolsey, 26 July
1518, in BREWER's Letters §c. of Henry

VIII). Early in 1519 Berners was again

in England, and he, with his wife, attended

Henry VIII at the Field of the Cloth of
Gold in the next year. The privy council
thanked him (2 July 1520) for the account of
the ceremonial which he forwarded to them.

Throughout this period Berners, when in

England, regularly attended parliament, and
was in all the commissions of the peace

issued for Hertfordshire and Surrey. But
his pecuniary resources were failing him.

He had entered upon several harassing law-

suits touching property in Staffordshire,
‘Wiltshire, and elsewhere. As early as 15611
he had borrowed 350. of the king, and the
loan was frequently repeated. In Decem-
ber 1520 he left England to become deputy
of Calais, during pleasure, with 100/ yearly
as salary and 104/. as ‘spyall money.’ His
letters to Wolsey and other officers of state
prove him tohavebeenbusily engaged in suc-
ceeding gears in strengthening the fortifica-
tions of Calais and in watching the armies of
France and the Low Countries in the neigh-
bourhood, In 1522 he received Charles V.
In 1528 he obtained grants of manors in
Surrey, Wiltshire, Hampshire, and Oxford-
sl_nre. In 1529 and 1531 hesent Henry VIII
gifts of hawks (Privy Purse Expenses, pp. 54,
:231)._ But his pecuniary troubles were in-
creasing, and his debts to the crown remained
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unpaid. Early in 15632-3, while Berners was
very ill, Henry VIII directed his agents in
Calais to watch over the deputy’s personal
effects in the interests of his creditors. On
16 March 15632-3 Berners died, and he was
buried in the parish church of Calais by his
special direction. All his goods wereplaced
under arrest and an inventory taken, which
is still at the Record Office, and proves
Berners to have lived in no little state.
Eighty books and four pictures are men-
tioned among his household furniture. B

his will (8 March 1532-3) he left his chief
property. in Calais to Francis Hastings, his
executor, who became earl of Huntingdon in
1544 (Chronicle of Calais, Camd. Soc. p. 164).
Berners married Catherine, daughter of John
Howard, duke of Norfolk, by whom he had a
daughter, Joan or Jane, the wife of Edmund
Knyvet of Ashwellthorp in Norfolk, who suc-
ceeded to her father’s estates in England.
Small legacies were also left to his illegiti-
mate sons, Humphrey, James, and George.

The barony of Berners was long in abey-
ance. . Lord Berners’s daughter and heiress
died in 1561, and her grandson, Sir Thomas
Knyvett, petitioned the crown to grant him
the barony, but died in 1616 before his claim
could beratified. In1720 Elizabeth, a great-

anddaughter of Sir Thomas, was confirmed
1n the barony and bore the title of Baroness
Berners, but she died without issue in 1743,
and the barony fell again into abeyance. A
cousin of this lady in the third degree married
in 1720 Henry Wilson of Didlington, Norfolk,
and their grandson, Robert Wilson, claimed
and secured the barony in 1832. The barony
is now held by a niece of Henry William
‘Wilson (1797-1871), the third bearer of the
restored title..

‘While at Calais Berners devoted all his
leisure to literary pursuits. History, whether
real or fictitious, always interested him, and
in 1523 he published the first volume of his fa-
mous translation of (1) Froissart’s Chronicles.
The second volume followed in 1525. Richard
Pynson was the printer. This work was un-
dertaken at the suggestion of Henry VIII
and was dedicated to him. Its style is re-
markably vivid and clear, and although a few
French words are introduced, Berners has
adhered so closely to the English idiom as
to give the book the character of an original
English work. It inaugurated the taste for
historical reading and composition by which
the later literature of the century is charac-
terised. Fabian, Hall, and Holinshed were
all indebted toit. E. V. Utterson issued a
reprint of Berners'’s translation in 1812, and
although Col. Johnes’stranslation of Froissart
(1808-5) has now very generally superseded

that of Berners, the later version is wanting
in the literary flavour which still gives
Berners’s book an important place in Eng-
lish literature. But chivalric romance had
even a greater attraction for Berners than
chivalric history, and four lengthy transla-
tions from the French or Spanish were com-
pleted by him. The first was doubtless
(2) ‘Huon of Burdeux,’ translated from the
great prose French Charlemagne romance,
about 1530, but not apparently published
till after Lord Berners’s death. It is pro-
bable that Wynkyn de Worde printed it in
1534 under the direction of Lord George
Hastings, earl of Huntingdon, who had urged
Berners to undertake 1t. Lord Crawford
has a unique copy of this book. A second
edition, apparently issued by Robert Copland
in 1670, is whollylost. Two copies of a third
revised edition, dated 1601, are extant, of
which one is in the British Museum and the
other in the Bodleian. The first edition was
reprinted by the Early English Text Society
1883-5. (3) ¢ The Castell of Love’ (by D.de
San Pedro) was translated from the Spanish
¢at the instaunce of Lady Elizabeth Carew,
late wyfe to Syr Nicholas Carewe, knight.’
The first edition was printed by Robert Wyer
about 1540, and a second came from the press
of John Kynge about the same time. (4) ‘The
golden boke of Marcus Aurelius, emperour
and eloquent oratour,” was a translation of a
French version of Guevara’s ‘El redox de
Principes” It was completed only six days
before Berners’s death, and was under-
taken at the desire of his nephew, Sir Francis
Bryan[q.v.] It wasfirst published in 1534,
and republished in 1539, 1542, 1553, 1557,
and 1559. A very definite interest attaches
to thisbook. Ithas been proved that English
‘Euphuism’ is an adaptation of the style of
the Spanish Guevara. Lyly’s ¢ Euphues’ was
mainly founded on Sir Thomas North’s ¢ Dial
of Princes’ (1558 and 1567), and the ¢Dial
of Princes’ is a translation of an enlarged
edition of Guevara’s ¢ E1 Redox,” which was
first translated into English by Berners. The
marked popularity of Berners’s original trans-
lation clearly points to him as the founder of
‘Guevarism’ orso-called Euphuism in England
(LANDMANN’s Euphuismus, Giessen, 1881).
Berners also translated from the French
(5) ‘The History of the moost noble and
valyaunt knight, Artheur of Lytell Brytaine.’
The book was reprinted by Utterson in 1812,
‘Wood, following Bale, attributes to Berners
a Latin comedy, (6) ¢ Ite ad Vineam,” which
he says was often acted after vespers at
Calais, and a tract on (7) ‘ The Duties of the
Inhabitants of Calais’ Nothing is known
now of the former work ; but the latter may
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not improbably be identified with the elabo-

rate ‘Ordinances 8
Calais’ in Cotton MS. (Faust. E. viL 89—
102 ). These ordinances were apparently
drawn up before 1532, and have been p’rlnted
at length in the ¢ Chronicle of Calais’ pub-
lished by the Camden Society, Pp- 140-62.
Warton states, on the authority of Oldys,
that Henry,lord Berners, translated some of
Petrarch’s sonnets, but the statement 18 pro-
bably wholly erroneous (Hist. Engl. Poet.
1ii. b8). )
Hol%oein painted a portrait of Berners 1n
his robes as _th
(WarpoLE, Anecdotes of Painting, ed. Wor-
num, i. 82). The picture is now at Key-

for watch and ward of

chancellor of the exchequer

thorpe Hall, Leicestershire, in the posses-:

sion of the Hon. H. Tyrwhitt Wilson. It
was engraved for the Early English Text

Society’s reprint of ‘Huon of Burdeux’
(1884).

[Dugdale’s Baronage, ii. 132-3; Marshall’s
Genealogist’s Guide ; Burke’s Peerage; Foster’s
Pecrage; Bale’s Cent. Seript. ix. 1; Wood’s
Athense Oxon. (Bliss), i. 72; Brewer’s Letters
and Papers of Henry VIII, 1509-1534 ; Utter-
son’s Memoir of Berners in his reprint of the
Froissart (1812); Walpole’s Royal and Noble
Authors, 1. 239-45; Fuller's Worthies ; Intro-
ducetion to the Early English Text Society’s
reprint of Huon of Burdeux, ed. S. L. Le}ej.]

S. L. L.

BOURCHIER, Sir JOHN (d. 1660),
regicide, grandson and heir of Sir Ralph
Bourchier, of Benningborough, Yorkshire,
appears in 1620 in the list of adventurers
for Virginia as subscribing 377. 10s. In the
following year, having complained of thelord-
keeper for giving judgment against him in a
lawsuit, he was censured and obliged to
make a humble submission (Zords’ Journals,
iii. 179-92). He suffered more severely in
a contest with Strafford concerning the en-
closure of certain lands in the forest of Galtre,
near York. Sir John attempted to assert his
claims by pulling down the fences, for which
he was fined and imprisoned. Directly the
Long parliament met he petitioned, and his
treatment was one of the minor charges
against Strafford (RusawortE, Strafford’s
Trial, p. 146; see also Straff. Corr, i. 86-88,
ii. 59). His name also appears among those
who signed the different Yorkshire petitions
in favour of the parliament, and a letter from
him describing the presentation of the peti-
tion of 3 June 1642 on Heyworth Moor, and
a quarrel between himself and Lord Savile
on that occasion, was printed by order of
the House of Commons ( Commons’ Journals,
6 June 1642). He entered the Long parlia-

i

! condemnation. v
. God and all good men will own it’ (LUDLOW’S

ment amongst the ¢ recruiters’ as member
for Ripon (1g€§45). In December 1648 he was
appointed one of the king’s judges, and signed
the death-warrant. In February 1651, and
again in November 1652, he was elected a
member of the council of state, and finally
succeeded in obtaining a grant of 6,0007. out
of the estate of the Earl of Strafford, but it
is not evident what satisfaction he actually
obtained (Commons' Journals, 31 July 1651).
At the Restoration he was, with the other
regicides, summoned to give himself up, and
the speaker acquainted the House of Com-
mons with his surrender on 18 June 1660
(Jowrnals). While the two houses were
quarrelling over the exceptions to be made
to the act of indemnity, Bourchier died, as-
serting to the last_the justice of the king’s
‘T tell you it was a just act;

Memoirs, ed. 1751, p. 358). Sir John’s son,
Barrington Bourchier, having aided in the
Restoration, obtained a grant of his father’s
estate (Cal. of State Papers, Dom., 1661,
p. 557).

[Noble’s Regicides and House of Cromwell,
ii. 86 ; the Fairfax Correspondence (Civil Wars),
i. 338, contains a letter from Sir John Bourchier

to Lord Fairfax on the want of ministers in
Yorkshire.] C.H.F.

BOURCHIER or BOUSSIER, RO-
BERT (d. 1349), chancellor, the eldest son
of John Bourchier [q.v.], a judge of common
pleas, began life in the profession of arms.
He was returned as a member for the county
of Essex in 1330, 1882, 1338, and 1339. In
1334 he was chief justice of the king’s bench
in Ireland, He was present at the battle of
Cadsant in 1337. He sat in the parliament
of 1340 (Rolls of Parliament, ii. 113). When
on his return to England the king displaced
his ministers, he committed the great seal,
which had long been held by Archbishop
Stratford and hus brother, the Bishop of Chi-
chester, alternately, to Bourchier, who thus
became, on 14 Dec. 1340, the first lay chan-
cellor. His salary was fixed at 500L., besides
the usual fees. In the struggle between the
king and the archbishop, Bourchier withheld
the writ of summons to the ex-chancellor, in-
terrupted his address to the bishops in the
Painted Chamber, and on 27 April1341 urged
him to submit to theking. When the parlia-
ment of 1341 extorted from the king his assent;
to their petitions that the account of the royal
officers should be audited, and that the chan-
cellor and other great officers should be
nominated in parliament, and should swear
to obey the laws, Bourchier declared that he
had not assented to these articles, and would



Bourchier 15

Bourchier

not be bound by them, as they were contrary
to his oath and to the laws of the realm.
He nevertheless exemplified the statute, and
delivered it to parliament. He resigned his
office on 29 Oct. He was summoned to par-
liament as a peer in 16 Edward III. In
1346 he accompanied the king on his expedi-
tion to France. He was in command of a
large body of troops, and fought at Crecy in
the first division of the army. He married
Margaret, daughter and heiress of Sir Thomas
Preyers. He founded a college at Halstead
for eight priests; but it probably never con-
tained so many, as its revenues were very
small. The king granted him the right of
free warren, and license to crenellate his
house. He died of the plague in 1349, and
was buried at Halstead.

[Rolls of Parliament, ii. 113, 127, 131; Return
of Members, i. 89-126; Murimuth, 111, Eng.
Hist. Soc.; Froissart, i. 151, 163 (Johnes); Foss’s
Judges of England, iii. 399-402; Campbell’s
Lives of the Chancellors, i. 234-41; Stubbs’s
Constitutional History, ii. 387, 391; Dugdale’s
Baronage, ii. 126; Dugdale’s Monasticon, vi.
1453.] W. H.

BOURCHIER, THOMAS (1404 7-1486),
cardinal, was the third son of William
Bourchier, earl of Ewe, by the Lady Anne
Plantagenet, second daughter of Thomas of
‘Woodstock, duke of Gloucester, youngest
son of Edward ITI. His father had won the
title he bore by his achievements under
Henry V in France, and transmitted it to
his eldest son, Henry [q. v.], who afterwards
was created earl of Essex. A second son, by
right of his wife, was summoned to parlia-
ment as Lord Fitzwarren. Thethird, Thomas,
the subject of this article, was born about
1404 or 1405, and was but a child at the death
of his father. A fourth, John Bourchier, was
ennobled as Lord Berners [see BoURCHIER,
Jorx]. A daughter Eleanor married John
Mowbray, third duke of Norfolk of that sur-
name, and the fourth duke, his son, conse-
quently speaks of the cardinal as his uncle
(Paston Letters, ii. 382).

Thomas Bourchier was sent at an early
age to Oxford, and took up his abode at
Nevill’s Inn, one of five halls or inns which
occupied the site of what is now Corpus
Christi College. In 1424 he obtained the
prebend of Colwick, in Lichfield Cathedral,
and before 1427 he was made dean of St.
Martin’s-le-Grand, London. He also received
the prebend of West Thurrock, in the free
chapel of Hastings. In 1433, though not yet
of full canonical age, he was recommended
for the see of Worcester, then vacant by the
death of Thomas Polton. But Polton had

died at Basle while attending the general
council, and the pope had already nominated
as his successor Thomas Brouns, dean of Salis-
bury. On the other hand the commons in
%arliament addressed the king in favour of

ourchier, putting forward, according to the
royal letters, the ‘nighness of blood that our
well-beloved master Thomas attaineth unto
us and the cunning and virtues that rest in
his person.” Accordingly Brouns was trans-
lated to Rochester, and the pope cancelled his
previousnomination to Worcester by an ante-
dated bull in favour of Bourchier, whose no-
mination therefore bears date 9 March 1434.
The temporalities of the see were restored to
him on 15 April 1435.

Meanwhile, in 1434, Bourchier was made
chancellor of the university of Oxford, a po-
sition which he held for three years,and which
implies at least that he took some interest
in scholarship, though we have no evidence
that he himself was a _distinguished scholar.
‘Wood says that he took part in a convocation
of the university as early as 1428. DBut we
may reasonably surmise that his subsequent
promotions were as much owing to high birth
as to great abilities. He had not remained
long in the see of Worcester when, in 1435,
the bishopric of Ely fell vacant. The chapter,
at the instigation of John Tiptoft, the prior,
agreed to postulate Bourchier, who sent mes-
sengers to Rome to procure bulls for his
translation. The bulls came, but as the
government refused to ratify his election,
Bourchier feared to receive them. The king’s
ministers wished to reward Cardinal Louis
de Luxembourg, archbishop of Rouen (chan-
cellor of France under the English king) with
the revenues of the bishopric of Ely. So by
an arrangement with the pope, notwithstand-
ing the opposition of Archbishop Chichele,
the bishopric was not filled up, but the arch-
bishop of Rouen was appointed administrator
of the see, But when he died in 1443, there
was no further difficulty in the way of Bour-
chier’s promotion. He wasnominated by the
king, elected by the chapter, and having re-
ceived a bull for his translation, dated 20 Dec.
1443, he was confirmed and had the tempo-
ralities restored to him on 27 Feb. 1444,

There is little known of his life at this
time beyond the story of his promotions, and
what we hear of his conduct as bishop is
from a very adverse critic, the historian of
the monastery of Ely, who says that he was
severe and exacting towards the tenants, and
that he would never celebrate mass in his
own cathedral except on the day of his in-
stallation, which he put off till two years
after hisappointment. Itappearsthatinl438
there was an intention of sending Bourchier,



Bourchier

16

Bourchier

then bishop of Worcester, with others to the
council of Basle; but it does not appear that
he actually went (NIcouas, Privy Council
Proceedings, v. 92, 99). That he was often
called to the king’s councils at Westminster
there is ample evidence to show.

In March 1454 Kemp, the archbishop of
Canterbury, died. A deputation of the lords
rode to Windsor to convey the intelligence to
the king,and to signify to him,if possible, that
a new chancellor, a new primate, and a new
council required to be appointed. But Henry’s
intellectual prostration was complete, and he
gave no sign that he understood the simplest
inquiry. Thelordsaccordingly appointed the
Duke of York protector, and on 80 March the
council, in compliance with a petition from
the commons, recommended the Bishop of
Ely’s promotion to the see of Canterbury ¢ for
his great merits, virtues, and great blood that
he is of > (Rolls of Parl. v.450). Bourchier
was translated on 22 April following ; and we
may presume that he owed his promotion to
the Duke of York’s influence. On 6 Sept. in
the same year William Paston writes from
London to his brother : ¢ My lord of Canter-
bury hath received his cross, and I was with
him in the king’s chamber when he made his
homage’ (Paston Letters,i.303). Apparently
he paid a conventional reverence to the poor
unconscious king; he was enthroned in Fe-
bruary following.

On 7 March 1455 Bourchier was appointed
lord chancellor, and received the seals at
Greenwich from the king himself, who had
recovered from his illness at the new year.
Hisappointment, in fact, was one consequence
of the king’s recovery, as the Earl of Salis-
bury (the chancellor, and brother-in-law of the
Dulke of York) could not have been acceptable
to the queen. Bourchier apparently had to
some extent the good-will of both parties,
and was expected to preserve the balance be-
tween them in peculiarly trying times. Little
more than two months after his appointment,
when the Dule of York and his friends took
up arms and marched southwards, they ad-
dressed a letter to Bourchier as chancellor
declaring that their intentions were peace-
able and that they came to do the king service
and to vindicate their loyalty. Bourchier
sent a special messenger to the king at Kil-
burn, but the man was not allowed to come
into the royal presence, and neither the letter
to the archbishop nor an address sent by the
lords actually reached the king (Rolls of Parl.
v. 280-1). The result was the first battle of
St. Albans, which was the commencement of
the wars of the Roses.

A parliament was summoned for 9 July fol-
lowing, which Bourchier opened by a speech

as chancellor. His brother Henry, viscount
Bourchier, was at the same time appointed
lord treasurer. The parliament was soon pro-
rogued to November. Before it met again
the king had fallen a second time into the
same melancholy state of imbecility, and for
a second time it was necessary to make York
protector. The archbishop resigned the great
seal in October 1456, when the queen had ob-
tained a clear advantage over the Dulke of
York, and got the king, who had been long
separated from her, down to Coventry, where
a great council was held. These changes
raised misgivings, even in some who were
not of Yorkist leanings. The Duke of Buck-
ingham, who was a son of the same mother ag
the two Bourchiers, was ill-pleased at seeing
his brothers discharged from high offices of
state, and it was'said that he had interposed to
protect the Duke of York himself from unfair
treatment at the council (Puaston Letters, i.
408). But the archbishop was a peacemalker ;
and the temporary reconciliation of parties in
the spring of 1458 appearsto have been greatly
owing to him. He and Waynflete drew up
the terms of the agreement between the lords
on both sides, which was sealed on 24 March,
the day before the general procession at St.
Paul’s.

Shortly before this, in the latter part of
the year 1457, the archbishop had been called
upon to deprive Pecock, bishop of Chichester,
as a heretic. The case was a remarkable one,
for Pecock was anything but a Lollard. He
was first turned out of the king’s council, the
archbishop as the chief person there ordering
his expulsion, and then required to appear be-
fore the archbishop at Lambeth. His writings
were examined by three other bishops and
condemned as unsound. Then the archbishop,
as his judge, briefly pointed out to him that
high authorities were against him in several
points, and told him to choose between re-
cantation and burning. The poor man's spirit
was quite broken, and he preferred recanta-
tion. Nevertheless he was imprisoned by the
archbishop for some time at Canterbury and
Maidstone, and afterwards committed by him
to the custody of the abbot of Thornev.

In April 1459 Bourchier brought before
the council a request from Pius II that the
king would send an ambassador to a council
at Mantua, where measures were to be con-
certed for the union of Christendom against
the Turks (Nicoras, Privy Council Proceed-
tngs, vi. 298). Coppini, the pope’s nuncio,
after remaining nearly a year and a half in
England, gave up his mission as hopeless and
recrossed the Channel. But at Calais the Earl
of Warwick, who was governor there, won
him over to the cause of the Duke of York.
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He recrossed the Channel with the Earls of
Warwick, March, and Salisbury, giving their
enterprise the sanction of the church, Bour-
chier met them at Sandwich with his cross
bornebefore them. A statement of the Yorkist
griévances had been forwarded to him by the
earls before their coming, and apparently he
had done his best. to publish it. Accompanied
by a great multitude, the earls, the legate, and
the archbishop passed on to London, which
opened its gates to them on 2 July 1460. Next
day there was a convocation of the clergy at
St. Paul’s, at which the earls presented them-
selves before the archbishop, declared their
grievances, and swore upon the cross of St.
Thomas of Canterbury that they had no de-
signs against the king. The political situation
was discussed by the bishops and clergy, and it
was resolved that the archbishop and five of
his suffragans should go with the earls to the
king at Northampton and use their efforts for
a peaceful settlement. Eight days later was
fought the battle of Northampton, at which
Henry was taken prisoner. The archbishop,
as agreed upon in convocation, accompanied
the earls upon their march from London, and
sent a bishop to the king to explain their
attitude ; but the bishop (of whose name we
are not informed) acted in a totally different
spirit and encouraged theking’s party to fight.

‘When the Duke of York came over from
Ireland later in the year and challenged the
crown in parliament, the archbishop came up
to him and asked if he would not first come
and pay his respects to the king. ‘I do not
remember,” he replied, ¢ that there is any one
in this kingdom who ought not rather to
come and pay his respects to me.” Bourchier
immediately withdrew to report this answer
to Henry. When, after the second battle of
St. Albans, the queen was threatening Lon-
don, the archbishop had betaken himself to
Canterbury, awaiting better news with the
young Bishop of Exeter, George Nevill, whom
the Yorkists had appointed lord chancellor.
Bourchier, though he had shown in the
house of peers that he did not favour York’s
repudiation of allegiance, could not possibly
sympathise with the disturbance of a parlia-
mentary settlement and the renewal of strife
and tumult. From this time, at all events,
he was a decided Yorkist ; and when the Duke
of York’s eldest son came up to London and
called a council at hisresidence of Baynard’s
Castle on 3 March, he was among the lords
who attended and agreed that Edward was
now rightful king. On 28 June he set the
crown upon Edward’s head. Fouryears later,
on Sunday after Ascension day (26 May)
1465, he also crowned his queen, Elizabeth
Woodville.

VOL. VI,

For some years nothing more is known of’
the archbishop’s life except that Edward IV
petitioned Pope Paul II to make him a car~
dinal in 1465, and it appears that he was
actually named by that pope accordingly on
Friday, 18 Sept.1467. But some years elapsed
before the red hat was sent and his title of
cardinal was acknowledged in England. In
1469 the pope wrote to the king promising
that it should be sent very shortly ; but the
unsettled state of the country, and the new
revolution which for half a year restored
Henry VI as king in 1470, no doubt delayed
its transmission still further, and it was only
sent by the succeeding pope, Sixtus IV, in
1478. It arrived at Lambeth on 31 May.

By this time the archbishop had given
further proofs of his devotion to Edward.
He and his brother, whom the king had
created earl of Essex after his coronation,
not only raised troops for his restoration in
1471, but were mediators with the Duke of’
Clarence before his arrival in England, and
succeeded in winning him over again to his.
brother’s cause. After the king was again
peacefully settled on his throne he went on
pilgrimage to Canterbury at Michaelmas, ap--
parently to attend the jubilee of St. Thomax
3 Becket, which, but for the state of the
country, would have been held in the pre--
ceding year. KEdward had visited Canter-
bury before, soon after the coronation of his.
queen, and bestowed on the cathedral a
window representing Becket’s martyrdom,
of which, notwithstanding its destruction in
the days of Henry VIII, some fragments are
still visible.

Bourchier was hospitable after the fashion
of his time. In 1468 he entertained at Can~-
terbury an eastern patriarch, whois believed
to have been Peter II of Antioch. In
1455—the year after he became archbishop
—he had purchased of Lord Saye and Sele
the manor of Knowle, in Sevenoaks, which
he converted into a castellated mansion and
bequeathed to the see of Canterbury. It re-
mained as a residence for future archbishops
till Cranmer gave it up to Henry VIII.
Here Bourchier entertained much company,
among whom men of letters like Botoner and
patrons of learning like Tiptoft, ear! of Wor-
cester, were not unfrequent ; also musicians
like Hambois, Taverner, and others. That
he was a promoter of the introduction of
printing into England, even before the date
of Caxton’s first work, rests only on the evi-
dence of a literary forgery published in the
seventeenth century.

