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movement; an eguetoreal machine with
eircles five feet in diameter ; a transit of six
feet: focal length, ond o ten-foot vertical
circle exeented, after interminable delays,
on a reduced geale [see DRINKLEE, Joux,
1763-1835]. TUssher chose a site for the
observatory at Dunsink, eo. Dublin, planned
the building, and supervised its construetion.
His stipend was fixed at 250/ per annum,
out of which he undertock to defray all
current official expenditure; hut the board
(consistiug of the provost and senior fellows
of Trinity College) made him, on 19 Feb,
1785, a speeial grant of 200/ Hiz election
s a fellow of the Royal Society of London
on 24 Nov, 1785 followed close upon the
incorporation of the Royal Irish Academy,
of which body he was an origiual member.
He died at his house in Harcourt Street,
Dublin, on 8 May 1790, and was buried in
the college chapel. His premature death,
jnst os the initial difliculties of his carcer
were overcome, wag lnmented as a calamity
by men of sciecnce, The board allowed a
pension to his widow, and promised grants
of 504 and 207 respectively for the priut-
ing of his scrmons and astronomical manu-
scripts. They ordered besides that his bust
should be placed in the observatory, und pro-
posed his death as the subject of a prize
poem. But no publications ensued, and he
remained withont commemoratiou either in
vorse or marble.

Ussher married Mary Burne, and left three
sons and five daughters. His eldest son wos
Admiral Sir Thomas Ussher l[q.v.]

The undermentioned are the most impor-
tant of the papers contributed by Ussgher to
the first three volumes of the ¢ Transactions’
of the Royal Society: 1. * An Account of
the Observatory belonging to Trinity College,
Dublin.' 2. ¢A New Method of illuminating
the Wires, and regulating the Position of the
Transit., 3. ¢ An Account of some Ohserva-
tions made with a view to aseerfain whether
Magnifying Power or A]ierture eontributes
most to the diseerning smoll Stera in the Day,’
translatedio ‘Journalder I’hysik,’ 1701,iv. b4,
4, #*Obgervations on the Disappcarance and
Reappearsnce of Saturn’s Iiingsin the Year
1789.) ¥From the compressien of the globe
he deduced o rotation-pericd for the planet
of 100 123w 5, ¢ An Account of on Aurora
Borealis geen in {ull Sunshine.” This uniqua
phenomenon oceurred on 25 May 1788,

[The Book of Trinity College, Dublin, 1591
1891 ; Taylor's History of the University of
Dublin; Burkes Landed Gentry; Universal
Magazine {(Dublin), ifi, 499; Watt’s Bibl. Brit.;
Cat, Grad. University of Dublin; Gent. Mg,
1790, p. 479.] AN, C,

TUSSHER, JAMES (1581-1650), arch-
bishop of Armagh, second but elder surviv-
=~ gon of Arland (Arnoldus} Ussher (<.

Aug, 1828), clerk of the Irish court of
cnancery, by his wife Margaret (4. Novem-
her 1626), daughter of James Stanyhurat

gee under STANYITURST, R1¢HARD], was born
in Nicholas Stroet, parish of St. Nieholas
Within, Dublin, on 4 Jon. 1580-1. Am-
brose Ussher [q. v.] was his younger brother,
Both parents were originolly protestants, His
mother became o Roman catholie before her
death. Two blind ounts (probably Alice
and Katherine Ussher, his {ather’s sisters)
tanght him to read. At the age of oight Le
entered the free Latin school in Schoolhouse
Lane, Dublin, conducted by (Sir) Jomes
Yullerton (4. 1630) and James Hamilton
(Viscount Clanchoye) [q. v.], two Seottish
preshﬂft-orin.ns, politicel agents of Jomes V1.
On the opening of Trinity College, Dublin
[see Ussuer, HEexrx], on 9 Jon, 1593-4,
Hamilton was one of the original fellows,
ond Ussher was entored under him, at the
age of thirteen,as one of the earliest scholars
on a foundation which owed its existence to
the efforts of his family on both sides of the
bouse. Ile was not, ns Bernard affirms, the
first seholar entered ; hizs name follows that
of Abel ‘Walsh, afterwards dean of Tuam.
He had already shown a precocions taste for
divinity and chronology, having resd some-
thing of William Perkins (in manuseript).
the Meditations "of St. Augustine, probably
in the ‘purified ” translation (1581) by Thomas
Rogers (4, 16186) [q. v.}, and Sleidan’s ¢ De
Quatuor Summis ITmperiis.” Greek and He-
brew he began at Trinity College. Before
graduating B.A, {probably in July 1597) he
had drawn up in Latin a biblical chronology
(to the end of the Hebrew monarchy), which
formed the besis of his ‘Annales”’ His
father, intending him for the bar, had ar-
ranged, much against Ussher’s own will, for
liis legnl studies in London. On Lis father’s
death (1598) he inhertted o considerahle hut
burdened estate. This, on coming of age,
he transferred to his uncle, George Ussher
{1558-1610}, a Dublin merchaut, in trust for
his brother and sisters, reserving a small
sum for his college maintenance.

TUssher first exhibited his powers at an
academic disputation before Robert Deve-
reux, second earl of lissex [q. v.], the new
chancellor of Trinity College, 1n April 1599,
His suceess led him to enter tho Tiste in pub-
lic diseussion with Henry Fitzsimon{)q. .}
then n prisoner for his religion in Trublin
Castle. Doth disputants have given some
account of the encounter. Fitzaimon de-
scribes Ussher as ‘octodenariug precoeis
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sapienti® (nou temecn malwe, ut videtur, in-
{lo%s) juvenis,” and says he refosed to con-
tinue the discussion unless Ussher's  irty
would adopt him as their champion, ussher
affirma that Fitzsimon did not fulfil a promise
tosupply the points for controversy in writing.
To meet the argument from antiquity pre-
sented int A Fortresgeof the I'aith’ (1565), by
Thomas Stapleton [q.v.], Ussher now began
2 systematic reading of the futhers, a labour
which it took him eighteen yenrs to nccom-
plish. He wos made fellow in 1599 (Srunss,

