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SOME NOTABLE ENGLISH AUSTENS

AND AUSTINS BEFORE 1900 FROM THE

DICTIONARY OF NATIONAL BIOGRAPHY

by Sir Leslie Stephen
and Sir Sidney Lee

Editor’s Note: The Dictionary of National Biography was founded in
1882 by George Smith, edited by the above-named authors, and was
published by the Oxford University Press. The material here appeared
in Volume 1, first published in 1885. Subsequent versions of the
DNB have been published, the latest in 2006. The first version was
digitized by Donald Edroy Austin of Holbrook, Massachusetts in 2006
as part of the AFGS Austin-Austen Documents Digitization Project.
The numerous spelling errors in the original have been retained here.

AUSTEN, SIR FRANCIS WILLIAM (1774-1865),
admiral of the fleet, son of the Rev. George Austen,
rector of Steventon, in Hampshire, and brother of Jane
Austen, was born on 23 April 1774. In April 1786 he
entered the Royal Naval Academy, and in December
1788 joined the Perseverance frigate, and served in her
in the East Indies. In December 1792 he was made a
lieutenant, and after six years of active service was, on 3
Feb. 1799 made a commander. In 1801 he was posted,
and in 1805 was flag-captain to Rear-Admiral Louis on
board the Canopus, in the fleet under Sir John
Duckworth, and at the battle of St. Domingo, 6 Feb.
1806. From 1807 to 1809, he commanded the St.
Albans, of 64 guns, and in her made at least two voyages
to the East Indies in charge of convoy: in the last of
which, in 1809, his success in arranging a dispute with
the Chinese was honoured with the approval of the
admiralty, and substantially recognised by the East India
Company with a present of 1,000£. In December 1810
he became for some months flag-captain to Lord
Gambier, then commanding the home fleet, and was
afterwards, 1811-1814, in the Elephant, in the North Sea
and Baltic. He was a colonel of marines from 1825 to
1830; attained the rank of rear-admiral in July 1830;
vice-admiral, June 1838; admiral, August 1848; and
admiral of the fleet, 27 April 1863. From December
1844 to June 1848, he was commander-in-chief in the
West Indies. In February 1837 he was made K.C.B.;
G.C.B. in May 1860; rear-admiral of the United
Kingdom, 5 June 1862; vice-admiral of the United
Kingdom. 11 Dec. 1862; and he died on 10 Aug. 1865.
[O’Byrne’s Naval Biographical Dictionary; Gent. Mag. 1865, ii. 510.]

J. K. L.

AUSTEN, JANE (1875-1817), novelist, was born at
Steventon, near Basingstoke, 16 Dec. 1775. Her father,
George Austen, was rector of Deane and Steventon. He
was married in 1764 to her mother, Cassandra, youngest

