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THE GENTLEMAN'S MAGAZINE,
For JANUARY, 1815.

Mr. URBaN, Jan. 10.
RESUMING the monumental in-
scriptions userted u the two last

Magazines have not proved unac-
ceptable to some classes of readers [
must claim indulgen.e for the inser-
tion of a fen athers, which, perbaps,
are not less sinuple, correct, and ele~
gant, than those communicated in my
two former letters. As the eulunus
of them are far removed from the
reach of human nppl.-.use, the affec-

but these perishing records may
ken reflection in the minds of ihe
i

Christianit Yours, &c.
I. In Folkstone, Church, Xent.
Ta the Mewary of IPillim Langlorne®,

4. M. Curate of Folkstone, who died in

February 1 at the age ¢ [ifty-one.
In life belov'd, in deash for ever dear,

0 friend, O brother, take this par

Fé

If Life bas left me anght that asks a

*Tis but like thee to live, like thee to die.

JouN LANGIHORNE.

Of Langhome's life, be this memorial

[was heaven;

as virtue, and whose goal

ot through the selfish, drear unfriendly
t

road 5
Which antient moralists and sophists
But in an active sphere of Christian love,
+He movd himself, and wiltd mankind

Enthushts confdence, or sceptic's far,
Affected not bis equable career;

With evangelic eloquence he warm'd,
With sensan won o, and with meekuess

m'ds
sm-d n hu tfe bis converse, and bis

The frinds: a((achment, and the pasiors
- Oft would ke, in the mines of antient

ore,
Historic truth and moral truth explore ;
* He published « Job, a Poem,” a

¢ Paraphrase of Isaiab,” and, with hjs
brother, the ¢ Lives of Plutarch,”

Yet was bis aim to dissipate the night
Of Pagan’s doubts by Revelation's light
Chri

The steady plan to recome

mend,
Just in its source, and happy in its end.
Thus to bis fock, B Dy B e e
[mankind,
s, who were all

His Saviour's steps to everlasting weal :
And in the mon ent of expiring breath,
To give a test of endless joy in death,

’s Redcliffe, Bristol.

irs. Fortune Little, wife of Mr. John
L died June 26, 1777, aged 5.

b g
,\nd ie b the living while it pram’d b

Th should it speak her hope
’ divi Tthine :
Not to record her faith, but strengthen
Then should her every virte stand con-
ess'd
‘Till every virtue kindled in thy breast :
Baut if thou slight the monitory strain,
And she has livid, at least (o thee, in

et lt ber death an anul lesson give,
The dying Christian speaks <o all e

Ennugh Tor her, that here her ashes rest,
"1 Gods owa” plaudit shallber wortn
t Hasxan Morg.

T11. Inthe Church-yard of Amwel,
in Hertfordshire.
In cottages and lonely cells
True Piety neglected dwells ;
Till call’d to Heav'n, its native scat,
Where the good man alone is great ;
*Tis then this humble dust shall fise,
And view its Judge with cheerful eyes 3
While guilty sinners sink afraid,
And call the mountains to their aid.
WILLIAM SOMERVILLE,
—
Mr. UrBax, Jan. 11.
HE name of « Anna bcwxrd" is
erroneously mentioned in vol.
LXXXIV. ii. p. 515, as the author of
-the epitaph on Mrs. Grove. I read
the epitaph many years ago in the
South transept of the Cathedral at
Lichfield, and mentioning it at Dr.
l’axconcr's,




4 Epitaph on Mrs. Grove.—Bust of Shakspeare.

Faicener's, where T dined, said, © I
supposed it was by Miss Seward,
the Poctess of the place:"—¢ No,
indeed it is nol,” was the answer.
“ It was written by her husband Dr.
Grove himselfs and, what is better,
she descrved every word of it.” Upon
thiv, I re-visited the monument, and
transcribed the epitaph. 1 knew Mr.
Grove personally at Oxford, when he.
was there superintending the educa-
tion of his son. He had much of the
gentleman in his appearance, a hand-
Some, intelligent, prepossessing coun-
tenance, and was reckoned a very sen-
sible man. He had been educated at
Oriel College; M. A. there 1765, and
had the honorary degree of . C. L.
in 1781. He used to live, not at Lich-
field, but I think at or ear Coventry;
and perhaps gave up his seat there to
his son on his warriage, and then came
and resided in the Close at Lichfield.
May Iadd, that | have some reason to
believothat Dr.Groye has oceasionally
corresponded with Mr. Urban 2
‘Whether the other two epitaphs are
rightly given lo Hannah More and
Mrs. Carter, 1 do vot know. Dr.
Stonhause, who wrote many religious
tracts, a pious good wan, perbaps a
little tinctured with methodism, was
likely enough to be the author of an
epitaph for lis wife. But I do not
Kuow the fact. Onc would suppose
from these copies, il the names,
“ Anya Seward,” « Haonah More,”
and * Elizabeth Carter,” are iuscribed
on the respective monuments s and if
so, my memory wust have imposed
upon me in my Lichfeld anecdote ;
but 1 verily believe that I am right.
ours, &e.
Mr. Uroax, Lichfield, Jun. 12.
I TRUST you will feel anxious to
take an early opportunity of cor-
vecting an error of the Correspondent
who has atisibuted, I know not upon
what ground, the much-aduwired epi-
taph to the memory of Lucy Grove,
in Lichfield Cathedral, to the pen of
Miss Seward, when in fact it was
written by her husband, William
Grove, Esq. D.C. L. asis well known
1o many persoas here, as well as to

Yours, &c.  AnarPrLiciary.
—
Mr. Urzax, Jan. 13.

HE publick have been so long
imposed upon by the numerous
paintings of Shakspeare, all cqually

[Jan.

original, that it is fime his monu-
mental bust in Stratford Church, the
carliest authenticated likeness of our
Bard, should recover its deserved es-
timation.

In your Mugazine for June 1759,
p. 257, it was properly observed by
the Rev. Joseph Greene, at that time
master of our free-school, aud whose
coniributions occasionally found a
place in your early numbers, that the
doubt whether the Stratford bust pre-
served avy resemblance of the Bard
did not take date before the erection
of his cenotaph in Westiiuster Abbey 5
the admirers of which upheld the opi-
nion that the country figure differed
as much from the likeness of the Poet,
as it did from the face in the Abbey ;
and so far endeavoured to depreciate
its merit. From that period our $trat-
ford bust has sunk ivto comparative
neglect 5 and for these probable rea-
sons—that ever since Scheemaker exe-
coted the Abbey bust from Zoust's
painting, which must have been a
copy, as his earliest knowa picture in
England was done, according to Ma-
lone, in 1657; and since Ruubiliac is
suid to have made the statue of our
Poct from the Chandos picture for
Garrick, from the latier of which the
Jubilee Statue presented by that in-
imitable Roscius to our Town was said
to be copied, the publick bave formed
in their own imagination, ana accus-
tomed themseives to a likeness of
Shakspeare very dificrent from what
it probably ought to be. In this they
have been too long assisted by the en-
gravings of Simon, of Vertue, Hou-
braken, and Earlom; from oue or
other of which most of the subsequent
prints have heen copied : they have
been familiarized to 2 frenchified head
of the  sweet Swan of Avou” by the
incalculable : umber of busts, medals,
and seais3 and by Malone, in his zear
lous yet iueffectual endeavours to
establish the Chandos canvas, they
have been tasghi to look with a su-
perciliousindifiereuce upor the * pert-
ness in the coustenance of the Strat-
ford bust totally differing from that
placid composuré and thoughtful gra-
¥ity so_perceptible in bis original
[ Chandos] portrsit,und his best prints.
The staluary (he contioues) probably
bad the assistauce of some picture,.
and failed only from want of skill to
copy it.”

Thus



1815.]

Thus powerfully will Y]rejudicc and
prepossession operate. That the Strat-
}(m‘l bust has, however, been unme-
ritedly neglected, is most unequivo-
cally afirmed. The tradition of the
town is, that it was copied from a cast
after Nature, a practice sufficicotly
prevalent in_that age to support oral
commanication. * But we have still,”
says Mr. Britton in his Essay prefixed
to Whittingham’s edition, * a better
criterion, and a more forcible argu-
meat ia its behalf ; one that flashes
conviction to the ce of the intelli-
gent artist and anatomist. This is
the truth of the drawing, with the ac-
curacy of muscular forms, and shape
of the skull, which distinguishes the
bust now referred to, and which are
evidences of a skilful sculptor.” That
it was erected within seven years from
the Poct’s death is cortin, being
mentioned by Leonard Digges in his

The Bust of Shakspeare at Stratford. 5

tory of our Stratford bust. In No-
vember 1813, I gave Mr. Brition a
cast which 1 had wade of this face,
and from which was copied the wood-
cut prefixed to his “ Essay.”” By that
gentleman the original was duly ap-~
preciated; and in consequence Mr.
George Bullock, of Tenterden-street,
Hanover-squre, visited Stratford in
December last, with such sentiments
as animate the connoisseur, and made
the first complete cast of the whale
bust. Let it, therefore, be hoped that
an excellent engraving, upon a large
scale, by the first artist i England,
will be speedily given to the publick ;
for though it has been several times
copied with the mouument itself (in
Dugdale’s Warwickshires in Pope and
Sewell’s 8vo edition, 1728, by Four-
drinier ; in Ireland’s Avon ; Boydell's
llustrations ; and in my own History
of this Town) yet most of them are

so panying folio edi
tion of Shakspeare’s dramatic works,
printed in 1623 ; aud though I cannot
altogether agree with the late Mr.
Greene, in his before-mentioned letter,
that if we compare the earliest en-
graving which was made of the Bard
(that of Droeshout in the first folio)
with the face on the Stratford Monu-
meat, there will be found as great a
resemblance as perhaps can well be
between a statue and a picture, ex-
cept that the hair is described rather
shorter and_straighter on the latter
than on the former; nor coincide with
Mr. Malone, who could not, on com-
paring them, trace any resemblance
whatever ; yet 1 think there may be
found a considerable similitude of our
monumental bust to this print, for
the correciness of which we have his
friend Jonson's testimony ; and the
< surly Ben” would surely not have
unnecessarily complimented theartist,
nor ventured to affirm what, had it
been untrue, numbers then living could
and probably would have denied. The
sculptors of that period seem to have
excelled the engravers in their respec-
tive arts; and the Stratford bust,
which in the disposition of-the head
indicates some acquaintance with Gre-
cian models, is a much superior spe-
cimen of the labour of the chisel, than
Droeshout’s engraving is of that of
1he burin.

The intention of these tedious ob-
servations, Mr. Urban, is to introduce
the meation of & new @ra in the his-

andall of them nnsatis-
factorily engraved. To multiply the
casts from Mr. Bullock’s first, and con-
sequently valuable mould, will be now
impossible ; for after that which ha
has'in London, and one which I pos.
sess (the latter only half way down
the body of the bust) were made, the
origmal mould was broken up, and
thrown into the Avon.

‘The Stratford bust is carved out of
a solid block of stone (perhaps cither
Portiand or Bath), but on no_part of
it could be discovered any name or
date. By comparing the style and the
quality of the material with other
contemporary works (between 1616
and 1623) a probable guess may be
made which of the few eminent arlists
of James's reign might have executed
it. The general glare of light beam-
ing ou all sides through the Gothic
windows which surround the smonu-
ment, is certaioly distivantageous to
the appearance of the features of this
face; but when a siogle or more con-
tracted light is properly thrown upon *
it, then the loftiness and beauty of the
forehead, the handsome shape of the
nose, the remarkable fo.m of the
mustachios and beard, and the very
peculiar sweetness of expression in the
mouth, are particularly striking. At
first sight there appears an extrava-
gant length ia the upper lip, which,
if viewed in profile, shews in truer
proportion. After ail, it appears some-
what long ; and Lavater, upon what-
ever principles he determined, and
whatever




hire.—Domesday. [Jan.