. 25}, graduated DLA. on 24 TFeh. 1600-1

6. p. 17), woe appointed catechist of his
college and the first proctor, and in the same
year was choseu one of three preachers at
Chrigt Church., These three preachers were
theu oll laymen; hut Tssher, whose duty
wad to discourse on the Ilomish controversy
on Sunday afternoons, soon felt scruples
about his position, and by special dispensa-
tlon was ordained deacon and priest (in his
twenty-first year) on 20 Dec. 1601 by ITenry
Ussher [q. v.}, his uncle. On 24 Dec. he
prenched Lefore the state on a day of auppli-
cation for success against the Spaniards;
their defeat ot Kinsale occurred on thot
same day. Out of the Looty then gained
the officers of the English army gave ‘abont
7002 to buy books for Trinity College Li-
brary. To select them, Ussher was sent on
his first journey to England, in company
with hiz connection, Luke Challoner, 12D,
{1580-1613). AtChester he visited Christo-
pher Goodman [q. v.}, the puritan, who was
then bedridden and died the next year
{4 Jnne 1603). In London he met Sir
Thomas Rodley [q. v.‘], then ecllecting bocks
for his mumificent foundation at Oxford.
On his return (1602) he was appointed to a
catechetical lecture on the Tloman contro-
versy on Sunday afterncons at St. Cathe-
rine’s Chnrch. This lecture was stopped in
pursuance of the government order (Fobruary
1603) for the [ree exercise of the Roman
catholic religion. It was in consequence of
this order that Ussher preached his famons
aermon at Christ Churck, predicting (Ezek.
iv. 6) o judgment after forty years. This
was thought fo be fulfilled by the massacre
of 1641, Hisbiographers (before Elrington)
bave antedated the sermon to 1801, making
the prediction more exact.

The charter (1591) of Lrinity College has
no limitation of religion. [Roman catholics
contributed to the funds for its erection.
Jt was treatcd, however, as o protestant
stronghold. After the nominal provostship
of lam TLoftus (1538 °-1608) [q. v.], its
eauy provosts were English puritans, whose
opinions had interfered with their prefer-
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ment at home. They were men of learning
and character rather than of administrative
gifts. Ussher imbibed their theology, and
regpected without sharing their ceremonial
scruples. Walter Travers [q. v.], provest
till 1598, was strong in Oriental learning.
Ussher never lost sight of him, and in later
life offered him substantial proofs of his
esteem. Travers was succeeded, after an in-
terregnum, by Ienry Alvey (d.1027), under
whom Ussher was made fellow., Durin
Alvey's absences, from ill-health (Alareh to
October 1603) and from fear of the plaguo
{June 1604 to June 1605), the management,
of the college was in the hands of Challoner
and Usgher, Shortly hefore his death (1 April
1605 Loftus preferred Ussher to the chan-
cellorship of St. Patrick’s and the rectory of
Vinglas, co. Dublin, held with it ¢» com-
mendam ; hence he resigned his fellowship
{the presentation, owing to the commenda,
had legally develved to the erown; the
error was rectified by o crown presentation
on 12 July 1611). In 1606 he again visited
ingland in search of hooks, and made the
acquaintance of Sir Robert Bruce Cotton
(q. v.] and William Camden [g. v.}, to whom
he furnished information on Irigh antiquities,
acknowledged in the description of Dublin
in the sixth edition (1607) of the ¢ Bri-
tennia.’ Y'rom this time he paid a trennial
visit to Oxford, Cambridge, and Tiondon,
staying 4 month at cach place. He gro-
duated B.D. in 1607, hnd was at ance ap-
pointed the first professor of divinity at
Dublin on the foundation (worth 8. o year)
of James Cottrell, who died at York in 1505,
On Alvey’s resignation (1009) the provest-
ship was offered to Ussher, who declined it
and promoted the appointment of Sir William
Temple (d. 1627} {q. v., o good orgenisci.
The scopc of Ussher's office was now defined
as ‘professor of theological controvursies’
(the titls ¢ reinus professor of divinity * dates
from 1674). Ilis acquaintance with Henry
Briggs [q. v.], John Davenant {ch v.], S
Henry Savile [q. v.], and John Selden[q. v.]
began in a visit to London in 1600. Ile
brought back with him o Dublin Thomas
Lydiat [q.vé], whogave him aid in his chrone-
logical studies. At this time he preached
every Sunday at I'inglas, where he endowed
a vicarage a8 a separnte benefice.  From
about 1611 he held also the rectory of Asser,
co. Meath.

His fivst work, ‘De . .. Ecclesiarum ,
Sueccessione,” the publication of which took
bim to London in 1618, was designed to
corry on the argument of Jewel's ¢ Apalogia’
(1562). Jewel hod vindicated Anglican
doctrine as the doctrine of the first six cen=
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turies ; Ussher undertook to show a con-
tinuity of the same doctrine to 1513, The
Eortion published reaches the year 1270;

efore eompleting his task Ussher awaited o
reply hy his uncle, Richard Stanyhurst [g. v.:g,
of which only a ¢ Brevis Preemunitio’ Elﬁlii
eppeared. With George Abbot []C} v.),arch-
bishop of Canterbury, who had heen made
chancellor of Trinity College in 1612, Ussher
conferred respecting new statutes. Ahhot
complained of sundry arrangements as ‘flat

uritauieal ;° Ussher wrate (9 April 1613} to

halloner: *T pray you be not too forward
to have statutes sent you from hence’ On
27 April Challoner dicd, his last wish being
that his doughter end heiress should arry
Ussher. The mearrioge took place within o
year, Ussher proceeded DI, on 18 Aug.
1614, and waos chosen viece-chancellor on
2 March 1614-15; he was chosen vice-provost
on 13 May 16186 (tonctin Temple’s ahsence) ;
end on 3 July 1617 he was again choseu
vice-chancellor,

In 1615 wos held at Dublin the first con-
voeation of the Irish elergy on the English
model. Hitherto the only °articles of re-
ligion’ having authority in Ireland were the
eleven articles drown up by Matthew Parker
[q. v.] in 1559, and nuthorised for Ireland in
1566 (when they were numbered as twelve).
Usasher was deputed to draft o new formu-
lary., It extended to 104 articles under
nineteenn lheads. Tncorporating much from
the articles of 1559, and more from the
Anglican ortieles of 1562, the Irish articles
take over the whole of the Lambeth articles
of 1595 [see Daro, I’ETER, and OVERALL,
Joux] end even go beyond them in definition
of the gubjectz of reprobation. TFurther,
they declare the pope to he the ‘mnan of
sinne;’ identify the ‘ Catholike’ with the ‘In-
uisible’ church ; reject ¢the sacrifice of the
Masse’ a3 ‘ most ungodly;’ affirm ‘the eat-
ing of fish and forbearing of flesh’ to be not
a religious but an economic provision; de-
clare religious ‘images’ of every kind un-
lawful; and direct the Lords day ° wholly
to be dedicated’ to divine service. The
most striking omission isthe absence of refe-
rence to distinction of orders among the
clergy or to any form of crdination. It does
not appear that subscription te these articles
was compulsory, but the decree of convoca-
tion imposed silence and deprivation as the
penalties for public teaching contrary to
them.