In 1475 Bourchier was one of the four
arbitrators to whom the differences between
England and France were referred by the

(o}
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peace of Amiens (RYMER, xii. 16). In 1480,
feeling the effects of age, he appointed as his
suffragan William ‘Westkarre, titular bishop
of Sidon. In 1483, after the death of Ed-
ward IV, he was again called on to take
part in public affairs in a way that must have
been much to his own discomfort. He went
at the head of a deputation from the council
to the queen-dowager in sanctuary at West-
minster, and persuaded her to deliver up her
second son Richard, duke of York, to the
keeping of his uncle, the protector, to keep
company with his brother, Edward V, then
holding state as sovereign in the Tower. The
cardinal pledged his own honour so strongly
for the young duke’s security that the queen
at last consented. Within three weeks of the
time that he thus pledged himself for the
good faith of the protector he was called on
to officiate at the coronation of Richard IT1!

That he should have thus lent himself as
an instrument to the usurper must appear all
the more melancholy when we consider that
in 1471 he had taken the lead among the
peers of England (as being the first subject
in the realm) in swearing allegiance to
Edward, prince of Wales, as heir to the
throne (Parl. Rolls, vi. 234). But perhaps
we may overestimate the weakness involved
in such conduct, not considering the speci-
ous plea on which young Edward’s title was
set aside, and the winning acts and plausible
wanners which for the moment had made
Richard highly popular. The murder of the
princes had not yet taken place, and the
attendance of noblemen at Richard’s corona-
tion was as full as it ever had been on any
similar occasion. After the murder a very
different state of feeling arose in the nation,
and the cardinal, who had pledged his word
for the safety of the princes, could not but
have shared that feeling strongly. How far
he entered into the conspiracies against
Richard III we do not know, but doubtless
he was one of those who rejoiced most sin-
cerely in the triumph of Henry VII at
Bosworth. Within little more than two
months of that victory he erowned the new
king at Westminster.

One further act of great solemnity it was
left for him to accomplish, and it formed the
fitting close to the career of a great peace-
maker. On 18 Jan. 1486 he married Henry
VII to Elizabeth of York, thus joining the
red rose and the white and taking away all
occasion for a renewal of civilwar. He died at
Knowle on 6 April following, and was buried
in his own cathedral.

[W.Wyrcester; Contin. Hist.de Epp. W
and Hist. Eliensis in Wharton’s Atrl)glia. }é%%ll.‘g':
Nicolas’s Privy Council Proceedings, vol. vi,; An

Eaglish Chronicle, ed. Davies (Camden Society) ;
Registrum Johannis Whethamstede (Rolls ed.) ;
Hearne’s Fragment, Fleetwood, and Warkworth
(three authorities which may be_ conveniently
consulted together in one volume, though very ill
edited, entitled < Chronieles of the White Rose’) ;
Paston Letters ; Polydore Vergil; Hall; Pii
Secundi Commentarii a Gobellino compositi,
161 (ed. 1584); Rolls of Parliament; More’s
Hist. of Richard III; Loci e Libro Veritatum
(Gascoigne), ed. Rogers; Babington’s Introdue-
tion to Pecock’s Repressor; Brown’s Venetian
Calendar, i. 90, 91. A valuable medern life of
Bourchier will be found in Hook’s Lives of the
Archbishops of Canterbury, vol. v.] J. G.

BOURCHIER, THOMAS (d. 1586°?),
was a friar of the Observant order of the Fran-
ciscans. He was probably educated at Mag-
dalen Hall, Oxford, but there is no record of
his having graduated in that university.
‘When Queen Mary attempted to re-esta-
blish the friars in England, Bourchier be-
came a member of the new convent at Green-
wich ; but at that queen’s death he left the
country. After spending some years in Paris,
where the theological faculty of the Sor-
bonne conferred on him the degree of doctor,
he travelled to Rome. He at first joined the
convent of the Reformed Franciscans at the
church of S. Maria di Ara Celi, and subse-
%uently became penitentiary in the church of

. Giovanni in Laterano, where John Pits,
his biographer, speaks of having sometimes
seen him.

He wrote several books, but the only one
that survives is the ¢Historia Ecclesiastica
de Martyrio Fratrum Ordinis Divi Francisei
dictorum de Observantia, qui partim in Anglia
sub Henrico octavo Rege, partim in Belgio
sub Principe Auriaco, partim et in Hybernia
tempore Elizabethe regnantis Regine, idque
ab anno 1536 usque ad hunc nostrum preesen-
tem annum 1582, passi sunt.” The prefaceis
dated from Paris, ¢ ex conventu nostro,’ 1 Jan.
1582. The book was very popular among
catholics, and other editions were brought
out at Ingolstadt in 1583 and 1584, Paris in
1586, and at Cologne in 1628. Another of
his works was a treatise entitled ¢ Oratio doc-
tissima et efficacissima ad Franciscum Gon-
zagam totius ordinis ministrum generalem
pro pace et disciplina regulari Magni Conven-
tus Parisiensis instituenda,’ Paris, 1582. This
was published under the name of Thomas
Lancton, or Lacton, which appears to have
been an alias of Bourchier.

Wadding, the historian of the Franciscans,
calls him, in his supplementary volume,
‘Thomas Bourchier Gallice, Lacton vero An-
glice, et Latinis Lanius, vel Lanio, Italis
autem Beccaro’ (an alternative form of
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Beccajo), and elsewhere expresses himself con-
vinced of the identity of Lancton and Bour-
chier. It is but fair to say that Francis a S.
Clara and Parkinson, the author of ¢ Collec-~
tanea Anglo-Minoritica,” consider them two
distinet persons, who both took their degree
.of D.D. at Paris about 1580. These writers
are, however, of no better authority than
Wadding. Another treatise by Bourchier,
“De judicio religiosorum, in quo demonstratur
.quod a secularibus judicari non debeant,’ is
mentioned by Wadding as in his possession,
but only in manuscript; this was written at
Paris in 1582. In 1684 he edited and anno-
tated the ¢Censura Orientalis Ecclesize de
pracipuis Heereticorum dogmatibus,” which
was published by Stanislaus Scoluvi. Bour-
.chier died, according to Pits, at Rome about
1586.

[Pits, De Angliw Scriptoribus, 789; Wadding’s
Seriptores Ordinis Minorum, pp. 219, 221; Suppl.
.ad Scriptores trium Ordinum, 671; Wood’s
Athenze Oxon. i. 525; Joannes a S. Antonio;
Bibliotheca Univ. Franciscana, iii. 116; Fran-
ciscus a S. Clara, Hist. Min. Provin. Angl. Frat.

Min., 48-55.] C.T. M.

BOURDIEU, ISAAC pu. [See Du
BoURDIED. ]

BOURDIEU, JEAN pu. ([See Dvu
BoURDIED.]

BOURDILLON, JAMES DEWAR

(1811-1883), Madras civil servant, was the |

second son of the Rev. Thomas Bourdillon,
vicar of Fenstanton and Hilton, Huntingdon-
.shire. He was educated partly by his father,
and partly at a school at Ramsgate; having
been nominated to an Indian writership, he
proceeded to Haileybury College in 1828,
and in the following year to Madras. After
serving in various subordinate appointments
in the provinces, he was appointed secretary
to the board of revenue, and eventually in
1854 secretary to government in the depart-
ments of revenue and public works. Bour-
dillon had previously been employed upon an
important commission appointed under in-
structions of the late court of directors to
report upon the system of public works in the
Madras presidency, his colleagues being Major
(now Major-general) F. C. Cotton, C.8.L, of
the Madras engineers, and Major (now Lieu-
tenant-general) Sir George Balfour, K.C.B.,
of the Madras artillery. The report of the
commission, which was written by Bourdillon,
enforces in clear and vigorous language the
enormous importance of works of irrigation,
and of improved communications for the pre-
vention of famines and the development of
the country. The writer’s accurate know-
ledge of details and breadth of view render

the report one of the most valuable state
papers ever issued by an Indian government.

Bourdillon was also the author of a treatise
on the ryotwar system of land revenue, which
exposed a considerable amount of prevalent
misapprehension as to the principles and
practical working of that system. Working
in concert with his friend and colleague, Sir
Thomas Pycroft, he was instrumental in ef-
fecting reforms in the transaction of public
business, both in the provinces and at the
presidency. He especially helped to improve
the method of reporting the proceedings of
the local government to the government of
India and to the secretary of state, which for
some years put Madras at the liead of all the
Indian governmentsin respect of the thorough-
ness with which its business was conducted
and placed before the higher authorities.

Bourdillon’s health failed in 1861, and he
was compelled to leave India, and to retire
from the public service at a time when the
reputation which he had achieved would in
all probability have secured his advancement
to one of the highest posts in the Indian
service. To the last he devoted much time
and attention to Indian questions, occasion-
ally contributing to the ¢ Calcutta Review,
and interesting himself among other matters
in the questions of provincial finance and of
the Indian currency. He revised for the
late Colonel J. T. Smith, R.E., all his later
pamphlets on a gold currency for India. He
died suddenly at Tunbridge Wellson 21 May
1883.

[Madras Civil List; Report of the Madras
Public Works Commissioners, Madras Church
of Scotland Mission Press, 1856 ; family papers
and personal knowledge.] A JUAL

BOURGEOIS, Sizr PETER FRANCIS
(1756-1811), painter, is said to have been
descended from a family of some importance
in Switzerland. His father was a watch-
malker, residing in London at the time of his
birth. He was intended for the army, and
Lord Heathfield offered to procure him a
commission, but he preferred to be an artist,
and was encouraged in his choice of profes-
sion by Reynolds and Gainsborough. De
Loutherbourg was his master, and he early
acquired a reputation as a landscape-painter.
In 1776 he set out on a tour through France,
Holland, and Ttaly. Between 1779 and 1810,
the year before his death, he exhibited 103
pictures at the Royal Academy and five at
the British Institution. In 1787 he was
elected an associate, and in 1793 a full mem-
ber of the Royal Academy. In the follow-
ing year he was appointed landscape-painter
to George IIL

c2
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Bourgeois owed his knighthood to Stanis-
laus, king of Poland, who in 1791 appointed
him his painter and conferred on him the
honour of a knight of the order of Merit,
and his title was confirmed by George IIL

Although he appears to have been successful | g

as a painter, he owed much of his good for-
tune to Joseph Desenfans, a picture-dealer,
who was employed by Stanislaus to collect
works of art, which ultimately remained on
his hands. Bourgeois, who lived with Desen-
fans, assisted him in his purchases, and at his
death inherited what, with some pictures
added by himself, is now known as the Dul-
wich Gallery. He died from a fall from his

horse on 8 Jan, 1811, and was buried in the !

chapel of Dulwich College. He bequeathed
871 pictures to Dulwich College, with 10,0001.
to provide for the maintenance of the collec-
tion, and 2,000/ to repair and beautify the
west wing and gallery of the college. The
members of the college, however, determined
to erect a new gallery, and they and Mrs.
Desenfans contributed 6,000/ apiece for this
purpose, and employed Mr. (afterwards Sir)
John Soane as the architect of the present
buildings, which were commenced in the year
of the death of Bourgeois, and include a mau-
soleum for his remains and those of Mr. and
Mis. Desenfans.

Although Bourgeois generally paintedland-
scapes, he attempted history and portrait.
Amongst his pictures were ‘ Hunting a Tiger,’
Mr. Kemble as ¢ Coriolanus,’ and ¢ A Detach-
ment of Horse, costume of CharlesI.” T'wentv-
two of his own works were included in his
bequest to Dulwich College, where, besides
landscapes, may now be seen ¢ A Friar kneel-
ing before a Cross,’ ‘Tobit and the Angel,
and a portrait of himself. Though an artist
of taste and versatility, his works fail to sus-
tain the reputation which they earned for
him when alive.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists, 1878 ; Bryan’s
Dict. (Graves); Annals of the Fine Arts, 1818 ;
Warner’s Cat. Dulwich Coll. MSS.] C. M.

BOURKE, Sir RICHARD (1777-1855),
colonial governor, was the only son of John
Bourke of Dromsally, a relation of Edmund
Burke, and was born in Dublin on 4 May
1777. He was originally educated for the
bar, and was more than twenty-one when
he was gazetted an ensign in’the 1st or
Grenadier guards on 22 Nov. 1798. He
served in the expedition to the Helder, when
he was shot through the jaws at the battle
of Bergen, and was promoted lieutenant and
captain on 25 Nov. 1799.  As quartermaster-
general he served with Auchmuty’s force at
Monte Video, and on the conclusion of the

campaign was put on half-pay. In 1-808 he
was posted to the staff of the army in Por-
tugafas assistant quartermaster—general, and.
on account of his knowledge of Spanish was.
sent by Sir Arthur Wellesley to the head-
uarters of Don Gregorio Cuesta, the com~
mander-in-chief of the Spanish army. From
30 May to 28 June 1809 he fulfilled his diffi-
cult mission to Wellesley’s entire satisfaction,
and then for some unexplained reason resigned:
his post on the staff and returned to England.
He was again sent, on account of his know-
ledge of Spanish, on a detached mission to:
Galicia in 1812, Hewas gazetted an assistant
quartermaster-general, and stationed at Co-
runna, whence he sent up provisions and
ammunition to the front, and acted in general
as military resident in Galicia. At the con--
clusion of the war he was promoted colonel
and made a C.B. He was promoted major-
general in 1821, and was lieutenant-governor
of the eastern district of the Cape of Good
Hope from 1825 to 1828, when he returned
to England. In 1829 he edited, with Lord
Fitzwilliam, the ¢ Correspondence’ of Ed-
mund Burke, whom he had often visited at
Beaconsfield in his own younger days. In
1831 he was appointed governor of New
South Wales in succession to General Dar-
ling.

‘When Bourke arrived he found the colony
divided into two parties. The emancipists, or
freed convicts,had been encouraged by&eneral
Macquarie to believe that the colony existed
for them alone; while, on the other hand, Bris-
bane and Darling had been entirely governed
by the wealthy emigrants and poor adven-
turers, and given all power to the party of the
exclusivists or pure merinos. General Darlin,
had behaved injudiciously, and had got into
much trouble. ‘Bourke at once took up a posi~
tion of absolute impartiality to both parties.
He freed the pressat once from all restrictions :
and though himself foully abused, he would
not use his position to interfere. Still more
Important was his encouragement of emigra-
tion. Under his influence a regular scheme.
of emigration was established, evidence was.
taken in Australia and issued in England
by the first Emigration Society, which was.
established in London in 1833, and means
were provided for bringing over emigrants
by selling the land in the colony at a mini-
mum price. He succeeded in carrying what
is known as Sir Richard Bourke’s Church
Act. Bourke’simpartiality made him popular,
and he became still more so by his travels.
tl_lroughout the inhabited part of his vice--
kmgdo_m. He was made a K.C.B. in 1835.
He resigned his governorship on 6 Dec. 1837,
after six years of office, on being reprimanded.
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by the secretary of state on account of his
casmissal of a Mr. Riddell from the executive
«council. The sorrow at his departure was
genuine, and money was at once raised to
erect a statue to lum. ¢He was the most
popular governor who ever presided over the
colonial affairs’ (BratM, History of New
South Wales, 1. 275).

On returning home to Ireland Bourke
spent nearly twenty years at his country
seat, Thornfield, near Limerick. He was
promoted lieutenant-general, and appointed
«colonel of the 64th regiment in 1837, served
the office of high sheriff of the county of
Limerick in 1839, and was promoted general
in 1851. He died suddenly, at the age of
seventy-eight, at Thornfield, on 13 Aug. 1855,

[Gent. Mag. 1855, p. 428; Royal Military
Calendar. For his Australian government con-
sult Braim’s History of New South Wales,
from its Settlement to the Close of 1844, 2 vols.
1846 ; Lang’s Historical and Statistical Account
of the Colony of New South Wales, from the
Foundation of the Colony to the Present Day,
1834, 1837, 1852, 1875; Flanagan’s History of
New South Wales, 2 vols. 1862.] H. M. S.

BOURKE, RICHARD SOUTHWELL,
sixth EArL oF Mavo (1822-1872), viceroy
and governor-general of India, was the eldest
son of Robert Bourke, fifth earl of Mayo, who
succeeded his uncle, the fourth earl, in 1849,
The earls of Mayo, like the earls and mar-
quises of Clanricarde, are said to have de-
scended from William Fitzadelm de Borgo,
who succeeded Strongbow in the government
of Ireland in 1066. Richard, the eldest of
ten brothers and sisters, was born in Dublin
on 21 Feb. 1822, and spent his earlier years
at Hayes, a country house belonging to the
family in the county of Meath. e was edu-
cated at home, and in 1841 entered Trinity
College, Dublin, where, without going into
residence, he took an ordinary degree. His
father was a strong evangelical. Hismother,
Anne Jocelyn, a granddaughter of the first
Earl of Roden, was a woman of considerable
culture, of deep religious feelings, and of
strong common sense. Brought up amidst
the sports of country life he became a clever
shot, an accomplished rider, and a good
swimmer. While an undergraduate he spent
much of his time at Palmerstown and in
London with his granduncle, the fourth Earl
of Mayo, whom Praed described as

A courtier of the nobler sort,
A christian of the purer school,
Tory when whigs are great at court,
And protestant when papists rule.

In 1845 he made a tour in Russia, and after
his return to England published an account

of it (‘ St. Petersburg and Moscow : A Visit
to the Court of the Czar, by Richard South-
well Bourke, Esq.,” 2 vols., Henry Colburn,
1846), which gave evidence of acute observa-
| tion, and met with considerable success. In
[ 1847 he took an active part in the relief of
the sufferers from the Irish famine. At the
general election in the same year he was
elected to parliament as one of the members
for the county of Kildare. In the following
vear he married Miss Blanche Wyndham,
daughter of the first Lord Leconfield. In
1849 his granduncle died, and his father suc-
ceeding to the earldom, he assumed the cour-
tesy title of Lord Naas. In 1852 he was
appointed chief secretary for Ireland in Lord
Derby’s administration, and held the same
office during the subsequent conservative ad-
ministrations which came into power in 1858
and 1866, retaining it on the last occasion
until his appointment as viceroy and gover-
nor-general of India shortly before the fall of
Mr. Disraeli’s government. He succeeded to
the Irish earldom on the death of his father
in 1867.

During ‘all these years Lord Mayo had a
seat in the House of Commons, serving as
member for Kildare county from 1847 to
18562, for the Irish borough of Coleraine from
1852 to 1857, and for the English borough of
Cockermouth during the remainder of his
parliamentary life. His politics were those
of a moderate conservative. His policy was
eminently conciliatory, combined with un-
flinching firmness in repressing sedition and
crime. While opposed to any measure for
disestablishing the protestant church in
Ireland, he was in favour of granting public
money to other institutions, whether catholic
or protestant, without respect of creed, ¢ esta-
blished for the education, relief, or succour of
his fellow-countrymen.” His view was that
no school, hospital, or asylum should languish
because of the religiousteaching it afforded, or
because of the religion of those who supported
it. His opinions on these questions and on
the land question were very fully stated in a
speech made by him in the House of Commons
on 10 March 1868, in which he propounded a
policy which has been often described as the
¢levelling-up policy, involving the establish-
ment of a Roman catholic university, and such
changes in ecclesiastical matters as would
meet the just claims of the Roman catholic
portion of the community. He was in favour
of securing for tenants compensation for im-
provements effected by themselves, of pro-
viding for increased powers of improvement
by limited owners, and of written contracts in
supersession of the system of parole tenancies.

Lord Mayo’s views on all these matters met
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with full support from his political chief, Mr,
Disraeli, who, when announcing to the Buck-
inghamshire electors the appointment of his
friend to the office of viceroy and governor-
general of India, declared that ‘a state of
affairs so dangerous was never encountered
with greater firmness, but at the same time
with greater magnanimity.” ¢ Upon thatno-
bleman, for his sagacity, for his judgment,
fine temper, and knowledge of men, her ma-
jesty has been pleased to confer the ofﬁcg of
viceroy of India, and as viceroy of India I
believe he will earn a reputation that his
country will honour.” The resignation of the
ministry had actually taken place before the
governor-generalship became vacant ; but the
appointment was not interfered with by Mr.
Gladstone’s government, and Lord Mayo was
sworn in as governor-general at Calcutta on
12 Jan. 1869.

Under Sir John Lawrence the attention of
the government of India and of the subordi-
nate governments had been mainly devoted
to internal administrative improvements, and
to the development of the resources of the
country. With the exception of the Orissa
famine no serious crisis had taxed the ener-
gles or the resources of the state, and Lord
Mayo received the government in a condition
of admirable efficiency, with no arrears of
current work (Sik JoHN STRACHEY's Minute
on the Administration of the Earl of Mayo,
30 April 1872). But clear as the official file
was, and tranquil as was the condition of the
empire, several questions of first-rate impor-
tance speedily engaged the consideration of
the new viceroy. Of these the most important
were the relations of the government of India
with the foreign states on its borders, and
especially with Afghanistan, and the con-
dition of the finances, which, notwithstanding
the vigilant supervision of the late viceroy,
was not altogether satisfactory.,

The condition of Afghanistan from the
time of the death of the amir, Dost Muham-
mad Khin, in 1863, up to a few months
before Lord Mayo’s accession to office, had
been one of constant intestine war, three of
the sons of the late amir disputing the suc-
cession 1n a series of sanguinary strugel
which had lasted for five gyears.y Sir %?)}fr?
Lawrence had from the first declined to aid
any one of the combatants in this internecine
strife, adhering to the policy of recognising
the de facto ruler, and at one time two de
Jacto rulers, when one of the brothers had
made himself master of Cabul and Candahar
and the other held Herat., At length, in thé
autumn of 1868, Shir Ali Khan having suc.
ceed_ed in establishing his supremacy, was
officially recognised by the governor-general

as sovereign of the whole o_f Afghanistan,,
and was presented with a gift of 20,0007,
accompanied by a promise of 100,000Z. more..
It was also arranged that the amir should
visit India, and should be received by the
viceroy with the honours due to the ruler of’
Afghanistan. This position of affairs had
been brought to the notice of Lord Mayo-
before his departure from England. While
fully realising the difficulties by which the
whole question was encompassed, he appears
to have entertained some doubts as to the
policy which so long had tolerated anarchy
in Afghanistan, but cordially approving of
the final decision to aid the re-establishment
of settled government in that country, he lost
no time on his arrival in giving effect to the
promises of his predecessor. A meeting with
the amir took place at Amballa in March
1869. The amir had come to India bent
upon obtaining a fixed annual subsidy, a
treaty laying upon the British government
an obligation to support the Afghan govern—
ment in any emergency, and the recognition
by the government of India of his younger
son, Abdulla Jin, as his successor, to the
exclusion of his eldest son, Yakub Khaén.
None of these requests were complied with.,
But the amir received from Lord Mayo
emphatic assurances of the desire of the
government of India for the speedy consoli-
dation of his power, and of its determination
to respect the independence of Afghanistan.
He was encouraged to communicate fre-
quently and fully with the government of
India and its officers. Public opinion dif-
fered as to the success of the meeting. The
intimation that the government of India
would treat with displeasure any attempt of
the amir’s rivals to rekindle civil war was
by some regarded as going too far, and by
others as not going far enough; but the pre-
valent view was that good had been done,
and that Shir Ali had returned to Cabul
well satisfied with the result of his visit.
On the general question of the attitude of
the British government towards the adjoining
foreign states, Lord Mayo held that while
British interests and influence in Asia were
best secured by a policy of non-interference-
in the affairs of such states, we could not
safely maintain ‘a Thibetian policy’ in the
East, but must endeavour to exercise over
our neighbours ¢that moral influence which
1s inseparable from the true interests of the
strongest power in Asia.” Regarding Russia,
he considered that she was not ¢ sufficiently
aware of our power; that we are established,.
compact, and strong, whilst she is exactly the
reverse, and that it is the very feeling of our
enormous power that justifies us in assuming:
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that passive policy which, though it may be
carried occasionally too far, is perbaps right
in principle” But while entertaining these
views, he by no means agreed with the ex-
treme supporters of the ‘masterly inactivity’
policy. Writing on this subject little more
than a month before his death, he said: ‘I
have frequently laid down what I believe
to be the cardinal points of Anglo-Indian
policy. They may be sumwmed up in a few
words. 'We should establish with our fron-
tier states of Khelat, Afghanistan, Yarkand,
Nipil, and Burma, intimate relations of
friendship; we should make them feel that
though we are all-powerful, we desire to sup-
port their nationality; that when necessity
arises, we might assist them with money,
arms, and even perhaps, in certain eventuali-
ties, with men. We could thus create in
them outworks of our empire, and, assuring
them that the days of annexation are past,
make them know that they have everything
to gain and nothing to lose by endeavouring
to deserve our favour and support. Further,
we should strenuously oppose any attempt
to neutralise those territories in the European
sense, or t0 sanction or invite the interference
of any European power in their affairs.’

Another point upon which Lord Mayo felt
very strongly was the necessity of checking
the tendency to aggression on the part of the
Persian government. He considered that
‘the establishment by Persia of a frontier
conterminous with that of the British empire
in India would be an event most deeply to be
deplored,’ and,with aview to themoreeffectual
prevention of any such designs, he urged in
a despatch to the secretary of state, which
was drafted just before his death, that the
British mission at Teherdn should be trans-
ferred to the control of the secretary of state
for India. Tt may here be mentioned that the
appointment, with the consent of the govern-
ments of Persia and Afghanistan, of a com-
mission to delimitate the boundary between
Persia and the Afghan province of Seistan,
which prevented war between the two coun-
tries, was one of the latest of Lord Mayo’s
acts.

Another question which engaged much of
the viceroy’s attention was that of punitory
expeditions against the savage tribes inhabit-
ing various tracts on the frontier. To such
expeditions Lord Mayo was extremely averse,
except under circumstances of absolute ne-
cessity. The Lushai expedition, which took
place in the last year of his government, was
rendered necessary by the repeated inroads
of the tribe of that name upon the Cachar
tea plantations.

ith the feudatory states within the

borders of India Lord Mayo’s relations were
of the happiest kind. Scrupulously abstain-
ing from needless interference, but never
tolerating oppression or misgovernment, he
laboured to convince the princes of India
that it was the sincere desire of the British
government to enable them to govern their
states in such a manner as to secure the
prosperity of their people and to maintain
their own just rights. With this view he
encouraged the establishment of colleges for
the education of the sons of the chiefs and
nobles in the native states. The Mayo Col-
lege at Ajmir and the Réjkumar College in
Kathidwéar were the result of his efforts.
Another measure which he contemplated
was the amalgamation, many years before
advocated by Sir John Malcolm, of the
Central India and Réjputdna agencies under
a high officer of the crown, with the status
of a lieutenant-governor.