6 Shak — History of
whatever regard his physiognomica
observaiions descrye, has, | believe,
mentioned that the moderu busts of
Shakspeare do ot represent a man of
genius, from the invariable shorluess
of his upper lip. )

Tn the description of a bust neither

logue of the bookseller, and the ham-
mer of the auctioneer, «fford a suffi-
cient proof, whenever the History of
Somerset. is enrolled in the pages of
the one, or subjected to the vibration
of the other. The very limited pa--
tronage, which the venerable and

ll-qualified Historian of the neigh-

possessing & char ertness o
countenance, nor deficient in siilful-
mess of ewecution, a bust seen to the
least advantage in its present situa-
tion, so lony disregarded, except by
the very few, who, having had the
constant opportunity, have been in
the alinost daily habit of contemplat-
ing and admiring it; and at last Jikely
to gaiuits due value in the opinion of
theillustrious Bard's intelligent coun-
trymen, when its merits are more
fully known than hithérto they bave
been; it may be at present improper
further to intrude upon your pages,
swhich may be better occupied, if ot
by a subject more interesting Lo those
who hoast of beiug born iu a country
sehich produced the greatest dramatic
genius in the world, yet by composi-
tions less erratic than the  bald dis-
jointed chat” of

Yours, &.  R.B. Warten.
01 Town, Stratford-upon-4von.
—

Mr. Ursaw, Jan. 7.

As ‘your pages have always afforded
2 ready admission to any obser-
valions relative to the general Topo-
graphy of this favoured Isle, and as
Cpunty History in particular scems at
sent to hold a deservedly high rank

in the public estimation ; I venture to
address you in behalf of a sput, of
which but a very unsatisfactory and
iperfect account has hitherto been
giveny The county of Somerset, sir,
has laboured under the misfortune of
having had an Historian, who, for the
most part, has been diffuse, where a
less detailed account would have been
desirable, and too often bricf, where
a more ample account would have
been acceptable to his readers. His
pen was not calculated for the office
which it assumed; and, were it ne-
cessary, numerous instances might be
adduced, in which profferred informa-
tion was too hastily canvassed, and
documents of an interesting nature
too cursorily investigated. ‘That the
opinion of the residents of the county
is not in this respect at variance with
that of the publick at large, those
certain criterions of merit, the cata-

bouring Counly of Dorset has expe-
rienced, would appear o afford ina
pecuniary poinl of view an unfayour-
able prospect of enconragement to
such an undertaking 5 but, sir, when
the extent of our County, its infi-
nitely wore abundant populition, and
the perpetual change of property, to
which that popuiation nec
gives rise, are taken ioto cousid
Tion, the adventarer, Lam con
would not feel that he was u}
launch into an uncertain and p
rious speculatiop. From niy owi per-
sonal knowledge, 1 can aflirm (it
Proposals for a New History of to-
merset would meet with geueral at-
tention; and in the hope that these
remarks will be considercd as convey-
ing a stimulus to the exertions of the
living, rather than a reflection o the
labours of the dead, I subseribe my-
self, Urpaxx Awicus.

Mr. Urzax, Jan. 7.

N the margin of the Domesday Sur-

vey of Devonshire an sbbreviation
ocears, srhich, as 1 believe, is uot to
be found in any other part of that
Record. It stands thus,

par
in small characters, and appears first
at folio 105, and again at folios 103 b.
108b. 110, 111, 112,112b. 113, 114b,
115, and 116.

1'am at a loss for its meaning, and
shall thank any of your Correspond-
ents who will assist inc in attainmg it.

Mr. Kelham (in Domesday Buok I1-
lustrated) does not attempt its expla-
nation, but says merely, * This ab-
breviation occurs in the margin of
Domesday, p. 105, in six piaces suc-
cessively, and once in p. 1105 but
what the signification of it is, or to
what it refers, is left to the reader to
determine.”

Yours, &c. R. R.

Mr. UBax, Middle Temple, Jan. 9.

HE very learned Mr. Bawdweu,

in his Trauslation of Domesday

Book for Dorsetshire, communicated
to




1815.] Domesday.— Bishop in West Indies.—Dr. Franklin, 7

to the Editor of the Fourth Volume
of theexcellentHistoryof that County,
has fallen into a slight hallucination,
Dy rendering ipsaEcclesia®the Church
itself.” It should rather be «“ the same
Church;” namely, the Church just
before mentioned.—Collinson, in his
¢ Somersetshire,” has committed the
same mistake. —That Ipsa signifies
< the same,” is evident from Ains-
worth. And accordingly, in the Trans-
Jation of [ i i

thoughts on that most important sub-
ject, will, [ am persuaded, be accept
able to many admirers of the useful
portion of his multifarions objects of
research, and secmus to be a tribute of
justice due to hismemory. This con-
sideration induces me fo indulge a
hope, that the insertion of the fol-
lowing anecdote in a Miscellany so
generally esteemed and that has so
extensive a circulation as the Geutle-

y for L
the indefatigable  Historian of that
County renders ipsa _{bbuti

same Abbey,” . v

Yours, &e.

Carapoc.

Mr. Unpax, Jun. 18.
the Times of Saturday last, Jan.
14,1 read a letter signed « Laicus,”
on the state of the Church in our
Western Colonies. With the senti-
ments of the writer 1 perfectly agree;
and as a Church establishment in the
Rast was formed in the last year, ce-
lebrated for many memorable events,
and that one not among the least, |
do think thata resident Bishop should
be sent out by the Prince Regent for
the Ecclesiasfical Government of the
Colonies. 1t was at first, perhaps,
well ordered, that they should be
placed under the caré of the Bishop
of Loudon ; butit could not be sup-
posed that they were always to con-
tinue so, when that Prelale has so
large a Diocese at home. Besides, the
inbabitauts of the Colonies must be,
asthings are, without evidently, as the
writer expresses, some usefal Epis-
copal rites!  Probably some of your
friends know a reason why a Bishop
should not he seot to reside in Ja-
waica.  Yours, &.  Anicus.

Dr, FRANKLIN's Lasr THOUGHTS
o~ RELIGION. *

THATlhensmcul'ijaminFranh,

lin cannot fail of occupying a
conspicuous place in fulure historiss
of the eighieenth century, will, I have
no doubt, he readily admitted ; also,
that of his distinguis.ed mental en-
dowments, as well as the exient of
his scientific attainments, there can
be but one opinion. Still, as there is
reason to believe that his sentiments
ot the great concern of Reli
ried at

man’s Magazive, may not be deemed
an improper occupation of a part of
one of ifs valuable pages. It is ex-
tracted from “ Travels in some parts
of North America, in the years 1804,
1805, and 1806. By Robert Sutcliff,
late of Shefleld,” one of the Society
of Friends (called Quakers), 19mo.
printed at York, 1811 *. The Editor
informs us that the narrative was
peaned without the remotest thought
of publication, but from the well-
known character of the writer, its
strict veracity does not admit of a
oubt. He was a respectable mer.
chant in Shefiield, and his extensive
dealings with transatiantic connee-
tions led bim to make two voyages
to North America.  Several years
elapsed, after bis return from the fag-
ter in 1806, before he consented to
permit the manuscript containing the
observations he had committed to
writing, to go to the press, from
whence its contents had issued but a
short time, when it pleased Provi.
dence to remove him from this state
of existence.
A FRiENp 10 Accunacy.
Page “ Philadelphia, 3rd month
31, 1806. In conversation this evening
with Samuel Bryant, ason of the Judge
of that name, he mentioned that Doctor
Frankiin was an intimate friend of his
father’s, and that, in consequence, there
was a frequent iintercourse between the
two families. Amongst a nuwber of
anecdotes relating to the Doctor, he re-
cited one respecting his religious opin
ons, which appeared to me wosth pre-
sersing. It is as follows: At the time
the Doctor was upon his death bed, he
was visited by a young man who had a
t respect for his judgmeRt in all
5 and having entercained doubts
own niind 25 to the truth of the
ptures, be thought that this awful

vol. LXXXIIL Part 1L, p, 416,
ncedotes of the late lamented

General Moreau, extracted from the same

publication. g

period



8  Dr. Franklin.—Famaly of Greatrakes.—Mps. Carger. [Jan.

period afforded a suitable opportunity of
consulting the Doctor on this important
subject. Accordingly he introduced it
in a solemn, weighty, manner, inquiring
of the Doctor what were his sentiments
&s to the truth of the Seriptures, On
the question being put, although he was
in a very weak state, an close,
Be replied, ¢ Young man! my advice to
you is, that you cultivate an acquaint-
ence with, and a firm belief in the Holy
Seriptures: this is your certain interest’. ]
—
Mr. UrBAN, Jan. 18.
THE attention of the publick being
a good deal turped to William
Greatrakes, 1 send some particulars
relative to his family, drawn up from
papers in my possession. * Allen
Greatrakes, of Clashdermot, in the
Barony of lmokilly, and county of
Cork, Gentleman,” (so styled in a
lease dated March 9, 1755, granted
to him by Richard Supple, Esq.* of
the lands of Monelahan, co. Cork,)
had three sons and a daughter, Bliza-
beth Greatrakes, wife of .... Cour-
tenay, of Lismore, co. Waterford, and
now living at an advanced age. The
sons were Osborne Greatrakes, /il
Ziam Greatrakes, Edmond G reatrakes,
mentioned in the above lease, but
supposed to have dicd young, asno
farther account of him oceurs. Allen
Greatrakes, the father, devised the
lands of Clashdermot and Monelzhan
to his sons Osborne and William, of
which they made a division, Osborne
taking Monelahan, and ##éllium Clash-
dermot.
Osborne Greatrakes, the eldest son,
resided at the town of Youghall, co.
Cork ; he i ls described in the Papers

‘Hon. William Lord Riversdale ob-
tained a decree of Cour! for the xale
of the mortgaged p

were accordingly sold lo ’\lr Addeﬂey
Willcocks; and in the deed of convey~
ance the before-mentioned William
Baron Riversdale, Mary Greatrakes
(widow of Osborne Greatrakes), An-
thony Sampis, Esq. and Fraoces Sam.
pis (otherwise Greatrakes) his wife,
and Mary, Catherine, and Sarah Great-
rakes, daughters and coheiresses of
the late Oshorne Greatrakes, are
stated to be consenting parties.

William Greatrakes, of Clashder-
mot, the younger son (the supposed
Junius) is styled usually in these Pa-
pers, % Willlam Greatrakes, of the
gm 'of Cork, Esq.” He appears to

ave had a property (I believe under
a lease) in the barony of Duballow,
co. Cork, which he cor e\cd to Tho-
mas Chatterton, Gent. of the city of
Cork, viz. “all that :md those the
lands “of Knockanerobart, Nancy’s
Farm, Keel, aod Milh-«n, situate i
the parish of Culleen, barony of Da-
hallow, and county of Cor ,mntai...
ing 328 plantation acres, aud aiso the
lands of Knockigillane, in the | same
barony.”

OF Mr. William (‘no'\t kes' cclmm!
to the authorship of Letters,
1 do not feel myself umlkd to give
any opinion.

ours, &e.

G. H.W.

Mr. Unzax,
N vol. LXXXIV. Part ii. p. 264,
are some lines  Ad Elisatn Doph
horto lauros carpentem,™ also a trans-
lation of them, both sent by a Cor.

“ Osborne

Her chlml," at others, as * Osborne
Greatrakes, Mariner.” By his wife,
who was named Mary, he left four
daughters and coheiresses, viz. 1.
Frances, wlfc of Antbony Sampis, Esq.
2. Mary; 3. Catherine; 4. Sarah,
This Oshumc Greatrakes mortgaged
his leasebold Jands of Monelaban and
premises in Y oughal to Richard Hut-
eson, Esq. by whom the Mortgage
was assigned to Colnuel Richard Ton-
son, M. P. for the borough of Balti-
more, whose descendant the Right

© Richard Supple, Esq. of Ahadoe,
co. Cork, (the lessor of Allan Great.
rekes,) was father of Sir Richard Brooke,
Bast. of Northamptonshire,

signed e ne
not tell you, Mr. Urban, that the
Elizasocelebrated, wasthe late learned
and excellent Mrs. Elizabeth Carter,
the transiator of Epictetus. But, on
turning to the ‘vh'moxrx of that lady,
by her Nephew the Rev. Montagu
Penninglou, p. 25 of the quarto edi-
tion, 1 was induced to refer back ln
the year 1738, of your valuable Mis-
cellany, and there found not only the
original Latin verses, p. 372, but three
several translations, or rather imita-
tions of them. Also a Latin answer to
the Epigram, and a transiation of the
same, both I believe from the pen of
the learned and modest object of the
first well<uerited compliment.
Yours, &. A Coxszax? Rrapex.
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Mr. Unsax,
AREFIELD - PLACE
of which forms the Frontis-
piece to our present Volume) is so
ably described by Mr. Lysons, in his
« Middlesex Parishes,” ez
you to insert his own words :

“In the survey of Domesday, the
name of this parish is written Herefelle 5
in othier antieut records, Herfeld, Here-
felde, and Herfield. Harefeld in the
Saxon is literally the ¢ hare field.