By letter of 30 Sept. 10619 from the Irish
to the English privy council, Ussher wes
recommended for the next vacant bishaprice.
The document was intended ‘to set him
right in his mojesties opinion’ in regard of

hig alleged ¢ unaptness to be conformable.”
He had heen passed over when Launcelot
Bulkeley [q. v.] wos appointed to Duhlin
(11 Aug) Ile was presented (17 Aprl
1620) to therectoryof Trim, resigning Assey,
Onthedeath of GecrgoMontgor  -{January
1020-1} Jumes I at once nomingted Ussher
to the see of Meath and Clonmacnoise. On
18 Feb. he preached hefore the House of
Commons at St. Margaret’s, Westminster,
whenthemembers received the communion as
atest against popery. Iis patent was issued
n 22 Feb., and he resigned his professorship.
On his return to Ireland he was consecrated
{the writ is dated 27 June) ot St. Peter’s, Drog-
heda, hy Christopher Hampton [q. v.], arch~
bishop of Armagh, and three soflragans, in-
eluding Theophilus Buckworth (1561-16562),
bishop of Dromore, who had married Ussher’s
sister Sarah., The yearly revenue of the ses
amounted to little over 400{.; Ussher held
Trim (worth 200L} in commendem, perliaps
unlso Finglag, where he was living in 1623,
Ussher’s  certificate’ of the state of the die-
cese (28 May 1622)1s a most minute and in~
teresting document (TLRINGTOX, app. v.)
There wae no cathedral and no chapter ; the
clergy met in synod, but the great majority
of the parish churehes were ruinous; yet
Elrington considers the dioceso ‘at that
time the best arranged and most eivilised
part of Ireland’ Ussher made endenvours
to win the Roman catholies by his sermons,
preaching in the session-house when he could
not induce ithem to enter the church.
Rumourz of hiz adopting less legitimate
modes of propegunda (° clandestine christen-
ings’) are mentioned in a letter (April 1622)
by Sir Henry Bourgehier, His sermon
(8 Sept. 1622) before the new lord deputy,
Henry Cary, first viscount Felkland [q. v.],
showed anxiety to eurb corresponding efforts
on the part of the Roman catholie priesthoad.
Archbishop Hampton wrote (17 QOct.) & wise
remonstranee, advising Ussher to soften
matters ‘by o voluntary retraction and
milder interpretation,” and to ‘spend more
time’ in his diocese. According to Cox
(IRhernia Anglicana, 1690, ii. 39), Ussher
precched an explanatory sermon; he certainly
wrote (16 Oct.) an explanatory letter, but it
mnst he added that in his speech at the privy
couneil {22 Nov,) enforcing the cath of
supremacy, he distinctly recognises the death
penalry for heresy as part of the civil govern-
ment. This speech was published with o
gpecial letter o% thanks by James I, who in
the following year granted Ussher nn in-
definite leave of absence in England for the
completion of his projected works on the
antiquities of the British church.
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Ussher reached London enrlvin December
1623, and remsincd in Lny till the

ginning of 1620, Ile preucued before
James at Wanstead on 20 June 1624 ; inthe
same year he was admitfed a member of
Gray’s Inn; ot its closc he published his
‘ Anawer’ to William Malone [g. v.] On
22 M 16245 he was eppointed by
patent arcenbishop of Armagh, In suceession
to Hs  ton. Ile was then living at Much
Hadham, Hertfordshire, where Lis friend
George Montaigne [¢q. v.], bishop of London,
had a country house, now lnown as the
Palace. In January 1624-5 he had preached
a funeral sermon for Theophilus Aylmer, the
late rector. Avlmer’s successor, Peter
Haugted [q. v.], 18 a link between Ussher
and Jeremy Taylor [q. v.], heing in charge
of Uppingham on Taylor's appointment.
Weekday preaching in Essex threw Ussher
into a quartan ague; he lay i1ll ot Hodhem
several months. In November, still ailing,
le became the guest at Drayton Lodge,
Northamptonshire, of John Mordaunt (after-
wards first Earl of Peterborough) [see under
MorpavrT, HENRY, second Eirr]. Mor-
deunt had Decome a Roman eatholie, his
wife Elizabeth, granddanghter of Charles
Howard, eorl of Nottingham [g. v.], remain-
ing protestant; on her motion Ussher was
te dispute the points in controversy with
Oswald Tesimond {g. v.], known as Philip
Beaumont. After three days' diseussion,
Tesimond retired ; Mordaunt returncd to the
Anglican church. By 22 March 1626
Ussher was at Droghedn, under treatment
hy Thomas Arthur, M.D, [q. v.];’, who took
him to the island of Lambay, which he left
for Dublin fevicto morbo,’ on 8 June. He
must have journeyed to Oxford soon alter
14 June, if Wood is right in saying that he
ladged in Jesus College at the time of his
incorporation as D.D. (24 July). Parr says
he returned to Ireland in August, but this
is inconsistent with the statement that ho
wag in England at the time of Lis mother's
denth.