‘When Lord Mayo took charge of the go-
vernment of India, the condition of the
finances was not satisfactory. Lord Mayo
dealt vigorously with the situation. By re-
ductions of expenditure on public works and
other branches of the civil administration,
by increasing the salt duties in Madras and
Bombay, and by raising the income-tax in the
middle of the financial year, he converted
the anticipated deficit into a small surplus,
and by other measures he so improved the
position, that the three following years pre-
sented an aggregate surplus of nearly six
millions. Among the measures last referred
to were the reduction of the military expen-
diture by nearly half a million without any
diminution in the numerical strength of the
army, and the transfer to the local govern-
ments of financial responsibility for certain
civil departments, with a slightly reduced
allotment from imperial funds, and with
power to transfer certain items of charge to
local taxation. For many years over-cen-
tralisation had been one of the difficulties
of Indian administration. The relations of
the supreme government and some of the
local governments were altogether inhar-
monious, and there was no stimulus to avoid
waste or to develope the public revenues in
order to increase the local means of improve-
ment. This policy, commonly described as
the ‘decentralisation policy,” has been tho-
roughly successful, and has since been ex-
tended by Lord Mayo’s successors.

Another financial reform suggested by
Lawrence, and carried into effect by Mayo,
was that of constructing extensions of the
railway system by means of funds borrowed
by the government, in supersession of the
plan of entrusting such works to private



Bourke

24

Bourn

companies with interest guaranteed by the
state. A further economy under this head,
for which Mayo’s government was solely re-
sponsible, was effected by adopting a narrow
gauge of three feet three inches for the new
state railways. To public works generally
Mayo devoted a considerable portion of his
time. He took charge personally of the

public works department of the government
in addition to the foreign department. He

effected large savings in the construction of 1

barracks, and endeavoured to econorpise the ‘
expenditure on irrigation by enforcing pro-
vincial and local responsibility. The ques- |
tion of providing adequate defences for the |
principal Indian ports engaged his earlyand |
anxious attention. He took great interest |
in agricultural reform, constituting a new |
department of the secretariat for agriculture, |
revenue, and commerce. He passed a land- |
improvement act, and an act to facilitate by
means of government loans works of public
utility in towns. The decision that the per-
manent settlement of the land revenue upon
the system established by Lord Cornwallis in
Bengal should not be extended to other pro-
vinces was mainly due to him. While not
opposed to a permanent settlement of the
land revenue, he considered that it should be
upon the basis, not of a fixed money payment,
but of an assessment fixed with reference to
the produce of the land. Although under
the stress of financial difficulties he tempo-
rarily raised the income-tax in his first year ‘
of office, the result of his inquiries was that
he discarded it as a tax unsuited to India.
The equalisation of the salt duties through-
out India, and the abolition of the inland
preventive line, were measures which he had
much at heart. He advocated the develop-
ment of primary education, and suggested |
special measures for promoting the education
of the Muhammadan population. During
the three years of his viceroyalty he saw
more of the territory under his rule than
had been seen by any of his predecessors.
The distances which he travelled over in his
official capacity during this period exceeded
20,000 miles.

In the midst of these useful and devoted
labours Lord Mayo was suddenly struck
down by the hand of an assassin on :he occa-
ston of a visit of official inspection to the
penal settlement of Port Blair on 8 Feb.
1872. The intelligence of his death was re-
ceived with the deepest sorrow by all classes
throughout India and in England. The queen
bore testimony in language of touching sym-
pathy to the extent of the calamity which had
¢ s0 suddenly deprived all classes of her sub-
Jects in India of the able, vigilant, and impar-

tial rule of one who so faithfully represented
her as viceroy of her Eastern empire” The
secretary of state, in an official despatch ad-
dressed to the government of India, described
thelate governor-general as a statesman whose
exertions ‘to promote the interests of her ma-
jesty’s Indian subjects,’and to ¢ conduct with
justice and consideration the relations of the
queen’s government with the native princes
and states,” had been ‘marked with great
success,’ and had not been surpassed by the
most zealous labours of any of his most dis-
tinguished predecessors at_the head of the
government of India.” Lord Mayo had nearly
completed his fiftieth year at the time of his
death. He left a widow, four sons, and two
daughters.

[Hunter’s Life of the Earl of Mayo, London,
1875; a Minute by Sir John Strachey on the
administration of the Earl of Mayo as Viceroy
and Governor-general of India, dated 80 April
1872 ; Records of the India Office; The Finances
and Public Works of India, 1869-81, by Sir J.
Strachey, G.C.S.I., and Lieutenant-general R.

Strachey, F.R.S., London, 1882 ; private papers;
personal recollections.] A J. A,

BOURMAN, ROBERT. [See Bore-
MAN.]

BOURN, NICHOLAS. [See BURNE.]

BOURN, SAMUEL, the elder (1648-
1719), dissenting minister, was born in 1648
at Derby, where his father and grandfather,
who were clothiers, had shown some public
spirit in providing the town with a water sup-
ply. Hismother’sbrotherwas Robert Seddon,
who, having received presbyterian ordination
on 14 June 1654, became minister at Gorton,
Lancashire, and then at Langley, Derbyshire,
where he was silenced in 1662.  Seddon sent
Bourn to Emmanuel College, which heleft in
1672. Histutorwas Samuel Richardson, who
taught him that thereisno distinction between
grace and moral righteousness, and that salva-
tion is dependent upon the moral state. It
does not, appear that he accepted this view ;
his theology was always Calvinistic, and he
lamented the deflections from that system in
his time, though he was no heresy-hunter.
Leaving Cambridge without a degree, being
unwilling to subscribe, Bourn taught in a
school at Derby. He then became chaplain
to Lady Hatton. Going to live with an aunt
Bourn in London, he was ordained there. In
1679 Dr. Samuel Annesley's influence gained
him the pastoral charge of the presbyterian
congregation at Calne, Wiltshire, which he
held for sixteen years, declining overtures
from Bath, Durham, and Lincoln. Seddon,
who, after 1688, preached at Bolton, Lanca-
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shire, on his death-bed in 1695 recommended
Bourn as his successor there. Bournremoved
thither in 1695, and though at first not well
received by the whole congregation, he de-
clined the nducement of a larger salary offered
by the Calne people to tempt him back, and
gradually won the love of all his Bolton flock.
For him the new meeting-house (licensed
-30 Sept. 1696) was built on the ground given
by hisuncle. He originated,and after a time
-entirely supported, a charity school for twenty
poor children. His stipend was very meagre,
though when pleading for the wants of others
he was known as the best beggar in Bolton.’
By will he left 20Z as an additional endow-
ment to the Monday lecture. His constitu-
tion broke some time before his death, which
-occurred on 4 March 1719. On his deathbed,
in answer to his friend Jeremiah Aldred
(d. 1729), minister of Manton, he emphati-
cally expressed his satisfaction with the non-
«conformist position he had adopted. Hisfune-
ral sermon was preached (from 2 Kings ii. 3)
by his son Samuel [see below], who had al-
ready been appointed to preach a funeral ser-
mon for a member of his father’s flock, and
discharged the double duty. Brown married
‘the daughter of George Scortwreth, ejected
from St. Peter’s, Lincoln, and had seven
«<hildren. His eldest son Joseph died on

17 June 1701 in his twenty-first year; his |

youngest sons, Daniel and Abraham, had
died 1n infaney in April 1701; his widow
survived him several years. Bourn printed
nothing, but his son Samuel published:
“ Several Sermons preached by the late Rev.
Mr. Samuel Bourn of Bolton, Lanc.,” 1722,
8vo (two sets of sermons from 1 Johniii. 2,3,
.on ¢ The transforming vision of Christ in the
futurestate,’ &c.), adding the funeral sermon,
:and a brief memoir by William Tong (5.1662,
.21 March 1727), and dedicating the volume
to a relative, Madam Hacker of Duffield.
He speaks of his father as a great preacher,
:a good pastor, a good scholar, and an honest,
upright man. A portrait prefixed to the
volume shows a strong countenance ; Bourn
wears gown and bands, and his flowing hair
is confined by a skull-cap.

[Palmer’s Nonconf. Memorial (1802), 1. 411;
Toulmin’s Mem. of Rev. Samuel Bourn, 1808
(an oddly arranged storehouse of dissenting
biography); Murch’s Hist. Presbyt. and Gen.
‘Bapt. Churches in West of Engl. (1835), pp. 56,
60 ; Baker’s Nonconformity in Bolton, 1:53]

BOURN, SAMUEL, the younger (1689-
1754), dissenting minister, second son of
Samuel Bourn the elder [q. v.], was born in
1689 at Calne, Wiltshire. He was taught

classicsat Bolton,and trained for the ministry
in the Manchester academy of John Chorlton
and James Coningham, M.A. His first settle-
ment was at Crook, near Kendal, in 1711,
where he gave himself to study. He carried
with him his father’s theology, but seems to
have attained at Manchester the latest de-
velopment of the nonsubscribing idea, for at
his ordination he declined subscription, not
from particular scruples, but on general prin-
ciples; hence many of the neighbouring mi-
nisters refused to concur in ordaining him,
Toulmin says ‘the received standard of or-
thodoxy ’ which was proffered to him was the
assembly’s catechism. In 1719, when the
Salters’ Hall conference had made the Trini-
tarian controversy a burningquestion among
dissenters, Bourn, hitherto* a professed Atha-
nasian,” addressed himself to the perusal of
Clarke and Waterland, and accepted the
Clarkean scheme. While at Crook, Bourn
dedicated a child (probably of baptist pa-
rentage) without baptism, according to a
form givén by Toulmin. In 1720 Bourn suc-
ceedeg Henry Winder (d. 9 Aug. 1752) at
Tunley, near Wigan. He declined in 1725
a call to the neighbouring congregation of
Park Lane, but accepted a call (dated 29 Dec.
1727) to the ‘new chapel at Chorley.” On
7 May 1781 Bourn was chosen one of the
Monday lecturers at Bolton, a post which he
held along with his Chorley pastorate. On
19 April 1732 Bourn preached the opening
sermon at the New Meeting, which replaced
the Lower Meeting, Birmingham, and on 21
and 23 April he wascalled tobe colleague with
i Thomas Pickard in the joint charge of this
| congregation and a larger one at Coseley,
where he was to reside. He began this minis-
try on 256 June. He was harassed by John
‘Ward, J.P., of Sedgley Park (M.P. for New-
castle-under-Lyne, afterwards sixth Baron
‘Ward, and first Viscount Dudley and Ward),
who sought to compel him to take and
maintain a parish apprentice. DBourn twice
appealed to the quarter sessions, and pleaded
his own cause successfully. Subsequently,
on 15 Dec. 1738, Ward and another justice
tried to remove him from Sedgley parish
to his last legal settlement, on the pretext
that he was likely to become chargeable.
Toulmin prints hisvery spirited reply. After
Pickard’s death, his colleague was Samuel
Blyth, M.D. Bourn had a warm temper, and
was not averse to controversy ; was in his ele-
ment in repelling a field-preacher, or attack-
ing quakers in their own meeting-house, and
with difficulty was held back by his friend
Orton from replying on the spot to the doec-
trinal confession of a young independent
minister, who was being ordained at the New
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Meeting, lent for the occasion. He engageq in
correspondence on the ¢ Logos’ (1740-2) vqlth
Doddridge (printed in T%eol. Repos. voll. 1);
on subscription (1743) with the Kidder-
minster dissenters; on dissent (1746) w1t_h
Groome, vicar of Sedgley. In his catecheti-
cal instructions, founded on the assembly’s
catechism, he used that manual rather as a
point of departure than as a model of doc-
trine. Although he had a great name for
heterodoxy, his preaching was seldom po-
lemical, but full of unction, as were his
prayers. In 1751 Bourn declined a call to
succeed John Buck (4. 8 July 1750) in his
father’s congregation at Bolton. He died at
Coseley of paralysis on 22 March 1754, His
person was small, slight, and active; his
glance keen ; in dress he was somewhat neg-
ligent. He married while at Crook (about
1712) Hannah Harrison (d. 1768), of a good
family near Kendal. She bore him nine
children : 1. Joseph, born 1713; educated at
Glasgow; minister first at Congleton, then
at Hindley (1746); married (1748) Miss
Farnworth (d. 1785) ; died 17 Feb. 1765 ; his
eldest daughter Margaret married Samuel
Jones (d. 17 March 1819), the Manchester
banker, uncle of the first Lord Overstone.
2. Samuel [seebelow]. 3. Abraham,surgeon at
Market Harborough, Leicester, and Liverpool;
author of pamphlets (‘ Free and Candid Con-
siderations,’ &c., 1755, and ¢ A Review of the
Argument,’&c.,1756) in reply to Peter Whit-
field, a learned Liverpool printer and sugar-
refiner, who left the dissenters and vigorously
attacked their orthodoxy. 4. Benjamin, a
London bookseller, author of ‘A Sure Guide to
Hell’ (anon.), 1750,and supplement ; he pub-
lished some of his father’s pieces. 5. Daniel,
who built at Leominster what is said to have
been the first cotton mill erected in England,
an enterprise wrecked by a fire. 6. Miles, a
mercer at Dudley. 7. John ; died under age.
Two others died young. Bourn’s publica-
tions were: 1. ‘The Young Christian’s Prayer
Book,’ &c., 1733; 2nd ed. Dublin, with preface
by John Leland, D.D. ; 8rded. enlarged, 1742;
4th and best edition, 1748. 2. ‘An Intro-
duction to the History of the Inquisition, &e.
(anon.), 1785, 3. ¢ Popery a Craft, and Popish
P}-lests the chief Craftsmen, 1735, 8vo (a
Fifth of November sermon on Acts xix. 25, re-
printed in ¢ A. Cordial for Low Spirits, edited
by Thomas Gordon, 2nd ed. 1763, edited
by Rev. Richard Baron. 4. ‘An Address
to Protestant Dissenters ; or an Inquiry into
the grounds of their attachment to the Ag-
sembly’s Catechism . . . being a calm examina-
tion of the sixth answer . .. by a Prot. Dis-
senter’ (anon.), 1736. 5. ¢A Dialogue betw.
a Baptist and a Churchman ; occasioned by

the Baptists opening a new Meeting-House
for reviving old Calvinistical doctrines and
spreading Antinomian and other errors, at
Birmingham, &e. Part L by ‘a consistent
Protestant’ (anon.), 1737; PartIL by ‘a con-
sistent Christian’ (anon.), 1789, 6. ¢The
Christian Family Prayer Book,” &c., with a
recommendation by Isaac Watts, D.D.,1738
(frequently reprinted with additions. A pre-
fixed ‘Address to Heads of Familieson Family
Religion’ was reprinted by Rev. John Kentish,
1803). 7. ¢ Address to the Congregation of
Prot. Dissenters ... at the Castle Gate in
Nottingham, &c., by a Prot. Dissenter (anon.),
1738 (in vindication of No. 4, which had been
attacked by Rev. James Sloss, of Notting-
ham). 8. ¢Lectures to Children and Young
People . .. consisting of Three Catechisms
... with a preface,” &ec., 1738 (prefixed is a
recommendation by Revs. John Motters-
head, Josiah Rogerson, Henry Grove, Thomas
Amory, N.D. [q. v.], Samuel Chandler, D.D.,
and George Benson, D.D.[q.v.], whom Bourn
describes as his intimate friend ; appended is
the revision of the assembly’s catechism, by
James Strong, minister at Ilminster; 2nd ed.
1739; 3rd ed. 1748 (withtitle, ‘ Religious Edu-
cation,” &c.); the third catechism of the set
was re-edited by Job Orton as ¢ A Summa;
of Doctrinal and Practical Religion.” 9. ¢ The
True Christian Way of Striving for the Faith
of the Gospel,’ 1738, 8vo (sermon, on Phil. i.
27,28, at the Dudley double lecture, 23 May).
10. ‘Remarks on a pretended Answer’to the
last piece (anon.), 1739. 11. ¢ The Christian
Catechism,’” &e. (anon.), 1744 (intended as a
preservative against Deism). 12. ¢ Address’
in services at ordination of Job Orton on
18 Sept. 1745 at Shrewsbury (a charge, from
1 Thess. ii. 10). 13. ¢ The Protestant Cate-
chism,’ &e. (anon.), 1746, 14. ‘The Protes-
tant Dissenters’ Catechism . . . by a lover of
truth and liberty’ (anon.), 1747. 15. ‘An
Answer to the Remarks of an unknown
Clergyman’ on the foregoing (anon.), 1748
(annexed is a letter from a London dissenter
on kneeling at the Lord’s Supper). 16. ‘A
new Call to the Unconverted’ (anon.) 1754,
8vo (four sermons on Ezek. xxxiii. 2).
17. (posthumous) ¢ Twenty Sermons on the
most serious and practical subjects of the
Christian Religion,’ 1755, 8vo; 2nd ed. 1757.
Toulmin prints selections from his cateche-
tical lectures on scripture history, and de-
scribes the manuscript of a projected work
on ‘ The Scriptures of the O.T. digested under
proper heads . . . according to the method of
Dr. Gastrell, bishop of Chester,’” &e.

[Blyth’s Fun. Serm. for Rev. S. Bourn, 1754 ;
Toulmin’s Mem. of Rev. Samuel Bourn, 1808;
Turner'’s Lives of Eminent Unitarians, vol. ii.
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1843 ; Twanley’s Hist. of Dudley Castle (1867),
p. 63; Pickard’s Brief Hist. of Congleton Uni-
tarian Chapel, 1883; Baker's Memorials of a
Dissenting Chapel (Cross Street, Manchester),
1884.] A. G.

BOURN, SAMUEL (1714-1796), dis-
senting minister, second son of Samuel
Bourn the youngerq.v.], wasbornin1714 at
Crook near Kendal, and educated at Stand
grammar school and Glasgow University,
where he studied under Hutcheson and Sim-
son. In 1742 he settled in the ministry at
Rivington, Lancashire, where he enjoyed
the friendship of Hugh, fifteenth Lord Wil-
loughby of Parham, who lived at Shaw Place,
near Rivington, and was the representative

mons, when published, produced a contro-
versy with John Mason (1706-1763). The
point in discussion was the resurrection of the
flesh. Mason’s (affirmative) part in the con-
troversy will be found in his ¢Christian
Morals,’ 2 vols. 1761. Bourn's opposite view
is defended in an appendix to his sermons
on the Parables. Bourn’s reputation as a
preacher was due to the force, and sometimes
the solemn pathos, of his written style, and
to the strength of his argumentative matter.
Among those brought up under his ministry

!was Sir James Edward Smith, founder of
: the Linnean Society. Like his father, Bourn
rested in the Christology of Dr. Clarke. He
[ was no optimist ; he devoted a powerful dis-
| course to the theme that no great improve-

of the last of the presbyterian noble families. | ment in the moral state of mankind is prac-
Bourn was not ordained till some years after | ticable by any means whatsoever (vol. i. 1760,
his settlement. He then made a lengthy = No, 14).” When, in 1757, Dr. Taylor left Nor-
declaration (printed by Toulmin) dealing Jwich to fill the divinity chair in Warring-
with the duties of the ministry and allowing | ton Academy, Bourn obtained as colleagues
no doctrine or duty except those taught in | first John Hoyle, and afterwards Robert
the New Testament. Bourn lived partly at | Alderson, subsequently a lawyer, and father
Leicester Mills, a wooded vale near Riving- | of "Sir E. H. Alderson [q.v.], who, when
ton, and partly at Bolton. He does not seem | Bourn became incapable of work, had to
to have taken very kindly to Rivington at | discharge the whole duty, and was accord-

the outset, for his father writes to his son
Abraham at Chowbent on 13 Feb. 17423,
‘I am afraid your brother Samuel is too im-
patient under his lot, and would have ad-
vancement before God sees he is fit for it, or
it for him.’ In 1752 the publication of his

first sermon led to overtures from the preshy- |

terian congregation at Norwich, and in 1754,
apparently after the death of the senior mini-
ster, Peter Finch (1661-1754), Bourn became
the colleague of John Taylor. The Norwich
presbyterians had laid the first stone of a
new meeting-house on 25 ¥eb. 1754. When
Bourn came to them they were worshipping
in Little St. Mary’s, an ancient edifice, then
and still held by trustees for the Walloon or
French protestants. On 12 May 1756 was
opened the new building, the Octagon Chapel,
described in the following year by John
Wesley (Journals, iii. 313). Not long after
Bourn lost 1,000, which he had risked in
his brother Daniel’s cotton mill, and in 1758
he travelled about to obtain subscriptions
for two volumes of sermons. He placed the
manuseript in the hands of Samuel Chand-
ler, D.D., of the Old Jewry. In one of these
sermons Bourn had espoused the doctrine of
the annihilation of the wicked, but being in
London in 1759, he heard Chandler charac-
terise in a sermon the annihilation doctrine
as ‘utterly inconsistent with the christian
scheme.’ Deeming this a personal attack,
he vainly sought to draw Chandler into a
controversy by a published letter. His ser-

| ingly ordained on 13 Sept. 1775. DBourn
was a favourite with the local clergy of the
establishment. Samuel Parr took him to
Cambridge, and speaks of him as ‘a mas-
terly writer, a profound thinker, and the
| intimate friend of Dr. Parr at Norwich’
(Bibl. Parr.p. 704). When his health failed,
and he was retiring to Thorpe on a pro-
perty of 60 a year, it is said by Toulmin
(and repeated by Iield) that Dr. Mann,
bishop of Cork, who was visiting Norwich,
offered him a sinecure preferment of 3004 a
year if he chose to conform. He declined,
to the admiration of Parr, who did his best
privately to assist his ‘noncon. friend.” Bourn
died in Norwich on 24 Sept. 1796, and was
buried (27 Sept.) in the graveyard of the
Octagon Chapel. Late in life he married,
but left no family. He published: 1. ¢ The
Rise, Progress, Corruption, and Declension
of the Christian Religion,” &e. (anon.), 1752,
4to (sermon from Mark iv. 30, before the Lan-
cashire provincial assembly at Manchester,
12 May 1752). 2. ‘A Letter to the Rev.
Samue{’ Chandler, D.D., concerning the
Christian Doctrine of Future Punishment,
1759, 8vo (afterwards added to the second
edition of his sermons, and reprinted by Ri-
chard Baron [q.v.] in ¢ The Pillars of Priest-
craft and Orthodoxy shaken,” 1768, vol. iii.)
3. ¢ A Series of Discourses on the Principles
and Evidences of Natural Religion and the
Christian Revelation,’” &e. 1760, 2 vols. 8vo

(the 2nd- vol. has a different title-page).
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4. ‘Discourses on the Parables of our Saviour,
1764, 2 vols. 8vo. 5. ‘Fifty Sermons on
various Subjects, Critical, Philosophical, and
Moral,’ Norwich, 1777, 2 vols. 8vo. Toulmin
mentions a manuscript ¢ History of the He-
brews, which Bourn had partly prepared for
the press.

[Toulmin’s Mem. of
Field’s Mem. of Parr,
Hist. of Octagon Chapel, Norwich, 1848 ;
stone at Norwich.] A

BOURN, THOMAS (1771-1832), com-
piler, was born in Hackney on 19 April 1771,
and in conjunction with his father-in-law,
Mr. William Butler, the author of various
works for the instruction of the young, he
became a teacher of writing and geography
in ladies’ schools. His death occurred at his
house in Mare Street, Hackney, on 20 Aug.
1832, He published ¢ A Concise Gazetteer of
the most Remarkable Places in the World ;
with references to the principal historical
events and most celebrated persons connected |
with them, London, 1807, 8vo, 3rd edit.
1822,

[Gent. Mag. cii. 297 Biog. Diet. of Living
Authors(1816),34 ; Watt’s Bibl. Brit.; E. Evans’s
Cat. of Engraved Portraits, 13005.] T.C.

BOURN, WILLIAM (7. 1562-1582).
{See BourwE.]