«The parish of Harefield lies in the
hundred of Eithorne, and forms the
Notth-west angle of the county of Mid-
dlesex, being bounded on the North by
Rickmansworch in Hertfordshire 5 on
the West by the river Colne, which sepa-
rates it from Denbam in Buckingham-
shire ; on the South by Hillingdon; and
on the East by Ickenham and Rislip.
The village is pleasantly sicuated on
rising ground, three miles from Ux-
bridge, and eighteen from London.

«The manor of Harefield is thus de-
seribed in the survey of Domesday :—
<Richard, son of Gilbert the Earl (of
Briou,) holds Herefelle, which is taxed
at five hides. The land is five carucates.
Twohides are in demesne, on which there
are two ploughs. The villans have three
ploughs. The priest has one virgate ;
there are five villans, who hold a virgate
each; seven bordas, who have five
acres each, and one bordar, who has
three acres; there are three cottars, and
three slaves, two mills_yielding 13s.
rent, four fsheries yielaing 1000 eels,
meadow equal to one carncate, pas-
ture for the castle of the mauor, and
pannage for 1200 hogs. The total
annual value is 12 ; it was only 8l
when entered upon by the present owner;
in King Edward (the Confessor’s) time
(being then the propercy of the Countess

oda,) it was 141 , son of
Gilbert Earl of Briou, was sometime
called Richard Fitz Gilbert, sometime
Richard de Tonbridge, and_sometime
Rickard de Clare : from him it seems to
have descended to Alice, daughter of
Geoffrey, and grand-daughiter of Baldwin
de Clare,

Jan. 2.
(a view

-
&
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the habit of the Knights Hospitallers 3
and bis wife Margaret, who bad dower
assigned her in Harefield, took the veil.
William, son of Sir Simon de Swanland,
had three sons, two of whom died in
their infancy, and the third left no issue.
Joauna, the only daughter, married
Jobn Newdegate, who was afterward
knighted, and served in the wars in
France under Edward HI. In the year
1585, John Newdegate, esq. the eighth
in lineal descent from Sir John, who
married Joanna Swanland, exchanged
the manor of Harefield, with Sir Edmund
Anderson, Lord Chief Justice of the
Common Pleas, for the manor of Arbury
in Warwickshire, which has ever since
been the principal seat of the family,
Sir Edmund Anderson, in 1601, sold
Harefield to Sir Thomas Egerton, Lord
Keeper of the Great Seal; his wife,
Alice Countess Dowager of Derby, and
Lady Anne, Lady Frances, and Lady
Elizaberh Stanley, her daughters. The
Lord Keeper died in 1617, being then
Viscouut Brackley; the Countess of
Derby, in Lady Anne Stanley,
the eldest daughter, married Grey Lord
Chandos; and after his death, Mervin
Earl of Castlebaven. She survived her
mother only ten years; and on her
death, George Lord Chandos (her eldest
son by her first husband) inherited the
manor of Harefield, pursuant to the
deed of 1601. Lord Chandos died in
February 1655, having bequeathed it by
will to bis wife Jane. In the month of
October following, Lady Chandos mar-
ied Sir William Sedley, bart. Sir Wil-
liam died in 16565 and in 1657 hig
widow took a third husband, Ge orge
Pitt, esq. of Stratfield Say, in the county
of Southampton. Having vested all her
estates, by a deed bearing date 1678, in
Mr. Pict and his heirs, he, in conjuncti on
with bis trustees, in the month of Feb-
ruary 1675, (his lady being still living)
conveyed by bargain and sale the manors
of Harefield and Moreball to Sir Richard
Newdegate, bart. Serjeant at ALaw,
younger son of Sir John Newdegate, aud
grandson of John Newdegate, esq. who
had exchanged them with Sir Edmund
Anderson. Having been thus restored:

“Byag into, date1284,
it appears, that Roger de Bacheworth
was then lord of the manor of Hareficld,
and that he aud his ancestors had en-
joyed it, with all its rights and privileges,
from time immemorial, paying a small
auit-rent to the Honour of Clare. Sir
Ricbard de Bacheworth, in the year 1315,
granted this manor to Simon de Swan-
Iznd, who married the elder daughter
and co-heir of his brother Roger. This
8ir Richard afterwards took upon him

GExT. Mag, January, 1815.

g

10 the Newdeg gain, theyhave
continued in it ever since, and are now
[1800] the property of Sir Roger Newdi-
gate, bart. who is the thirteenth in de-
scent from SirJohn Newdegate firstmen-
tioned. It is remarkable that this mia-
nor (with the exception of 2 temporary
alienation) has descended by intermac-
riages, and a regular succession (in the |
families of Bacheworth, Swanlaud, and
Newdegate,) from the year 1284, whan,
by the verdict of a Jury, it appeared
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that Roger de Bacheworth, and his an-
cestors, had then held it from time im-
miemorial. It is the only instance in
which I have traced such remote pos-
session in the county of Middlesex.

“ Harefield Place, situated near the
Chureh, [of both of which a good view
is given in Mr. Lysons’s Work,] was the
antient Mansion-house of the Lords of
the Manor, and for many years & seat
of the Newdegate fawily, After the
alienation before mentioned, it became
the successive residence of Lord Cbi
Justice Anlerson, and the Lord Keeper
Egerton. The Countess Dowager of

of the Lord Keeper, (and
o

e

second: widowbood.
noured with a en Eliza-
beth, whom she. received with all the
pomp and pageantry of those days . Sic
Roger Newdigate was once possessed of
an account in MS. of this visit, with a
collection of the complimentary speeches
with which, Was customary upon
those occasions, shie was addressed. The
MS.is unfortunately lost 5 but Sir Roger
Newdigate recollects, that she was first
weleomed at a farm-house, now called
Dew's farm, by several allegorical pet

Sons, who attended ber to a long avenue
of elms leading to the house, which ab-
tained from this circumstance the name
of The Queen’s Walk. Four trees of
this avenue still remain, and the greater

art were standing nOL IBany ) CaFs 0.

B as at Harefield Place also that Mil-
ton's Arcades was performed by the
Countess of Derby’s _grandehildren.
That great Poet, during the time be
lived at. Horton with bis fatber, (viz.
from 1632 to 1637,) was, it is probable,
2 frequent visitor at Harefield. After
the death of the Countess of Derby,
Harefield Place was inhabited by George
Lord Chandos, ber grandson. This No-
‘bleman, during the civil var, attached
Timself to the royal eause, and behaved
with great gallantry at the batcle of
Newbury, having three horses shotunder
him. When the republican party had
% The Queen was twice at Harefeld.
1n 160} she visited Sir Edward Anderson
there; and in 1602 Sir Thomas Egerton.
See. the Queen’s Progresses, vol. IL
1601, 1603, pp. 20, 21; and Vol. IIL.
Preface, p. xviii. Epim.

4 Not long before the death of Sir
Roger Newdigate, this curious MS.
(which had for many years been missing)
was found in a volume of ¢ Strype’s
Annals;” and a transcript of it was
ntade (see LXXVI. 1074 ; LXXVIL 633.)
But both the original and the copy were
‘soon after again mislaid; and neither of
ce been found, Eoir.
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established themselves in power, he was
obliged to pay 2 heavy composition for
his estates. He then retired to Hare-
field, where he spent the remainder of his
days in great privacy. Dr. Jobn Conant,
2 celebrated preacher and divine, resided
with bim as his domestic Chaplain ; and,
during bis residence there, preached a
voluntary lecture on a week-day to a
numerous _congregation at Uxbridge.
Harefield Place was burnt down about.
the year 1660. Tradition says, that the
fire was occasioned by the carelessness
of the witty Sir Charleés Sedley, who was
amusing hiwself by reading in bed. It
is probable that be was on 4 visit to his
sister-in-law Lady Chaondos. The foun-
dations of the old mansion may be traced
at a little distance above the site of the

bt
diate building.
Richard Newdegate, the second Baronet,
whose widow resided in it several years,
it being her jointure house: it was for
Some years alio the residence of Sir Roger
Newdigate, the present Baronet [1200],
who, in 1743, was unanimously chosen
Knight of the shire of Middlesex. In1760,
having fixed bis residence in Warwick-
shireZ, hesold Harefield Place (retaining
the manor and hisother estatesin this pa-
nish) toJohn Truesdale,esq. In 1780 it was
purchased of Mr. Truesdale’s executors
by the late William Baynes, esq. whose
son, Sir Christopher Baynes, bart. is
the present proprietor and oceupier.

<« Evelyn, in his Sylva, mentions a
silver fir, which having been planted at
Harefield Place in 1603 at two years
growth, had, in 1679, attainedthe height
of 81 feet, aud measured 13 feet girth.”

The Church, dedicated to the Vir-
gin Mary, is a Gothic structure of
Hint and stone, consisting of a chan-
cel, nave, and two ailes; at the west
end is a low square tower embattled.
It contains a very handsome monu-
meut o Alice Countess of Derby, eo-
graved in Mr. Lysons's work ; several
monuments of the Newdegate family
(one of which, to the memory of Mary
Lady Newdegate, is also there en-
graved; monuwments in memory of
the Ashbyes, Bishop Pritchett, &c.
&c. all of which are fully described
by Mr. Lysons; to whoso valuable
Work I refer your Readers.  B.N

T Sir Koger Newdigate died i b
27ch year, at his seal at Arbury, eco,
Warwick, Nov. 22; and was buried at
Harefield Dec. 5, 1606, See an account

VI. #

of him in vol. L3 »
and a full biographical Memoir of him,
by bis friend Mr. Archdeacon Churtou,
in vol LXXVIL. pp. 683, 705,

11745
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Mr. Urzax, . Jan.2.
A S Buysiognomy i sow lnughed
out of countenance, and Cranio-
Jogy bas taken it into his head to
supply ber place, I cannot forbear to
address a few lines to you upon that
event; though I must confess, I do
it with fear and trembling, lest I
should expose myself, by attempting
that for which my head was not ori-
ginally formed.
If jour head, Mr. Urban, has the

same defective organization, which I

Tather suspect, and you have not yet
attended the Lectures in Rathbone
Place, you will probably be unable
to comprebend the pature of my
alarm: 1 will therefore explain it.

The learned Lecturer (for so 1 am
compelled to style him by the eti-

uelte of literary intercourse) de-
clares that no person can understand
bis Lectures, unless he has the organ
of Craniology in perfectio

If I conid admit this dictum in its
full force, I should not have presun ed
10 offer any opinion upon the subject ;
but I rather suspect it to be a little
stroke of art, which has amply an-
swered the intended parpose.

This age, it is well known, pretends
10 a more general diffusion of knosw-
ledge than any which bas preceded it,
insomuch_that ignorance upon any
subject whatsoever is ow considered
as disgraceful. To avoid the impu-
tation, therefore, of an imperfection
in the headpiece, and of that want of

‘his neighbours should suspéct that
he was in debt, and consequently
every one subscribed.

These oratorical kinds of swindling
are not, as 1 belicve, yet provided
against by any existing Statute.

The Lecturer labours hard 1o free
his system from the imputation of
Mal sm 5 but ke does it in such
a manver as evidently proves, - that
cither he does not understand the
force of his own argument, or that,
having craiologically examined the
heads of his subscribers, he is con-
vinced they will not detect him. He
reasons thus—My system is not Ma-
terialism, because man, being a free
agent, has power to correct those evil
propensities to which the formation
of his skull naturully determines him.