Ussher's name heads the list of twelve
Trish prelates, who metin Dublin and signed
(26 Nov. 1626) a protestation against tolera-
tion of popery [see Dowxmay or DowNaik,
GEUBGEE‘. 8>me relief had been proposed
for Ttoman catholics in return for their
army contributions, Against this Ussher
preached as a corrupt bargain: and in an
olaborate speech (80 April 1627) he urged
that it was to the interest of Ioman catho-
lies to support the army without relief, In
the previous mouth he had expressed to
Lobert Blair (1593-1666) [q. v.] his desire
for the removal of grievances felt hy the

nornconforming puritans. As vice-choncellor
he took now & larpe share.in the affairs of
Trinity College. The appointment of Wil-
liam Bedell [g. v.} as provest (16 Aug.
1627) was matnly his work, on fhe failure
of overtures to Richard Sibhes[q.v.] Their
relations became strained soon after Bedell’s
elevation (1629) to the sees of Kilmore and
Ardagh, Ussher disapproved of Bedell’s
leniency to Roman catholics, and was averse
from the policy of encouraging the Irish lau-
gnage as a means of religious mstruction.

Ussher’s correspondence with Laud began
in 1628, and was mointained til1 1640, with no
lack of cordinlity en either side. Inlove of
learning, in revercnce for antiquity, and in
oppesition to Ilome, they had common
ground, nofwithstanding their adhesion to
diffcront theologieal schools ; and though
Ussher had none of Laud’s passion for uni-
formity, ke fully recognised the duty of
ailegiance to constituted aunthority. In
September 1631 he interceded with Robert
Echlin [q. v.], his suffragan, for leniency
towards the Scottish nonconformists in
Down ; but in the following May, the crown
having issued instroetions, he declined to
intorfere, e carried out the king’s order
in regard to the sermon by George Downham
against Arminianism {Elrington's suspicion
af the suthenticity of the letter, 8 Kov. 163l,
isunfounded), though he had himeelf just pub-
lished an extreme view of predestination in
his ¢ Gotteachalel Historia.! On.Tlaud be-
coming archbishop of Canterbury (1633),
Uasher took immediate steps to procure his
election (May 1634) as ehaneellor of Trinity
College,

It has heen essumed that Strafford, in
corjunction with Laud, took measures to
lessen Usgher's influence, Urwick urges
in support of thiz view the appointment of
Willlam Chappsll [q.v.] ns provest of
Trinity, but the facts will not hear this
construction. On 26 June 1684 the long-
pending dispute hetween the sces of Armagh
and Duhlin, for th%_primn.cy of all Treland,
wandeeided by Straflord in favour of Armagh
(Ussher’s paper on the controversy is printed
in Frrivoerox's ILyfe, App. vi) Ussher
preached at the opening of the Irish parlio-
ment on 14 July. In the Irish convocation,
which met simultaneously, the main question
was that of the adoption of the Anglican
articles and eanons, Ussher had a plan for
substituting the Anglican articles for the
Irish ‘without noise, as it were aliud ngens.
Difficulties arose, and Straflord insisted on
the adoption of the Anglicon articles without
discussion, which wasdone (November1634),

_with one disseutient voice, inthelowerhonse,
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ThLeIrishartic  were not repealed ; Ussher's
<own course (anu that of some other bishops})
Wag to require subscription to both sets of
articles, a practice which fell into abeyance
at the Restoration. The odoption of the
Anglicon eanons of 1604 was proposed by
Joln Dramball ]!'q. v.), bishop of Derry.
Ussher strenuously resisted this, as incon-
sistent with the independence of a national
chureh ; nltimately a hundred canous, mainly
drafted by Bramhall, but ‘ methodised’ by
Ussher, were adopted, They exhibit no
<oncession to puritan seruples, and their en-
forcement became the main grievance of the
Scottish settlers in the north. It is curious
that when Strafford visited Ussher at
Drogheda in 1638, Le found no ccimminion
table in Lis private chopel. In 1638 moy

erhops be placed Ussher’s famous visit to
Bamuel Rutherford [q.v.], at Anwoth, Kirk-
-cudbrightshire ; no date will exactly fit the
story es given by Wodrow.

Ussher’s relations with Tedell ot this
period are perplexing. The Irish canons
had allowed the nse of the Trish langnage
(concurrently with English) in the service,
and Ussher had recommended to Bedell, as
translator of the Old Testament, Murtagh
King, a convert from Romau gatholicism.
But Le certainly did not support Bedell in
his difficulties sbout King’s preferment,
which led to what Burnet calls the ¢ unjust
prosecution 'of DBedell in the prerogative
court.

In March 1610 Ussler preached ot the

opening of the Irish parliament, and imme-
dintely loft Ireland, finally as it turned out.
He spent a short time at Oxford, lodping in
Christ Chuorelr, and preaching ot St. Mary’s
on b Nov, but was called up to London
to aid in composing the eeclesiastical revo-

lution which began with the opening of the -

Long parliament (November 1640). He pre-
pered the draft of & modified scheme of &pi-
scopacy, which was surreptitiously printed
(1611, 4to,and again 1612, 4to)with a mislcad-
ing title, implying that Ussher had issued
¢ Direetions " aflecting ‘ the Lyturgy’ ns well
s church government. Instead of putting
forth Lis own cdition, he obtained an order

(9 Feb. 1640-1) of the 1llouse of Commons
suppressing the pamphlet, a course whick '

has thrown doubt on the cutheuticity of one
of the most important ecelesiosticnl docu-
ments of the time. The secheme was sub-
mitted to the sub-committec of divincs
oppointed (12 March) hy the lords’ com-
mittee for accommodation, Tt was accepted
by the puritan leaders, then and aulse-

uently ; Ularles I fell back uponitin 1648;

harles 11 made it the basis of his ¢ declara-

tion’ in October 1660; llobert Leighton
(1611-1684) [q. v.] took it as the model of
his cxperiments in the dioceses of Dunblane
and Glasgow. Amnother surreptitious edi-
| tion, with more corrcet title, having been
tssued in 1656 (after Ussher's death), ihe
original was published from Ussher's auto-
graph, with his ¢ last correction,’ by Nicholas
Bernard, D.D. [q. v.]; as ‘ The Reduction of
Episcopacie nnto the form of Synodical
i Government receivedin the Ancient Church,’
; 1636, 4to, The text, as actually presented

in 1641, is given in * Reliquim Boaxterianm,’

1696, ii. 238 sq., with bracketed amendments

suggested by Iichard Iloldsworth [¢. v.]and
i afterwards adopted by Ussher, The margi-
nalia, showing parallels with the Secottish
systemn, wers Ussher’s own, but he had for-
bidden Bernard to print them; in fact, the
parallels were not real, for Ussler's synods
were purely clericel, exeept the meeting of
parochial officers, which hed no jurisdiction.
The 1660 reprint has a eaveless title-page, but
follows the originol in every material par-
tieular. A Latin version was edited by John
Hoornbeek, Utrecht, 1661,

LUssher was one of the five bishops con-
sulted by Charles hefore passing the bill of
attainder against Strafford. Not only did
Le warn the king ogeinst giving his assent
unless he wore satisfied of Strafford’s trea-
son, but after the assent he reproached
Charles ¢ with tears in his cyes’ He was
gont to Strafford with the last message from
Charles, end to Laud with the last message
from Mtrafiord, attended him fo the block,
and brought the nccount of his last moments
to the king.