daughter of the Rev. Thos. Leigh, and niece of
Theophilus Leigh, for more than fifty years master of
Balliol. Jane was the youngest of seven children. Her
brothers were James (died 1819); Edward, who inherited
the property and took the name of his second cousin, Mr.
Knight; Henry, a clergyman (died 1850); Francis
William, and Charles; the two last became admirals,
Francis dying in 1865, aged 91 [see AUSTEN, FRANCIS
WILLIAM], and Charles in 1832, aged 73. Her sister,
Cassandra, who died unmarried in 1845, was three years
older than herself. For the first twenty-five years of her
life, Jane Austen lived with her family at Steventon. We
are told that she took part in some private theatricals
given in a barn in summer, and the diningroom in winter,
between her thirteenth and sixteenth years, and occasion-
ally visited Bath, where her uncle, Dr. Cooper, vicar of
Sonning, lived for some years with his family. Her father
took pupils to increase a modest income; and Jane
learned French, a little Italian, could sing a few simple
old songs in a sweet voice, and was remarkably dex-
terous with her needle, and ‘especially great in satin-
stitch.’ She read standard literature; was familiar with
the ‘Spectator’; minutely acquainted with Richardson;
fond of Johnson and Cooper, and specially devoted to
Crabbe, of whom she used to say that if she ever married
at all, she could fancy being Mrs. Crabbe.
In later years she was charmed with Scott’s poetry, and
admired the first Waverley novels. In 1801 the family
moved to Bath, living first at 4 Sydney Terrace, and
afterwards at Green Park Buildings. She spent some
weeks at Lyme in 1804; and upon her father’s death
in February 1805, his widow and daughters, after a
few months in lodgings, moved to Castle Square,
Southampton, whence Jane visited Kent and Bath. In
1809 they settled in a cottage at Chawton, about a mile
from Alton, on the property of her brother, Mr. Knight.
There she spent the rest of her life, with occasional visits
to London, till her health, which had given symptoms of
decline in 1816, broke down. In May 1817 she moved to
Winchester, to be near Mr. Lyford, a doctor of
reputation. She took lodgings in College Street, where
she was nursed by her sister and attended by her two
brothers, who were clergymen in the neighborhood. She
died quietly 18 July 1817, and was buried in the centre
of the north aisle of Winchester Cathedral. The grave is
marked by a slab of black marble. Jane is described as
tall, slender, and remarkably graceful; she was a clear
brunette with rich colour, hazel eyes, fine features, and
curling brown hair. Her domestic relations were
delightful, and she was specially attractive to children. A
vague record is preserved of an attachment for a
gentleman whom she met at the seaside, and who soon
afterwards died suddenly. But there is no indication of
any serious disturbance of her habitual serenity.
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Jane began to write stories in her childhood. Many had
been written before she was sixteen. They were good-
humoured nonsense; and one of them — a burlesque
‘comedy’ — is given in her memoir. She began ‘Pride
and Prejudice’ in October 1796, and finished it in August
1797, having already written something similar to
‘Sense and Sensibility’ called ‘Eleanor and Marianne.’
‘Northanger Abbey’ was written in 1798, but not
prepared for the press until 1803. At Bath, about 1804,
she began a story, never finished, called ‘The Watsons.’
In the first year at Chawton she prepared for the press
‘Sense and Sensibility,’ begun in November 1797, and
‘Pride and Prejudice.’ Between February 1811 and
August 1816 she wrote ‘Mansfield Park,’ ‘Emma,’ and
‘Persuasion.’ She then began, but never finished, another
nameless story. Besides these she wrote another story,
called ‘Lady Susan,’ which, like ‘Sense and Sensibility,’
when first composed, was in the form of letters. Her
father offered ‘Pride and Prejudice’ to Cadell on 1 Nov.
1797; but the proposal was rejected by return of post,
without an inspection of the manuscript. ‘Northanger
Abbey’ was sold to a publisher in Bath for 10£ in 1803.
He did not venture to print it and was glad to take back
his money and return the manuscript to one of her
brothers a few years later, not knowing, till the bargain
was complete, that the writer was also the author of four
popular novels. ‘Sense and Sensibility’ appeared in
1811; ‘Pride and Prejudice’ in 1813; ‘Mansfield Park’ in
1814; ‘Emma’ in 1816; ‘Northanger Abbey’ and
‘Persuasion’ in 1918 (posthumously). She received 150£
from the sale of ‘Sense and Sensibility’; ‘and under 770£
up to the time of her death from the four then published.
Egerton was publisher of the first, and Murray of the last
three. They were published anonymously, through the
authorship was an open secret to her friends. It was first
made public in a short biographical notice prefixed to
the two posthumous novels in 1818. Miss Austen’s
genius received little recognition during her life. In 1815
she was nursing her brother in London when the Prince
Regent, hearing of her visit through one of his
physicians, sent his chaplain, Mr. Clarke to wait upon
her, to show her Carlton House, and to give her
permission, of which she took advantage, to dedicate her
next novel (‘Emma’) to him. Mr. Clarke recommended
her to describe an accomplished clergyman, who should
resemble Beattie’s minstrel and the vicar of Wakefield;
and upon Miss Austen’s declaring her incompetence for
such a task, suggested that a ‘romance illustrative of
august house of Cobourg would just now be very
interesting’. Miss Austen politely ridiculed this brilliant
suggestion. No writer ever understood better the precise
limits of her own powers. She speaks of the ‘little bit
(two inches wide) of ivory on which I work with so fine
a brush as produces little effect after much labour.’ All