Here the Lecturer wisely keeps
back one balf of the argument; and
for this plain reason, that the whole
would at once reduce his boasted dis-
covery to the baseless fabrick of a
wision. For if man, by his free
agency, can correct the evil organs,
he unquestionably has equal power to
pervert the good ones; ‘and in either
of these cases the craniologist cannot
by any cxamivation of the skull,
which™ will necessarily remain un-
changed in its form, learn whether
the good or evil propensities are un-
aitered, or still retain their pristine
tendency 5 and consequently, as the
Lawyers express it, he will take no-
thivg by the examination.

Thathis 1, well attended,

H

ige which has been
as thenecessary consequence, men, wo-
men, and children, crowd the Lecture
Room ; for that want of the organ of
Craniology which incapacitates them
from understanding what is there de-
livered, does not preclude their en-
traace, provided they have previously
paid their subscription.

This plan of operating upon the
feelings of pride, in order to ill the
Lecture Room, briigs to my recol-
lection a similar attempt, to excite
the benevolence of a congre
which was equally successful
thodist Preacher, aiter expatiating on
the excellence of the charity which
be was then recommending, declared
it to be of a nature so superior to all
others, that no person could refuse to
put money into the plate, unless he
were actually in debt. The effect of
this upon his auditors may easily be
conceived. No one was willing that

does not iu the least surprize me, who
perfectly recollect what numbers
flocked, in former days, to another
learned Lecturer, in order to be i
structed in the Science of - Animal
Maguetism, .

IF I were worthy to offer advice to
the preseut learned Lecturer, [ would
reconmend the skull of that profound

ysician to his consideration and I
have no doubt but that the examina-
tion will somewhat startle the Profes-
sor of Craniology.

1 bave myself, Mr. Urbao, some
little judgment iv heads ; but, being a
native of the Highlands, and gifted
with second sight, I do not require
to handle men’s skulls in order to
judge of their character; and, conse-
‘quently, 1 can, without ever having
seen the aforesaid Doctor, tell the
Professor some things which will oc-
cur in his examination of the skull.

He




12 Craniology.—Strictures on Hume's « Essay on Miracles.” [Jan.

He will find the organ of Calo-
gagathy * ovtwardly so perfect, that,
without lookiig auy farther, he will
at ouce pronounce tie Doctor to
have been incapable of giving his
pupils nonse. se as an equivalent for
their money.

But, if he extend bis inquiry, he
will discover that the organ of Covet-
dveness s of a capacity equal to that
of Calocagathy.; and the real history
of the Doctor's life will inform him,
‘that he, being a free agent, perverted
the
yielded to the evil tendency of the
Former, until he persuaded himself

that he might bonestly take mone, "

for instructions in an arl which never
had existence. :
The Lecturer must be aware that
_jtisby no means uncommon for men
thus to deceive themselves.

The abuve is humbly submitted to
he Professor’s consideration, upon
the supposition that the profound
Lecturer upon Animal Magnetism is
actually deal. If that be not the case,
T must apprize him as a_Foreigner,
that it is not quite safe in this country,
o handle living skulls in order io
prove dishonesty, excepting perhaps
in Westminster Hall, the Old Bailey,
and other Lecture Rooms of the
same Kind.

_This, however, need not prevent
the Professor from paying due atten-
tion to his own skull, and especially
10 those organs which 1 have particu-
Tarly poisted out; and Iam clearly
of opinion, that a candid examina-
tion of them will give him an idea of

. the state of those organs very differ-
ent from that which e at présent en-
tertains.

1 remain, Mr. Urban, with the high-
est covsideration for the learned Lec-
turer, your very humble Servant,

PERICRANIUM.
Strictures on_an Article in the last

Number of the Edinburgh Review.

< €onformably to the principlos con-
tained in Mr. Hume’s ¢ Essay on Mira-
¢les; and also to those in the Essay
now before us, if we would form some
general rules for comparing the evidence
derived from our experience of the
course of Nature with the evidence of

1 translate for your Country Readers,
Calocagathy is Honesty. Now-a-days
terms of Art are not looked at unless
they be derived from the Greek.

gooe tendeacy, of The atter, and ¥

testimony, we may consider Physical
Phenomena as divided into two classes :
the one comprehendingall those of which
the course is known from experience to
be perfectly uniform; aud the other
comprehending those of which the
- course, though no doube regulated b
general laws, is not perfectly conforma-
ble to any Jaw with which we are ac-
quainted : So that the niost general rule
which we are enabled to give, admits of
many exceptions.

«The vivlation of the order of events
among the Phenomena of the former
class — the suspension of gravity, for ex-
ample ; the deviation of any of the Stars
from their places, or their courses in
the Heavens, &e. &c.—these are facts,
of which the improbability is so strong,
that no testimony can prevail against it
and it will always be more wonderful
that the violation of such order should
have taken place, than tnat any number
of witnesses should be aeceived them-
selves, or should be disposed to deceive
others.”

From the Edinburgh Review for
Sept. 1814, pp. 328—9.

Mr. UrBAX,

ONSIDERING the ¢ Essai Philo-
sophique sur les Probubilités” of

M. L. Compte Laplace, as by no
means likely to obtain a general cir-
culation in this country, and the once
much vaunted reasoning of Mr.
Hume ‘in his Essay on Miracles, as
already sufficiently confuted s I cer-
taml) sbould not have deemed it ne-
cessary tonotice the sceptical o pinions
of either of those Writers, on the
‘momentous subject referred to in the
preceding extract, were there not
perceptible, throughout the whole
critique of the Edinburgh Reviewer
on the former work, a more than
tacit _approbation of the Deistical
doctrines therein maintained. It is
true, indeed, that the Reviewer, when
speaking of Mr. Huwe's Essay on
Miracles, has been pleased to qualify
the high eulogium pronounced upon
its Autbor, ¢ for s deep thought
and enlarged views,” by piously ad-
monishing ns “ not 1o stretch the
principles contained in it so far, as to
interfere with the truths of Religion.”
But how we are to avail ourselves of
this friendly caution; or by what
kind of mental ingenuity we can pos-
sibly contrive lo admit at the same
time, both the soundness of Mr.
Hume's philosopby, and the divine
pretensions of the Gospel; I bave,
for
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for my own part, still Lo learn ; it be-

ing, 1 cunceive, Lo all reflecling minds
indisputabiy clear, that as far as the
credibility of Revealed Religion is
made to rest on the evidence of mira-
cles, 5o far is it in realily the avowed
and exclusive aim, as well as the ob-
vious aud necessary teudency of Mr.
Hume's Essay, totally Lo subvert the
zei ground-work of the Caristian

hewmg the subject in this light, it
will be, 1 trast, permitted e to
plead iis supreme importance, as a
sufficient excuse for the unusual
length, both of the preceding Extract,
and of the ensuing Strictures.

1 shall begin with noticing a general
position of the Reviewer; to the
trath of which, every unbiassed mind
will, I doubt not, readily subscribe:
v
waler, or of air, of whica the condition
s not defined by rules as certain, as
that of the Sun or the Planets.” (page
320.) But, having once acknowledged
the philosophical justuess of this doc-
trine, are we, by necessary implica-
tion, in reason bound to yieid an
equally unqualified assent to the fol-
lowing immediate deduction from it?
% So that nothing but information
sufficiently extensive, and a calculus
sufficiently powerfal, is wauting, to
reduce all things to certamty, an;
from the condition of the world at
any one instant, to deduce its condi-
tion at the next.” Before we can
reasonably allow ourseives to concur
in opinion with the Reviewor respect-
ing the legitimacy of such an iier-
ence as this, we must eeds be tho-
roughly persunded, thal the very
same rules, which of necessity define
the present and regulate the future
condition of every material substance
connected with this earth, define and
regulate with equal certainty both
the present and the future condition
of every spiritual substaace so cou-
, if there really exist,
both in Heaven and on Earth, Beings
in pative dignity, infinitely superior
to any portion of the inagimate crea-
tion, whose appropriate function and
continual employment it is, to exer-
cise over every part of the material
world, provident and irresistible do-
minion ; what can possibly be more
evident, than that, through the prac-
tical contronl and agency of these sn-
perior Beings, tkat perfect nmformxly

. ¢ That there is not a particle of

in the order of physical phenomena,
which might otherwise have beem
with ceriainty anticipated, will now
be lible to frequent and almost perpe-
tual interruption. s
Aud should il even be asserted, that
neither man, nor any other intelligent.
creature, is actually invested with the
power of varyiag_ or influencing, ia
any degree whuilever, the wonted
course of natural phenomena s yet
will no one, most assuredly, but.the
avowed Atheist or Fatalist, pretend
for a moment seriously to question

“ the physical puwer aod rightful ay-

thority of the Supreme Bemg, either
to alter, to suspend; or Lo supersede
entirely (wheoever he shall be pleased
to do so), the pre-established crder of
all sublunary events, and the wonted
operation of all secovdiry causes.
owever, we feel ourselyes thas

coustrained to own, that it isat all
times, and io all circumstances, alike o
possible aud easy for the Divine Be-
ing to vary or aouul the general laws
of material nature (such, for example,
as that of gravity) who among us will
have the presumption fo afirm, that
it is not,. both in all real and all ima-
ginable cases, equally possible ‘and
easy for that Being lo give mankind
indisputable evidence of such extra-
ordinary interposition by means of
indirecl communicalion?® "And if none
among’ us, retoming a seber wiod,
wili dace avow so impious a thought,
what is there (we may further reason-
ably ask) ia the nature of human tes-
lunlwy. which renders it in the least
improper Lo be made, by Divine ap-
pontwent, ihe ordinary and most
fectual medium of such communica-
tion 2

Will it suffice to answer (conforma-
bly with the leading principle of Me.
Hume's deistical pirilo-opby) that the
most decisive test of truth is men’s
expericnce ? that a miracle is coufes-
sedly an event entirely contrary to
such experieuce ; whilst the deceitful-

mony are but too indisputably proved
by every maws daily observations
and comequeutly that to believe, in
any given instauce, an asserted mira-
clé, merely in deference to buman
testimony, is (traly speaking) to re-
Jject the stronger evidence, and admit
the weaker,?

What real force there is in this
{formerly) much boasted ar‘umenh

T wil
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will be, I conceive, kest shewn by a
brief enumeration of all the several
meanivgs which can be consistently
annexed to the term eaperience, as
wsed iu the precediog passage.

Now these (it is sufficiently obvious
1o every competent understanding)
are no more than the three following.
We must needs understand by the
term experience, as used abose, either
universal, individual, or geveral ex-
perience. i

To say, however, that in no case
can we ever consistently or reasona-
bly admit the truth of any assertion,
o the reality of any fact, which is
contradicted by the universal expe-
rience of mankind, is (in the judgment
of every reflecting mind) in Do degree
to prove, but only gratuitously to
assume, the vtterincredibility of mira-
cles; it being to every such mind
abundantly wavifest, that in the firm
belief of any asserted miracles, there
is necessarily implied a positive denial
that miracles are contradicted by the
universal experience of maukind.