The rebellion of October 1641 made hovoe
of oll Ussher's Irish property (except his
library). He declined the olffer of a chair
at Leyden, On 22 Dec. he preached before
the Ilouse of Lords, and obtained an order
(11 Feb.) for the suppression of n surrepti-
tious print of his sermon, On 16 Ich.
1641-2 Charles made him a grant of the bi-
shopric of Carlisle i commendam on the
death of Barnshy Potter [q. v,] e admi-
nistered the diccese by commission, and re-
ceived the tevenue till the autumn of 1643.
Ou 21 Sept. 1643 parliament granted him a
pension of 400 o year, but no payment was
made till 10 Dec. 1647, In London Le had
prenched regularly at 3t. DPsul’s, Covent
Oarden ; he removed in 1842 with parlia-
mentary sanction to Oxford, occupying the
heouse of John rideaux (1578-1 650{ [q. v.],
and frequently preoching at St, Aldate’s or
at All Saints”. His name was iocluded in
the ordinanee (20 June 1643) summoning
the YWestminster assembly, not without des
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bate, in the course of which John Seldeu
[q]lvE] remarked, ‘ they had as good ingnire
whether they had best admit Inigo Joucs,
the lking's architect, to the company of
mouse-trap malers” Ho responded to the
summons by preaching boldly against the
legality of the sssembly; the commons
promptly vemoved his mame, substituting
that of John Bend, LL.D. [g. V.J, and con-
dscated hislibrary, then deposited at Chelsea
(Uollege. Danicl Featley or Fairclough
[q. ¥.], with Selden’s aid, redeemed the books
for a nominal sum, but many of Ussher’s
popers and all his ecrrespondence had disap-
peared, He was again oflered a scaf in the
aazembly in 1647, but he never attended,
The influenece of his writings is very apparent
in the work of the nssemhly. The chapters
of the ‘ Wostminstor Confession” in the
main follow the order and adopt the head-
ings of the Irish ariicles, and introduce but
two new topies (liberty of conscienee and
marriage). :

Ussher had fonnd himself powerless to
resist Charles’s scheme {(April 1644) for pur-
chasing Trish support by proffering reliof to
Roman catholics. Ho left Oxford on 5 Mareh
1644-5, accompanying Prince Charles as far
as Bostol. Thence he proceeded to Cardiff,
where Tyrrell, his son-in-law, was governor,
There he preached before Charles on 3 Ang,
He had thoughts of migrating to tho eon-
tinent, bnt accepted thelﬁospitalit of Mary,
widow of Sir Edward Stradling {sce nnder
SreADLING, SR JouN] at Si. Donat’s, Gla-
morganshire, On his way thither with his
daughter lie fell into the hands of Welsh
insurgents, and was stripped of his bools
and papers, most of which were afterwords
recovered. At 3t Donat’s Costle there was
a fine library, but [ssher’s studies were in-
terrupted by serions illness, leaving him so
weelt from hiemorrhage that his death was
reported. John Greaves [q. v.] wrote an
epitaph for him. He apain resolved to retire
to the continent, and procured a passport
from Robert Rich, second earl of Worwick
[q. v.], the lord high admiral. Ho was
putting to sea, when Molton, the wice-
admiral, threatened him with arrest. At the
invitation of his old friend, Elizabeth Mor-
daunt, now Tlowager Countess of Teter-
horough, he removed to London, and re-
moined her guest till his death. On his
way through Gloncester (June 1646} he had
an interview with Johe Biddle [q. v.], the
antitrinitarian ; the interview was not fruit-
less, ag 1t led Biddle to examine the argu-
ment from Christian antiquity.

When parlinment called upon Ussher fo
toke the negative oath, he asked time for con-

sideration, and the matter was not pressed.
His appointment as preacher at Lincoln’s
Inn was sanctioued by  rliament at the
beginning of 1647, on his petition. He is
said to have refused the sacrament to Tod-
ward, first lord Ilerbert of Cherbury [q. v.],.
or hig deathbed (A ngust 1648),in consequence
of the dying man’s remark, *if there was
good in anything it wasg in that ; or if it did
no good, it could do no harm.” 11is preach-
ing wes fearless. In November 1618 he
denonnced at Lingoln’s Inn the attitude of
purlinment towards the king. On 19 Nov,
(the king’s birthday), in a sermon tefore
Charles at Carisbrocke, he urged the doc-
trine of divine right. 1t was then that
Charles accepted his ¢ reduction * scheme of
1641, having previously refused it (this is
Ussher's own testimony given to Baxter,
Relig. Bazt, 1, 62). He saw the prelimi-
naries of the executicn of Charles from the
leads of Lody Deterborougl’s house in St.
Martin's Lane, ‘just over againat Claring
Cross,) but fainted when ¢the villning in
vizards begau to put up his hair” To a date
subsequent to the execution of Charles muat
be referred the offer {to which he alludes,
November 1G51) of a pension with the free
exercise of his religion, made through Riche-
lieu by the queen regent ol Irance. 1le had
previously exchanged courteaies with Riche~
lieu, after the publication of his * Britanni-
carnm LEeclesiarum Antiquitates’ (1639).
Eorly in 1654 Roger Boyle, baron Brog-
Lill [q. v.], nominated Ussher as one of four-
teen divines to draw up ‘fundamentals’ as
terma of toleration; he declined to act, and
suggested Baxter, wha was put in his place
(Monthiy Repository, 1825, p. 287). Orom-
well, necording to Porr, eonsulted Ussher
about advancing the protestant interest
abrond, and promised him a twenty-one
vears’ lease of lands belonging to the see of
Armagh; the grant was not made; after
Ussher's death Lis daughter mode fruitless
application for it. In November 1654 [ssher
waa at Selden’s deathbed, and is snid to have
given him absolution. He approached Crom-
well in 1654, secking liberty for episcopal
clergy to minister in private; some kind of
promise was given, but retracted at a second
wnterview, after Ussher Lad made a retort,
ofted quoted. ¢If this core were out,” snid
Cromwell (alluding to & boil), ‘I should be
soon well! ¢I doubt the core lies deeper,
snid Ussher ; ‘there is & core in tho heart.
His application to Cromwell had no personal
reference, for he had resigned Lincoln’s Inn,
ag loss of teeth interfered with his preaching.
His sight was also failing, and spectncles
were of no service. Ile presched for the
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last time at ITammersinith at Michaelmns
1655,