BOURNE, GILBERT (d. 1569), bishop
of Bath and Wells, the son of Philip Bourne
of Worcestershire, entered the university
of Oxford in 1524, and was a fellow of All
Souls’ College in 1531, ‘and in the year
after he proceeded in arts, being then es-
teemed a good orator and disputant’ (WooD’s
Athene Oxon. (Bliss), ii. 805). In 1541 he
was made one of the prebendaries of the
king’s new foundation at Worcester; in 1545
he received a prebend of St. Paul’s Cathe-
dral, and took another prebend in its place
in 1548; in 1547 he was proctor for the clergy }
of the diocese of London; and in 1549 he
became rector of High Ongar in Essex, and
archdeacon of Bedford. He is described,
probably in error, by Foxe and Wood as
archdeacon of Essex and Middlesex, and by
Godwin as archdeacon of London. He be-
«came chaplain to Bishop Bonner in the reign
of Henry VIII, and preached against heretics
(Woop and Foxg).  His preferments prove
that he must have complied with the reli-
glous changes of the reign of Edward VI,
In spite, however, of this compliance, he did
not desert his patron, for he stood by Bonner
<during the hearing of his appeal in 1549

Rev. Samuel Bourn, 1808
1828, i. 139-141; Taylor’s
tomb-
. G.
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On the accession of Mary he acted as one of
the delegates for Bonner's restitution, and on

Bourne

13 Aug. of the same year (15’53) preached a
sermon at Paul’s Cross justifying the conduct
of the bishop, and enlarging on his sufferings
in the Marshalsea. His hearers, enraged at
the tone of his discourse, raised a hubbub,
and a dagger was thrown at the preacher.
The weapon missed its aim, and Bradford
and Rogers, who were popular with the Lon-
doners, led him out of the tumult, and put
him in safety within the door of the gram-
mar school, Three days after this Bradford
was arrested. On being brought to trial the
next year, Bradford was accused of having
excited the people to make this disturbance.
He pleaded the help he had givento Bourne,
but that was not allowed to profit him
(Foxg, Acts, §c.; HEYLIN, Hist. Reform.;
BurnEr, Hist. Reform.) As Bourne’s uncle,
Sir John Bourne, was principal secretary of
state, his advancement in the church was cer-
tain. Accordingly he was elected bishop of
Bath and Wells on 28 March 1554 in the
place of Barlow, who was deprived of his
office. He was consecrated on 1 April along
with five others, and received the temporali-
ties of his see on 20 April. He received
from the queen the office of warden of the
Welsh marches. As bishop he was zealous
in restoring the old order of the church. Im-
mediately after his consecration he commis-
sioned Cottrel, his vicar-general, to deprive
and punish ‘all in holy orders lkeeping in
adulterous embraces women upon show of
feigned and pretensed matrimony;’ and ‘ mar-
ried laics who in pretence and under colour
of priestly orders had rashly and unlawfully
mingled themselves in ecclesiastical rights,
and had obtained de facto parish churches, to
depriveand remove from thesaid churches and
dignities, and those so convicted to separate
and divorce from their women or their wives,
or rather concubines, and to enjoin salutary
and worthy penances, as well to the same
clerks as to the women for such crimes’
(StrYPE, Eccl. Mem. 111. i.) Accordingly
no less than eighty-two cases of deprivation,
and an unusually large number of resigna-
tions, appear in the Register of this bishop.
Bourne was much employed in the proceed-
ings taken against heretics. In April 15654
he took part in the disputation held with
Cranmer, Latimer, and Ridley at Oxford,
and at different dates acted on commissions
for the trial of Bishop Hooper, Dr. Taylor,
Tomkins, and Philpot. In these proceedings,
however, he always did what he could for the
prisoners, checking Bonner’s violence, and
earnestly exhorting them to save themselves
by recantation. Proofs of this unwilling-
ness to allow men to suffer may be found 1n
Foxe, who records the repeated endeavours
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he made to induce Mantel (1564) to save
himself, the appeal he made to Tomkins
(1555), and the interruption he made when
Bonner was about to pass sentence on Phil-
pot somewhat eagerly (1565). In his own
diocese it does not appear that any one was
put to death for religious opinions. The im-
prisonment of two clerks 1s noticed in his
Register under 11 April 1564, and in 1566
a certain Richard Lush was condemned and
sentenced to be committed to the sheriffs. A
certificate of this condemnation was sent by
the bisho) to the king and queen, but as not
even Foxe has been able to find any record
of Lusl’s martyrdom (dets and Mon. vViii,
878), it may be taken for granted that he was
not put to death. Zealous then as he was
for his own religion, Bourne saved Somerset
from any share in the Marian persecution.
He did all that lay in his power to regain
some of the possessions of which his church
had been robbed in the late reign, and suc-
ceeded in obtaining such as had fallen into
the hands of the crown. Banwell was re-
gained for the bishopric, and Long Sutton
and Dulverton for the chapter of Wells. He
sent his proxy to the first parliament of Eliza-
beth in 1558. The next year he and other
disaffected bishops were summoned to appear
before the queen, possibly in convocation, and
were bidden to drive all Romish worship out

of their dioceses. He was one of the bishops

appointed by the queen for the consecration
of Matthew Parker; but the commission
failed, probably through the unwillingness of
those nominated to carry it out. Bourne re-
fused to take the oaths of supremacy and
allegiance, and with six other bishops was
committed to the Tower. The recusant
bishops were treated with indulgence, and
allowed to eat together at two tables. When
the plague visited London in 1562, they were
removed from the Tower for fear of infection.
Bourne was committed to the keeping of Bul-
lingham, bishop of Lincoln, and dwelt with
him as a kind of involuntary guest. He was
an inmate of his household in 1565, and in
that year seems to have stayed for a while in
London. He was also kept by Dean Carey
of Exeter. He died at Silverton in Devon-
shire on 10 Sept. 1569, and was buried there
on the south side of the altar. Such pro-
perty as he had he left to his brother, Richard
Bourne of Wiveliscombe. ¢ He was,’ Fuller
says, ‘a zealous papist, yet of a good nature,
well deserving of his cathedral.

[Strype’s Annals, 1. i. 82, 211, 220, 248, 1L ii,
51; Ecclesiastical Memorials, 1. i. 180, 286,
827, 352 ; Memorials of Abp. Cranmer, 459 ; Life
of Abp. Parker, i. 106, 172, 282 (8vo ed.) ;_Foxe’s
Acts and Monuments, v, ¥i, vii, viii passim (ed.

1846); Heylin’s Hist. of Reformation, 286 (ed.
1674) ; Fuller's Church History, ii, 449, iv. 180,
367 (ed. Brewer); Burnet’s Hist. of Reforma-
tion; Nichols's Narratives of the Reformation,
142, 287, Camden Society; Wood’s Athenz Oxon.
(ed. Bliss), ii. 805; Le Neve’s Fasti; Godwin,
De Preesulibus (1742), p. 388 ; Cassan’s Lives of’
the Bishops of Bath and Wells, i. 462 ; Bourne’s.
Register, MS. Wells.] W. H.

BOURNE, HENRY (1696-1733), anti-
quary, was born at Newcastle-upon-Tyne in
1696. He was the son of Thomas Bourne, a
tailor, and was intended for the calling of a
glazier. His talents, however, attracted the-
attention of some friends, through whose of-
fices he was released from his apprenticeship-
and sent to resume his education at the New-
castle grammar school. He was admitted a
sizar of Christ College, Cambridge, in 1717,
under the tuition of the Rev. Thomas Ather~
ton, a fellow-townsman. He graduated B.A.
in 1720 and M.A. in 1724, and received the:
appointment of curate of All Hallows Church,
Newecastle, where he remained until his death
on 16 Feb. 1733.

In 1725 he published ¢ Antiquitates Vul-
gares, or the Antiquities of the Common
People, giving an account of their opinions
and ceremonies.” This was republished, with

.additions by Brand, in 1777 in his ¢ Popular

Antiquities,’and forms the groundwork of the
later labours of Sir Henry Ellis and W. C.
Hazlitt. In 1727 he issued ¢ The Harmony
and Agreement of the Collects, Epistles, and
Gospels, as they stand in the Book of Com-
mon Prayer for the Sundays throughout the
Year.” He alsowrote a history of his native
town, which was left in an unfinished state
at his death, but was afterwards published
by his widow and children in a folio volume
in 1736, under the title of ¢ The History of
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, or the Ancient and
Present State of that Town.’

[Adamson’s Schole Novocastrensis Alumni,
p. 13 ; Brand’s Hist. of Newcastle, 1789, preface;
Allibone’s Dictionary.] C. W.8S.

BOURNE, HUGH (1772-1852), founder
of the primitive methodists, son of Joseph
Bourne, farmer and wheelwright, by his wife
Ellen, daughter of Mr. Steele, was born at
Fordhays Farm, in the parish of Stoke-upon-
Trent, 3 April 1772, and, after some educa-
tion at Werrington and Bucknall, worked
with his father in his business. The family
removed to Bemersley, in the parish of Nor-
ton-in-the-Moors, in 1788, and Bourne then
took employment under his uncle, William
Sharratt, a millwright and engineer at Milton.
He had so far been carefully brought up by
a pious mother, and in June 1799 joined the
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‘Wesleyan methodists, soon after became a
local preacher, and in 1802 built, chiefly at
his own expense, a chapel at Harrisehead.
In imitation of the camp meetings for preach-
ing and fellowship, which had been the means
of reviving religion in America, Bourne, in
company with his brother James, ‘William
Clowes [q. v.], and others, held a camp
meeting on the mountain at Mowcop, near
Harrisehead, on Sunday, 31 May 1807. The
meeting commenced at six in the morning,
and prayer, praise, and preaching were con-
tinued until eight at night. This success-
ful revival was the first of many held in
that part of the country. The Wesleyan
methodist conference at the meeting at Li-
verpool on 27 July 1807 passed a resolution
protesting againstsuch gatherings. The camp
meetings were, however, continued, and on
927 June 1808 Bourne was, in what seems to
have been an illegal manner, expelled from
the Wesleyan Methodist Society by the
Burslem circuit’s quarterly meeting ; but he
still continued to raise societies here and
there, recommending them to join the Wes-
leyan circuits, and as yet entertained no idea
of organising a separate community. But the
‘Wesleyan authorities remained hostile, and a
disruption was the consequence. On 14 March
1810the first class of the new community was
formed at Standley, nearBemersley. Quarterly
tickets were introduced in the following year,
and the first general meeting of the society was
held at Tunstall on 26 July 1811. The name
Primitive Methodist, implying a desire to
Testore methodism to its primitive simplicity,
was finally adopted on 13 Feb. 1812, but the
opponents of the movement often called the
people by the name of ranters. The first
annual conference was held at Hull in May
1820, and a deed poll of the primitive metho-
dists was enrolled in the court of chancery
on 10 Feb. 1830. Bourne and his brother
purchased land and built the first chapel of
the new connexion at Tunstall in 1811.
After the foundation and settlement of the
society Bourne made many journeys to Scot-
land and Ireland, for the purpose of enrolling
recruits in the new sect. During 1844-6 he
travelled in the United States of America,
where he obtained large congregations, He
lived to see primitive methodism with 1,400
‘Sunday schools, 5,300 chapels, and 110,000
enrolled members, and died from a mortifi-
cation of his foot at Bemersley, Staffordshire,
on11Oct, 1852, aged 80 years and six months,
.and was buried at Englesea Brook, Cheshire.
He was, in common with many preachers and
members of the primitive methodist church,
arigid abstainer. For the greater part of his
life he worked as a carpenter and builder, so

as not to become chargeable to the denomi-
nation, and it was not until he had reached
his seventieth year that he was placed on the
superannuation fund. He was the author
of: 1. ¢Observations on Camp Meetings,
with an Account of a Camp Meeting held at
Mow, near Harrisehead, 1807. 2. ¢The
Great Scripture Catechism, compiled for Nor-
ton and Harrisehead Sunday Schools,’ 1807.
8. ‘Remarks on the Ministry of Women,
1808, 4. ‘A General Collection of Hymns
and Spiritual Songs for Camp Meetings and
Revivals, 1809. 5. ¢ History of the Primi-
tive Methodist,” 1823. 6. ‘A Treatise on
Baptism,’ 1823. 7. ‘Large Hymn Book for
the use of the Primitive Methodists,” 1825.
8. ¢‘The Primitive Methodist Magazine,
1824, which he edited for about twenty
years.

[Walford’s Memoirs of H. Bourne, 1855, with
portrait; Petty’s Primitive Methodist Connexion,
1864, with portrait.; Antliff’s Funeral Sermon on
H. Bourne, 1852; Simpson’s Recollections of
H. Bourne, 1859.] G. C. B.

BOURNE, IMMANUEL (1590-1672),
divine, born on 27 Dec. 1590, was the eldest
son of the Rev. Henry Bourne, who was
vicar of Fast Haddon, Northamptonshire,
from 1595 till his death in 1649 (BRipeES’s
Northamptonshire,i. 506). He was educated
at Christ Church, Oxford, and proceeded
B.A. 29 Jan. 1611-12 and M.A. 12 June
1616. Soon afterwards he was appointed
preacher at St. Christopher’s Church, Lon-
don, by the rector, Dr. William Piers, a
canon of Christ Church, Bourne found a
patron in Sir Samuel Tryon, an inhabitant
of the parish of St. Christopher, and he dates
one of his sermons—‘The True Way of a
Christian —¢from my study at Sir Samuel
Tryon’s in the parish of St. Christopher’s,
April 1622 TIn 1622 he received the livin,
of Ashhover, Derbyshire, where he exhibite:
strong sympathy with the puritans. In
1642, on the outbreak of the civil war, his
open partisanship with the presbyterians
compelled him to leave Ashhover for Lon-
don. There he was appointed preacher at
St. Sepulchre’s Church, and about 1656 he
became rector of Waltham-on-the-Wolds,
Leicestershire, where he engaged in contro-
versy with the quakers and anabaptists. He
conformed at the Restoration,and on12 March
1669-70 was nominated to the rectory of
Aylestone, Leicestershire, where he died on
27 Dec. 1679. He was buried in the chancel
of the church.

Bourne’s works were: 1. ¢ The Rainbow,
Sermon at St. Paul’s Cross, 10 June 1617,
on Gen. ix. 13, London, 1617 ; dedicated to
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Robert, first Baron Spencer of Wormleighton.
2. ¢ The Godly Man’s Guide, on James1v. 13,
London, 1620. 8. ‘The True Way of a
Christian to the New Jerusalem . . . on 2 Cor.
v. 17,) London, 1622. 4. ¢ Anatomy of Con-
science, Assize Sermon at Derby, on Rev.
xx. 11, London, 1628. 5. ‘A Light from
‘Christ leading unto Christ, by the Star of
His Word ; or, a Divine Directory for Self-
examination and Preparation for the Lord’s
‘Supper, London, 1645, 8vo. An edition,
with a slightly altered title-page, appeared
in 1646. 6. ¢ Defence of Scriptures,’ to which
was added a ¢ Vindication of the Honour
due to the Magistrates, Ministers, and
-others,” London, 1656. This work describes
- disputation between clergymen and James
Nayler, the quaker. Bourne’s argument
against the quaker was answered by George
Fox in ¢The Great Mystery of the Great
‘Whore unfolded,’ 1659. 7. ¢ Defence and Jus-
tification of Ministers’ Maintenance by Tithes,
and of Infant Baptism, Humane Learning,
and the Sword of the Magistrate, in a reply
to a paper by some Anabaptists sent to Im.
Bourne,” to which was added ¢ Animadver-
sions upon Anth. Perisons [Parsons] great
case of tithes,’ London, 1659. 8. ¢ A Gold
‘Chain of Directions with 20 Gold Links of
Love to preserve Love firm between Hus-
band a,ndp ‘Wife,” London, 1669. Only the
works marked 1, 8, and 4 in this list are in
the British Museum Library.

[Wood’s Athene Oxon. (Bliss), iii, 977-9;
Fasti, i. 342, 366; Watt’s Bibl. Brit.]s .

BOURNE, NEHEMIAH (A 1649-
1662), admiral, in his earlier days appa-
rently a merchant and shipowner, served in
the parliamentary army during the ecivil
war, and on the remodelling of the fleet after
Batten’s secession, having then the rank of
major, was appointed to the command of the
Speaker, a ship of the second rate. As cap-
tain of the Speaker he was for two years
commander-in-chief on the coast of Scotland,
and in September 1651 carried the Scottish
records, regalia, and insignia taken in Stir-
ling Castle to London, for which services he
afterwards received a gold medal of the value
of 60Z. In 1652 he was captain of the An-
drew, and in May was senior officer in the
TDowns, wearing a flag by special authority
from Blake, when, on the 18th, the Dutch
fleet under Tromp anchored off Dover. It
was thus Bourne who sent, both to the coun-
cil of state and to Blake, the intimation of
Tromp’s presence on the coast, and who
commanded that division of the fleet which
had so important a share in the action of

19 May [see Braxe, RoBErRT]. Without
knowledge of the battle, the council had
already on the 19th appointed Bourne rear-
admiral of the fleet, a rank which he held
during the whole of that year, and com-
manded in the third post in the battle near
the Kentish Knock on 28 Sept. But after
the rude check sustained by Blake off
Dungeness on 30 Nov., it was found neces-
sary to have some well-skilled and trust-
worthy man as commissioner on shore to
superintend and push forward the equipment
and manning of the fleets. To this office
Bourne was appointed, and he continued to
hold and exercise it not only during the rest
of the Dutch war, but to the end of the pro-
tectorate. In this work he was indefatigable,
and in a memorial to the admiralty, 18 Sept.
1653, claimed, by his special knowledge, to
have saved hundreds of pounds in buying
masts and deals ; from which we may perhaps
assume that he had formerly been engaged in
the Baltic trade. Nor was he backward in
representing his merits to the admiralty ; and
although he wrote on 13 Oct. 1653, that his
modesty did not suit the present age, it did
not prevent him from quaintly urging his
claims both to pecuniarv reward and to
honourable distinction. This last, he says,
13 April 16583, ¢would give some counte-
nance and quicken the work. I ask for the
sake of the service, for I am past such toys
as to be tickled with a feather.

After the Restoration, being unwilling to
accept the new order of things, he emigrated
to America; the last that is known of him is
the pass permitting him °to transport him-
self and family into any of the plantations’
(May 1662). On 8 April 1689 the secretary
of the admiralty wrote to a Major Bourne in
Abchurch Lane, desiring him to attend the
board, who wished ‘to discourse him about
some busineéss relating to their majesties’
service;’ and on 28 June 1690 a Nehemiah
Bourne was appointed captain of the Mon-
mouth (Admiralty Minutes). If this was the
old puritan, he must have been of a very ad-
vanced age ; it may more probably have been
ason. In either case he apparently refused
to take up the appointment, for on 9 July
another captain was appointed in his stead.

[Calendars of State Papers, Dom. 1651-62.]
J.K.L.

BOURNE, REUBEN (A. 1692), dra-
matist, belonged to the Middle Temple, and
left behind him a solitary and feeble comedy
which has never been acted. The title of
this is ¢ The Contented Cuckold, or Woman’s
Advocate,’ 4to, 1692. Itssceneis Edmonton,
and theprincipal character, Sir Peter Lovejoy,
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contends that a cuckold is one of the scarcest
of created beings.

[Genest's History of the Stage ; Baler, Reed,
and Jones’s Biographia Dramatica. ] J. K.

BOURNE, ROBERT, M.D. (1761-1829),
professor of medicine, was born at Shrawley,
Worcestershire, and educated at Bromsgrove,
whence he was elected scholar of Worcester
College, Oxford, and became a _fellg_w of that
society. He proceeded B.A. in 1781, M.A.
in 1784, M.B.in 1786, and in 1787 took the
degree of M.D. and was elected physician to
the Radcliffe Infirmary at Oxford. In 1790
he became a fellow of the Royal College of
Physicians. In 1794 he was appointed
reader of chemistry at Oxford, in 1803 pro-
fessor of physic, and in 1824 of clinical me-
dicine. He died at Oxford on 23 Dec. 1829.
A monument waserected to him in the chapel
of his college. His published works are:
1. ¢ An Introductory Lecture to a Course of
Chemistry,” 1797. 2. ¢Cases of Pulmonary
Consumption treated with Uva ursi,’ 1805.

[Munk’s Coll. of Phys. (1878), ii. 401.]

BOURNE,VINCENT (1695-1747), Latin
poet, son of Andrew Bourne, was born in
1695, and admitted on the foundation of
Westminster School in 1710, He was elected
to a scholarship at Trinity College, Cam-
bridge, on 27 May 1714, proceeded B.A. in
1717, became a fellow of his college in 1720,
and commenced M.A.in 1721, On Addi-
son’s recovery in 1717 from an attack of ill-
ness, Bourne addressed to him a copy of
congratulatory Latin verses. In 1721 he
edited a collection of ¢ Carmina Comitialia,’
which contains, among the ¢ Miscellanea’ at
the end, some verses of his own. On leaving
Cambridge he became a master at Westmin-
ster School, and continued to hold this ap-
pointment until his death. In 1734 he pub-
lished his ‘Poemata, Latine partim reddita,
partim scripta,” with a dedication to the
Duke of Newecastle, and in November of the
same year he was appointed housekeeper and
deputy sergeant-at-arms to the House of
Commons. A second edition of his poems
appeared in 1735, and a third edition, with
an appendix of 112 pages, in 1743. Cowper,
who was a pupil of Bourne’s at Westminster,
and who translated several of his pieces into
English verse, says (in a letter to the Rev.
John Newton dated 10 May 1781): ‘I love
the memory of Vinny Bourne. I think him
a better Latin poet than Tibullus, Proper-
tius, Ausonius, or any of the writers in his
way except Ovid, and not at all inferior to
him” Landor remarks on this judgment of
Cowper’s: ‘Mirum ut perperam, ne dicam

stolide, judicaverit poeta pene inter summos.
nominandus’ (Poemata et Inscriptiones, ed.
1847, p. 300). Charles Lamb was a warm
admirer of Bourne. In his ¢ Complaint of’
the Decay of Beggars’ he inserted a trans-
lation of the ¢ Epitaphium in Canem,’ together
with the Latin original; and in one of his
letters to Wordsworth, written in 1815, there
is a charming criticism of Bourne’s poems,
which he had then been reading for the first
time: ¢ What a sweet, unpretending, pretty-
manner'd, matterful creature! Sucking from
every flower, making a flower of everything!
His diction all Latin, and his thoughts all
English!” A special favourite with Lamb
was ¢ Cantatrices,” a copy of verses on the
ballad-singers of the Seven Dials. Among
Lamb’s miscellaneous poems are nine trans-
lations from the Latin of Vincent Bourne,
The charm of Bourne’s poems lies not so
much in the elegance of his Latinity (though
that is considerable) asin his genial optimism
and homely touches of quiet pathos. He
had quick sympathy for his fellow-men, and
loving tenderness towards all domestic ani-
mals. His epitaphs, particularly the ¢ Epi-
taphium in septem annorum puellulam,” are
models of simplicity and grace. Bourne’s
little volume of Latin verses will keep his
memory fragrant and his fame secure when
many whose claims were more pretentious
are forgotten. He was a man of peaceful
temperament, content to pass his life in in-
dolent repose. As a teacher he wanted
energy, and he was a very lax disciplinarian.
Cowper, in one of his letters to Rose (dated
30 Nov, 1788), says that he was so inatten-
tive to his pupils, and so indifferent whether
they brought him good or bad exercises, that
‘he seemed determined, as he was the best,
so to be the last, Latin poet of the West-
minster line’ In another letter Cowper
writes: ‘I lost more than I got by him; for
he made me as idle as himself’ He was
particularly noted for the slovenliness of his
attire. Cowper relates that he remembered
seeing the Dulke of Richmond ¢ set fire to his
greasy locks, and box his ears to put it out
again.’ It is said that the Duke of New-
castle offered him valuable ecclesiastical pre-
ferment, and that he declined the offer from
conscientious motives. In a letter to his
wife, written shortly before his death, he
says: ‘I own and declare that the import-
ance of so great charge [i.e. entering into
holy orders], joined with & mistrust of my
own sufficiency, made me fearful of under-
taking jt: if I have not in that capacity
assisted in the salvation of souls, I have not
been the means of losing any; if I have not
brought reputation to the function by any
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merit of mine, I have the comfort of this
reflection—I have given no scandal to it by
my meanness and unworthiness.” Bourne
died on 2 Dec. 1747, and was buried at
Fulham. He had written his own epitaph :
‘Pietatis sinceree summeque humilitatis,
nec Dei usquam immemor nec sui, in silen-
tium quod amavit descendit V. B’ From
his will we learn that he had 4 son who was
a lieutenant in the marines. A careful edi-
tion of Bourne’s poems, with a memoir by
the Rev. John Mitford, was published in 1840.

[Southey’s Life and Works of Cowper, iii. 226,
iv. 97-8, vi. 201 ; Welch’s Alumni Westmonas-
terienses, ed. 1852, pp. 252, 264; Nichols’s
Literary Anecdotes, viil. 428 #.; Nichols’s Lite-
rary Ilustrations, vil. 656-7; Aikin’s Life of
Addison, ii. 214; Bourne’s Poemata, ed. Mit-
ford, 1840.] A. H. B.

BOURNE or BOURN, WILLIAM (d.
1583), mathematician, was the son of William
Bourne of Gravesend, who died 1560. The
earliest mention of the mathematician is in
the first charter of incorporation of Gravesend,
granted 22 July 1562, where he appearson the
list of jurats of the town. His name is also
repeated in the same capacity in the second
charter, granted b June 1568, It is worthy of
remark that the only records of the measures
taken for the regulation of the traders of the
town under the authority of the second charter
are in the handwriting of Bourne. In one of
the presentments of a jury, touching the office
of clerk of the market, drawn up by him in
a tabular form, 15 March 1571, he records his
own name as Mr. Bourne, portreve, one of
fourteen of the ¢ Innholders and Tiplers that
were amerced for selling Beer and Ale in
Pots of Stone and Cans not being quarts full
measure’ (CRUDEN, p. 208). The fine in-
flicted upon Bourne was ¢vi%’ This serves
to show that, according to the practice of the

eriod, he engaged in business as an inn-

eeper. In ‘A note of all the inhabitants,
reseant [i.e. resident] and dwelling in the
parishes of Gravesend and Milton the 20th
Sept. 1672-3, his name appears once more as
one of the jurats, and as having paid for his
freedom of the Mercers’ Company (CRUDEN,
197). In the dedication of his ¢ Treasure
for Traveilers’ to Sir William Winter, he
writes: ‘I have most largely tasted of your
benevolence towards me being as a poore
gunner serving under your worthiness.” In
book iii. cap. 9 of the same work he describes
himself as being ¢ neither Naupeger or Ship-
carpenter, neither usuall Seaman.’ From
these passages it is clear that he was not a
seaman by profession; as the offices of his
patron were of a general nature, not to be dis-
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charged at sea, it may be that Bourne served
under him on shore, perhaps as one of the
gunners of Gravesend bulwark, which he has
delineated and referred to in more than one
of his works. These, from internal evidence,
appear to have been written at Gravesend,
his native town. He wrote: 1. ¢ An Alma-
nacke and prognostication for iii yeres, with
serten Rules of navigation,” 1567 (ARBER, i.
336). 2. ‘ An Almanacke and prognostica-
tion for iii years ... now newly added vnto
my late rules of navigation that was printed
iil1 years past. Practised at Gravesend, for
the meridian of London by William Bourne,
student of the mathematical sciences, T.
Purfoot, imp. 1571 (Aues, 996). 3. ‘An
Almanacke for ten yeares beginning at the
yeare 1581, with certaine necessarie Rules,’
R. Watkins with J. Roberts, imp. 1580
(Ames, 1025). 4. ‘A Regiment of the Sea :
conteyning . . . Rules, Mathematical experi-
ences, and perfect Knowledge of Navigation
for all Coastes and Countreys: most needfull
and necessarie for all Seafaring Men and
Travellers, as Pilots, Mariners, Merchants,
&ec.,’ T. Dawson and T. Gardyner for Iohn
‘Wight, imp. [1673]. It is dedicated to the
Earl of Lincoln, lord high admiral, whose
armsare given in his flag flying at the maintop
of a large ship-of~war on the title-page. This
work, by which Bourne is best known, passed
through several editions, viz.,, 1580, pos-
thumous 1584, 1587, 1592 (corrected by T.
Hood), 1596, and 1643. 5. ¢ A booke called
the Treasure for Traveilers, divided into five
Bookes or partes, conteynyng very necessary
matters, for all sortes of Travailers, eyther by
Sea or Lande, Thomas Woodcocke, imp.
1578. It is dedicated to ‘Syr William Win-
ter, knight, Maister of the Queenes Maiesties
Ordinaunce by Sea, Survaior of her highnesse
marine causes, whose arms and crest are
given on verso of the title-page. 6. Another
edition, under the title of ¢ A Mate for Mari-
ners,’ 1641 (CRUDEN, p. 209). 7. ¢The Arte
of Shooting in great Ordnance, conteyning
very necessary matters for all sortes of Ser-
vitoures, eyther by Sea or by Lande,” Thos.
‘Woodcocke,imp.1587. Itisdedicated to ¢ Bord
Ambrose Dudley, Earle of Warwick . . .
Generall of the Queen’s Maiesties Ordnance
within her highnesse Realme and Dominions.’
Other editions, 15696 (CruDEN) and 1643,
That 1587 is not the date of its composition
is certain, as the license for printing was
granted to H. Bynnemann 22 July 1578
(AuMEs, 992; ARBER, 2,150); moreover it is
referred to in Bourne’s next work: 8, ¢In-
ventions or Devises; Very necessary for all
Generalles and Captaines, or Leaders of men,
as wel by Sea as by Land,” Thos. Woodcocke,
D
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imp. 1578. This is dedicated to ° Lorde
Charles Howard of Effingham.’ Some o
these devises are of peculiar interest, as they
anticipated by more than eighty years the
¢ Century of Inventions’ by the Marquis of
Worcester. No. 21 is supposed to be the
earliest mention in our language of a ship’s
log and line, the deviser of which was Hum-
prey Cole, of the Mint in the Tower. No. 75
is a night signal or telegraph, afterwards used
by Captain John Smith, and for which he ob-
tained such renown. No. 110 seems to be a
curious anticipation of the telescope, appa-
rently borrowed from the Pantometria by
Digges (1571), while some have been brought
forward as new discoveries at Gravesend
within the present century.