Passing ov, therefore, to the consi-
deration of the second meaning above
ascribed to the term experience (that
i dil that i as

And should the advocates of Mr.
Hume's philosophy, for the purpose of
obviating this glaring incousistency,
be disposed to allege upon the subject,
that, by the experience so much in-
sisted on in the Essay on Miracles, as
affording men in all cases the infinitel
best criterion of truth and falsehood,
we are by no means to understand, in
any instance, the limited experience
of the individual whose judgmunt is
to provounce on any specific ques-
tion, but the more enlarged experi-
ence and observation of mankind in
general: To this our ready answer
s, by none of us can it, in the natural
course of Ihings, ever possibly be as-
certained what is, or what isnot, in
any given instance, the actual result
of men’s general experience and ob-
servation, unless it be permitted us
(after due discrimination exercised) to
repose full confidence in the fidelily of
human testimony. Withhold the aid
of this grand medium of general in-
formation to mankind, or assert its
total insufficiency when considered as
the test of truth, and source of ra-
tienal conviction; and the practical
demonstrations of a Newton, it is

is, al
denoting solely, what has been sensi-
bly witnessed and observed by the in-
dividual whose judgment is to decide
on the truth or falsehood of
serted or recorded miracles)
vious for me to remark, that if men’s
personal experience (\hus defined) be
indeed to them in all cases, and on a
subjects, the incomparably surest,and
almost the only test of truths then
must we of necessity acknowledge,
that as on this principle of reasoning
we can none of us at present consist-

0 st, will, in most in-
stances, immediately dwindle into the
fanciful bypotheses of a Descartes.
For with regard even to the princi-
ple of gravity itself (through the
constant and all-pervading inBucnee
of which we are now so firmly and
so rationally persuaded that the ad-
mirable order of all this solar system
has been so long preserved) : who is
there among us. retainiug a sound
Jjudgment, that will pretend to build
solely on the narrow basis of his own
partial experieuce and observation, a
1i-founded v its upiver-

ently admit, as well
any of the numerous miracles related
in the Old Testament or in the New
so, on the very same ground of argu-
ment, must we cqually maintain, that
with respect to the periodical conver-
sion of water into ice in many regions
of the earth, all the untravelled na-
tives of the warmer climates are in
reason bound Lo remain for ever equal-
Iy incredulous with the memorable
King of Siamn, afluded to by Locke.
A mode of reasonivg directly leading
10, and fully warranting, an inference
thus palpably absurd, must, doubtless,
be regarded by every sober mind, as
ncither meriting, nor requiring formal
confutation.

sal agency ?

Without an entire reliance on the
general accuracy of what has been
writlen and related on this head by
others, no individual of mankind (it is
sclf-cvident) could ever possibly at-
tain to a full aud rational conviction
of this truth. 1f, boweser, the fide-
lity of human testimony must be thus
presumed, before we can pretend to
make the least proficiency whatever
in the science of patural philosophy,
orarrive at any general conclusions
with regard even to the most obvious
physical phenomena ; why is the cor-
rectness of such testimony to be thus
impcached, and its authority thus

denied,
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deied, in all discussions and inquiries
that coticern the doctrinesof Revealed
Religion? If, without the aid of hu-
man testimony, we can none of us be

* rationally assured, that there is actu-
ally prescribed by Divine Power and
Widom any one specific law to all
‘material bodies, does iL in any degreo
accord with reason to belicve, that,
however apparently irresistible _its
evidence, such evidence is, notwith-
standing justly to be esteemed by us
altogether incompetent to prove as
much even as the very slightest devia-
tion ‘from that law? Or, in other
words, is that instrument or medium
which we must of necessity acknow-
ledgeto be of all olhers incompara-
bly the most effective and infallible
in ascertaining and establishing the
general rule, with any semblance of
Consistency to be considered as_of
no validity whalever in ascertaining
and' establishing the occasioual ex-
ception ?

Itis for the admirers of Mr. Hume's
Deistical Philosophy to reconcile
ihis apparent contradiction.

Yours, &c. XONIENSIS.

Mr. UBax, Jan. 4.

THE following Letter was lately

sent to A person in an eminent
situation. If you should deem it
worthy of a place in your Magazine,
it may perhaps answer the same pur-
poses for which it was addressed to
him, with,those whose sensibility and
literary endowments are any way on
a_par with his. 1 must leave it to
his and their taste and judgment to
deterniine, with what reservations the
praises 1 have given to my favourite
Author may be assented to. Sure
1 am, that to press his works on the
attention of the Publick, is doing
service to the cause of genius, gaod
sonse, and good morals.

70

]

Str,—1I have a double motive for
intruding this Address upon you. One
is, the desire of giving to 2 man of
your worth and emincnce, an object
of attention which may have still
more important effects than the gra-
tification that I thiok it cannot fail
to afford; the otber, that of adding
to the celebrity of an Author, whose.
works, I believe, arenot so wellknown

Scripture Hiracles.~Tragedies of Alfieri.

15

quainted with the Tragedies of Count
Vittorio Alfieri *, I beg very earnestly
to recommend them to your perusal 5
in the firm persuasion that you will
find the high encomium bestowed on
them in the dedication of a Selection
of them published in 3 Vols. at Edi
burgh, in 1806, by the Editor Mon-
tucci, not more than equal to their
merit. Indeed that merit appears to
me to comprehend all thatis required
to make Dramatic writing estimable

in the highest degree. ¥ ou will find, .

1 am persvaded, the excitement of
those ¢ fine sensations” (paioful
though they are) which I was lately
told that you had (very justly) attri-
butedto Theatrical Representation, at
2 moment when you was most strong-
Iy impressed wiih its effects, carried
to the highest pitch in these Trage-
dies, which interest, elevate, and [ may
say fill the mind, more than any I
ever read before. Formed as they
are on the model of the Greek Tra-
gedies (which Alfieri seems to have
studied to the full extent required by

orace) and carried Dbeyond their
simplicity in the embellishments of
language, the arrangement of the
plots, &c. but, stopping short of the
exaberance of many of the modern
plays, they never “ overstep the mo-
desty of nature,” and never was that
modesty made more dignified and in-
teresting ; nor ever was any language
more happily made the vehicle of
thought and expression, than the
beautiful and truly classical one in
which they are written, and to which
they have given a lustre beyond per-
haps what it ever had before. That
language indecd in common use is
now superseded by the easy and lively
garrulity of one which may, after all,
realize the motto of an eloquent little
pamphlet, written 20 or more years
ago, by M. de Rivarol, “sur Puni-
versaliié de la langue Frangoise.”
 Tu regere Eloguio populos, 0 Galle,
memento.” Possibly, however, its
influence may only fend in future to
counteract the more powerful causes,
of discord among the Nations of Eu-
rope, especially if it is favourable to
discussion, by opposing one kind of
preponderance to another, and by
varying the modes aud instruments of
human contention. But who shall

and valued in th try as they de-
serve. With these views, and the
presumption that you are yet unac-

* See a review of  Memoirs of Alfieri,
by Himself,"” in vol, LXXX. i. 438.
penetrate,
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penetrate inlo futurity, or trace from
their sources to their results, unless
in some faint and general outlines,
vague (or at least imperfect) compa-
visons, and uncertain  speculations,
the events that determine the fate of
rations ?

< Prudens futari temporis exitum

Caliginosh nocte premit Deus

To whose wisdum aud power, as the
“ Alpha and Omeg” of Existence
and of Agency, we must leave what
all our varied and most laboured in-
quiries are impotent to solve : con-
fining oursel ves more properly, in the
limited sphere of buman agency, to
what most pearly concerns us, the
falfilment of our responsibility, whe-

er in a public or private capacity.
So shall we rear to ourselves, as far

meet with anywhere. Not to tres.
pass further on your time aod pa:
tience, by dwelling on a subject on
which praise can hardly be exhausted, -
and having no motive for this Address
to you but those first mentioned, be-
iug personally unknowa to you, and,
from my situation and_habits of life,
likely to remain so; I will contrast
the relired obscurity of that life with
the conspicuous and useful activity
of yours, by signing myself, with a}
due respect and regard,
Yours, &c. Oz10803.
Mr. Unnax, Jan.
ILLER’S Gardener's Dictionary,
when completed in folio, and
sanctioned by public favour, was fol.
lowed, at no great distance of time,

1.

as human imy will allow,
that  murus aheneus,” whose mate
rials must consist of our thoughts,
words, and actions: and so shall we
still further—But to return from this
igression, which I think canuot well
be calied impertinent, ds all things are
more or less connected with the object
of it, iu proportion perhaps to their
different degrees of importance, or of
our disposilion to refer them to it—
to retarn, | say, to Alfieri’and his
Plays, of which his Antigone is the
one which most interested aud affected
me. Itdeserves, I think, iv a much
higher degree, the encowium that
Pere Brumoy (in his Theatre des
Grecs) gives {0 the same Play of So-
phocies, “ Dans une piéce o il
#agit simplement d'une dispul
une Sepulture, tout ce que la P
de plus teudre, eclate au souverain
This, 1 think, you will find
more y verified in Alfieri’s Tra-
gedy, in which the gradual rise of in-
Terest is unequalled, except it is in the
Oadipus of Sophocles; the deep in-
terest, and Lhe impressive and awful
simplicity of which are perhaps un-
rivalled.” Ju Alfieri's Plays, however,
the calls for our admiration and sym.
athy are nearly as varied and malti-
plied as the subjects of them. They
are, in,short, what Dramatic Pieces
ought to be, the finest and most io-
teresting moral lessons: and their me-
. rit can onlybe done ealire justice to,
lg the most attentive perusalin the
oset, and the most perfect subse-
guent representation on the stage.
The first we have in our power; the
second s difficult (to say the least) to

5

b
0 fmmtheAullxorhuny.
self, ip. three handsome volumes oc.
tavo. How many editions of this
might be prioted, I am not fully in-
formed. The Edition in my eye is
dated 1753. The first Edition of the
folio appeared in 1781 : but I fancy it
had seen more Editions before the
Abridgement was made.

1 am one of those who, not finding
it convenient to go to the expence of
the great Edition, completed in 1807
by Professor Martya, have anxiously
wished to see a good and judicious
Abridgement of the work s it now
stands. 1t could not perhaps be ex-
pected that the Professor, who had
gone through the Herculean labour
of republishing the folio, wonld
choose to employ himself immediately
in the task of abridging. But many
competent persons might be found,
and the work mightas yet have the
advantage of revision at’ least by the
eye of the very worthy and learned
Professor. 1am persuaded that the
number is not small of those whg
would be heartily glad of such a
publication. The number conld mot
fail to be considerable, in the present
flourishing state of Botany and Hor-
ticulture.

It may be that such a work is ac-
tually preparing ; if so, it will be gra-
tifying Lo those engaged in it, to know
that the work is so much desired. 1f
it has not been thought of, 1 hope
that this suggestion, thus made pub-
lic by the wide circulation of Mr.
Urbaw's Magazive, may fcad some
spirited publisher to undertake it in a
judicious manaer. N

3
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As ENGLAND'S PARNAssUS is now
*republishing in the Hpriconis, I
il commanicate through yon, Mr.
Urban, a small index which I made
for my_own use, of the Poets quoted
in the Work. The Editors of Heli-
conia (particularly Mr. Park, whom
. I rejoice to call my friend,) are hear-
tily welcome to Teprint it in that
work, if they should have auny wish
to do so. I'believe it is accurate.
A. (R), the Editor,[Lod;

ge, D.
suppose Robt, Al-|M. of M. (Mirror of

lot. Magistrates.)
Achelly; Thos,  [Markbam,
Bastard; Thos. | [Marlowe, Chr.

C. (H.) qu. Consta
le:? 5

Chapman, G. Marston, J.
Churehyard, Thos. (Middleton, Ch.
Constable, ~Henry, 0. E. of, (probably
“printedat length. | Earl of Oxford.)
Daniel, Sam, ford, E. of, (dis-
Davies, J., | tinetly named.)
Dekkar, Thos. Nash, T.
Drayton, Mich, ~ [Pecle; Geo.
Fairfax, Edm. Roydon, Matth,
Fitzgrien, Ch. | 8. B. (qu. who 2)

Sackville, M.
[Shakespeare, (N. B.
always 5o spelt.)
4 [Siduey, Sir Ph.
‘Spencer, E. (so spelt)
IStorer, Thos.
Surrey, E. of.

Fitz Jeffery, and

Harrington, Sir J.
Higins, J.

Hudson, Thes. Sylvister.)
1. probably Jneerti. [Turbervile, G.
gnoto. W. (T.) probably
Johnson, B. (o | Watson.

spelt) - |Warper, W.
K.ofK. (qu. who?) {Watson, Thos. (at
K.ofS. (qu.King of | length.)

Scots 2) eever, J.
Kyd, Thos. Wiat, SirThos.

Thest hotices, Mr: Urban, are much
at ‘your service’; or any thing else

withiu the power of,

Yours, &. ANS.

Mr. Urgax, Jan. 5.