On 13 Feb. 1655-6 he took leave of his Lon-
don friends, and retired to Lady Peter-
borough's hiouse ot Reignte. Ile was still
intent on his studies, and thought of en-
gaging an amanuensis. On 20 March he was
seized with pleuriay at night, and guickly
sanle; his last words referred fo his ¢ sins of
omission,’ Tle died on 21 March 1656. Ilis
body was embalmed, and was to have been
buried in the Peterborough vault ot Reigate.
Cromnwell ordered a public funeral in West-
mingter Abbey, making for the purpese a
treasury grant (2 April) of 2007, (a fourth of
the actual cost), The interment took place
on 17 April in 8t. Erasmus’s Chapel, next-te
the tomb of Ussher's first master, Sir James
Fullerton. Dernard preached the funeral
sermon to an immense concourse ; the Angli-
ean service was used at the grave. Iayne
Fisher [q. v.], Cromwell's. poet laurcate, is
said 1o have recited on the same day a worth-
less Liatin elegy in the hall of Christ Church,
Oxford ; s published {1658, fol.) it purports
to he a commermoration of the anniversery of
the funernl. There iz no monument to
Ussher. T'ho best likeness of him, according
to I'arr, wos the portrait by Lely, at Shotover,
engraved (1738) by Vertue; the Bodlelan hasa
Eortr&it dated 1644 ; Trinity College, Dublin,

as o porfrait deted 1654 ; the Nationel Por-
trait (fallery has a portrait (in surplice)
ascribed to Lely and dated about 1655: an
anonymous portrait is at Avmagh ( Cat. Third
Loan Eckib. No. 570). Lngravingsare vory
numerous; that by Vaughan {1647) was done
ot the expense of Oxford University. All
represent him in plain skull-cap and large
ruff. He was of middle height, erect ond
well made, ¢f fresh complexion, and wore
moustache and short beard.

Ussher married in 1614 Phebe (d. 1654),
only daughter of Luke Challoner, D.TY, {her

ortrait, formerly at Shotover, was exhibited
in the National Portrait Exhibition, 1866),
and had issne an only child, Flizabeth. She
was baptised on 19 Sept, 1618 at St. Dun-
gtan’s-in-the~-East, and married in 1641 Sir
Timothy Tyrrell (d. 23 Oct. 1701, aged 83)
of Onkley, Buckinghamshire, afterwards of
Shotover, Oxfordshire. She died in 1693,
and was buried at Oalley (Wright's copy
of her epitaph is incorrect); James Tyrrell
(1642-1718) {q. v.] was the eldest of her
twelve children; her sixth daughter, Klea-
nor, was the wife of Charles Blount {q. v.],
the deist.

Burnet’s eulogy of Ussher is warm and
diseriminating : ¢ No man had & better soul.’
‘ Love of the world seemed not ., . in his

nature! ¢1Te had a way of gaining people’s
hearts and of touching their consciences that
look'd like somewhat of the apostolicnl age
revivid” Burnet addsthat ‘he wagnot made
for the governing part of hisfunction, having
‘too gentle e soul”’ for the ¢ rough work of
reforming abuses;’ hence ‘le left things as
be found them.! He had nothing of Bram-
hall’s statesmanlike grasp of eflnirs, and his
meagures of eeclesiastical legislation were
academic. The blunder of the Irish articles
was not retrieved by the opposite blunder of
the Trish cauons, 1is reduction .of episco-
pacy took no aceount of the real difficulty,
the lay demand for a voice in ¢hurch affuirs.
His Angustinian theology commended him
to the puritans, his veneration for antiquity
to the high churchmen; no royalist sur-
passed him in his deference to the divine
right of kings. All parties had confidence
in his character, and marvelled at his learn-

ing.

%elden calls him ‘learned to a miracle’
(*ad mirneulum doctus’). To estimote his
labours aright would be the work of & com-
pany of experts. His learning was for use;
snd hia topics were suggested by the contro-
versies of his age, which he was resolved to
E‘obe to their roots in the ground of history.

e told Evelyn (21 Aung, 16656) ¢ how great
the loss of time wns to study mueh the
_eastern languages ; that, excepting Hebrew,
there was little fruit to be gathered of ex-
ceeding labour . . . the Arabic itself had
little considerable.” TIlis genius as a scholar
was thown in his eye for original sources,
and this on all sebjects that he touched. Hé
worked from manuseripts hitherto neglected,
and brought tolight the materials he needed
by personal research, and by correspondence
with continental acholars and with agents in
the east. Younger scholars, lilke Francis
Quarles [q. v.], were employed as his aids and
amanuenses. As a writer, his passion for
exactness (which made him extremely sensi-
tive on the subject of unanthorised publica-
tion) exhibits itself in his use of materials.
Ile lets his soureos tell their story in their
own words, incorporating them into his text
with clear but sparing:commert, Few faults
have heen found with his accuracy; his con-
clusions have been mended by further appli-
cation of his own methods, His merits as
an investigator of early Yrish history are
acknowledged by his conntrymen of ull
parties ; his”confributions to the history of
the creed and to the treatment of the Igna-
tian problem are recognised by modern scho-
larse as of primary value: his chronology is
still the standard adopted in editions of the
English Bible,
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Ussher's library was offered for sale:
hisg death. On 12 June 1656 Cromwel, by
sn order in council, referred it to John
Owen, D.I., Joseph Caryl, and Peter Sterry,
to certify what part was ‘ fitt to be bought
by the state,) and menntime stopped the
sule. The whole Iibrary was purchaszed for
2,200%, raised in ]iart by contributions
from the army in Irelond, The lthrery was
sent, by way of Chester, to Dublin, and
lodged in 3 castle, the intention being to
place it in Cork House, as a library for the
New College then projocted. The statement
that it wos negligently kept appears to he
groundless. In 1881 the library wos de-
posited in Trinity College, Dublin, as the
gift of Charles IL.