Of Bourne’s manuscripts three are ex-
tant : 1. ‘The Property or Qualytyes of
Glaces [glasses], Acordyng vnto ye severall
mackyng pollychynge & gryndyng of them’
(Brit. Mus. ‘Lansd.,” 121 (13), printed by
Halliwell-Phillipps). 2. ¢ A dyscourse as
tochying ye Q. maejisties Shypes.” Brit Mus.
¢ Lansd.,29 (20). All doubt as to the author-
ship is obviated by a reference to his ‘ Inven-
tions and devises’ to be found init. 3. A
manuscript in three parts (1) ¢ Of Certayne
principall matters belonging vnto great Ord-
nance;’ (2)¢Certayne conclusions of the skale
of the backside of the Astrolabe;’ (3) ¢ A litle
briefe note howe for to measure plattformes
and bodves and so foorth’ (Brit. Mus.
¢ Sloane,’ 3651). Dedicated to Lord Burleigh.,
The substance of this manusecript is to be
found in ¢ Shooting in Great Ordnance’ and
¢Treasure for Traveilers;’ it, however, con-
tains two unpublished drafts in Bourne’s
hand : a small one of the Thames and Med-
way, and another on a larger scale of the
Thames near Gravesend, with ¢ plattformes’
for the defence of the river. A short study
of his writings serves to show that Bourne
was a self-taught genius, who, although he
had mastered mathematics as then under-
stood in all its branches, did not always suc-
ceed in setting forth his acquired knowledge
in fairly good English. His sentiments, as
expressed in his several addresses to ‘ye
gentell reader,’” are as pious as they are pa-
triotic, the little incident of the fine not-
withstanding, which arose doubtless from the
negligence of his servants or from preoccu-
pation. He died 22 March 1582-3, leaving
a widow and four sonsg,

[Tanner’s Bibl. Brit., 1748 ; Ames’s Typogr.
Antiq., 1785; Hutton, Math. and Philos. Dict,
1815, i. 244 ; Halliwell-Phillipps’s Rara Mathe-
matica, 1839,p. 32 ; Cruden’s Hist. of Gravesend,
1843, pp. 207-12; Arber’s Register of Company
of Stationers, 1875, 4to.] C. H.

BOURNE, WILLIAM STURGES-

£| (1769-1845), politician, the only son of the

Rev. John Sturges, D.D., chancellor of the
diocese of Winchester, by Judith, daughter.
of Richard Bourne, of Acton Hall, Worcester,
was born on 7 Nov. 1769. After having
been at a private school near Winchester,
where he made the acquaintance of Canning,
he entered the college where he remained as
a commoner until 1786. In the Michaelmas
term of that year he matriculated at Christ
Church, Oxford; and as Canning was at
the same house, their friendship was re-
newed and never interrupted. His degrees
were B.A. 26 June 1790, M.A. 28 June
1798, and D.C.L. 156 June 1831. He was
called to the bar at Lincoln’s Inn on 23 Nov.
1793, and entered into public life as member
for Hastings on 3 July 1798. During his
parliamentary career he represented many
constituencies in turn: Christchurch from
1802 to 1812 and from 1818 to 1826, Bandon
1815-18, Ashburton 1826-30, and Milburne
Port 1830-1. On the death in 1808 of his
uncle, Francis Bourne, who had assumed the
name of Page, the bulk of his wealth came
to Sturges, coupled with the condition that
he should assume the name of Bourne. He
refused the post of under-secretary of the
home department in 1801, but acted as joint-
secretary of the treasury from 1804 to 1806,
and as a lord of the treasury from 1807 to
1809, when he resigned with Canning. In
1814 he was created an unpaid commissioner
for Indian affairs, was raised to the privy
council, and from 1818 to 1822 served as a
salaried commissioner. Sturges-Bourne had
more than once refused higher office in the
state; but on the formation, in April 1827,
of Canning’s administration he consented to
hold the seals of the home department. He
only retained this place until July in the same
year. When he resigned the home depart-
ment in favour of Lord Lansdowne, he ac-
cepted the post of commissioner of woods
and forests, and retained his seat in the ca-
binet. In January 1828 he resigned all his
offices with the exception of the post of lord
warden of the New Forest, and in February
1831 he retired from parliament. His name
is commemorated by an act for the regulation
of vestries passed in 1818 (58 Geo. 111, c. 69),
which is still in force, and is usually called
after him Sturges-Bourne’s Act. He died at
Testwood House, near Southampton, on 1 Feb.
1845, and was buried at Winchester Cathe-
dral. He married, on 2 Feb. 1808, Anne,
third daughter of Oldfield Bowles of North
Aston, Oxford. His manner was not impres-
sive, and his speech was ineffective; but he
had much knowledge of public affairs, and his.
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opinions were highly valued in the House of
Commons.

[Gent. Mag. (1808), 169, (1845) pt. i. 4334,
661 ; Stapleton’s Canning, iii. 343, 426 ; Return
of Members of Parliament.] Ww. P. C.

BOUTEL, Mgs. (. 1663-1696), actress,
joined,soonafterits formation, the company at
the Theatre Royal, subsequently Drury Lane,
and was accordingly one of the first women
to appear on the stage. Her earliest recorded
appearance took place presumably in 1663 or
1664, as Estifania in ‘ Rule a Wife and Have
a Wife” She remained on the stage until
1696, ¢creating, among other characters,
Melantha in ¢ Marriage & la Mode, Mrs.
Pinchwife in Wycherley’s ¢ Country Wife,’
Fidelia in ¢The Plain Dealer, Statira in
Lee’s ¢ Rival Queens,’ Cleopatra in Dry-
den’s ¢ All for Love,” and Mrs, Termagant in
Shadwell’s ¢Squire of Alsatia.” Cibber
somewhat curiously omits from his ¢ Apology’
all mention of her name. In the ¢ History
of the Stage’ which bears the name of Bet-
terton, Mrs. Boutel is described as a ¢ very
considerable actress, low of stature, with
very agreeable features, a good complexion,
a childish look, and a voice which, though
weak, was very mellow.
acted,” says the same authority, ‘the young
innocent lady whom all the heroes are mad
in love with,” and was a great favourite with
the town. ' A well-known story concerning
her is that, having in the character of Sta-
tira obtained from the property-man a veil
to which Mrs. Barry, the representative
of Roxana, thought herself entitled, much
heat of passion was engendered between the
two actresses, and Mrs. Barry dealt so for-
cible a blow with a dagger as to pierce
through Mrs. Boutel’s stays, and inflict a
wound a quarter of an inch in length.
Davies, in his ¢ Dramatic Miscellanies,” vol.
ii, p. 404, speaks of Mrs. Boutel as ¢celebra-
ted for the gentler parts in tragedy such as
Aspatiain the “ Maid’s Tragedy.”” After the
union of the companies, 1682, her recorded
appearances are few. The last took place in
1696, as Thomyris in ‘Cyrus the Great.
She appears to have lived in comfort for
some years subsequently.

[Genest’s History of the Stage ; Downe’s Ros-
cius Anglicanus ; Davies’s Dramatic Miscellanies ;
Betterton’s History of the English Stage (ed.
Curll), 1741.] J.K.

BOUTELL, CHARLES (1812-1877),
archeeologist, born at St. Mary Pulham, Nor-
folk, on 1 Aug. 1812, was the son of the
Rev. Charles Boutell, afterwards rector of
Litcham and East Lexham, He was B.A,

‘She generally |. .

of St. John’s, Cambridge, 1834 ; incorporated
at Trinity College, Oxford, and M.A.,, 1836 ;
took priest’s orders, 1839; and was after-
wards curate of Hemsby, Norfolk; Sand-
ridge, Hertfordshire ; Hampton, Middlesex ;
and Litcham, Norfolk; rector of Downham
Market and vicar of St. Mary Magdalen,
‘Wiggenshall, Norfolls; and rector of Nor-
wood, Surrey. His works on archzology
and medi®val heraldry are numerous. He
was secretary of the St. Albans Architectural
Society, and one of the founders, in 1855,
of the London and Middlesex Archeeological
Society, of which he was honorary secretary
for a few months in 1857, but was dismissed
under very painful circumstances (ZLondon
and Middlesex Arch. Soc. Trans. i. 209,
316). His life was one of continuous trouble,
and at length, after two years of declining
health, he died of a ruptured heart on
11 Aug. 1877.

His antiquarian works are: 1. Descriptive
and Historical Notices to ¢ Illustrations of
the Early Domestic Architecture of Eng-
land,” drawn and arranged by John Britton,
F.S.A., &c., London, 1846. This book is a
small octavo, with a folding plate nine times
its size. 2.  Monumental %rasses and Slabs
. of the Middle Ages, with numerous il-
lustrations,” London, 1847, 8vo, pp. 236.
Consisting of papers read to the St. Albans
Architectural Society, with illustrations.
3. ‘Monumental Brasses of England,” de-
scriptive notices illustrative of a series of
wood engravings by R. B. Utting, London,
1849, 8vo. 4. ¢ Christian Monuments in Eng-
land and Wales from the Era of the Norman
Conquest,” with numerous illustrations, Lon-
don, 1849, 5. ¢ A Manual of British Archao-
logy, illustrated by Orlando Jewitt, London,
1858, 4to, pp. 384. 6. ‘A Manual of He-
raldry, Historical and Popular,” with 700
illustrations, London, 1863, 8vo. A second
edition was called for in two months, and
published as: 7. ¢ Heraldry, Historical and
Popular, with 850 illustrations, London,
1863. 8. The third edition, revised and en-
larged, same title, 975 illustrations, London,
1864. 9. ‘The Enamelled Heraldic Shield
of Wm., de Valence, Earl of Pembroke, 1296,
from . . . Westminster Abbey, drawn by
Luke Berrington, with descriptive notice by
Charles Boutell, M.A.,” London, 1864, large
folio. 10. ¢ English Heraldry, illustrated,
London, 1867, 8vo. This is a cheaper ar-
rangement of his larger work, for the use of
architects, sculptors, painters, and engravers;
a fourth edition of it appeared in 1879.
11. ‘Arms and Armour in Antiquity and
the Middle Ages. Also a descriptive notice
of Modern V\%eapons. Translated from the
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French of M. P. Lacombe,’ illustrated, Lon-
don, 1874, 8vo—preface, notes, and a chapter
on English Arms and Armour by Boutell.
12. ¢ Arts and the Artistic Manufactures of
Denmark,’ illustrated, London, 1874, large
4to. 18. ¢ Gold-working’ in ¢ British Manu-~
facturing Industries, edited by G. P. Bevan,
F.G.S., London, 1876, 8vo. Besides these
antiquarian works he published ¢ The Hero
and his Example,’ a sermon on the Duke
of Wellington’s death, preached at Litcham
when curate under his father, London, 1852,
8vo; ‘An Address to District Visitors,’
&c., London, 1854, 8vo; ‘A Bible Diction-
ary . . . Holy Scriptures and Apocrypha,
London, 1871, thick 8vo; since republished
as ‘ Haydn’s Bible Dictionary,’ London, 1879.
A Woriz written by his daughter, Mary E. C.
Boutell, ¢ Picture Natural History, including
Zoology, Fossils, and Botany,” with upwards
of 600 illustrations, London [1869], 4to, has
a preface and introduction by him. In the
¢ Gentleman’s Magazine,” 1866, he wrote a
series of articles on ‘Our Early National
Portraits,” and many papers of his on church
monuments, heraldry, &e., will be found in
the journals of the Arch®ological Institute
and Association.

[Boutell’'s Works; Lond. and Mid. Archaeol.
Soc. Trans. vol. i.; Atheneum, 11 Aug. 1877.]
J. W.-G.

BOUTFLOWER, HENRY CREWE
(1796-1863), Hulsean essayist, was the son
of John Boutflower, surgeon, of Salford, and
was born 25 Oct. 1796.  He was educated at
the Manchester grammar school, and in 1815
entered 8t. John’s College, Cambridge. In
1816 he gained the Hulsean theological prize.
The degrees of B.A. and M.A. were conferred
on him in 1819 and 1822, and he was ordained
in 1821, when he became curate at Elmdon
near Birmingham, having previously acted as
assistant-master at the Manchester grammar
school. In 1823 he was elected to the head-
mastership of the Bury school, Lancashire,
and in 1832 was presented to the perpetual
curacy of St. John’s Church in that town.
He was highly respected there as an able
and conscientious clergyman and s good
preacher. The rectory of Elmdon, where he
first exercised his ministry, was offered to and
accepted by him in 1857, and he held it until
his death, which tookplace 4 June 1863, while
on a visit at West Felton vicarage, Salop.
He was buried at Elmdon. He collected ma-
terials for a history of Bury, which he left in
manuscript. His Hulsean prize essay, which
was published in 1817 at Cambridge, was en-
titled ¢ The Doctrine of the Atonement agree-
able to Reason.’ He also published a sermon

on the death of William IV, 1837, and other
sermons.

[Manchester School Register, published by the
Chetham Society, iii. 13-15]. W.C.S.

BOUVERIE, Sir HENRY FREDE-
RICK (1783-1852), general, was the third
son of the Hon. Edward Bouverie, of Delapré
Abbey, near Northampton, M.P. for Salisbury
from 1761 to 1775, and for Northampton from
1790 to 1807, who was the second son of Sir
Jacob Bouverie, first Viscount Folkestone,
and brother of the first Earl of Radnor. Henry
Frederick was born on 11 July 1783. He
was gazetted an ensign in the 2nd or Cold-
stream guards on 23 Oct. 1799, and served
with the brigade of guards under Sir Ralph
Abercromby in Egypt. In 1807 he acted as
aide-de-camp to the Earl of Rosslyn at Copen-
hagen, and 1n 1809 accompanied Sir Arthur
‘Wellesley to Portugal in the same capacity,
and was present at the Douro and at Talavera.
He acted for a short time as military secretary,
but on being promoted captain and lieutenant-
colonel in June 1810 he gave up his post on
Lord Wellington’s personal staff, and was
appointed to the staff of the army as assistant
adjutant-general to the fourth division. He
was present at the battles of Salamanca,
Vittoria, the Nive, and Orthes, and at the
storming of San Sebastian, and was parti-
cularly mentioned in both Sir Rowland Hill’s
and the Marquis of Wellington’s despatches
for his services at the battle of the Nive. -
On the conclusion of the war he was made an
extra aide-de-camp to the king and a colonel
in the army in June 1814, and a K.C.B. in
January 1815. He was promoted major-
general in 1825, and was appointed governor
and commander-in-chief of theisland of Malta
on 1 Oct. 1836. His governorship, which he
retained till June 1843, was uneventful, and
at its close he was made a G.C.M.G. Hehad
been promoted lieutenant-general in 1838,
appointed colonel of the 97th regiment in
1843, and made a G.C.B. on 6 April 1852.
Just as he was preparing to leave his country
seat, Woolbeding House, near Midhurst in
Sussex, to attend the funeral of his old com-
mander-in-chief, the Duke of Wellin on,
apparently in his usual health, he sud(itnly
fell ill from excitement and sorrow, and died
on 14 Nov. 1852, ’

[Royal Military Calendar; Times, Obituary
Notice, 17 Nov. 1852.] H. M. 8.

BOUVERIE, WILLIAM PLEYDELL-
(1779-1869), third Eary RADNOR, a distin-
guished whig politician, was born in London
on 11 May 1779, descended from a Huguenot
family which settled in Canterbury in the six-
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teenth century. He was partly educated in
France. When quite a boy he was presented
to Louis XVI and Queen Marie Antoinette,
and he subsequently witnessed the early
scenes of the French revolution. He returned
to England a staunch advocate of popular
rights, and entered parliament in 1801 as
representative for the family borough of
Downton, and boldly ventured into the front
ranks of opposition. In 1802 he was re-
turned for Salisbury, and sat for that borough
as Viscount Folkestone until he succeeded to
the title of Radnor in the year 1828, During
this long period he uniformly advocated ad-
vanced liberal principles. He took a leadin,
part in the impeachment of Lord Melville,
the proposed inquiry into Wellesley’s al-
leged abuse of power in India, and Wardle’s
charges against the Duke of York; he was
an active assailant of corporal punishment in
the army, excessive use of ex-gfficio informa-
tion against the press, attempts to exclude
strangers from the House of Commons, en-
deavours to coerce the people in times of
distress, and any process which aimed at
limiting public freedom. He opposed the
treaty of Amiens, and the proposal to pay Mr.
Pitt’s debts. He warmly resisted the im-
position of the corn laws in 1815, and in
1819 the arbitrary coercive measures of Lord
Castlereagh. Upon his removal to the upper
house, Radnor continued his active support
of all measures bearing on social ameliora-
tion. He made two vigorous but unsuccessful
endeavours to promote university reform, the
first in 1835, by the introduction of a bill for
abolishing subscription to the Thirty-nine
Articles ; secondly, two years later, with a
measure for revising the statutes of Oxford and
Cambridge universities. One of his later par-
liamentary efforts (1845) was to enter a lords’
protest against an Allotment Bill, which
he maintained would strike at the indepen-
dence of the agricultural labourer and have a
tendency to lower wages. Radnor offered
the borough of Downton to Robert Southey
in 1826, and subsequently to Mr. Shaw-Le-
fevre, stipulating on each occasion that the
member should vote for its disfranchisement.
He never held office.

Radnor gradually withdrew from the scene
of his political career, and devoted himself
to agricultural pursuits and to the duties
of a country gentleman, He was long as-
sociated, both in political views and on terms
of private friendship, with William Cobbett.
It has been said that he was the only man
with whom Cobbett never quarrelled. He
did not pretend to be an orator, but he was
always attentively listened to. Some of his
speeches may still be read in ‘Hansard’ with

considerable interest, notably that of March
1835 in support of his proposal to abolish
subscription. He died 9 April 1869, at the
age of ninety, leaving behind him a name
distinguished by unwearied generosity and
devotion to the welfare of his countrymen,

Radnor married in 1800 Lady Catherine
Pelham Clinton, who died in 1804; and
secondly, in 1814, Judith, daughter of Sir
Henry Mildmay.

[Random Recollections of the House of Lords,
pp. 290-4; Swindon Advertiser, April 12 and 19;
Salisbury and Winchester Journal, April 17;
Wilts County Mirror, April 14 ; Times, April 12,
1869; Cobbett’s Register, passim; Journal of
Thomas Raikes, Esq., ii. 169, iii. 159 ; Romilly’s
Memoirs, ii. 380, iii. 329; Southey’s Life and
Correspondence, v. 261; William Cobbett, a
Biography (1878), ii. 23, 49, 97, 112, 231, 264,
277.] E. S.

- BOUYER, REYNOLD GIDEON (d.
1826), archdeacon of Northumberland, was
educdted at Jesus College, Cambridge (LL.B.
1769); collated to the prebend of Preston
in the church of Sarum, 1785 ; obtained the
rectory of Howick and the vicarage of North
Allerton, with the chapelries of Brompton
and Dighton, all in the diocese of Durham ;
was collated to the archdeaconry of Northum-
berland, 9 May 1812; and died, 20 Jan.
1826. He published two occasional dis-
courses, but 1s remembered for the parochial
libraries which he established at his own
expense in every parish in Northumberland.
They contained upwards of 30,000 volumes,
which cost him about 1,400Z, although he
was supplied with them by the Society for
the Promotion of Christian Knowledge at
40 per cent. under prime cost. These useful
libraries were placed under the care of the
parochial ministers, and the books were lent
gratuitously to the parishioners. ’

[Funeral Sermon by W. N. Darnell, B.D.,
Durham, 1826 ; Richardson’s Local Historian’s
Table Book (Hist. Div.), iii. 323 ; Graduati
Cantab. (1856), 43; Le Neve’s Fasti (Hardy),
ii. 678, iii. 308.] T. C.

BOVEY or BOEVEY, CATHARINA
(1669-1726), charitable lady, was born in
London in 1669, her father being John Riches,
a very wealthy merchant there (WILFORD,
Memorials of Eminent Persons, p. 746, Epi-
taph), originally of Amsterdam, and her
mother being a daughter of Sir Bernard de
Gomme, also of Holland, surveyor of ordnance
to Charles II, and delineator of the maps of
Naseby, &ec. (Notes and Queries, 2nd ser.
ix. 221-2). Catharina was a great beauty. In
¢ The New Atlantis’ of 1736 (iii. 208 et seq.),
where she is called Portia, she is described as
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¢ one of those lofty, black, and lasting beauties
that strike with reverence and yet delight,
and in 1684 she wasmarried to William Bovey
or Boevey, of Flaxley Hall, Gloucestershire.
He was given to ¢ excesses, both in debauch
and ill-humour, bringing much suffering to
his wife ; she never complained, however, but
supported it all ¢ like & martyr, cheerful under
her very sufferings’ (:6.). In 1691, when
Mrs. Bovey was only twenty-two, Mr. Bovey
died, leaving her mistress of his estate of
Flaxley (Magna Britannia, 1720, ii. 834);
and as she was also the sole heiress to her
wealthy father (BALLARD, British Ladies, D.
439), she was at once the centre of a crowd of
wooers. Mrs. Bovey would listen to none.
About 1686 she had formed a strong friend-
ship with a Mrs. Mary Pope; and seeing ample
scope for a life of active benefactions, she asso-
ciated Mrs. Pope with her in her good works.
She distributed to the poor,relieved prisoners,
and taught the children of her neighbours.
Hergifts, whichincluded the purchase of an es-
tate to augment the income of Flaxley Church
(FosBROKE, Gloucestershire,ii. 177 et seq.), 8
legacy to Bermuda, and bequeststo twoschools
at Westminster, are duly enumerated in her
epitaph at Flaxley. Particulars of her habits,
and of how she dispensed her charities, ap-
pear in H. G. Nicholls’s ¢ Forest of Dean,’ pp.
185 et seq.

In 1702 Dr. Hickes, in the preface (p. xlvii)
to ¢ Linguarum Septentrionalium Thesaurus,
calls Mrs, Bovey ‘Anglize nostree Hypatia
Christiana.” In 1714, Steele prefixed an
¢ Epistle Dedicatory’ to her to the second
volume of the ‘Ladies’ Library’ ‘Do not
believe that I have many such as Portia to
speak of,’ said the writer of ‘The New At-
lantis’ (p. 212); and the repute of her happy
ways and generous deeds had not died out in
1807, when Fosbroke ( Gloucestershire,p.179)
wrote of her as ‘ a very learned, most exem-~
plary, and excellent woman.” She died at
Flaxley Hall on Saturday, 18 Jan. 1726, and
was buried ‘in a most private manner,’ accor-

ding to her own directions (Gent. Mag. 1xii. | f

pt. 11. 703).

A monument was erected to Mrs. Bovey
in ‘Westminster Abbey, by her friend Mrs.
Pope, shortly after her death; and it was
there certainly as late as 1750. Ballard,
who calls it ‘a beautiful honorary marble
monument,’ writes to a friend asking him to
copy the inscription for him, telling him it
is on the north side (N1cHOLS, Lit. Illustr. iv.
228). It is copied in Ballard’s ¢ Ladies’ and
in 'Wilford’s ‘Memorials;’ there is no men-
tion of Mrs, Bovey or the monument, how-
ever, either in Walcott’s ‘ Memorials of West-
minster,’ 1851, or in Stanley’s ¢ Westminster

Abbey,’ fifth edition, 1882. Mrs. Bovey was
by some thought to be the widow who was
inexorable to Sir Roger de Coverley in ‘The
Spectator’ (Gent. Mag. xii. pt. ii. 703).