critics agree to the unequalled fineness of her literary
tact; no author ever lived , as G. H. Lewes told Miss
Bronte (MRS. GASKELL’S Life of Charlotte Bronte. ch.
xvi.), with a nicer sense of proportioning means to ends.
Given the end, the lifelike portraiture of the social
aspects with which alone she was familiar, the execution
is flawless. The unconscious charm of the domestic
atmosphere of the stories, and the delicate subsatirical
humour which pervades them, have won her the
admiration, even to fanaticism, of innumerable readers.
Miss Bronte acknowledged the statement quoted from
Lewes, but would not admit his further assertion that
Miss Austen was also amongst the greatest artists or
portrayers of human character. She was, Miss Bronte
admitted, shrewd and observant, but devoid of poetry or
sentiment. Such criticism applies to the limits of her
sphere, not to her perfection within it. Miss Austen was
first reviewed in the ‘Quarterly’ for October 1815, and
afterwards (by Whately) in the same review for January
1821. Amongst her admirers were Warren Hastings,
Southey, Coleridge, Sir Jas. Mackintosh, Lord Holland,
Sidney Smith, and Sir Henry Holland. G. H. Lewes says
that he would rather have written ‘Pride and Prejudice,’
or ‘Tom Jones,’ than any of the Waverley novels. Lord
Macaulay declares (art. on Mme. d’Arblay) that she
approaches Shakespeare nearer than any of our writers in
drawing character; and he once proposed to edit her
works with a memoir to raise funds for a monument. Sir
Walter Scott declared (diary for 14 March 1826) Miss
Austen’s talent to be ‘the most wonderful he had ever
met with:’ ‘The big bow-wow strain I can do myself like
any now going; but the exquisite touch which renders
ordinary common-place things and characters interesting
from the truth of the description and the sentiment is
denied to me. What a pity such gifted creature died so
young!’ Her first biographer in 1818 had only ventured
to say that some readers ventured to place her books
beside those of Miss Burney and Miss Edgeworth.
[Memoir of Jane Austen, by her nephew, J. E. Austen Leigh, London.
This contains some letters and a few fragments of verse and other
trifles. To the second edition, 1871, are added ‘Lady Susan’ and the
imperfect ‘The Watsons.’ Letters of Jane Austen, edited by Lord
Brabourne (1884), is a collection of letters to her sister Cassandra
from 1796 to 1816. They are trivial, and give no new facts.] L. S.

AUSTEN, RALPH (d. 1676), writer on gardening, was,
according to Anthony à Wood, a native of Staffordshire,
and became a student of Magdalen College, Oxford. On
7 April 1630 he was chosen a university proctor, and he
spent the remainder of his life in Oxford, devoting most
of his time to gardening and the raising of fruit-trees. In
1647 he became deputy-registrary to the visitors, and
subsequently registrary in his own right. According to
Wood he was, in 1652, admitted into the public library
to find materials for a book he was then meditating. In
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the following year he published ‘A Treatise on Fruit-
trees, showing the manner of grafting, setting, pruning,
and ordering of them in all respects,’ and along with it a
voluminous pamphlet on the ‘Spiritual Use of an
Orchard.’ It was in all probability to find materials for
the latter book that he desired admission to the
university; for in his preface to the ‘Treatise on Fruit-
trees’ he states that he ‘had set himself to the practice of
this work about twenty years, endeavouring to find out
things of use and profit by practice and experience, that
he might speak upon better and surer grounds than some
others who have written on this subject.’ A second
edition of the ‘Treatise,’ with additions and improve-
ments, appeared in 1657. Wood states that its sale was
hindered by its association with the treatise on the
‘Spiritual Use of an Orchard,’ ‘which being all divinity,
and nothing therein of the practice part of gardening,
many refused to buy it;’ but both Johnson and Watt
mention editions in 1662 and 1667. The treatise on the
‘Spiritual Use of an Orchard’ was reprinted separately at
London in 1847. In 1658 Austen published
‘Observations on some parts of Sir Francis Bacon’s
Naturall History as it concerns Fruit-trees, Fruits, and
Flowers.’ Possibly through some misreading of the title-
page, this work has been attributed by some to a Francis
Austen, and there is apparently no foundation for the
statement that was published originally in 1631 and
again in 1657. According to Wood, Austen was the
author of ‘A Dialogue or Familiar Discourse and
Conference between the Husbandman and the Fruiterer
in his Nurseries, Orchards, and Gardens,’ published in
1676 and 1679, and containing much of the substance of
his earlier treatise. Watt erroneously attributes to Ralph
Austen two books by John Austen. A work by a Ralph
Austen appeared at London in 1676 entitled ‘The Strong
Man Armed;’ but the fact that it was published at
London, not at Oxford, and that it is entirely
controversial, and contains no reference to gardening,
militates against the supposition that its author was
identical with the subject of the present notice.
According to Wood, Austen died in his house in the
parish of St. Peter-le-Bailey, Oxford, and was buried in
the church belonging thereunto, in the aisle adjoining the
south side of the chancel, 26 Oct. 1676, after he had
been a practiser in gardening and planting trees fifty
years.
[Anthony à Wood’s Fasti Oxonienses, ed. Bliss, i. 453, ii. 174;
Johnson’s History of English Gardening, 93, 98; Felton’s Portraits of
English Authors on Gardening, 18, 19; Watts Bibliotheca Britannica;
S. D. U. K. Biog. Dict.; Burrows’s Register of the Visitors of the
University of Oxford, published by the Camden Society (1881), pp.
viii, 84, 312, 357.] T. F. H.