Ussher's éomplete ¢ Works,” with ¢life,’
were published at Dublin, 1847-64, 8vo, 17
vols., the first fourteen volumes edited by
Charles Richard Elrington ’Fq. v.), the re-
mainder by James Henthorn Todd fq. v, ], the
index by William Reeves, D.D.[q.v.] "Edi-
tions of separate works, many of them edited
by foreign os well as by English scholars,
are very numerous, The following is a list

original editions, omitting single sermons:
1. “Grovissimmo Qumstionis de Christianorum
Leclesiarnm |, ., Suecessione et Statu His-
torica Explicatio,” 1613, 4to; the edition
1678, 4to, has additions hy Ussher, though
this is denied by Smith. 2. ‘A Discourse
of the Religion anciently professed by the
Irish,’ Dublin, 1623, 4to; enlarged, London,
1631, 4to. 3.¢An Answer to, .. A Tesulte
in Ireland,’ 1625, 4to (in reply to Molone’s
challenge). 4. ‘Gotteschalei et Predestina-
tianoe 5ontroversiae ... Histeria,’ Dublin,
1631, 4to. 5. ‘A Speech ... in the Castle-
Chamber at Dnblin,’ 1631, 4to (delivered
22 Nov, 1622). 6. ‘ Veterum Epistolarum
Hibernicarum Sylloge,” Dublin, 1832, dto,
7. *Immanuel, or the Mysterie of the In-
carnation,’ Dublin, 1658, 4to. B. ¢ Britan-

carum Ecelesiarum  Antiquitates . . .
mmserta est . .. o Pelagio . . . Inducte
Heereseos Historia,’ Dublin, 1639, 4t0; en-
larged, London, 1677, fol. 9. ‘The Jnge-
ment of Doctor Rainoldes tonching the
Originell of Episcopacy .. . confirmed,
Oxford, 1641, 4t0, 10. ‘The Originall of
Bishops, Oxford, 1641, 4to. 11, “A Geo-
graphicall and Historicall Disquisition
touching the Asia properly so called, Ox-
ford, 1641, 4t0. 12, ‘Tolycarpi et Tgnatii
Epistolm,” Oxford, 16844, 4to. 13. *The
Principles of Christian Religion, 1644, 12mo
(apparently mnot published by Ussher).
14, ‘A Body of Divinitie,” 1645, fol.; pub-
lished by John Downham or Downame [}t]lv]
under Ussher’s name, and oflen reprinted os

his; it waspart of & manuscript “lent abroad
to divers in scattered sheets,” and described
by Ussher (letter of 13 Mav 1645) as ‘o
kinds of common place be ... in divers
places dissonant from my own judgmeuty’
subsequent editions have some corrections,
15, ‘Appendix Ignatiana,” 1647, 4to.
16. ‘De Romanm Ecclesize Symbolo Apo-
stolico . . , Diatriba,’ 1647, 4to; prefixed is a
portrait of Ussher, engraved by order
(10 March 1644-5) of the convoeation of
Oxford University, and meant to be pre-
fixed to No. 12. 17. ‘De Macedonum et
Agianorum Anno Solari Dissertatio,” 1648,
Bvo. 18, °¢ i PATA g
4 i ¢ Annales Veterls
Testamenti, 1658, fol. 19, ‘e Textus
Hebraici . . . variantibus Iectionibug ad
Ludovicum Cappellum Iipistola, 1652, A+~
20. ¢ Annalium Pars Posterior,” 1634, {
Nos, 18 and 20 were translated, with a
tions, as ‘ The Annals of the World... to the
beginning of the EmperorVespasian's Heign,’
1668,f0l.  21.‘De Grzca Septuaginta Inter-
pretum Versione Syntagma,’ 1655, 4t0. Tos-
thumouswere : 22, The Judgement ofthelate
Archbishop of Armagh . .. i. Of the Ex-
tent of Christ’s Death. ., . . ii. Of the Subbath.
. .. iil. Of the Onlination in other Reformed
Churelies, 1658, 8vo. 23, ¢ The Judgement

. of the present See of Rome,’ 1659, 8vo
{on Rev, xviil. 4); this and the preceding
were edited by Bernard from early papers
by Ussber. 24. ¢ Eightesn Sermons,” 1659,
4to ; enlarged, ‘ Twenty Scrmous,” 1677, {ol,
from notes of his Oxford sermons in 1640).
285, ‘ Chronologia Sacra,’ Oxford, 1660, dto;
edited by Thomas Barlow [g. v.] 26, ‘The
Power communicated by God to the Prince,’
1661, 8vo ; edited by Jomes Tyrrell.
27. ‘Historia Dogmatica Controversie inter
Orthodoxos et Pontificios de Seripturis,
1690, 4to; edited by Henry Wharton.