‘HE parish, of Stourminster Mar-.
shal, co. Dorset, is 2 very large
one, situated on the Southern bunks;
of the river Stour, four miles West
from Wimbourpe Minster. It takes
its name from the Church, or, minster,
on .the Stours and.its additionaf
pame, from its lords the Pembrokes,
earls Marshal of England. Itis also
called East Staurminster, from its

Gexr. Mac, January, 1815.

« England’s Parnassus.”—Stourminster Marshal.

Sylvester, Jos. (often_

1l

situation with regard to Stourminster
Newton in the same County.

1o Domesday book, Sturminstre
was held by Roger de Belmont. It
consisted of 25 carucates, worth when
he received it 66L, sow 557 In the
reign of Kiz:g Edward (the Confessor) ,
it was held by Archbishop S:igand.

Roger Belmont was relajed by
marriage to the Cougueror. He mar-
ried the heiress of the Barl of Mellent,
by whom he had that earldom. Ro-
bert his son was made Earl of Leices-
ter by Henry 1. The family did nst
possess “this vill very long, for, 15
Heury 111 it came fo the Marshals
carls of Pembroke. It subsequeotly
passed by marriage to William Fer-
rers, earl of Derby.

The mavor of Stourminster Mar-
shal afterwards underwent such a
variety of divisions aud alterations
as can scarcely be traced. See pp..
27 to 88, of vol. 111 of the ‘vew:
Bdition of Hulchins's « History of
Dorsetshire.”

The Church of Stourminster (See
Plate 11.) stands in the Bast part of
the parish, near the river Stour. It
is a considerable structure, consisting
of a_very large chancel, a body, a
North aile, and an cmbattled tower,
in which are four bells and a clock.
The body rests on three round arches
on square pillars; the arch between
it and thechancel is pointed, on round

illars. The body is covered with
lead, the rest tiled. The South porch
was rebuilt in 1808.

This Church is a peculiar jurisdie-
tion granted to ihe hospital of St.
Giles, al Pont Adomar, near the
mouth of the Seine, in Normandy,
no doubt, by one of the Popes; and
Dby Heary VL. in 1441, to Eton Col-
lege, who present to the vicarage,
and constitute the vicor their officral.

The learned Dr. Thomas Ashton
‘was vicar of this place from 1749 to
1753, See a life of him in vol. I1i:
of Mr. Chalmers’s Biographical Dic-
tionary, compiled from the  Literary
Anecdotes of the Eighieenth Ce-
tary,” and other authentic sources.
The prescat vicar i the Rer. George
Heath, D.D.

A view of Corfe Mullen Chapel, in

ihis parish, was lately communicated

to your Magazine, by your excelleat

Correspondent, Mr. Hamper #,
* See vol. LXXX. p. 201,

By
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“ By ‘the Return to. Parliament in
1811, the parish of Stourminster Mar-
shal ‘conlained -116 hotises, vceupied
by 130 families (110 of which were
chiefly employed in agriculture, and
19 in"trade, &c.) <onsisting of 218
niales and 310 females; total 588.
Yours, &. B.
—~
. URBAN,

Jan. 6.
Read

of the Hyperbola. [Jan.

The Rectification of the Ellipsis,
and of the Hyperbola, are problems
of the same class ; and, by a judicious
application of apprurriale theorems,
may be solved with equal facility.
Yet, sidfce the discovery that the latter
of these problems might be soived by
means of the former, that method 6f
solving it has been considered as the
best by several eminent mathemati<

M e

YOUK

doublless you have such) will
infallibly be pleased with the follow-
inig discussion of two different me-
thods suggested for the Reclification
of the Hyperbola. The one proposes
to effect it by means of two Ellipses’;
the other shews that it may be better !
done by an_appropriate Theoren’:

THé former is Mr. #Woodlouse, then

Titor at Caius College, Cambridge 3

Alie latter, Mr. Hellins, Vicar of Pot-

tefs-Pury in Northamptonshire. The

discussion refers to two Papers, pub-
lished at different times in the Philo-
sophical Transactions ; that of Mr.

Woodhouse, at. Art. X. p. 219, in the

Volume for 1804: that of Mr. Hellins,

atArt. VI p. 110, in the Volume for

1811, 1t was written originally for a

réspectable Journal, but by accident

deferred, and finally prévented from
appearing there. Bit considering itas

a guestion interesting and important

0 -Mathematicians, I am induced to

forward it to you. R.
N.B.—Itis written by a very emi-

nént Mathematician and Professor.

Puinosornicar TRANSACTIONS FOR

THe YEAR ¥S1L. Pawr L.

Art. V1. Onihe Reetification of the Hy-
perbole by meuns of two Ellipses,
proving - that Method to be circuitous,
‘and such as requires much morve Cal’
- culation than is requisite by an appro-
priate Theorem ; . which Process a
‘new Theovemfor the Rectificationof that
Curue is discovered.

T which are udded, some Observations on,
the Rectification of the Hyperbola :
among which the great Advantage of
descending Series over uscending Se-
ies, in many cuses, is clearly shown,
and several Methods ave given for com-
puting the constant Quantity by which

“those Series differ from each other.
By the Rev. John Hellins, B.D.

E.R.S. and Vicar of Potiers-Pury, in
Northamptorsiiire.  Being an Appen~
dix to his former Puaper on the Recti-

Sieation of the Hyperiola, inserted in
the Philosophical Transaetions for the
year 1802, Communicated by Nevil
Maskelyne, D.D. F.R.S. dstronomer,

cians. of the
Ellipsis is the nrain subject of Art. X,
in the Philosophical Transactions for
1804; in which Paper Mr. Wood-
house, the writer of it, has applied
the Rectification of the Ellipsis to
the Rectification of the Hyperbola,
and to-the solution of a problem in
Physical Astronomy.

It must be evident to ever{ intelli-
géat Reader, and appears also from
Mr. Woodbouse’s own references, that
the greater part of the matter con-
taincd in his Paper was taken from
other books, and no small part of it
from French books, some of which
were by no means easy to be pro-
cured, especially in time of War.

So scarce were the foreign books
required, that two years elapsed be-
fore they could be procured. In that
interval, however, and even to the
present time, I have not heard of any
correction which this Paper has re-
ceived from its Author. But several
of its errors have been pointed out
in differert periodical publications;
and a few of them aro noticed by the
second writer, Mr. Hellins. A few
Dricf remarks on Art. X. of the Phj.
losophical Transactions for 1804 shall
therefore suffice, with respect to that
part of the subject.

The differential notation of Leip-
nitz, which is used throughout this
Paper, instead of the fluxional nota-
tion of Aeuwlon, displays such a par-
tiality for foreigners, and so much
disrespect to the great inventor of

uxions, as could not be expected
from ‘any Englishman, and parti-
cularly from a Member of the Uni-
versity of Cambridge. The new no-
tation also of the co-efficients of a
binomial quantity raised to a given
power, proposed by Mr. Woodhtise
(p. 227) Lo be used « for the sake bf
conciseness,” 1§ rather surprizing 3
since the NVewtonfun rhethod of de-
noting such co-efficieis by the letters
A, B, C, &c. s both more simple and
‘more concise,

The
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The writer also falls iato blemishes
af sfyle, which might easily have been.
ayoided. Such, for instance, as the
following phrases, borrowed from the
French : “ The whole integral.” « In-
tegral from x—0to x—1.” % Integral”
(of a quantity) “ between z—0 and

z=1."" This is not the

that a similar substitution was used,
and a like result obtained, by our
countryman, Mr. John Landén, ab
least ten years before M. Ze Grange's
Paper appeared, as may be seen in
lhc Philosophical Transactions for

And the same device may be
fuund in his Menoires,

nguage of England ; and itis a pity
? the Author, in studying French
mathemalicians, has forgotten his
English Masters.

OF his Algebraic processes, some
are very obscure, and some are erro-
neous; so that to a person not other-
wise acquainted with thesubjects, they
<could hardly be intelligible. The
following processes and results muy
e noted as erroncons. The process
in p. 231, aud the series derived from
it in p. 2323 also the process in p.
233, aud that in p. 260, and the
theorem derived frow it in p. 261,
for rectifying the Hyperbola by
means of two Bllipses. The form of
the fluent which Mr. W. mes in
Pp- 276, shews such a want of skill in
series as is very inconsistent with the
high tone in which he speaks on the
sub_]ecl

vol. I. p. 82. Nay, M. La Grange
himself, in the very Paper iv the 7%~
rin Memoires to which 3. Le Croiz
refers, acknowledges that he had
scen Zanden's Paper on the Lilipsis

aod Hyperbola (in which the substi-
tution is used) by the mention which
he there makes of that Paper! ‘It is
no great commendation of a tutor in
an English University, to be better
acquainted with French books than
with those that are valuable in Eng-
hs and still less can he be excused,
if, through carelessiess, or partiality,
he gives 1o one Author that praise
which is due to aother.

The grossly erroneous assertion in,
P- 273, respecting series of the swift-
est convergency for compuling the
va \xum.f A'and B. (which the Author

to be when the index is=1) is
Borrowed, with the excepliva of Bhe

»
EE

whqn he speaks (p. 236 and 23’) of
Zagnani’s Theorem as necessary in
e inyestigation of Luler's Series
(given'in p. 235) for computing a
qmdmmal arch of an excentric El-
Mr. W. been acquainted

- mlh a Pa er on Series, written b

the Rev. J. Hellins, and published by

the Royal Sociely in their Transac.

tions for 1798, he might have per-

ceived that Fagnani’s Theorem is not

at all necessary in that investiga-
ion.

Mr. W. is erroncous again when he
speaks of M. La Grange (which he
does more than once) as the disco-
werer of a substitution, by which the
fluxions of Elliptic and Hyperbolic
arches are transformed into others of
which the fiuents are attainable in
swiftly converging series.

This wisreprescatation (as Mr. W.
acknowledges in p. 273) is on the au-

thority of M. La Croix ; who in the.

2d Voluwe of his Trait du Caleul
Difiérential et du Calcul Intégral,
art. 422, speaks of the aforesaid sub-
stitution as_the device of M. La
Grange 5 and in the table of contents
xefers to the Memoires de I dcad. des

iences d¢ Turin for the year 1185,
for the origin of it. Yet the fact is,

plory mode of om
M. L Grange! Nallius in verba,
the judicious mollo of the Rogal Sor
ciety of London, might have warned
the Author against this fault.
Notwithstanding these faults of the
Pager (No. X. for 1504), and others
which may be found iu it, still it is
not without its value, as 3 synopsis

eminent mathematicians of Lhis Island,
and of more on the Continest, fur
reclllvmg the Ellipsis, and by that
meani solving a difficalt problem in
Physical Astronomy. It is valuable
also for showing that several rmethods
of computation, ve g
Algebraic characters,
the same principle, and are in fact the
same. It is impossible therefore not
to regret that-the Author did not
draw it up in a manner more condy-
cive to his own credit.

A brief aceount of Art. VI. of the
Philosophical Transuctions for 1811,
will conclude the present discussion,

his Paper, as its title indicates,
consists of two principal pari 1
monstration, and the Observa

The Rectification of the Hy) erbola,
by means of two Ellipses, is an ivven-
tion of the late Mr. Join Landen,
F.B.S. which was first pubiis
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the Philosophical Transactions for
the year 1775, and afterwards in
Vol. 1. of his Mathematieal Memoirs,
in 1780.

In the beginning of this Paper, Mr.
Hellins speaks of this methed as a
display of great ingenuity, and ob-
serves that it has “ justly obtained
the notice, and called forth the praises
of eminent mathematicians both in
this Island and on the Coutinent.”
He next adverts to Landen’s repre-
sentation of himself, as the first who
solved the Provlem of computing (he
difference between the length of the
infinite arch of an Hyperbole and its
asymptote, (2 problem of great iw-
portance in the rectification of that
curve,) although it had been solved
before both by M*Leurin and Simp-
son, in their Treatises of Fluxions;
but caudidly, and, as we believe,

2r. Hellins on the Rectification of the Hyperbola.