AUSTIN, CHARLES (1799-1874), lawyer, the second
son of Jonathan Austin, of Creeting Mill, in the county

of Suffolk, was born in 1799. He was educated at Bury
St. Edmunds grammar school. He was for a time
apprenticed to a surgeon at Norwich, but disliking that
occupation he quitted it, and was sent to Cambridge,
entering at Jesus College. In 1822 he won, much to the
amazement of his friends who knew his heterodox
opinions, the Hulsean prize for an essay on Christian
evidence. In 1824 he graduated B.A. The late Mr. John
Stuart Mill, in his ‘Autobiography,’ has described the
immense influence exercised by Austin over his
contemporaries at Cambridge in terms which might
seem exaggerated but for the concurrent testimony of
others. ‘The impression he gave,’ writes Mr. Mill, ‘was
that of boundless strength, together with talents which,
combined with much force of will and character, seemed
capable of dominating the world.’ An ardent, brilliant,
and paradoxical exponent of the doctrines of Bentham at
a time when utilitarianism had the zest of novelty, a
militant radical of a type new at Cambridge, he won
admiration in debates at the union and in conversation
with his most distinguished rivals. It is recorded as one
proof of his influence that the opinions which Macaulay
brought from his Clapham home were modified by
converse with Austin. Austin was one of a brilliant
group, including Macaulay, Praed, Moultrie, Lord
Belper, Romilly, Buller, and Cockburn; and none of
these young men who rose to distinction gave more
promise than Charles Austin. Moultrie, who has
sketched that group in his poem, ‘The Dream of Life,’
describes Austin as

A pale spare man of high and massive brow,
Already furrowed with deep lines of thought
And speculative effort—grave, sedate,
And (if the looks may indicate the age)
Our senior some few years. No keener wit,
No intellect more subtle, none more bold,
Was found in all our host.