[Wilford’s Memorials of Eminent Persons,
p. 745, 746 ; Notes and Queries, 2nd ser. ix.
921-2; Nicholls’s Forest of Dean, pp. 185 et
seq. ; The New Atlantis, ed. 1736, i‘ii. 208 et seq. ;
Fosbroke’s Gloucestershire, 1807, ii. 177 et seq. ;
Ballard’s British Ladies, 437 et seq.; Steele’s
Ladies’ Library, Preface, 1714 ; Gent. Mag. 1792,
Ixii. pt. ii. 708.] J. H.

BOVILL, Stk WILLIAM (1814-1873),
judge, was a younger son of Mr. Benjamin Bo-
vill of Durnford Lodge, Wimbledon, and was
born at Allhallows, Barking, on 26 May 1814.
He was not a member of any university, but
began his legal career by accepting articles
with a firm of solicitors in the city of London.
¢ At an early age,’ says a fellow-pupil, ¢ he was
remarkable for the zeal with which he pursued
his legal studies.” For a short time he prac-
tised as a special pleader below the bar. He
became a member of the Middle Temple, and
was called to the barin 1841. He joined the
home circuit, and at a peculiarly f]avoura,ble
time. Platt had already gone, and Serjeants
Shee and Channell, and Bramwell and Lush,
the then leaders, were all raised to the bench
within a few years. Bovill owed something
to his early connection with solicitors. He
was also connected with a firm of manufac-
turers in the east end of London, and so be-
came familiar with the details of engineering.
Hence he in time acquired a considerable,
though far from an exclusive, patent practice,
and was largely engaged in commercial cases.
Still it was somewhat remarkable that, almost
alone among large city firms, Messrs. Hol-
lams, one of the largest, never were clients
of his. He became a Q.C. in 1855, and,
being very popular in his circuit towns, was
elected M.P. for Guildford in 1857. In poli-
tics he was a conservative, but did not take
any leading part in the House of Commons
or some years. He was, however, zealous in
legal reforms, and two useful acts, the Pe-
tition of Right Aect, 23 & 24 Viet., and the
Partnership Law Amendment Act, 28 &
29 Viet., bear his name. In 1865, too, he
urged the concentration of all the law courts
into one building, and in 1866 pressed for more
convenient and suitable provision for the li-
brary of the Patent Office. On 6 July 1866,
when Sir Fitzroy Kelly was made lord chief
baron, Bovill was appointed solicitor-general
in Lord Derby's last administration ; but he
held office only for five months, and in No-
vember of the same year succeeded Sir Wil-
liam Erle as chief justice of the common pleas.
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A few months previously he had been elected
treasurer of the Middle Temple, but on being
raised to the bench he resigned that office. In
1870 he was made honorary D.C.L. of Oxford,
and he was also F.R.S. He became most
familiar to the public during the first Tich-
borne trial, which took place before him. At
its conclusion he ordered the plaintiff to be
indicted for perjury, admitting him to bail in
56,0007, for himself and two sureties of 2,5001.
each. In January 1873 he was appointed a
member of the judicature commission; but
going the midland circuit in March he did not
long act upon it. For some weeks before his
death he was in ill-health, but was thought to
be recovering when,on 1 Nov., he died at noon
at his residence, Coombe House, Kingston,
Surrey, for which county he was many years
amagistrate. He was of the best type of the
non-university judge; very few were more
learned, though some might be more eloquent;
but in advocacy no one at the common law
bar surpassed him. At nisi prius he displayed
great force and energy, a great grasp of facts,
and a very acute perception of the true point
of a case. Inargument before a court in banc
he was logical, skilful, and authoritative. His
memory and industry were alike great, and
he was scrupulous in attending to all cases
that he undertook, often returning briefs in
preference to neglecting them. If not one
of the great judges whose tradition is handed
down for generations, he was unsurpassed in
his practical mastery of commercial law. His
successor, theattorney-general, Sir John Cole-
ridge, said of him : ‘Not a single day passes
that I do not long for some portion of his great
and vigorous capacity, and for his remarkable
command of the whole field of our great pro-
fession.” His defect as ajudge was a too great
confidence that he had apprehended the point
and the merits of a case at nisi prius before
hearing the evidence out, but with time he
gotridof it. Always patient, courteous, and
genial, and very kind to junior counsel, he
was much lamented by the profession. He
married in 1844 Maria, eldest daughter of
Mr. John Henry Bolton, of Lee Park, Black-
heath, by whom he had a large family. One
of his sons he appointed in 1868 clerk of as-
size of the western circuit.

[Times, 1 Nov. 1873 ; Law Journal, viil. 657,
ix. 365 ; Law Magazine, 2nd ser. xxii. 362, 3rd
ser, ii. 79, 868, iii. 28; Annual Register, 1873;
Hansard, 10 Feb. 1865, 9 April 1866 ; Quarterly
Review, v. 189, 404, 409.] J.A.H.

BOVILLUS. [See BuLrock, HENRY.]
BOWACK, JOHN (#. 1787), topogra-

pher, was for many years a writing-master
at Westminster School. In 1705-6, when

living in Church Lane, Chelsea, he began to
publish, in folio numbers, ‘The Antiquities
of Middlesex, being a collection of the several
church monuments in that county; also an
historical account of each church and parish,
with the seats, villages, and names of the
most eminent inhabitants.” Of this work two
parts appeared, comprising the parishes of
Chelsea, Kensington, Fulham, Hammersmith,
Chiswick, and Acton. A third part was pro-
mised, which would have extended through
Ealing, New Brentford, Isleworth, and Han-
well ; but from want of encouragement Bo-
wack proceeded no further. A beautiful
specimen of his skill in ornamental hand-
writing is to be seen in Harleian MS. 1809,
a thin vellum book, containing two mneat
drawings in Indian ink, and various kinds of
English text and print hands, which was
sent to Lord Oxford in December 1712, with
a letter, wherein the author expresses the
hope that his little work may find a place in
his lordship’s library. Bowack was appointed
in July 1732 clerk to the commissioners of
the turnpike roads, and in 1737 assistant-
secretary to the Westminster Bridge com-
missioners, with a salary of 100/ a year.
The date of his death appears to be un-
known.

[Gough’s Brit. Topography, i. 537-8 ; Faulk-
ner’s Chelsea, i. 161; Gent. Mag. ii. 877, vii.
515.] G. G.

BOWATER, Sk EDWARD (1787-
1861), lieutenant-general and colonel 49th
foot, was descended from a respectable Co-
ventry family, members of which were esta-
blished in London and at Woolwich during
the last century. From one of the latter, a
landowner of considerable wealth, the govern-
ment purchased most of the freehold sites
since occupied by the artillery and other
barracks, the military repository grounds, &c.,
at Woolwich. Sir Edward was the only son
of Admiral Edward Bowater, of Hampton
Court, by his wife Louisa, daughter of Thomas
Lane and widow of G. E. Hawkins, sergeant-
surgeon to King George III. He was born
in St. James’s Palace on 13 July 1787, edu-
cated at Harrow, and entered the army in
1804 as ensign in the 3rd foot guards, with
which he served in the Peninsula from De-
cember 1808 to November 1809, in the Penin-
sula and south of France from December 1811
to the end of the war, and in the Waterloo
campaign, He was present at the passage of
the Douro, the capture of Oporto, the battles
of Talavera, Salamanca, and Vittoria, the
sieges of Burgos and San Sebastian, the pas-
sage of the Bidassoa, and the battles of
Quatre Bras and Waterloo, and was wounded
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at Talavera and at Waterloo. In 1837 he
left the Scots Fusilier guards, after thirty-
three years’ service therein, on promotion to
the rank of major-general. In 1839 he mar-
ried Mary, daughter of the late M. Barne,
sometime M.P. for the since disfranchised
borough of Dunwich. Soon after the arrival
of the prince consort, Bowater was ap-
pointed his equerry, and in 1846 he became
groom in waiting in ordinary to the queen.
In 1861, it being desired that the late Duke
of Albany, then a child eight yearsold, should
winter in a warmer climate, it was arranged
that he should proceed with Sir Edward and
Lady Bowater and theirdaughter to the south
of Trance. While there Bowater, whose
health had been failing, died at Cannes, in
his seventy-fourth year, on 14 Dec. 1861, the
day of the prince consort’s death,

[Miscel. Gen. et Heral,, new series, ii. 177-9
(pedigree); Hart’s Army Lists; Ann. Reg. 1862;
Gent. Mag. 1862, 1. 109; Martin’s Life of Prince
Consort, v. 405, 417.] H. M. C.

BOWDEN, JOHN (d. 1750), presbyterian
minister, is identified, in Walter Wilson’s
manuscript list of dissenting academies, with
the Bowden who studied under Henry Grove
at Taunton ; but this is apparently an error.
Bowden was settled at Frome, Somersetshire,
before 1700, as assistant to Humphrey Phil-
lips, MLA. (silenced at Sherborne, Dorsetshire,
1662, died 27 March 1707). He became sole
minister on Phillips’s death, and the present
meeting-house in Rook Lane was built for
him in 1707. According to Dr. Evans’s list
he had a thousand hearers in 1717. Among
them was Elizabeth Rowe, the dissenting
poetess and friend of Bishop Ken, whose
funeral sermon Bowden preached in 1737.
During the last nine years of his long mi-
nistry Bowden was assisted successively by
Alexander Houston (1741), Samuel Blyth
(1742, removed to Birmingham 1746; see
Bourn, Samuer, 1689-17 54), Samuel Perrott,
and Josiah Corrie (1750), who became his suc-
cessor. There is a tablet to Bowden’s memory
outside the front of his meeting-house, which
says that he died in 1750, and that he was‘a
learned man, an eloquent preacher, and a
considerable poet.” Four lines which follow,
beginning—

Though storms about the good man rise,
Yet injured virtue mounts the skies,

are thought by Walter Wilson to indicate
that he was not comfortable in his later
years. Perhaps, since Bowden is classed with
the liberal dissenters of the day, the allusion
may be explained by T. S. James's reference
to a trinitarian secession from his Ministry,

A writer in ‘Notes and Queries’ (3rd ser.
iv. 481) speaks of having in his possession
a letter from Anne Yerbury, of Bradford, to
Bowden’s widow, dated January 1749, and
forwarding ‘ An Essay towards ye character
of my greatly esteemed Friend, the Rev. Mr.
Bowden,’ which contains some rather fulsome
verses in reference to his poetical powers.
This is reconcilable with the date on the
memorial tablet, if we assume the letter-
writer to have retained the old style. Samuel
Bowden, M.D., known as ¢ the poet of Frome,’
was probably his brother. John Bowden
does not seem to have published any separate
volume of. poetry. He is the author of a
‘Hymn to the Redeemer of the World’ (34
stanzas), and a ‘ Dialogue between a Good
Spirit and the Angels’ (11 pages), contained
in ¢Divine Hymns and Poems on several
Occasions, &c., by Philomela and several other
ingenious persons,’ 1704, 8vo. (The volume
is dedicated to Sir Richard Blackmore, and
the preface, which is unsigned, is probably
by Bowden. ‘Philomela’is Elizabeth Rowe ;
she had already published under this zom de
plume in 1696.) He is the author also of a
few sermons: 1. ¢Sermon (1 Tim. iv. 16) at
Taunton before an Assembly of Ministers,”
1714, 8vo. 2. ‘Sermon (Eccl. x. 16, 17) at
Frome, on 20 Jan. 1714-5,"1715, 8vo (thanks-
giving sermon for accession of George I).
3. ¢Exhortation,” 1717, 8vo, 8rd ed. 1719,
8vo (i.e. charge at the ordination of Thomas
Morgan at Frome, 6 Sept. 1716, published
with the ordination sermon, ‘The Conduct
of Ministers, &c., by Nicholas Billingsley,
minister at Ashwick from 1710 to 1740.
Morgan, who was independent minister at
Bruton, Somersetshire, and afterwards at
Marlborough (1715-26), became M.D., and
was the author of ‘The Moral Philosopher,’

'1738. The fact that Morgan, an independent

at Marlborough, went to Frome for presby-
terian ordination, is curious, and has been
treated as an early indication of the theo-
logical divergences of the two bodies, but
Morgan’s ¢ Confession of Faith’ on the occa-
sion shows no doctrinal laxity; it is strongly
trinitarian and Calvinistic). 4. ¢The Vanity
of all Human Dependance, Sermon (Ps.
cxlvi. 8, 4) at Frome, 18 J une, on the death
of George I, &e., 1727, 8vo (dedicated to
Benjamin Avery, LL.D., to whom Bowden
was under ¢ particular obligations ). Bowden
was perhaps the grandfather of J oseph Bow-
den, ‘bornat ornear Bristol,’ entered Daventry
academy under Ashworth in 1769, minister
at Call Lane, Leeds, for over forty years, from
about 1778, and author of (1) ¢Sermons de-
livered to the Protestant Dissenters at Leeds,’
1804, 8vo; (2) ‘Prayers and Discourses for
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the use of Families, in two parts, 1816,
8vo.

[Wilson’s MSS. in Dr. Williams’s Library;
Christian’s Magazine, 1763, p. 531 sq.; James’s
Presb. Chapels and Charities, 1867, pp. 676,
693, 695; Mon. Rep. 1822, p. 196; Wicksteed’s
Memory of the Just, 2nd ed. 1849, p. 115; Notes
and Queries, 3rd ser. iv. 431, 504 ; information
from Rev. J. E. Kelly, Frome.] A G.

BOWDEN, JOHN WILLIAM (1798-
1844), ecclesiastical writer, was born in
London on 21 Feb.1798. He was the eldest
son of John Bowden, of Fulham and Gros-
venor Place. In 1812 he went to Harrow,
and in 1817 was entered as a commoner at
Trinity College, Oxford, simultaneously with
the dearest of his friends, John Henry New-
man. In 1820 Bowden obtained mathe-
matical honours, and on 24 Nov. took his
degree of B.A. In collaboration with New-
man, in the following year, he wrote a fiery
poem in two cantos on ¢ St. Bartholomew’s
Eve.” On4June 1823 Bowden took his degree
of M.A.. Three years later,in the autumn of
1826, he was appointed a commissioner of
stamps. That office he held for fourteen
years, resigning it only on account of ill-
health in 1840. Nearly two years after its
acceptance he was married, on 6 June 1828,
to Elizabeth, youngest daughter of Sir John
Edward Swinburne. From 1833 he zealously
took part in the tractarian movement. To
Hugh Rose’s ¢ British Magazine’ he contri-
buted six of the 178 hymns afterwards, in
1836, collected into a volume as the ¢ Liyra
Apostolica.” His contributions are signed a.

Cardinal Newman said Bowden ¢ was one of |

the earliest assistants and supports of a
friend ’ (meaning himself) ¢ who at that time
commenced the “Tracts for the Times.”’
For the ¢British Critic’ Bowden supplied
four important contributions. These were:
July 1836, ¢ Rise of the Papal Power;’ April
1837, ‘On Gothic Architecture ;’ January
1839, ¢On British Association;’ July 1841,
¢On the Church in the Mediterranean.” The
last two were published under Newman’s
editorship. In the spring of 1839 Bowden
was first attacked by the malady which five
years afterwards proved fatal. In the au-
tumn of 1839 he went abroad with his
family. The winter of that year he passed in
Malta. In the spring of 1840 he published
his ¢ Life of Gregory the Seventh.” This work
had been first suggested to him, at the in-
stance of Hurrell Froude, by Newman. For
some years it had been gradually growing
under his hands. Cardinal Newman com-
mends the ¢ power and liveliness of Bowden’s
narrative.” He proposed to write, but never

produced, a ¢ Life of St. Boniface,” which in
1843 was announced as in preparation.
Bowden’s only publication in 1843 was ‘A
few Remarks on Pews’ How completely
at one Newman and Bowden were through-
out the whole of the Oxford movement is
clearly shown in almost every page of New-
man’s ¢ Apologia.” During the summer of
1843 Bowden’s complaint returned with in-
creased severity, and he died at his father’s
house in Grosvenor Place, on 15 Sept. 1844,
Cardinal Newman attests emphatically that
he passed away ‘in undoubting communion
with the church of Andrewes and Laud,
adding, with reference to his interment at
Fulham, ¢ he still lives here, the light and
comfort of many hearts, who ask no happier,
holier end than his” A posthumous work
from Bowden’s hand was published in 1845,
‘Thoughts on the Work of the Six Days of
Creation” The key to his argument was
the motto on the title-page, ‘ Novum Testa-
mentum in Veteri velabatur, Vetus Testa-~
mentum in Novo revelatur.’

[Preface by J. H. N. (Cardinal Newman) to
Bowden’s Thoughts on the Work of the Six
Days of Creation, 1845, pp. v-viii; Newman’s
Apologia, passim ; Mozley’s Reminiscences, 1882,
ii. 4.] - C. K.

BOWDEN, SAMUEL (£ 1733-1761),
a physician at Frome, Somersetshire, was
author of two volumes of poems published
1733-5. Neither the date of his birth nor
that of his death has been ascertained, though
it appears from the ¢ Gentleman’s Magazine,’
to which he was an occasional contributor,
that he was living in 1761, while a passing
mention of him in 1778 is in the past tense.
The writer adds that he was a friend of
Mrs. Rowe [see' RowE, ELIZABETH, poetess],
and belonged to the same communion. Bow-
den was therefore a nonconformist, and not
improbably a relative of the Rev. John Bow-
den [see BowDEN, JouN] who preached Mrs.
Rowe’s funeral sermon.

[Gent. Mag. xxxi. 424, xlviii. 485; Life of
Mrs. Rowe prefixed to her works, 1739.]

J. M. 8.

BOWDICH, THOMAS EDWARD
g791—1824), African traveller, was born at

ristol 20 June 1791. His father, Thomas
Bowdich, was a hat manufacturer and mer-
chant there, and his mother was one of the
Vaughans of Payne’s Castle, Wales. He
was educated at the Bristol grammar school,
and when nine years old removed to a well-
known school at Corsham, Wiltshire, where,
being fond of classics, he soon became head
boy, but what he knew of mathematics he
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was ‘flogged through.” In his youth he was
noted for his clever jeux-d’esprit in maga-
zines, and his skill as a rider. Originally
intended for the bar, it was much against his
wishes that his father put him to his own
trade, and for one year, 1813, he was partnerin
the firm of Bowdich, Son, & Luce. The same
year hemarrieda lady (Sarah, daughter of Mr.
John Eglington Wallis, of Colchester) nearly
of his own age, and entered himself at Oxford,
but never matriculated. Hisuncle, Mr. Hope
Smith, governor-in-chief of the settlements
belonging to the African Company, obtained
for him a writership in the service, and he
proceeded to Cape Coast Castle in 1814 ; his
wife, whose name is thenceforward so closely
linked with his, following him, but on her
arrival she found he had returned to England
for a time. In 1815 the African Company
planned a mission to Ashantee,and appointed
Bowdich the conductor. On reaching Cape
Coast Castle the second time, the council, con-
sidering him too young, appointed Mr. James
(governor of Fort Accra) principal. Events
at Coomassie, however, soon compelled Bow-
dich to supersede his chief (a bold step after-
wards sanctioned by the authorities), and by
diplomatic skill and intrepidity, when the
fate of himself and comrades hung on a
thread, he succeeded in a most difficult nego-
tiation, and formed a treaty with the king
of Ashantee, which promised peace to the
British settlements on the Gold Coast. He
was therefore the first whose labours accom-
plished the object of penetrating to the in-
terior of Africa. In 1818 he returned home
with impaired health, and in 1819 published
the interesting and valuable details of his
expedition, ‘A Mission from Cape Coast
Castle to Ashantee,” &c., London, 4to. This
work, the most important after Bruce’s, ex-
cited great interest, as an almost incredible
story (recalling ¢ The Arabian Nights’) of a
land and people of warlike and barbaric
splendour hitherto unknown. Bowdich pre-
sented to the British Museum his A frican col-
lection of works of art and manufacture, and
specimens of reptiles and insects. The inde-
pendent spirit of the young traveller soon
came into collision with the African Com-
pany. His writings and letters continually
speak of unmerited disappointment ; the net
reward for his great mission amounted to
only 2007, and it cost him a moiety of this
to return home; while another gentleman,
Mr. Dupuis, was appointed consul at Coo-
massie with 600Z a year. In the same year
he published ‘The African Committee, by
T. E. Bowdich, conductor of the Mission to
Ashantee,’in which he attacked the African
Company, and made such an exposure of

the management of their possessions that
the government was compelled to take them
into its own hands. Feeling deficient in
several of the requisites of a scientific tra-
veller, he proceeded to Paris to perfect him-
gelf in mathematics, physical science, and
natural history, and such was his progress
that he soon after gained the Cambridge prize
of 1,000Z. for a discovery which was depen-
dent on mathematics. Humboldt, Cuvier,
Denon, Biot, and other savants, gave the
famous traveller a generous reception in
Paris, and a public éloge was pronounced
upon him at the Institute. Not only was
¢ the brilliant society of the Hétel Cuvier’
open to him and his accomplished wife, but
for three years the extensive library and
splendid collections of that great scholar were
to them as their own. The French govein-
ment made him an advantageous offer of an
appointment, which an honourable feeling
towards his own country compelled him to
decline. Early in 1820 he wrote ¢ A Reply to
the Quarterly Review,” Paris, 8vo, in which
he successfully answered the article on his
Ashantee mission. His next work, published
anonymously, was a translation of a French
book, ¢ Taxidermy, &c.,” with plates, London,
1820, 12mo, followed by a translation of ‘ Tra-
vels 1n the Interior of Africa to the Sources
of the Senegal and Gambia, by G. Mollien,
with full pageillustrations, London, 1820, 4to,
and an appendix (separately issued) ¢ British
and Foreign Expeditions to Teembo, with
remarks on Civilization,” &ec., London, 1820.
In 1821 appeared an ‘ Essay on the Geo-
graphy of North-Western Africa,’ accom-
panied by a large lithographed map, compiled
from his own discoveries, and an ¢ Essay on
the Superstitions, Customs, and Arts common
to the Ancient Egyptians, Abyssinians, and
Ashantees,” with plates, Paris, 4to. His
next publications were three works, in 8vo,
illustrated by numerous lithographed figures
done by his wife, ‘ Mammalia,” &c., Paris,
1821 ; ¢Ornithology,’ &e., Paris, 1821 ; ¢ Con-
chology, &c., including the Fossil Genera,’
Paris, 1822.  About this time he issued in
lithograph ¢The Contradictions in Park’s Last
Journal explained.” He was also the author
of ¢ A Mathematical Investigation with Ori-
ginal Formule for ascertaining the Longitude
of the Sea by Eclipses of the Moon. The
funds realised by their joint labours enabled
Bowdich and his wife to start upon a second
African expedition, and in August 1822 they
sailed from Havre to Lisbon. Here, from
various manuscripts, he collected a complete
history of all the Portuguese discoveries in
South Africa, afterwards published as ¢ An
Account of the Discoveries of the Portuguese
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in An%)la and Mozambique,’ London, 1824,
8vo. Proceeding to Madeira, where they
were detained for some months, he wrote a
geologlca.l description of the island of Porto

anto, the trigonometrical measurement of
the peaks, a flora, &c., which was pub-
lished in 1825, after his death. They next
reached.the Cape de Verde Islands and the
mouth of the Gambia, and, while waiting at
Bathurst for a means of transit to Sierra
Leone, he began a trigonometrical survey of
the river. Unfortunately, while taking astro-
nomical observations at night, he caught cold,
which was followed by fever, to which, after
several partial recoveries, he succumbed at
the early age of thirty-three, on 10 Jan. 1824.
The last chapter of his life’s story was pub-
lished by Mrs. Bowdich, in a work entitled ¢ A
Description of the Island of Madeira, by the
late Thomas Edward Bowdich ... A N}z;rra—
tive of his last Voyage to Africa . . . Re-
marks on the Cape de Verde Islands, and a
Description of the English Settlements in the
River Gambia, with plates coloured and plain,
London, 1825, 4t0. Under dates from 1819
to 1825 there are also five scientific papers
by Bowdich in ‘Tilloch’s Philosophical Ma-
gazine,” ¢ Edinburgh Philosophical Journal,’
and the ¢ Zoological Journal.’

" In figure Bowdich was slightly but well
formed, and he possessed great activity ot
body and mind. He was an excellent lin-
guist, a most pleasing and graphic writer,
and his conversational powers made him a
very agreeable companion. His enthusiastic
devotion to science cost him his life. THe
left a widow and three children, one of them
named after the two companions of his
Ashantee mission. Mrs. Tedlie Hutchison
Hale (wife of Dr. Douglas Hale) repub-
lished her father’s early work, with an intro-
ductory preface, ‘The Mission from Cape
Coast Castle to Ashantee, &c.,” London, 1873,
8vo, inscribing the volume to her father’s
old friend, Mr. David R. Morier.

Mrs. Bowdich afterwards married Mr. R.
Lee, and under the name of ¢ Mrs. R. Lee’
became a popular writer and illustrator of
scientific works for the young up to her
death in 1866.

[Bowdich’s Works; Mrs. Bowdich’s Works;
Mrs. Hale’s Mission, 1873 ; Dupuis’s Ashantee,
1824; Bristol Directory, 1812-15 ; Lit. Gazette,
1824 ; Gent. Mag. 1824, pt. i. 279-80; Royal
Society’s Cat. of Scientific Papers; Quarterly
Rev. xxii.] J. W.-G.

BOWDLER, HENRIETTA MARIA
(1754-1830), commonly called Mrs. Harriet
Bowdler, author, daughter of Thomas and
Elizabeth Stuart Bowdler, and sister of John

Bowdler the elder [q.v.] and Thomas Bowdler
the elder [q. v.], was the author of a series of
religious ¢ Poems and Essays,’ 2 vols. (Bath,
1786), which passed through a large number
of editions. Her ¢ Sermons on the Doctrines
and Duties of Christianity’ (n.d.) appeared
anonymously, and passed through nearly
fifty editions. Beilby Porteus, bishop of Lon-
don, believed them to be from the pen of a
clergyman, and is said to have offered their
author, through the publishers, a living in
his diocese. In 1810 Miss Bowdler edited
‘Fragments in Prose and Verse by the late
Miss Elizabeth Smith,” which was very popu-
lar in religious citcles. A novel by Miss
Bowdler entitled ¢Pen Tamar, or the His-
tory of an Old Maid, was issued shortly
after her death. Miss Bowdler died at Bath
on 26 Feb. 1830.