[Jan,

465 of the volume last mentioned,
where also methods are given for
computing it. But as methods of
computing this difference have been
proposed by M¢Laurin, Simpson, and
Landen, he gives a brief statement of
their methods, and compares them
with such of his own as he has offered
to the publick. The first comparison
is of a series in Art. 808 of M‘Laurin’s
Fluxions, with another in Art. 435 of
Simpson’s Fluxions, and with a third
given in the former partof this Paper,
by which it appears that each of these
series bas, in this case, the same rate
of convergency, and the three may be
said to coincide. The next compa-
rison is of Landen’s method of com-
puting the said difference by means
of two Elliptic arches, with the series
before mentioned; which affords a
striking instance of the inutility of

justly, altributes this )
tiof of fact to the failure of Landen’s
mémory, who was old, and much en-
cambered with other business. He
then proceeds to demoustrate, 7hat
the Rectificution of the Hyperbolu by
meuns of two Ellipses (the mode re-
aommended in the former Paper)
s circuilous, and such as requires
much more Caleulation than is requi-
sile by an_appropriate Theorem.
This proposition is fairly and fully
proved. Indeed, no one who deserves
the name of a Mathematician, can
cast his eye on the new Theorem

iven in Art. 0 of this Paper, and
withhold his assent from the propo-

on,
Among the observations which
make up the secoud part of this Pa-
pér, the firstis: thal, when the con-
vergency of the ascending series
(which i3 a new series given in Art. 11
of this Paper) ceases to be swift, then
agood rale of convergency will take
place insonie of the descending series
1o be fownd in his former paper on
the Rectification of the Hyperbola,
published by the Royal Society in
their Transactions for 1802. This
naturally i e consid

rectifying the Hyp y means
of two Ellipses. The third compari.
son is of a series derived from Lan-
den’s Theorem in his second Memoir,
Art. 5, (for Landen cannot be said to
have finished his work,) with those
of M¢Laurin and Simpson, before
mentioned; hy which it appears, that
when the transverse axis of an Hy-
perbola is much greater than the
conjugate axis, the series thus ob.
tained converges much faster than the
oldseries : and consequently that Lan-
den had some reason for selling a va-
lue on that Theorem. It appears
also, by this comparison, that, when
the transverse axis of the Hyperbola
is less than the conjugate, Lunden’s
method of computing the difference
in question is not wanted, since the
old series (which is simpler in its
form than that which is derived from

b Theorem,) converges swiftly
enough to answer the purpose. He
then proceeds to show, that, by a
combination of Landen's Theorem
with the new one given in the former
part of this Paper, a series of more
rapid convergency is obtained for
computing the aforessid difference;
h o

tion of the constant difference which
subsists between the ascending and
the descending series given in that

aper. It is a curious fact, that this
constant difference is no other than
the difterence between the length of
the infisite arch of Lhe Hyperbofa and
its asymptole, as is casily perceived
by what is done from p, 460 to-p.

ical progression whidl
has place in it, decreasing sorewhat
swifter than the powers of the frac-
tion &, even in the most dis-
advaniageous case, viz. when the
ratio of lhe axes of the Hyperbola
is as 1000 to 786, or as 4 to §
nearly: so that Lwelve terms of this
serics (ils convergency bemg quicl
cned by nameral ¢ocMeients) w

b

e
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be sufficient for all common uses.
Having obtained this series, he gives
(i Art. 24,) a new and very conve-
sient formula, for computing the dif-
ference before mentioned.

Mr. Hellins next (in Art. 25) ad-
verts to p. 466 and 467 of the Philo~
sophical Transactions for 1802, and
shows that the difference between the
ascending series and the descending
serics, there inserted, is the very ex-
pression which Mr. Landen obtained,
by a very different method, in Art. 5
of his sccond Memoir, and on which
he set a covsiderable value. This
difference, as was before observed,
(and is proved in this Article,) is the
difference between the infinite arch
of the Hyperbola aud its asymptote ;
which difference. he denotés by the
Jelter d, the character by which we
also, for the sake of Dbrevity, shall
denote that difterence in the remain-
ng port of our account of this Paper.

t clearly appears, by the process in
Arl 25 of this Paer, that, when the
same geomelrical progression obtains
both in the ascending aud in the de-
scending series, the latter will be most
eligible for arithmetical computation,
on account of the absence of a column
of quantities in that series which en-
ters into the other. So that the for-
mula for computing the value of d,
by the descenting series, will be more
convenicnt in practice, than the for-
maula for computing it by the asc
ing series. The first of thesc furmule
(which may be called Landen’s Theo-
rem) is given in Art. 25, the second
is given in Art. 27 of this Paper. In
Art. 28, Mr. H. refers again to his
Paper in the Philosophical Transac-
tions for 1798, for'a method of trans-
forming the series given in Art. 25,
for computing the value of d, into
others which converge twice as fast :
And, in the next Article, he transforms
one of his own descendivg scries for
the rectificalion of the Hyperbola (in-
serted in the Philosophical Transac-
tions for 1802,) into a pair of series
for computing the value of d, each
comverging b, ule powers of the

aa 3 a, which de-.
notes the tmnsveue semi-axis, is sup-
posed to be much greater than 1,
‘which denotes the cmuuvm semi-
axis; so that this series will couverge
very swifdly. In Art. 30, the last
meationed pair of swiftly mnvergmg
series is transformed iuto - su

Mr. Hellios on the Rectification of the Hyperbola.
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pair of asimpler form, but baving’
e rate of convérgency ; the
erations being similar *to those
which e had deseribed in his former
papers iuserted in the Phiiosophical
Transactions for 1798 and 1500.

Ar'. 31 and 32 contain the inv stic
gation of the luw which the co-cfi-
Cientx o/ henew pair of series observe
d infinitum ; which iaw is discovered
by a fluxionary process, for which we
niust refer our mathematical readers
to the Paper itself, as it cannot be
abridged, nor will the nature of our
plan adumit of its insertion here. Mr. H.
then says, withgreat truth, * Thus, by
the common q‘P\\c Wion of Sir Isaac
ANewton's doctrive of Fluxions and in-
finite series, without any assistance
from, or regard to, Lunden’s Theorem,
we liave obtained a pair of series for
computing the value of d, whi h con-
verge by the powers of & and of
which we can find as many terms as
we please. And by a similar process,
may Ealer's series for computing the
quadiantal arch of an Ellipsis be ob-
tained without any use of Fagnani's
Thearem, or the tentative methods,
and strange artifices as Mr. Wood-
house calls them, which appear in
Euler's Paper.”

In Art. 84, that ratio of the axes of

n Hyperbola is pointed out, which
scrves s a limit of the use of the sin-
gle series, and of the pair of series,
before spoken of, for computing the
value of d. And in the next Amcle,
the pair of series is accommodated Lo”
the H\perlmla of which the semi-axes
are 1and

Mr. Hellins had shown in Art. 24,
that, even in the most disadvantage-
ous case, the value of d might be
computed by a series converging
somcw]mt swifter than the powers

43 he remarks in Art. 36,
ThatSeries of much swifter conver.
geucy may be obtained for that pur-
pose, by means of a transformation
of the fluxion of the arch of the Hy-
perbolas but that such transforma-
tions were foreign from his preseat

esign.

By the examples which are given
in the remaining pages of this Paper,
the great ndv:.n:awe of descending
series over ascending serics, in the
rectification of the Hyperbola, is
very obvious; and Mr. H. concludes
his Paper with this just remark:
“Ia these.cgamples the use and ad-

vautage
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vantage of descending series appear:
more examples of their utility might
be given: and it might casily be
shown, that there are cases in which
such series have the advantage, cven
when the ascending series have a good
rate of convergency. I trust, how-
ever, that enough has been done in
this Paper, to satisfy all candid and
compelent judges of the malter, that
the rectification of the Hypervolu by
means of two Ellipses is more curious
than wsefuls that the advantage of
computing by descending series, is,
in many cases, very greats and that
such series will often answer the end
ofa transformation without the trou-
ble of making it.”

Tue mpomnce of lhe subjects of
the two articles here

and integrity, the writer is convinced
he would not intentionally have ip~
serted any thing that would not have
borne the test of the strictest investic

ation. In ome instance, however,
thisis not the case: and truth being
the sole object in view, more especi.
ally that the character of Milton may.
not be liable to a charge of i mcomu-
tency, the wriler of this may easily be
pard oned for attempting to clearupa
poim relative to the Pacts first mag-
the

5 Phillips, bis sister's son, who may
reasonably be supposed to know the
connceted witih his une

noticed, will be acknowledged by all
scientific men, and will justify the at-
teation here bestowed upon them.
With respect to the two Authors,
the distinction is very obvious. The
one barrows largely from books; the
other takes from his own store: the
cone delightsin. Gallicisms, and is often
obscure the other s plain and per-
‘spicuous.
More might be said respecting Lhe
different tempers of the writers, hut
othing that would not be self-cvident
ave,3 reader of the two Papers.

r. UrBAY, Inner Temple.
G B of our “great Poct Milton
bas occupied the attention of
many able pens. Every winute oc-
cutrence of his memorable career,
which industry, joined to the spirit of
modern inguiry, could at thisdistance
of time recover, has been laid before
the publick, and points out the high
estimation in which his memory Cis
row held. Indeed no genuine ad-
mirer of the Poet will regard any
circumstance connected with the fa-
mily of Milton, or which serves to
throw Jight on the trabsactions of
those times, as trivial. Much curious
information, and many valuable no-
tices, collected by the late Mr. Thomas
arton, are prefixed to his edition
of Miltow's Juvenile Poems.
1t is owing to the commendable
zeal and assiduity of a late writer of
hxallfe,tllc Rev. H.J.Todd, that even
an additional harvest has been gleaned
to adorn what the Author muduﬂv
terms an * uvadorned narration:”

aod from bis acknowledged talents

cle’s first marriage. H's words ares
< Ahout Whitsuntide (4. D. 1613) or
a little after, he (Miiton) teok
Journey into the couutry,
about "him_ certaiuly ki w
reason :—after.about a month’s stay,
home he returned a niarricd man that
weat out a batehielor; Lis wite being
Mary, the eldest daugiter of Mr.
Richard Powell, then 2 J
Peace, of Forrest-ii

st
Milton, p. 22.)
Mr. Todd (on the apthority of the
late Mr. . B. Richards) asscrls, that,
“ Milton married a daughter of Jos
tice Powell of Sendford, in the vici-
nity of Oxford, aud .nLd at a houxc
at Forrest-hili, abou es
from Sandford.” (1'u.xu'. Liicof \.m.
ton, p. 25, 2d edition.)
Thelate Mr. Richards had certainly
great opportunities of waking inqui-
ries concerning the family into which
Milton warried, baving resided many
o in the early part of bis life, af
cosington, within teu miles of Ox-
ford. But, if indeed he ever did
make inquiries, he hasin this iustance
been most strasgely mistaken ; hav-
ing confounded the family of Richard
Powell, Justice of the Péace, of For-
1, with an antieat mnmm Ca-
tholic family, the Powel
To prove this point sa
it will be necessary Lo pursue lhl,fn\.
lowing pYnu
e a "eneﬂlw\ul skelch of
the Pnndlv of Sandfo;
2. State the result uf an accurate
exaination of the parish register at
Sandford.

3. Col-
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8. Collect the incidental nolices
seattered through the works of those
eminent Antiquaries Hearne and An-
thooy Wood, relating to this family.

The first part proposed, the wriler
is the better enabled to accomplish,
being possessed of a curious Pedigree
of the family, commencing with Mau:
rice Ap Howel of Guernan, co. Car-
digan, to the death of the late John
Powell, esq. of Sandford, A.D. 1730,
without issue male.

1. The manor of Sandford belonged
in antient times to Sir Thomas de
Saundford, who, in the reign of King
Stephen, or thereubouts, gave it to
the Knights Templars. AL the sup-
pression of religious houses, it was
granted by King Hevry V1il. to Ed-
ward [Edmund] Powell, (Tanner’s
Not. Mon. ed. 1744, p. 414.)

Arms: Arg. a lion ramp. Sab. de-
bruised by a fess engrailed Gules.