Mr. Trevelyan, in his ‘Life of Lord Macaulay,’ tells a
story which illustrates Austin’s brilliancy as a converser,
while on a visit to Lord Lansdowne at Bowood.
Macaulay and Austin happened to get upon college
topics one morning at breakfast. ‘When the meal was
finished they drew their chairs to either end of the
chimneypiece, and talked to each other across the
hearthrug, as if they were on a first-floor in the old court
of Trinity. The whole company — ladies, artists,
politicians, and diners-out — formed a silent circle
round the two Cantabs, and, with a short break for lunch,
never stirred till the bell warned them that it was time to
dress for dinner.’ Having chosen law as a profession,
Austin entered as a student at the Middle Temple, read
in the chambers of Sir William Follett, then in the height
of his fame as an advocate, and was called to the bar in
1827. He joined the Norfolk circuit, and went [to] the
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Ipswich, Bury, and Norwich sessions. The reputation
which he brought from Cambridge was sustained in
London, and his conversational powers were regarded by
those who knew Macaulay and Sydney Smith as
unmatched. He wrote much for the ‘Parliamentary
History and Review,’ and contributed occasionally for
the ‘Retrospective Review’ and the ‘Westminster Review.’
But his rapid success at the bar soon led him to quit all
literary labour. The late Mr. Sumner, who met Austin
frequently in 1839, describes him as ‘the first lawyer in
England me judice,’ adding that he was ‘a more animated
speaker than Follett; perhaps not so smooth and gentle,
neither is he ready or instinctively sagacious in a law
argument, and yet he is powerful here, and
immeasurably before Follett in accomplishments and
liberality of view. He is a fine scholar, and deeply versed
in English literature and the British constitution.’ It was
the wish of Austin’s friends that he should enter
parliament, and the elder Mill used his offices with
Joseph Hume to get him returned for Bath. But he never
presented himself as a candidate to any constituency. In
1841 he was made queen’s counsel. Such was his
professional position that he is said to have been offered
the solicitor-generalship. His success at the
parliamentary bar was unprecedented. In 1847, the year
of the railway mania, his income was enormous — the
computations of it vary from 40,000l to 100,000l. There
is a story that, when he left his chambers one morning in
the year of the great gold discoveries, some one wrote on
the door ‘Gone to California;’ and there is another of his
having been seen riding in the park during the height of
the parliamentary session, and of his saying to one who
asked how he came to be there, that he was doing equal
justice to all his clients. At the parliamentary bar there
linger traditions of his skill as a cross-examiner and his
oratorical force. The trying work of his profession had
overtaxed a constitution never very strong; and in 1848
he retired from practice with a large fortune. From that
time to that of his death he lived in retirement, reading
much, interested in public affairs, but withdrawn from
all active participation in them, and content to do his
duties as a landlord. He indulged his passion for the
ancient classics, and kept abreast of modern literature.
He lost the anti-theological asperity which had in early
years marked his speculative opinions, and ‘wisely or
unwisely,’ writes one who knew him well, ‘in his later
years he accepted the religion of his country in the
manner sanctioned by Elisha and practised by Socrates.’
He was high-steward of Ipswich and chairman of the
quarter-sessions of East Suffolk, and his duties in that
position he performed admirably. Throughout the twenty-
six years which elapsed between his quitting the bar and
his death the world received no hint that the forensic
equal of Follett and Scarlett, the most eloquent disciple

of Bentham, the rival in conversation of Macaulay and
Sydney Smith, was still living; and the news of his
death, on 21 Dec. 1874, was a surprise to many of his
old friends who believed that he had long ago passed
away. He married, in 1856, Harriet Jane, daughter of the
late Captain Ralph Mitford Preston Ingelby. He died at
Brandeston Hall, near Wickham Market, on 21 Dec.
1874.
[Fortnightly Review, March 1875; Law Times, 2 Jan. 1875; Bain’s
Life of James Mill; John Stuart Mill’s Autobiography; Moultrie’s
Dream of Life.] J. M-L.

AUSTIN, HENRY (17th cent.), was the author of a poem
called ‘The Scourge of Venus, or the Wanton Lady.
With the Rare Birth of Adonis. The Second Impression,
corrected and enlarged, by H. A.’(1614). It has been
reprinted in  Dr. Grosart’s ‘Occasional Issues of Unique
and Extremely Rare Books’ (1876). The poem was for
long anonymous beyond its initials on the title-page and
the ‘epistle to the reader,’ but an incidental reference to
it by Thomas Heywood discloses its authorship. In his
address to the reader before his ‘Brazen Age’ (1613)
Heywood writes: — ‘What imperfection soeuer it haue,
hauing a brazen face it cannot blush; much like a Pedant
about this Towne, who, when all trades fail’d, turn’d
Pedagogue, and once insinuating with me, borrowed
frome certaine Translations of Ouid, as his three books
“De Arte Amandi,” and two, “De Remedio Amoris,”
which since, his most brazen face hath most impudently
challenged as his own, wherefore I must needs proclaime
it as far as Ham, where he now keeps schoole, Hos ego
versiculos feci, tulit alter honores, they were things
which out of my iuniority and want for iudgement, I
committed to the view of some priuate friends, but with
no purpose of publishing, or further cōmunicating thē.
Therfore I wold entreate that Austin, for so his name is,
to acknowledge his wrong to me in shewing them, and
his owne impudence and ignorance in challenging thē.
But courteous Reader, I can onely excuse him in this,
that this is the Brazen Age.’
This invective referred to the first edition of the ‘Scourge,’
published in 1613. It is noticeable and suggestive that
H[enry] A[ustin], so far from pleading guilty or acknowl-
edging Heywood’s claim, quietly republished his poem,
and, what must have been exasperating to Heywood, with
Heywood’s own publisher of the ‘Brazen Age.’ A third
edition appeared in 1620, also printed by Nicholas Okes.
The full justice of Heywood’s accusation may be reason-
ably doubted. Its gravamen seems at most to amount to
this, that Austin had constructed his poem by help of
Heywood’s ‘juvenile’ translations, and in his ambiguous
epistle to the reader Austin apparently admits so much.
‘If it were my owne wit,’ he says in reference to his
book, ‘and you condemne it, I should be ashamed of my
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publike intrusion; but since it was the labour of a man
wel-deseruing, forbeare open reprehending: For as I haue
heard, ‘twas done for his pleasure, without any intent of
an Impression: thus much I excuse him that I know not,
and commend that which deserueth well. If I be partiall,
I pray patience.’ The ‘Scourge of Venus’ shows traces of
the influence of Shakespeare’s poems upon its author.
[Dr. Grosart’s Occasional Issues (1876), as above.] A. B. G.