[Gent. Mag. 1830, pt. i. 567, pt. ii. 649; Brit.
Mus. Cat.] S. L. L.

BOWDLER, JANE (1743-1784), author,
born 14 Feb. 1743 at Ashley, near Bath, was
the eldest daughter of Thomas and Elizabeth
Stuart Bowdler, and thus sister of John the
elder [q.v.],and of Thomas the elder, the editor
of Shakespeare[q.v.] Throughout herlife she
suffered from ill-health. In 1759 she had a
severe attack of small-pox, and from 1771
till her death was a confirmed invalid. She
died in the spring of 1784. In her later
years she wrote many poems and essays, and
a selection was published at Bath for the
benefit of the local hospital in 1786 under
the title of ‘Poems and Essays by a Lady,
lately deceased.” This volume became extra-
ordinarily popular. The verseis very poor, and
the prose treats, without any striking origi-
nality, such subjects as sensibility, politeness,
candour, and the pleasures of religion. Never-
theless, sixteen editions (with the author’s
name on the title-page) were published at
Bath in rapid succession between 1787 and
1830. Other editions appeared at Dublin, in
London, and in New York, where the first
American edition (from the tenth Bath edi-
tion) appeared in 1811. A. few of Miss Bowd-
ler’s pieces, not previously printed, appear in
’11‘h2o:1as Bowdler’s ¢ Memoir of John Bowdler,

824,

[T. Bowdler’s Memoir of John Bowdler the
elder, 1824, 93-104.] S. L. L.

BOWDLER, JOHN, the elder (1746-
1823), author, born at Bath on 18 March
1746, was descended from a Shropshire family
originally settled at Hope Bowdler. His
great-grandfather, John Bowdler (1627-
1661), held high office in the Irish civil
service during the Commonwealth, and was
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intimate with Archbishop Ussher. This
John Bowdler’s son, Thomas, was a fellow-
officer at the admiralty with Samuel Pepys,
became s conscientious Jacobite, was the
intimate friend of Dr. Hickes, and died in
Queen Square in July 1738, at the age of
77. His elder son, Thomas, married in
1742 Elizabeth Stuart, second daughter and
coheiress of Sir John Cotton, a direct de-
scendant from the famous Sir Robert Cotton,
and died in May 1785. John Bowdler the
elder was the eldest son.of this marriage.
His mother, the authoress of ¢ Practical Ob-
servations on the Revelations of St. John’
(Bath, 1800), written in the year 1775, was
noted for her piety and general culture, and
gave all her children a strict religious train~
ing. After attending several private schools,
Bowdler was placed, in November 1765, in
the office of Mr. Barsham, a special pleader,
and practised as a chamber conveyancer be-
tween 1770 and 1780. In January 1778 he
married Harrietta, eldest daughter of John
Hanbury, vice-consul of the English factory
at Hamburg. In November 1779 he attended
Robert Gordon, the last of the nonjuring
bishops, through a fatal illness. His father’s
death in 1785 put Bowdler in possession of a
small fortune; he then finally retired from
his profession. In1795he wrote a long letter
to Lord Auckland about the high prices of
the time, in which he fiercely attacked the
clergy and the legislators for neglecting mo-
rality and religion. In 1796 he addressed
Ietters on similar subjects to the Archbishop
of Canterbury and Bishops Porteus and
Horsley. He published in 1797 a strongly
worded pamphlet entitled ¢ Reform or Ruin,’
in which he sought again to expose the im-
morality and irreligion of the nation. The
pamphlet had a very wide sale,and reached an
eighth edition within a year of its first publi-
cation. He disapproved of Sir Richard Hill’s
¢ Apology for Brotherly Liove,” a partial justi-
fication of the prevailing dissent, and issued
pamphlets in support of the opposite views ex-
pounded in Daubeney’s¢Guide to the Church.’
In 1815 he formed a committee to memo-
rialise the government to erect additional
churches in the populous parts of England
out of the public funds. In 1816 he petitioned
Lord Sidmouth to abolish lotteries. He died
at Eltham on 29 June 1823. Bowdler was
one of the founders of the Church Building
Society. He had ten children, six of whom
survived infancy. His sons John and Thomas
are separately noticed. His daughter Eliza-
beth died on 4 Deec. 1810.

[Memoir of Life of John Bowdler, Esq., written
for private circulation by his son Thomas in 1824
and plublished for sale in 1825.] 8. L. L.

BOWDLER, JOHN, the younger (1783~
1815), author, younger son of John Bowdler
the elder [q. v.], Was born in London on 2 Feb.
17883. o was educated at Winchester, and
in 1798 was placed in a London solicitor's
office. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s
Inn in 1807, made some progress in his pro-
fession, and attracted the notice of Lord-
chancellor Eldon. But in 1810 signs of
consumption appeared, and he spent the two
following years in the south of Europe. In
May 1812 he returned to England and lived
with an aunt near Portsmouth. But his
health was not restored, and he died 1 Feb.
1815. According to the testimonies of his
father and brother Charles, John wasin every
way an exemplary character. He engaged
inliterary pursuits during his illness, and his
father published in 1816 his ¢ Select Pieces in
Prose and Verse’ (2 vols.) The book con-
tained a full memoir and the journal kept
by Bowdler during his foreign tour of 1810
1812, Wide reading in current English
philosophy is exhibite% in a long sympathetic
exposition of Dugald Stewart’s philosophi~
cal theories, but the other essays and the
poems are religious rhapsodies of no literary
merit. The book was reprinted in 1817,
1818, 1819, and 1820. Selections from the
religious portions of it appeared in 1821 and
1823, and in 1857 the author’s brother Charles
reissued a part of it under the title of ¢ The
Religion of the Heart, as exemplified in the
Life and Writings of John Bowdler” This
edition includes a new biographical preface
gnd much hitherto unpublished correspon-

ence.

[The editions of Bowdler’s works of 1816 and
1857.] S.L.L

BOWDLER, THOMAS (1754-1825),
editor of the ‘Family Shakespeare, the
younger son of Thomas and Elizabeth Stuart
Bowdler, was born at Ashley, near Bath, on
11 July 1754. His father, a gentleman of
independent means, belonged to an ancient
family. originally settled at Hope Bowdler,
Shropshire. His mother, the second daugh-
ter of Sir John Cotton of Conington, Hunt-
ingdonshire, fifth baronet in direct descent
from the well-known Sir Robert Cotton,
was a highly accomplished woman and author
of ¢Practical Observations on the Book of
Revelation,” Bath, 1800 (ZLife of J. Bowdler,
pp- 109-28). Thomas suffered much through
life from a serious accident sustained when
he was nine years old. About 1765 he went
to Mr, Graves’s school at Claverton, near
Bath, where his intimate friend in after life,
William Anne Villettes, a military officer
of repute, was a fellow-pupil. In 1770 he
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proceeded to St. Andrews University to study
medicine. He subsequently removed to Edin-
burgh, where he graduated M.D. in 1776 and
published a thesis, ¢ Tentamen . . . de Febrium
Intermittentium Natura et Indole.” He spent
the next four years in travel, and visited
Germany, Hungary, Italy, and Sicily. In
1781 he caught a fever from a young friend
whom he attended, on a journey to %isbon,
through a fatal illness. He returned to Eng-
land in broken health, and with a strong
aversion to his profession. In the same year
he was elected a fellow of the Royal Society
‘and a licentiate of the College of Physicians
(9 April). Soon afterwards he permanently
settled in London, and obtained an intro-
duction to Mrs. Montagu’s coterie, where
he became intimate with Bishops Hinch-
cliffe and Porteus, Mrs. Carter, Mrs. Cha-
pone, and Mrs. Hannah More. He was
elected a fellow of the Society of Antiquaries
in 1784. He devoted himself to charitable
work, and acted for many years as chair-
man of St. George’s vestry, Hanover Square,
as a committee-man of the Magdalen Hos-
pital, and as a commissioner (with Sir Gil-
bert Elliott and Sir Charles Bunbury) to in-
quire into the state of the penitentiaries
(1781). After the death of John Howard,
the prison reformer, in 1790, he inspected the
prisons throughout the country, with a view
to continuing Howard’s work, In 1787
Bowdler visited the Low Countries when the
struggle between the patriotic party and the
stadtholder (the Prince of Orange), supported
by a Prussian army, was at its height, and he
wrote a detailed account of the revolution in
¢ Letters written in Holland in the months
of September and October, 1787’ (London,
1788); an appendix collects a large number
of proclamations and other official documents.
During 1788 Bowdler travelled in France.
From 1800 to 1810 he resided at St. Boniface,
Isle of Wight, and after 1810 until his death
at Rhyddings, near Swansea, In 1814 he
visited Geneva, to settle the affairs of his old
friend, Lieutenant-general Villettes, who had
died in Jamaica in 1807, and in the following
year he published a ¢ Life of Villettes’ (Bath,
1815), with an appendix of ¢ Letters during
a Journey from Calais to Geneva and St.
Bernard in 1814," and a short biography (in-
cluding seven letters) of ‘The late Madame
Elizabeth) With later copies of the book
was bound up a postscript, entitled ¢ Obser-
vations on Emigration to France, with an
account of Health, Economy, and the Edu-~
cation of Children,’ also published separately
in 1815. Bowdler here warned Englishmen
against France, and English invalids espe-
cially against French watering-places, and

recommended Malta, which he had visited
with a nephew in 1810, as a sanitary resort.

In 1818 Bowdler published his edition of
¢ Shakespeare,” the work by which he is best
known. Its title ran: ‘ The Family Shake-
speare in ten volumes ; in which nothing is
added to the original text; but those words
and expressions are omitted which cannot
with propriety be read aloud in a family.
In the preface he writes of Shakespeare’s
language : ¢ Many words and expressions
occur which are of so indecent a nature as
torender it highly desirable that they should
be erased” He also complains of the un-
necessary and frivolous allusions to Scrip-
ture, which ‘call imperiously for their erase-
ment.” Bowdler’s prudery makes sad havoc
with Shakespeare’s text, and, although his
¢ Shakespeare’ had a very large sale, 1t was
deservedly attacked in the ¢ British Critic’
for April 1822. To this review Bowdler
Eublished a long reply, in which he stated

is principle to be: ‘If any word or expres-
sion is of such a nature that the first impres-
sion it excites is an impression of obscenity,
that word ought not to be spoken nor written
or printed; and, if printed, it ought to be
erased.” He illustrates his method from his
revisions of ‘ Henry IV, ¢ Hamlet, and ¢ Mac-
beth.” Bowdler’s ¢ Shakespeare’has been very
frequently reissued. Four editions were pub-
lished before 1824, and others have appeared
in 1831, 1853, and 1861.

During the last years of his life Bowdler
was engaged in purifying Gibbon’s ¢ History.’
The work was completed just before his death
in 1825, and published in six volumes by his
nephew Thomas[q.v.]in 1826. The full title
runs: ‘Gibbon’s History of the Decline and
Fall of the Roman Empire, for the use of
Families and Young Persons, reprinted from
the original text with the careful omissions of
all passages of an irreligious or immoral ten-
dency.’ In the preface Bowdler is self-con-
fident enough to assert a belief that Gibbon
himself would have approved his plan, and
that his version woulg be adopted by all
future publishers of the book. Bowdler’s
nephew adds in a note that ‘it was the pe-
culiar happiness of the writer’ to have so
purified Shakespeare and Gibbon that they
could no longer ‘raise a blush on the cheek
of modest innocence nor plant a pang in the
heart of the devout christian.’

Bowdlerdied at Rhyddingson 24 Feb, 1825,
and was buried at Oystermouth, near Swan-
sea. Besides the works already mentioned,
he published ¢ A short Introduction to a se-
lection of Chapters from the Old Testament,
intended for the use of the Church of Eng-
land Sunday School Society in Swansea,’
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Swansea, 1822 ; it was reprinted in 1823 as
¢Select Chapters from the Old Testament
. .. with Short Introductions.” Bowdler was
an active promoter of the Proclamation So-
“ciety, formed in 1787 to enforce a royal pro-
clamation against impiety and vice—a society
which was afterwards replaced by the Society
for the Suppression of Vice.

The verb to ‘bowdlerise’ is of course a
derivative from Bowdler’s name. It was ap-
parently first used in print by General Per-
ronet Thompson in 1836 in his ¢ Letters of a

Representative to his Constituents during

the session of 1836’ (London), reprinted in
Thompson’s Exercises,’ 1842, iv.124. Thomp-
son writes that there are certain classical
names in the writings of the apostles which
modern ultra-christians ¢ would probably have
Bowdler-ized’ (information kindly supplied
by Dr. J. A. H. Murray of Oxford).

[Some account of Thomas Bowdler, F.R.S. and
F.S.A., is appended to the Life of John Bowdler
by his son Thomas Bowdler, 1825, pp. 298-331.
This notice was reprinted in the Annual Bio-
graphy and Obituary (1826), x. 191-218. See
also Nichols’s Lit. Anecdotes, ix. 37 ; preface to
Bowdler’s Shakespeare (4th ed.) ; Munk’s College
of Physicians, ii. 324; Nichols’s Illustrations,
v. 641.] S. L. L.

BOWDLER, THOMAS, the younger
(1782-1856), divine, the eldest son of John
Bowdler the elder [q. v.], born 18 March 1782,
was educated at a private school, and at St,
John’s College, Cambridge, where he pro-
ceeded B.A. in 1803, and M.A. in 1806. He
was appointed curate of Leyton, Essex, in
1808, and after holding the livings of Ash and
Ridley, and of Addington, Kent, became in-
cumbent of the church at Sydenham in 1834.
He took an active part in opposing the trac-
tarian movement of 1840. In 1846 he became
secretary of the Church Building Society,
which his father had been instrumental in
founding. On 7 Dec. 1849 he received a pre-
bend in St. Paul's Cathedral. He died on
12 Nov.1856. He married about 1804 Phosbe,
the daughter of Joseph Cotton, who died in
December 1854, Of nine children, four died
in infancy, and three in succession between
1833 and 1839. Bowdler was the author of
a large number of published sermons. Col-
lected editions were issued in 1820, 1834, and
1846 respectively. He wrote a memoir of
his father in 1824, and edited with Launcelot
Sharpe the Greek version of Bishop An-
drewes’s ¢ Devotions.” He was the editor of
the edition of Gibbon prepared by his uncle,
Thomas Bowdler the elder [q. v.]

[Gent. Mag. 1857, pt. i. 241-2; Brit. Mus,
Cat.] S. L. L.

BOWEN, JAMES (d. 1774), painter and
topographer, was a native of Shrewsbury,
where he died in 1774 (LEI¢HTON, Guide
through Shrewsbury, p. 182). He made a
copious collection for a history of Shropshire,
having taken church notes, sketches of monu-
ments, transcripts of records, &c., when he
was accompanying Mr. Mytton through the
county (GoveH’s Topography, ii. 176), One
of Bowen’s works is a view of the church of
Mary in the Battlefield, Shrewsbury (z5.
p- 184), and he produced also some useful
maps (¢b. p. 185). Gough bought all the
genealogical and topographical materials
{ which Bowen had amassed, and they form

art of the manuscripts and similar relics
which Gough bequeathed to the Bodleian
Library.

[Leighton’s Guide through Shrewsbury, p. 182;
Gent. Mag. vol. cii. pt. ii. p. 185; Gough’s Topo-
graphy, ii. 176.] J.H.

BOWEN, JAMES (1751-1835), rear-
admiral, was born at Ilfracombe. He first
went to sea in the merchant service, and in
| 1776 commanded a ship in the African and
West India trade ; but shortly after entered
the navy as a master, and served in that ca-
pacity on board the Artois with Captain Mac-
bride during 1781-2, being present in the
battle on the Doggerbank on 5 Aug. 1781,
and on many other occasions. He continued
with Captain Macbride in different ships till
1789, when he was appointed inspecting agent
of transportsin the Thames. When the revo-
lutionary war broke out, Bowen quitted this
employment at the request of Lord Howe to
go with him as master of his flagship, the
Queen Charlotte, and he had thus the glo-
rious duty of piloting her into the battle of
1 June. It is told by ancient tradition that
on the admiral giving the order *Starboard!’
Bowen ventured to say, ¢ My lord, you'll be
foul of the French ship if you don’t take care.’
‘ What is that to you, sir?’ replied Howe
sharply; ¢starboard I’ ¢Starboard!’ cried
Bowen, muttering by no means inaudibly,
‘Damned if I care, if you don’t. T’ll take you
near enough to singe your black whiskers.’
He did almost literally fulfil this promise,
passing so close under the stern of the Mon-
tagne, that the French ensign brushed the
main and mizen shrouds of the Queen Char-
lotte as she poured her broadside into the
French ship’s starboard quarter. For his con-
duct on this day Bowen was made a lieutenant
on 23 June 1794 ; after the action off L’Orient
on 23 June 1795, in which he was first lieu-
tenant of the Queen Charlotte, he was mads
commander; and on 2 Sept. of the same year
was advanced to the rank of captain. During




Bowen

47

Bowen

the two following years he commanded the
Thunderer in the West Indies. In 1798 he
commanded the Argo of 44 guns in the Me-
diterranean, took part in the reduction of
Minorca by Commodore Duckworth, and on
6 Feb. 1799, after a brilliant chase of two
Spanish frigates of nearly equal force, suc-
ceeded in capturing one of them, the Santa
Teresa of 42 guns. For the next three
years Bowen was employed in convoy ser-
vice, in the course of which he was officially
thanked by the court of directors of the East
India Company, and presented with a piece
of plate value 4007 for his care and atten-
tion’ in convoying one of their fleets from
England to St. Helena. In 1803 he was ap-
pointed to command the Dreadnought of
98 guns, but was shortly afterwards nomi-
nated a commissioner of the transport board.
In 1805 he had the charge of laying down
moorings for the fleet in Falmouth harbour;
in 1806 he was for some time captain of the
fleet to Lord St. Vincent off Brest; and in
January 1809 superintended the re-embarka-
tion of the army at Corunna, for which im-
portant service he received the thanks of
both houses of parliament. In 1816 he was
appointed one of the commissioners of the
navy, and continued in that office till July
1825, when he was retired with the rank of
rear-admiral. He died on 27 April 1835.
Bowen was not the only one of his family
who rendered the name illustrious in our
naval annals. His brother Richard, captain
of the Terpsichore in 1797, fell in the attack
on Santa Cruz on 24 July, ‘than whom,’
wrote Nelson, ¢ a more enterprising, able, and
gallant officer does not grace his majesty’s
naval service’ (NVelson Despatches, ii. 423).
Another brother George, also a captain in
the navy, died at Torquay in October 1817,
His eldest son James died captain of the
Pheenix frigate, on the East India station, in
1812 ; and another son John, also a captain,
after serving in that rank through the later
years of the war, died in 1828, His youngest
son St. Vincent was a clergyman. He had
also a daughter Teresa, who died in 1876,
bequeathing to the Painted Hall at Green-
wich a very pleasing portrait of her father.

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biog. iii. (vol. ii.) 94.]
J.K. L.

BOWEN, JOHN (1756-1882), painter
and genealogist, was the eldest son of James
Bowen, painter and topographer, of Shrews-
bury [q.v.], and was born in that city in 1756.
Bowen studied the local antiquities under
his father; traced out the pedigrees of Shrop-
shire families, and became especially skilful in
deciphering and copying ancient manuscripts.

In 1795 he sent a drawing of the Droitwich
town seal to the ‘Gentleman’s Magazine’
(vol. Ixv. pt. i. p. 13), signing himself ¢ Anti-
quarius ; and in 1802 (vol. Ixxii. pt. 1. p. 210)
he followed this up with another communica-
tion, to which he put his initials. He drew
four views of Shrewsbury, which were en-
graved by Vandergucht (Goven, Topography,
11, 177), and in the ¢ Philosophical Transac-
tions’ (xlix. 196) is a plate of some Roman
inscriptions from his hand. Hedied on19 June
1832, aged 76.

[Gent. Mag. vol. cii. pt. ii. p. 185; Gough’s
Topography, 1i. 177 ; Leighton’s Guide through
Shrewsbury, p. 182.] J. H.

BOWEN, JOHN, LL.D. (1815-1859),
bishop of Sierra Leone, son of Thomas
Bowen, captain in the 85th regiment, by his
third wife, Mary, daughter of the Rev.
John Evans, chaplain to the garrison at Pla-
centia, Newfoundland, was born at Court,
near Fishguard, Pembrokeshire, on 21 Nov.
1815. At twelve years of age he was sent to
school at Merlin’s Vale, near Haverfordwest,
and in 1830 continued his studies at the
same place under the care of the Rev. David
Adams. He emigrated to Canada in April
1835, and took a farm at Dunville, on the
shores of Lake Erie, where, during the re-
bellion of 1837-8, he served in the militia.
On Sunday, 6 March 1842, he heard a sermon
in the Lake Shore church, which made a
great impression on his mind, and ultimately
Ied to a desire to prepare himself for the
ministerial office. A favourable opportunity
having occurred for disposing of his farm
advantageously, he returned home, and in
January 1843 entered himself at Trinity
College, Dublin, where he graduated B.A. in
1847, and became LL.B. and LL.D. ten years
later. His first appointment was to the
assistant-curacy of Knaresborough, York-
shire, in 1848. While residing here he asked
the Church Missionary Society to allow him
to visit their numerous foreign stations. The
society suggested that he should proceed to
Jerusalem, there to confer with Bishop Gobat,
and then to visit the missionary stations at
Syra, Smyrna, and Cairo ; afterwards to jour-
ney to Mount Lebanon, Nablous, and other
placesin Syria, and thence to proceed to Mosul
by Constantinople and Trebizond, returning
by Bagdad and Damascus to Jerusalem. All
this he accomplished, going through many
hardships and dangers, and returning to
England in December 1851. In 1853 he was
named, by the Marquis of Huntly, rector of
Orton-Longueville with Botolph Bridge in
Huntingdonshire. Having obtained permis-
sion from his bishop, he again left England
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in September 1854, and was absent in the
East until July 1856. He had by this time
made such good use of his opportunities
for the study of Arabic, that he was able to
preach with fluency in that difficult language.
On 10 Aug. 1857 he was consecrated bishop
of Sierra Leone by the Archbishop of Can-
terbury and the Bishops of Peterborough
and Victoria, and sailed for his diocese on
26 Nov. following. Thebishoprecovered from
several attacks of yellow fever., Malignant
fever, however, broke out in the colony, and
he died of it on 2 June 1859, when he had
occupied the see two years and five months.
He married, on 24 Nov. 1857, Catharine
Butler, second daughter of Dr. George But-
ler, dean of Peterborough. She died at Free-
town, after giving birth to a stillborn son, on
4 Aug. 1858,

[Memorials of John Bowen, LL.D., Bishop of
Sierra Leone, by his Sister, 1862 ; Gent. Mag.
vii. 187-8 (1859).] G. C. B.

BOWEN, THOMAS (d. 1790), engraver
of charts, was the son of EMANUEL BowenN,
map engraver to George IT and Louis XV,
who published a “Complete Atlas of Geo-
graphy,’ with good maps, 1744-7; an ¢ Eng-
lish Atlas, with a new set of maps,” 1745 (?);
a ‘ Complete Atlas . .. in sixty-eight Maps,’
1752; ‘Atlas Minimus; or a new set of Pocket
Maps,” 1758, 24mo; and a series of separate
maps of the English counties, of Germany,
Asia Minor, and Persia, between 1786 and
1778, of which Gough speaks with little ap-
proval. Thomas Bowen engraved the maps
and charts of the West Indies, published
by the direction of the government from the
surveys of Captain James Speer; maps of the
country twenty miles round London and of
the road between London and St. David’s,
about 1750 ; a ‘ New Projection of the Eastern
and Western Hemispheres of the Earth,’1776;
and an ‘Accurate Map of the Russian Empire
in Europe and Asia,” 1778. He contributed
to Taylor and Skinner’s ¢ Survey and Maps of
the Roads of North Britain’ in 1776. He
died at an advanced age in Clerkenwell work-
house early in 1790.

[Gent. Mag. 1x. pt. i. p. 374 ; Redgrave’s Dict.
of English Artists; Gough’s British Topography,
vols. i. ii.; Watt’s Bibl. Brit.; Brit. Mus. Map
Cat.] S. L. L.

BOWER, ALEXANDER (7. 1804-
1830), biographer, was originally a teacher
in Edinburgh, and afterwards acted as assis-
tant-librarian in the university of Edinburgh.
He died suddenly about 1830-1. He pub-
lished several works between 1804 and 1830,
the titles of them being: 1.‘An Account

of the Life of James Beattie, LL.D.,’ in which
are occasionally given characters of the prin-
cipal literary men, and a sketch of the state
of literature in Scotland during the last cen-
tury, 1804, 8vo. 2. ‘The Life of Luther,
with an account of the early progress of the
Reformation,’ 1813, 8vo. 3. ¢ The History of
the University of Edinburgh, chiefly com-
piled from original Papers and Records never
before published,’ vols. i. ii.,, 1817, vol. iii.
1830, 8vo. This work is strong in biographi-
cal details of the professors and others, but
in other points the history is now of little
value. 4. ¢‘The Edinburgh Students’ Guide,
or an Account of the Classes of the Univer-
sity,’ 1822, .