1. Edmond P. (to whom the manor
‘was grauted) settled at Sandford 83
Heury VIIL A.D. 1542.

2. Edmond P. his son ob. 1592, se-
puit. ap. Sandford. He left two sons,
1. Edmond, his successor; 2. Sir Wil-
liam P. of Tutbury and Rolleston
Park, co. Stafford. ob. s. p. 1

3. Tdmond P. married two wives,
1. Frances, daughter of —— Gifford,
of Chillington, co. Stafford, by whom
he fad three daughters, who died
youug and uninarried.  Sceondly, Ci-
cely, daughter of Richard Fogge, of
Dane-court, co. Kent, by whom he
had two sons: 1. Edmond, born 1604,
his successor; and 2. William: also
six daughters. 1. Thomazine, bor
1603, married Richard Spicer, of
London, Doctor of Physick. 2. Phi-
lippa. 8. Aune, born'1607, married
Richard Betham. 4. Mary, died
youug. 5. Mary, born 1609. 6. Ce-
cilia, born 1611, buried at Sandford
1641. This Edmond P, dying in 1632,
was succeeded by his eldest son.

4. Edmond P.’born 1604, who mar-
ried Winifred, daughter of John
Throgworton, of Coughton, co.
Warr.3 by whom he had four sous :
1. Edmond, died unmarricd, v. p.
2. John, born 1632, who succceded
his father. 3. Francis, buried at Sand-»
ford, 1690. 4. Ambrose: —also three
daughters. 1. Agnes, married to
Williasi Gouid of Dunscombe, co.
Devon. 2. Winifred, married to Joha
White. 3. Mary, died unmarr. 1703.

5. John P. eldest surviving son,

Account of the Family of Powell of Sandford.
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born 1682, succeeded his father ; mai-
ried Catharine, daughter of Williath
Peétre, of Stanford Rivers, co. Essex,
and died 1678. He bad two soms:
1. Edmuird; who married Anng, sistét
to Rowland fourth Lord Dormery
and died v. p. withott issue. 2. Joht,
who succeeded his father.

6. John P. married Anue, daughtes
of Thomas Wyndham, aud dying Aug.
1780, without issuc male, Was sue-
ceeded in his estates by his two daughs
ters and coheiresses. 1. Winifred,
born 1705, married to Sir Francis
Carzon, of Waterbury, co. Oxon,
bart. whom she survived, and died
1764, 5. p. 2. Catharine, born 1709,
married i 1732 to Henry Roper,
10th Lord Teyuham, and died 1765.

From this short, though compre-
hensive extrat, comprising the names
of every individual of the Powell fa-
mily from the above-mentioned pedic
gree, it appears then, that from 1542,
when the manor of Sandford way
granted to Edmond P. till 1730, dut:
ing a space of nearly 200 years, there
vever was any oné of this family
named Richard. That at the time
Milton is said to have marriéd (in
1648) Mary, the eldest daughter of
Mr. Richard P. of Forrest-hill, Bd-
mond Powell born 1604, fourth in
descent from the original_grantee,
both in name and possession, wis
Lord of the Manor of Sandford ;
that he was then 39 years of age ; and
of his daughters, the thitd, named
Mary, died unmarried in 1703.

Besides, the fawily were rigid Ro-
man Catholics, and contected by mar-
riage with several antieat families of
that persuasion 3 as Gifford of Chil-
lington, Napier of Halywell, co. Oxon.
Dorwer, Petre, Throgmorton, &c. as
set forth in the Pedigree. That they
continued in this profession is evi-
dent.  The two daughters and co-
heiresses of thie fast John Powel mat-
ried into two of the most antient Ro-
man Catholic Tamilies in England,
Curzon * and Roper, although they
have both siuce that time conformed
to the Establishment. While Milton
was a rigid Preshyterian, whose prin-
ciples must have ill accorded with

* Henry Curzon, esq. of Waterbury,

Colotiel of the Oxford Volunteers, wds a

Candidste to represent the city of Oxford,

in Parliament at fhie last general Elec-
n.

tios
“hose
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llmle of a Roman Cathoiic frcily

;fne bad, doubtiess bis cnemies il
t have failed Lo have published this
clrcnmntance to the worl

Parish Reguster of Sandford.

" This Register, which has been kept
witha very commendable neatness, has
been most carefully examived.  Mil-
ton, according Lo Puilips, was mar-
sied w Oxfordsnire ; and it is reasona-
ble to suppose, some notice might
bave been traced from (bis soure
Theetries of the Powell fanily coni-
fence in the middle of the 16th cen-
{ury, very shortly after they became
seated al Sandforu, and ar€ brought
down to the death of the last posses-
sor, viz.  John P. esq. Lord of the
Man r of Saudford, was buried Aug.
ls,mso, and Allhuugh\hue¢
are nuinerous, yet no such niar
is Dot

i1 ucideatal N otices from the writ-
ings i Anthouy Wood and Heame.

Au sandford * there is Dothing ex-
traordinery to be seen in the Church,
besides soriie monuments of Lhe Pow-
ells, Lords of the Manor here. The
chief of these monuments is one
the South wall of Chancel*." (Le-
land’s 1tin. vol. 11. p. 119.)

Antient Crosses : Trees in orchurds
were often planted in the shape of
them. © There was formerly such an
orchard at_ the great lvy-house at
Sandford, near Oxford; the prescut
trees iu it are much later, though
there is now (1724) in it a very old
holiy tree, the oldest, I thiuk, I cver
saw, roond which there was formerly
a bench, where, in summer time, the
present Mr. Powell's great graudfa-
ther used to entertain his iriends.”
(Hearne's Rob. of Glou. p. 638.)

Notices respecting Sandford and the Powells.

[Jan,

Nusvery of Lit.]: mere, near Sand.
refer to Leland's [tinerary,
for what 1 have saidahost thenunery
o Dillemore or Sandiord s but shail
observe in this place, that the Min
shery, Minchery, or Minchion Ree,
belongs to the Powells o
being” purchased by an
thers in the third year of King Ed-
ward VL of Sir Johi W
wards Lord Wiliia
cod. MS. penés wuicissimum virum
Joannem Powellde Sandford, a ige.
rum.” (Hist. . 16.)

A D TosT. une v
Sandford, near Oxon, in the
of John Powell, gent. which was a
house and preceptory someiime her

longing to the Knighls Te He
took anote .of some arms m « bay
window ina Irm room there.”  (Aut.

a Wood's Di;
Thesecelebraitd Autiquaries pa med
their lives at Oatord, wit
miles of Sandford, and must
have been Arqnamlui with tiie
cumstance of 3 I!m) being co
with this fam 1nd Koo it,
would not have l'nlul to have nlludc
o it. Heaine, tndecd, nppears ¢
Tived on very frieadly terms w n. un:
last pussessor ol the estate, whom he
teruis vir aum iwvinus. Wood made

iy
cir
nected

shire familes, now in 1he Astnotem
MmLum, 1mm which Il Ann e L\(ucls

of Mijton's first mar: are pnuml
in Guillinvs Heraldry edi. 1124, .
278); yet nol the most U hint
wecurs of any such warriag
From what has been written we
may fairly conclude, that the anijent
family of” Powell of
o way comnes ted with the f
whicl

* Erected to the memory of Sir William Powell of Tatbusy and ltolic

co. Stafford, second son of-Edmond, and grandson of Eduoid . TR,
542, He died Dec. H

printed the fuscription, by which it appeats that b 1efh

Sandford, in whose possession they continued till the death cf the &

1730, when, on a division between his two daughters ¢

ally granted in 1

was assigned to Catharine, his youngest daughter, mar

Teynbam. The present Lord T.
owner of them,

Tomsy. In this parish, about a mile South of the towa, is Rl
ge says, at Rolleston Park, a mile South uf '

Simon Deg
[John] Powell, that was
the time of King James;

o u, as
made the Lodge his seat.” (sm s History o(manurd:h.n,

to Erdeswick.)

grandson of the said Cesbon

reaL nephew] to :m-\\ llham P Kuiglit, “and

1656, @
is eta

and Luhl irs, Roll
o Heny

on Park, Sir
5 is the seat of

ourtier in
¢ ity he pure

« and
vol. L p. 56, MS addit.

tice
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tice of the Peace, of Forrest-hill,was,
the writer is unable to say. The for-
mer appears to have maintained a
considerable degree of splendour dur-
ing wo centuries, and to have been
conuected with several noble families,
the latter was not perhaps of any note
or standing in the county.
Yours, &e: C. Torrays.

Narrative of an Expedition to explore
the Territory beyond theBlue Houn-
tains; by an Officer of the 101stReg.

Tms Territory beyoud the Blue

Mountains has long been an object

of considerable anxiety & conjecture;
ot only ‘among the inhabilants of
New Holland itself, but even among
the learoed men of almost every civi-
lized Country in the World— an anx-
iety not springing from idle curiosity,
but deriving its origin from that laud-
able thirst of knowledge, to which
may be attributed almost every great
and useful discovery, of which the
modern world so justly boasts. The
investigation of “this~ hitherto un-
known Country presents an object in
all respects worthy the speculation
and research of the Philosopher and
the Merchant. With this impression,
a party of spirited individuals, residin:
at Sydney-Town, having obtained the
sanction of the Governar, undertook
to pass the mountain-boundary which
bad so often baffled the labours of
previous Adventurers; and the result
of this last effort of perseverance has
not only justified the underiaking,
but realized the calculations of those
who have accomplished the extraor-
dinary task.

On'the 9th of April 1814, the party,
consisting of 27 persons, (of whom 19
were workmen, the rest being Gen-
tlemen well acquainted with Geo-
logy, Botany, &c.) set out from Syd-
uey; and having by the 13th reached
the celebrated Cataract (which sup-
plies the River emptying itself inlo
Shark’s Bay), whereall prior attempls

The Blue Mountains 22 New Holland explored.
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feet. The aperture through which
thisawful Cataract falls in one column
to its basin, is about 120 feet from
the ground, being rather more than
0 teet less than the celebrated Falls
The first idea which
suggested itself to the Travellers, was
1o cxplore a passage through the fis-
surefrom wheace the Cataract issued 3
but, on more accurate observation, it
was ascerlained that the
water completely filled lhe whole dia-
meter of the openings so that no al~
ternative remamed but to scale the
awful wall of rocks.

After innumerable attempts, they
at length adopted a plan used many
years since in repairing the great
Tower of the Menastery at Raucoux
in Westphalia — by muking a hole in
the rock at about two feet from the
ground, and driving the end of a
strong stake into the opening, and so
coutinuing to make fresh holes (each
two feet above the former, notina
straight, but in a slanting direction
of asceat), and to introduce as many
stakes, they were enabled to construct
a firm flight of sleps, connected by
coarse basket-work, about the tex-
ture of common hurdles, the mate-
rials being furnished in abundance
{rom the neighbouring woods. This
was a task requiring of necessity
much labour and considerable time,
so that it was not uutil the 27th the
workmen attained an elevation par-
allel with the upper part of the open-
ing through which the Cataract rush-
eds they were, however, most agrce-
ably surprized to find that here the
rock ended, the immense continuation
of pice consisting of a kind
of bituminous Cobloa earth, firm, but
very yielding to the spade. By the
following day was hollowed out a
space sufficient for the workmen to
move at will with their wheelbarrows,
&c. and the noble undertaking was
now determined on of excavating a
flight of steps to the summit! Within
about thirty feet of the top, the la-

o w

had ceased, they y come
menced active operations. The Ca-
taract issues from a large circular
opening in the immense ridge of
rocks composing the front line of the
Blue Mountaios, the terrific barrier
which ruus from one end of the Coun-
try to the other, preserving almost
the whole way the regular perpendi-
cular height of about three hundred
GENT. MAG. Junuary, 1§15,

ourers d the petrified ske-
leton of an unknown animal, the head
aud body reiembling those of a bear,
with 2 tail similar to that of a ereco-
dile, only not so leng. It is a
markable fact, that wheo about 150
feet from the ground, the thermome
ter (Farenheit) fell lo 87, aud conti-
nued so till the party had ascended
within fifty feet of the surface,
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