AUSTIN, JOHN (1613-1669), a catholic writer under
the pseudonym of WILLIAM BIRCHLEY, was born in 1613
at Walpole in Norfolk, and studied under Mr. Trevillian
in the grammar school of Sleaford, Lincolnshire, for a
year and a half before entering the university of
Cambridge, where he was admitted a pensioner of St.
John’s College under Mr. Clerke. He remained at St. John’s
till about 1640, when, having embraced the catholic
religion, he found it necessary to quit the university. He
entered as a student at Lincoln’s Inn, and there is reason
to believe that he distinguished himself as a lawyer; but
the turbulence of the times and his religious belief
prevented him from continuing the practice of his
profession as a means of livelihood. During the civil war
he resided for some time as tutor in the family of Walter
Fowler, Esq., of St. Thomas in Staffordshire. About 1650
he returned to London. In a postscript to one of his works,
the second part of the ‘Christian Moderator’ (1652),
Austin alludes to a mournful event, by which he was
unexpectedly called into the country; and as, after this
date, he was enabled to retire to private lodgings in the
metropolis, it has been inferred that he had acquired
some property by the death of a relative. His death
occurred in Bow Street, Covent Garden, in the summer
of 1669, and he was buried in the parish church of St. Paul.
The Rev. John Sergeant, in the epistle dedicatory to the
second edition of Austin’s ‘Devotions’ (Rouen, 1672),
says of his deceased friend the author: ‘He was a
Gentleman, so far from retirement, that his Chamber was
generally open to Multitudes, who either lov’d his
friendly Affability, or needed his useful Advice or
Charitable Assistance. His Conversation and outward
behaviour were exceedingly cheerful and pleasant. He
appear’d Severe in nothing but sincere Honesty, in
nothing Singular but perfect Innocence consistent with
so much Freedom. The Great Business of his Life, that
concern’d Heaven, was transacted in the inmost recess
of his Soul, and never disclos’d it self without reluctancy
and constraint. He was a Traveller, and brought home
from Forreign Countries all that could conduce to a
Manly becomingness and wise carriage, leaving the
Extravagancies and follies where he found them. He was
well skill’d in the best of our European Languages, and
an absolute Master of our own.’ And Dodd (Church
History, iii. 257) says: ‘Mr. Austin was a gentleman of