[Watt’s Bibl. Brit.; Cat. of the Advocates’
Library; Grant’s Edin. University, 18(834, \;V pslx]

BOWER, ARCHIBALD (1686-1766),
author of the ‘History of the Popes,’ was
born on 17 Jan. 1685-6 at or near Dundee;
according to his own account, he was de-
scended from an ancient family which had
been for several hundred years possessed of
an estate in the county of Angus in Scot-
land. In 1702 he was sent to the Scotch
college at Douay; afterwards proceeded to
Rome, and was there admitted into the So-
ciety of Jesus on 9 Dec. 1706. His own
statement that he was admitted into the
order in November 1705 is evidently untrue,
as is shown by the entry in the register of
the Roman province of the society. After a
novitiate of two years he went in 1712 to
Fano, where he taught classics till 1714,
when he removed to Fermo. In 1717 he was
recalled to Rome to study divinity in the
Roman college, and in 1721 he was trans-
ferred to the college of Arezzo, where he re-
mained till 1723, and became reader of phi-
losophy and consultor to the rector of the
college. He was next sent to Florence, and
in the same year removed to Macerata, at
which place he continued till 1726. Before
the latter date he was probably professed of
the four vows, his own account fixing that
event in March 1722 at Florence (Full Con-
Jutation, p. 51), though, as he certainly was
resident at Arezzo in that year, his profession
was most likely made a year later. All his
statements concerning himself must be re-
ceived with extreme caution,

_The turning-point in Bower’s career was
his removal from Macerata to Perugia, and
his flight from the latter city to England in
1726, His enemies said that this step was
taken in consequence of his having been de-
tected in an amour with a nun, but he him-

self ascribes it to the ¢ hellish proceedings’
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of the court of the inquisition at Macerata,
in which he says that he was counsellor or
judge. He -was greatly impressed with the
horrible cruelties committed in the torture-
chamber, particularly on two gentlemen,
whose stories, as well as his own escape, he
related in detail in an ¢ Answer to a Scurri-
lous Pamphlet’ (1757). Another account
had been previously published by Richard
Baron [g.v.] in 1750, professing to contain
the substance of the relation which Bower
gave of his escape to Dr. Hill, chaplain to
the archbishop of Canterbury (Six Letters
from Bower to Father Sheldon,p. 3n). The
title of Baron’s pamphlet is: ‘A faithful
Account of Mr. Archibald Bower’s Motives
for leaving his Office of Secretary to the
Court of Inquisition ; including also a rela-
tion of the horrid treatment of an innocent
gentleman, who was driven mad by his suf-
ferings, in this bloody Court; and of a Noble-
man who expired under his tortures. 'To
both which inhuman and shocking scenes the
author was an eye-witness.” A third account
of these occurrences is printed at the end
of ¢ Bower and Tillemont compared’ (1757).
The narrative published by Bower thirty-
one years after the date of his alleged ‘es-
cape’ conflicts with the versions previously
given by him orally, and is of doubtful
veracity.

On his arrival in England in June or July
1726 he became acquainted with Dr. Edward
Aspinwall, formerly a jesuit, who received
him kindly and introduced him to Dr. Clarke.
After several conferences with these gentle-
men, and some with Berkeley, dean of Lon-
donderry (afterwards bishop of Cloyne), he
withdrew himself from the communion of
‘the Roman catholic church, took leave of the
provincial, and quitted the Society of Jesus.
He says that he formed a system of religion
for himself and was for six years a protestant
.of no particular denomination, but at last he
conformed to the church of England.

Through the kindness of Dr. Goodman
(physician to George I) Bower obtained a
recommendation to Lord Aylmer, who wanted
a person to assist him in reading the classics.
With Aylmer he continued for several years
on terms of the greatest intimacy, and was
introduced to all his patron’s connections,
one of whom—George (afterwards Lord)
Lyttelton—remained his steady friend when
he was deserted by almost every other per-
son. While he resided with Lord Aylmer
he wrote the ¢ Historia Literaria,” a monthly
review, begun in 1730 and discontinued in
1734. During the following nine years (1735~
1744) he was employed by the proprietors
«of the ¢ Universal History,’ to which work he

VOL. VI.

contributed the history of Rome. He also
undertook the education of the son of Mr.
Thompson, of Cooley, Berkshire, but ill-health
did not allow him to continue more than a
twelvemonth in that family, and upon his
recovery Lord Aylmer secured his services
as tutor to two of his children.

In 1740 he invested his savings (1,100Z.)
in the Old South Sea annuities, and with this
sum he resolved to purchase an annuity. In
the disposition of this money he engaged in
a negotiation which afterwards proved fatal
to his reputation. Bower’s own account of
thetransactionis that as none of his protestant
friends cared to burden their estates with a
life-rent, he left his money in the funds till
August 1741, when being informed that an
act of parliament had passed for rebuilding
a church in the city of London upon life-
annuities, at seven per cent., he went into
the city, intending to dispose of his money in
that way, but he found the subscription was
closed. This disappointment he mentioned
to a friend, Mr. Hill, whom he accidentally
met in 'Will’s coffee-house, and upon Hill’s
offering the same interest that was given by
the trustees of the above-mentioned church
the sum of 1,100/, was transferred to Mr.
‘Wright, Mr. Hill’'s banker. Mr. Hill, Bower
adds, was a jesuit, but transacted money mat-
ters as an attorney. Some time after Bower
added 2507 to the sum already in Hill’s
hands, and received for the whole 94/ 10s. a
year. Ile afterwards resolved to marry, and
it was chiefly upon that consideration that
he applied to Hill to know upon what terms
he would return the capital. Hill agreed at
once to repay it, only deducting what Bower
had received over and above the common in-
terest of four per cent. during the time it had
been in his hands, and this was done. ¢ Thus,’
Bower asserts, ‘did this money transaction
begin with Mr. Hill, was carried on by Mr.
Hill, and with Mr. Hill did it end.’

Byhisopponentsit is alleged with more pro-
bability that after a time he wished to return
to the church he had renounced, and there-
fore, in order to recommend himself to his
superiors, he desired effectually to prove his
sincerity towardsthem. He proposedto Father
Shireburne, then provincial in England, to
give up to him, as representative of the So-
ciety of Jesus, the mone; he then possessed,
on condition of being paid during his life an
annuity at the rate of seven per cent. This
offer was accepted, and on 21 Aug. 1741 he
paid to Father Shireburne 1,100/, and on
27 Feb. 1741-2 he paid to the same person
1507. more upon the same conditions. Nor
did his confidence rest here, for on 6 Aug.
1743 he added another 100/ to the above

E
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sums, now augmented to 1,350Z, when the
several annuities were reduced into one,
amounting to 942 10s., for which a bond was
given. This negotiation had the desired
effect, and Bower was readmitted in a formal
manner into the order of Jesus by Father
Carteret at London some time before the
battle of Fontenoy (30 April 1745).

Bower soon again grew dissatisfied with his
situation. It has been suggested that he took
offence because his superiors insisted on his
going abroad, or that he had a prospect of ad-
vancing his interest more surely as an avowed
protestant than as an emissary of the pope.
‘Whatever motive may have impelled him, it
seems certain that when he began his corre-
spondence with Father Sheldon, the succes-
sor of Father Shireburne in the office of
provineial, he had finally resolved to make a
second breach of his vows. To accomplish
that object he wrote the famous letters which
occasioned a lively controversy. The cor- |
respondence answered his purpose, and he
received his money back from the borrowers
on 20 June 1747.

He received 300 for revising and correct-

ing the second edition of the ¢Universal |
History,” but he performed the task in a |
slovenly and careless manner. On 25 March |
1747 he issued the ¢ proposals’ for printing |
by subscription his ‘History of the Popes,’

describing himself as ¢ Archibald Bower, esq.,

heretofore public professor of rhetoric, his-

tory, and philosophy in the universities of

Rome, Fermo,and Macerata, and, in the latter

place, counsellor of the inquisition.” He

announced that he had begun the work at

Rome some years previously, his original

design being to vindicate the doctrine of the

pope’s supremacy, and that while prosecuting

his researches he became a proselyte to the

opinion which he had proposed to confute.

He presented the first volume to the king

18 May 1748, and on the death of Mr. Say,

keeper of Queen Caroline’s library (10 Sept.%,

he obtained that place through the interest

of his friend Lyttelton with the prime minis-
ter, Pelham. The next year (4 Aug. 1749)

he married a niece of Bishop Nicolson and
daughter of a clergyman of the church of Eng-
land. This lady had a fortune of 4,000, and
a child by a former husband. He had been
engaged 1n a treaty of marriage, which did
not take effect, in 1745,

The second volume of the ¢ History of the
Popes’ appeared in 1751, and in the same
year Bower published, by way of supplement
to this volume, seventeen sheets, which were
delivered to his subseribers gratis. Towards
the end of 1763 he produced a third volume,
which brought down his history to the death

of Pope Stephen in 757. In April 1764 his
constant friend Lyttelton appointed him
clerk of the buck-warrants. It was in this
year that the first serious attack was made
upon him on account of his ¢ History of the
Popes’ in a pamphlet by the Rev. Alban But~
ler, published anonymously at Douay under
the title of ¢ Remarks on the two first volumes:
of the late Lives of the Popes ; in letters from
a Gentleman to a Friend in the Country.”
Meanwhile the letters addressed by Bower to
the provincial of the Jesuits had fallen into
the hands of Sir Henry Bedingfield, a Roman
catholic baronet, who made no secret of their
contents. He asserted that the letters clearly
demonstrated that while their writer was
pretending to have the liveliest zeal for the
protestant faith, he was in fact a member of
the Roman church, and in confidential corre—
spondence with the head of that body. Bower

| maintained that these letters were infamous

forgeries, designed to ruin his credit with his.
protestant friends, and brought forward by
the Jesuits in revenge for his exposure of the-
frauds of the priesthood. At this juncture
the Rev. John Douglas (afterwards bishop of
Salisbury), who had already detected the
frauds of Lauder in regard to Milton, deter-
mined to expose the duplicity of Bower’s
conduct, and published in 1756 a pamphlet
entitled ¢ Six Letters from A d B—r
to Father Sheldon, provincial of the Jesuits
in England ; illustrated with several remark—
able facts, tending to ascertain the authen-
ticity of the said letters,and the true character:
of the writer.” In this tract Douglas proved
the genuineness of the letters; showed that
want of veracity was not the only defect in
Bower’s character, but that he was as little
remarkable for his chastity as for his love of"
truth : and brought forward the attestation
of Mrs. Hoyles. Bower had converted this
lady to Roman catholicism, and her state-
ment leaves no cause to doubt the historian’s.
zeal to support in secret the church which,
for self-interested ends, he was publicly dis-
owning. Douglas’s pamphlet elicited a reply
from Bower, or one of his friends, under the
character of a ‘Country Neighbour.” Douglas.
then published his second tract, ¢ Bower and
Tillemont compared’ (1757), in which he de-
monstrates that the ¢ History of the Popes,
especially the first volume, is merely a trans-
lation of the work of the French historian. In
1757 Bower brought out three large pamph-
lets, in which he laboured to refute the charges.
made against his moral, religious, and literary
character. Douglas followed with ¢ A Fuil
Confutation of all the Facts advanced in Mr.
Bower's Three Defences’ (1757),and ¢ A Com--
plete and Final Detection of A——d B——r "
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(1758). To the last two pamphlets were
attached certificates and other documents ob-
tained from Italy, clearly establishing Bower’s
guilt and imposture. In the course of this
embittered controversy, Garrick, who had
formerly been his friend, threatened to write
a farce in which Bower was to be introduced
on the stage as a mock convert and to be
shown in various situations, so that the pro-
fligacy of his character might be exposed
(Davies, Memoirs of Garrick, ed. 1808, i.
806). From this period Bower's whole time
was spent in making ineffectual attacks upon
his enemies, and equally vain efforts to re-
cover the reputation of himselfand his ¢ His-
tory of the Popes.” Before the controversy
had ended he published his fourth volume,
and in 1757 an abridgment of the first four
volumes of his work was published in French
at Amsterdam. In 1761 he seems to have
assisted the author of ¢ Authentic Memoirs
concerning the Portuguese Inquisition, in a
series of letters to a friend;’ and about the
same time he produced the fifth volume of
his ¢ History of the Popes.” To this volume
he annexed a summary view of the contro-
versy between himself and the Roman catho-
lics. The remainder of his history did not
appear till just before the author’s death,
when the sixth and seventh volumes were
published together, but in so hasty and slo-
venly a manner that the whole period from
1600 to 1758 was comprehended in twenty-
six pages. The ¢ History of the Popes’ has
been reprinted with a continuation by Dr.
Samuel Hanson Cox, in 8 vols., Philadelphia,
1844-5, 8vo.

Bower died on 3 Sept. 1766, and was buried
in Marylebone churchyard. The epitaph on
his tomb describes him as ‘a man exemplary
for every social virtue, justly esteemed by all
who knew him for his strict honesty and in-
tegrity, a faithful friend, and a sincere chris-
tian” He bequeathed all his property to his
wife, who, some time after his death, attested
that he died in the protestant faith (London
Chronicle, 11 Oct. 1766).

His portrait has been engraved by J.
M¢Ardell and T. Holloway from a painting
by G. Knapton; and by J. Faber from a
painting by Reynolds.

[The principal authorities are the twenty-two
pamphlets published during the Bower contro-
versy, and a series of articles, probably by Bishop
Douglas, in the European Magazine for 1794,
xxv. 3, 133, 209, 261, xxvi. 82. These articles
were reprinted without acknowledgment in the
General Biog. Diet. (1798), ii. 528, and thence
transferred by Alexander Chalmers (but with
the omission of the references) to his edition of
that work. Consult also Birch MS. in Addit.

MS. Brit. Mus. 4234 ; Gent. Mag. 1x. 1187, Ixi.
118, Ixxi. 509 ; Nichols’s Illustr. of Lit. ii. 184 ;
Nichols’s Lit. Aneed. i. 477,11. 42, 394, 554, 565,
ifi. 507, iv. 95, vi. 463, 467, viii. 269 ; Milner’s
Life of Bishop Challoner, 29-31; Bromley’s Cat.
of Engraved Portraits, 383; Oliver’s Jesuit Col-
lections, 40; Foley’s Records, vii. 882; Cat. of
Birch and Sloane MSS. 713, 717 ; Lysons’s En-
virons, iii. 263, 264; Edinburgh Mag. (1785),
i, 284; Memoirs of George Psalmanazar, 2nd
edit, 277; Evans’s Cat. of Engraved Portraits,
1212, 1213; Macdonald’s Memoir of Bishop
Douglas, 28-36 ; C. Butler’s Life of Alban Butler
(1800), 9.] T. C.

BOWER or BOWERS, GEORGE (£
1681), medallist, worked principally in the
reigns of Charles II and James 1I, and for a
short time under William ITII. In January
1664 he was appointed ‘embosser in ordinary”
(engraver) to the Mint, an office which he con-
tinued to hold till his death in the early part
of 1689-90. He executed numerous medals
for the royal family as well as for private
persons, and his work displays considerable
skill, though it is inferior in finish and exe-
cution to that of the Roettiers, the well-
known medallists of the same period. The
most interesting of all his medals is, perhaps,
the specimen struck to commemorate the ac-

uittal of the Earl of Shaftesbury on the
charge of high treason, showing on the ob-
verse the bust of the earl, and on the reverse
the legend ¢ Leetamur, 24 Nov. 1681, and a
view of London with the sun bursting from
behind a cloud. It was the production of
this specimen which gave rise to Dryden’s
satire on Shaftesbury entitled ‘ The Medal:’

Five days he sate for every cast and look,
Four more than God to finish Adam took;
But who can tell what essence angels are,
Or how long Heaven was making Lucifer ?

Boweralso executed in the reign of Charles IT
the Restoration medal (1660: reverse, Jupi-
ter destroying prostrate giants, signed ¢ G.
Bower ’), the marriage medal (1662 : signed
¢G. B), and medals relating to the popish
and Rye House plots. Of the medals made
by him under James II, we may mention a
piece commemorating the defeat of Mon-
mouth (signed ‘G. Bowers’), and specimens
referring to the trial of the seven bishops.
He further produced a medal celebrating the
landing of William (IIT) at Torbay, 1688,
and the coronation medal of William and
Mary, 1689.

[Grueber’s Guide to English Medals exhibited
in British Museum, reff in Index of Artists, s. v.
¢ Bower,’ and 4b. p. xx, p. 39 ; Hawkins’s Medallic
Tllustrations, ed. Franks and Grueber; Calendar
of State Papers, Domestic, 1664, p. 462 ; Numis-
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matic Chronicle, 1841, iii. p. 177; Calendar of
Treasury Papers, 1556-7-1696, pp. 53, 1\(7:;5,\1)\}0.]

BOWER or BOWMAKER, WALTER
(d. 1449), abbot_of Inchcolm, is the reputed
continuator of Fordun’s ¢Chronica Gentis
Scotorum,’ as it appears in the volume gene-
rally kmown as the ¢Scotichronicon.’ The
latter book, however, in its printed form
does not contain the name of Walter Bower,
nor does it include any passage ascribing
its compilation to the abbot of Inchcolm,
who is credited with having written the
work on the testimony of his contemporary
but anonymous abbreviator in the Carthusian
monastery at Perth—a theory which is also
supported by the heading of the ¢ Black Book
of Paisley.’ The abbot of Inchcolm is also
cited in 1526 by Boethius as one of the
chief authorities for his ¢ Historie Scotorum’
(preef. iii, 2nd ed., Paris, 1526). Other evi-
dence points in the same direction, and the
identity of the author of the ¢ Scotichronicon’
with the abbot of Inchcolm may be con-
sidered as fairly certain. _ccording to his
own testimony (xiv. 50), the writer of the
¢ Scotichronicon’ was born in the year when
Richard IT burnt Dryburgh and Edinburgh,
i.e. in 1385. To this the Book of Cupar adds
that his birthplace was Haddington, where
we find that a certain John Bower or Bow-
maker was deputy-custumar from 1395 to
1398 (Exchequer Rolls of Scotland, iii. 364,
433). This officer Mr. Tytler considers to have
been the abbot’s father (Lives of Scottish Wor-
thies, il. 199; with which cf. Evck. Rolls,
iv. pref, 88). Goodall makes Walter Bower
become a monk at eighteen, after which, ac-
cording to the same authority, he completed
his philosophical and theological studies in
Scotland, and was ordained priest before
taking up his abode in Paris for the sake of
perfecting himself in the law. But there
seem to be no satisfactory proofs for these
statements, and we are without any posi-
tive information as to Bower’s life until
in his thirty-third year he was consecrated
abbot of Inchcolm on 17 April 1418 (Seot:-
<chronicon, xv. 30). It seems, however, very
clear that the author of the ¢ Scotichronicon’
had been a member of the Augustinian priory
of St. Andrews and well acquainted with at
least two of its priors—James Biset (1393-
1416) and James Haldenden (1418-1443),
Under the former he appears to have received
his education, and he may from his own
words be inferred to have been a licentiate
or bachelor in canon law, though perhaps not
a master in theology (. vi. 556-7). There is,
however, nothing to show wih any certainty
whether he took his degree at Paris or in the

new university of St. Andrews, of which his
atron James DBiset was so prominent a
founder (1410). . .
Very shortly after Biset’s death at least six
of his pupils were appointed to high church
dignities, and amongst them, on 17 April
1418, Walter was consecrated abbot of Inch-
colm, a small island in the Firth of Forth.
Every summer he had to leave his house for
the mainland to avoid the attacks of the Eng-
lish pirates, though before hisdeath he fortified
Incheolm. Besides attending to the affairs of
his abbey—whose documents he copied with
hisown hands—the new abbot was a promi-
nent figurein politics. When James Ireturned
from captivity, Bower was one of the two com-
missioners appointed to collect that king’s
ransom-money in 1423 and 1424. Nine years
later (1433), on the betrothal of James’s
daughter to the dauphin, the same two com-
missioners were again entrusted with the
collecting of the tax for her dowry, but were
soon bidden by the king himself to desist
from exacting the imposition (. xvi. 9). A
few years previously (December 1430), on
the submission of Alexander of the Isles,
this nobleman’s mother, the Countess of Ross,
was confined in Inchcolm—probably under
the charge of Abbot Walter—till her release
in February 1432 (¢b. xvi. 16, 20). In
October of the same year the abbot was
present at the council held at Perth for the
consideration of the English propositions
for peace. On this occasion, in company
with his old friend the abbot of Scone, he
made a strenuous opposition to the English
offers, on the ground that James had sworn
to make no peace with the English except
with the consent of the French. The pru-
dence of the two abbots was confirmed by
the discovery that the whole affair was an
artifice on the part of the English. It was
not till about the year 1440 that Bower com-
menced to write the ¢ Scotichronicon,” at the
request of Sir David Stewart of Rossyth, who,
according to Mr. Skene, died in 1444. This
work seems to have occupied several years,
and was not completed till 1447 (cf. the dates
given in Seotickronicon, lib. i. 8, vi. 57, xvi. 8,
26). Shortly before his death, which took
place in 1449, according to the statement of
the Carthusian abbreviator (SKENE, Jokr of
Fordun, lii), Bower seems to have condensed
his larger workand divided it into forty books.
The ¢ Scotichronicon’ in its original form
was divided into sixteen books, of which the
first five and chapters 9-23 of the sixth are
mainly the work of John Fordun, who also
collected certain materials for continuing
the history down to the year 1385. To the
earlier books of Fordun Bower made large
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additions, carefully distinguishing them from
the worlk of his predecessor (whom he speaks
of as the author) by prefixing the word ¢ Scrip-
tor’ to his own insertions. The last eleven
Bower claims as practically his own: ‘Quinque
librosFordun,undenosscriptor arabat; though
even here he has made use of Fordun’s ‘Gesta
Annalia,” down to the middle of David II's
reign, and, to a very slight extent, beyond this
date (Scotichronicon, prologue, pp. 1i and iii,
alsoi. 7 and 9, vi. 23). 'With the reign of
Robert I, towards the end of the fourteenth
book, Bower becomes a contemporary writer,
and continues his narrative till the death of
James I.  Soon after the completion of the
¢ Scotichronicon’ its immense length and ver-
bosity induced its author shortly before his
death to write the abridgment, generally
known as the Book of Cupar, which still
exists in the Advocates’ Library, Edinburgh
(MS. 85,1, 7); it has not yet been printed,
though an edition has long been promised in
the ¢ Historians of Scotland.” A year or so
later (c. 1451) the ¢ Scotichronicon’ was con-
densed once more for the newly founded
Carthusian monastery at Perth, probably by
the Patrick Russell spoken of below (DMS.
Adv. Lib. 35, 6, 7). Another abridgment
of the ‘Scotichronicon’ (¢6. 35, 5, 2) was
drawn up in 1461 by a writer who had
been in France in attendance on the Princess
Margaret (SKENE, preface, liv). This work,
which, according to Mr. Skene, after the
twenty-third chapter of book vi. differs greatly
from the original ¢ Seotichronicon,’ was copied
several times, notably about the year 1489,
by a writer who tells us that he had himself
seen Joan of Arc (SKENE, preface, liv; MS.
Marchmont).

Besides these abbreviations the ¢Scoti-
chronicon’ itself was copied several times
during the fifteenth century, notably by one
Master Magnus Makeulloch in 1483-4 for
the archbishop of Glasgow (Harl. MS. 712),
and in the large volume in the royal library
at the British Museum, known as the Black
Book of Paisley (13 Ex.) Another tran-
script (Donibristle MS.) assigns the work to
one Patrick Russell, a Carthusian of Perth.
Each of these last transcribers has some-
times been considered as the author of the
larger work; but, after careful considera-
tion, Mr. Skene has rejected both their claims
in favour of Walter Bower. Many other
manuseripts of the original work (&) and the
abbreviations (#) exist: notably of (&) in
the Edinburgh Collegé Library (from which
Goodall’s edition is published) ; in the British
Museum Royal Library (the Black Book
of Paisley); and at Corpus Christi, Cam-
bridge.

The only complete printed edition of the
‘Scotichronicon’ as it left the hands of Walter
Bower is that printed from the Edinburgh
College Library MS. by Walter Goodall in
the middle of the last century (Edinburgh,
17569). The edition of Fordun published by
Hearne in 1722 (Oxford, b vols.), though ap-
parently containing a good deal of Bower’s
work, notably the history of St. Andrews,
appears to be mainly Fordun’s production.
The exact relationship, however, of this ma-
nuscript to Fordun and Bower has yet to
be worked out. Some thirty years earlier
(1691) Thomas Gale had printed a portion
of the same manuscript belonging to Trinity
College, Cambridge ((#ALE, i. 6, ix. 9) in the
third volume of his ¢ Rerum Anglicarum
Scriptores.’

[Secoticbronicon (ed. Goodall), Edinburgh,
1759 ; John of Fordun, ed. Skene, ap. Histo-
rians of Scotland, preface and introductions);
Tytler’s Lives of Scottish Worthies, ii. 198-202;
‘Exchequer Rolls of Scotland, ed. George Bur-
nett, iii. and iv.] T. A. A,

BOWERBANK, JAMES SCOTT (1797-
1877), geologist, was born in Bishopsgate,
London, in 1797, 'We have no reliable in-
formation as to his early education; but he
certainly exhibited in his youth a strong at-
tachment to natural history, and in his boy-
hood he was especially fond of collecting
plants, and of studying books on botany.
Bowerbank was most happily placed in this
world ; as the son of a highly respectable city
merchant and a distiller he enjoyed all that
wealth could afford him. He succeeded with
his brother, on the death of his father, to the
well-established distillery of Bowerbank &
Co., in which firm he remained an active
partner until 1847. His energy and industry
secured for him amongst the most intelligent
of his city friends the character of a careful
and attentive man of business. He, however,
found sufficient leisure to pursue his scien-
tific studies, and early in life he obtained
much exact knowledge, as is proved by his
having published papers on the Insecte and
their anatomy at an age which is generally
considered as immature. Bowerbank also,
in the years 1822-3-4, lectured on botany,
and in 1831 we find him conducting a class
on human osteology, and studying the works
of Haller, Alexander Monro, and other osteo-
logists. When of age he joined the Mathe-
matical Society of Spitalfields, and remained
a member until its incorporation with the
Astronomical Society in 1845. In 1836,
Bowerbank, associating himself with several
geological friends, originated ‘ The London
Clay Club,” the members of which devoted



Bowerbank

themselves to the task of examining the fos-
sils of this tertiary formation, and making
a complete list of the spec