Two speaches hy Ussher, on the ¢ king’s
supremacy ’ and on the ¢duty of suljects to
supply the king's neecessitics,” were printed
in Bernard’s ¢ Clavi Trabales, 1861, 4t0. An
¢ Epistola’ by Ussher is in Buxtorf’s ¢ Cata-
lecta Ihilologico-theologica, 1707, 8vo.
Charles Vallancey [q. v% in *Collectanen.
de Ltebus Iihernicis, 1770, i., published
Usssher’s treatise (1609) on ¢ Corbes, Jivenachs,
and Termon Lands,’ which had been used
by Sir Henry Spelman [q. v.] in his ‘ Glos-
sary.” In the ‘Collectanen Curicsa,’ 1781, i,
John Guteb [q. v.] published two tracts by
Ussher on ‘the first establishment of Iing-
lish laws and parliaments in Ireland, and
‘when and how far the imperial laws were
received by the old Irish.’ A collection of
Ussher’s ¢8tre=~~ and Remarkable Pro-

After * 1654, fol.’ add ‘a
continuatic no. 18 to the capture of
Jerusalem by the Romans; the two parts
together, with nos. 17 and 25, Paris, 1673 ;
the two parts, with the life by Thomas
Smith, Geneva, 1722 H O
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pheeies ond Yredictions, 1678, 4to, is a
curious but nntrustworthy production, often
reprint

[The Life of Ussher, with Funeral Sarmon,
1656, by Bernard, his chaplain, who had known
him from 1624, is reprinted with additions of

s own by Clarke, in Lives of Thirty-Two Eng-
nsh Divines, 1677, pp. 277 sq. The Life, 1686,
by Richard Parr, D.1. {g. v.], also his ehaplain,
who had known him from 1643, ndds some
particulars, but is chiefly valuable for its rich
collection of Ussher's Correspondence. The
Vita, 1700, by William Dillingham, the Vita,
1707, by Thomas Smith, the article in the Bie-
graphia Britanniea, and the Life, 1512, by John
Aikin, add little, Elrington's Life, 1848, and
the enlarged collection of letters published by
Elringtor in the Works, supersede previovs
sources, Some further perticulurs are in
W, Ball Wright's Ussher Memolrs, 1885. Ses
also Waod's Fasti Oxon. (Bliss); Harris's Ware,
1739, vol. i.; Bayle's Dictionnuire ITistorique et
Critique, 1740, iv. 280; Granger's Biographieal
Hist. of England, 1779, ii. 162 ; Ttawdon Papers
{Berwick), 1819; Mant's Hist. of the Church of
Treland, 1840, vol. 1.;: Reid's Fist. Presh.
Church in Ireland {Hillen), 1887, vol. i.; Mit-
chall and Struthers’s Minutes of Westminster
Assembly, 1874 ; Chester’'s Westminster Ahbey
Registers, 1876, p. 129; Urwick’s Noncon-
formity in Hertfordshire, 1884, p. 746 ; Stubbs's
Hist. University of Dnblin, 1889; Urwick's
Early Hist. Trinity College, Dublin, 1892
Foster's Alumni Oxon, 1802 iv. 1532.] A, G.

USSHER, Sz THOMAS (1779-1848},
rear-admirel, born in 1779, wos eldest son of
Dr. Heory Ussher [q. v.] by his wife Mary
{Burme). Ile entered the navy in January
1791 on board the Bqnirrel on the home
station and on the west const of Afrien;
afierwards, in the Invincible, he was pre-
sent in the action of 1 June 1794; and

in 1795-6 was successively in the Prinee ]

George, Glory, and Thunderer, flagships of
Sir Mngh Cloberry Christian [q.v.], by whom
he was appointed acting lientenant of the
Minotaur. In that capucity ho scrved on
shore with a party of seamen at the reducticn
of St. Lueln in May 1798, He was after-
wards actiug lientenant of the Telican brig,
was confirmed in the rank on 17 July 1797,
was repeatedly ongaged with the French or
Spanish privateers, ond on & April 1798, in
attempting to cut out one lying in the Augus-
tine River near Cumberland Harbour (Guata-
namo) in Cuba, he was severely wounded in
the right thigh. While in the Pelican he is
said to hove been in upwards of twenty boat
engagements with the enemy. In May 1799
he wos appointed to the Trent, and in her
returned to Fngland in September 1B00.
The eflcet of his mony wounds obliged him

to remain on shore for some months ; but in
June 1801 he was appointed to command
the Nox cutter, stationed at YWeymouth in
attendance onthe king. 1In September 1803
he commonded the Joseph cutter, and in
April 1804 the Colpoys brig attached to the
fleet off I3rest under Admiral (Sir William}
Cornwallis [q.v.] Ilia vigilance and ensrgy
in quest of intelligence repeatedly obtained
the admiral's approval, Later onthe Coipoys
wag employed in the Bay of Biscay and on
tho north coast of Spain, till on 18 Oct. 1806
Ussher was promoted to the rank of com-
mander and appointed to the Tedwing
sloop, in which he was chiefly employed in
protecting the trade against the Sponish
gunboats and privateers near Gibraltar, On
this service he was repeatedly engaged with
the gunboata or armed vessels, often against
o groat numerical supericrity, and especially
on 7 Mnay 1808, near Cape Trafelgar, when
he fell in with seven armed vesselzs convoy-
ing twelve consters.  Of the nineteen, three
only ezcaped, eight of the others being sunk
and eight taken; the loss of men to ihe
encmy in killed, drowned, and prisoners,
was returned ag 240, On Lord Colling-
wood's report of this and other gallant ser-
vices, Ussher weas promoted to post rank by
commigsion dated 24 May 1805, On his
return home be was catertained at Dublin
et a public dinner, and presented with the
freedom of the city.

In 1809 he commandod the Leyden in the
operations in the Scheldt; and in 1811-12
the 26-gun frigate IIyacinth in the Mediter-
ranean, where, on 29 April 1812, he led a
boat wttack against several privateers moored
in ths port of Malaga, and, in foce of & mur-
derous musketry fire from the shore, whick
killed or wonnded 68 ont of 149, brought
out two of the largest privateers, and did
whet damage he could to the others, Al-
thongh the enterprise was not fully success-
ful, the commander-in-chief and the ad-
miralty signified their entirc wpproval of
Ussher's conduet, and in October he was
meved to the Buryalus of thirty-six guns,
from which, in February 1813, he was agaim
moved to the Undaunted. In both of these
he was employed in the blockada of Toulon
and along tho south coast of France. In
April 1814, being in the Undaunted close
to Marseilles, a deputation, consisting of
the mayor and ehief men of the city, came
on board fo mequaint him of Nepelcon's
abdicntion and of the formation of a pro-
visional government. Almost immedintely
afterwordz he reccived instruetions to pre-
pare to convey the ex-emperor to Flba, and
&t Fréjus on 28 April received him on board.