singular parts and accomplishments, and so great a
master of the English tongue that his stile still continues
to be a pattern for politeness. His time was wholly spent
in books and learned conversation; having the advantage
of several ingenious persons’ familiarity, who made a
kind of Junto in the way of learning — viz., Mr. Thomas
Blount, Mr. Blackloe, Francis St. Clare [Christopher
Davenport], Mr. John Serjeant, Mr. Belson, Mr. Keightley,
&c., all men of great parts and erudition, who were
assistants to one another in their writings.’
Austin’s works are: 1. ‘The Christian Moderator, or
Persecution for Religion condemned; By the Light of
Nature, Law of God, Evidence of our own Principles’
[London], 1651, 4to, pp 28. The postscript is signed
William Birchley. This first part was reprinted in ‘An
Introduction to the Bishop of Bangor’s Intended Collection
of Authorities,’ 1718. A second part appeared in 1652
‘with an Explanation of the Roman Catholick Belief,
concerning these four points: Their Church, Worship,
Justification, and Civill Government.’ A third part was
published in 1653, entitled ‘The Christian Moderator, or
The Oath of Abjuration arraign’d by the Common Law
and Common sence, Ancient and modern Acts of Parl.,
Declarations of the Army, Law of God and consent of
Reformed Divines. And humbly submitted to receive
Judgment from this Honorable Representative.’ The
anonymous author of ‘The Beacon flaming with a Non
obstante’ (1652) asserts that the ‘Christian Moderator’
was written by Father Christopher Davenport, better
known as Franciscus à Sancta Clara; but Anthony à
Wood informs us that the Rev. John Sergeant assured
him that it was the production of Austin, who was his
particular friend, and formerly his contemporary at St.
John’s College, Cambridge. Dodd and Butler are the
same opinion. In this work Austin, assuming the disguise
of an independent, shows that catholics did not really
hold the odious doctrines vulgarly attributed to them,
and makes an energetic appeal to the independents to
extend to the adherents of the persecuted church such
rights and privileges as were granted to other religious
bodies. A violent reply to this plea or toleration was
published in a book called Legenda Lignea,’ by D. Y.,
1652.  2. ‘Reflexions upon the Oaths of Supremacy and
Allegiance; or, The Christian Moderator, the fourth part.
By a Catholick gentleman, an obedient son of the Church,
and loyal subject of His Majesty,’ 1661.  3. ‘Devotions.
First part, In the Antient Way of Offices. With Psalms,
Hymns, and Pray’rs; for every day in the Week, and
every Holiday in the Year,’ second edition, corrected and
augmented, Rouen, 1672, 8vo. This was a posthumous
edition brought out by Sergeant, who remarks that Austin
composed these ‘Devotions,’ which ‘were long used by
divers private friends, and transcripts of them so multiply’d
that they were already become half publick, ere he thought
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fit to let them be printed.’ Sergeant adds that ‘less then a
year had vended the whole first impression;’ but when or
where the first edition was published is unknown. There
was an edition at Paris in 1675, and a third volume of the
work was written, but never published. Dodd mentions
that the prayers were added to the work by Austin’s friend
Mr. Keightley, ‘which some have been pleased to quarrel
with, upon a pretence that they favour’d Mr. Blackloe’s
opinion concerning the middle state of souls. A hand-
somely printed edition of the ‘Devotions’ was published
at Edinburgh in 1789. In the preface it is stated that ‘the
“Devotions” were at first published in two volumes. The
second, from what cause we know not, is now almost
neglected. It consisted of the four gospels reduced to the
form of lessons; besides which a third volume remains in
manuscript.’ Numerous editions of the ‘Devotions’ were
published by the celebrated Dr. Hickes for the use of his
protestant congregation, and consequently the book was
commonly known among protestants as ‘Hickes’s
Devotions.’  4. ‘The Four Gospels in One,’ in short
chapters, with a verse and prayer at the end of each;
mentioned by Butler, who gives no date nor imprint.
This doubtless formed the second volume of the first
edition of the ‘Devotions.’ A ‘protestantized’ version of
it was published under the title of ‘The Harmony of the
Holy Gospels, digested into one History, according to
the order of time, done originally by the author of the
Devotions by way of Offices, publish’d by Dr. Hickes.
Reformed and Improved by James Bonnel,’ London,
1705.  5. ‘A Letter from a Cavalier in Yorkshire to a
Friend.’  6. ‘A Punctual Answer to Dr. John Tillotson’s
Book, called the Rule of Faith;’ an unfinished work, only
six sheets being printed. 7. Several anonymous pamphlets
against the Assembly of Divines at Westminster.
[MS. Addit. 5862 f. 9 b; Dodd’s Church Hist. iii. 256; Wood’s Athen.
Oxon. ed. Bliss, iii. 149, 150, 1226, 1227; Mr. George Bullen, in
Biog. Dict. Soc. D. U. K.; Life of Austin prefixed to his Devotions,
Edinb. 1789; Butler’s Hist. Memoirs of the English Catholics, 3rd ed.
iv. 459.] T. C.

AUSTIN, JOHN (1717-1784), an Irish Jesuit, was born
in Dublin 12 April 1717, and entered the Society of
Jesus in Champagne 27 Nov. 1735. After completing the
higher studies, he was employed in teaching humanities
for several years, and he held the office of perfect of the
Irish College at Poitiers. In 1750 he returned to Dublin,
where he obtained renown as a preacher. He was
professed of four vows 2 Feb. 1754. Topham Bowden,
an English protestant, in his ‘Tour through Ireland’ (1791),
remarks ‘that Austin was a very remarkable character, of
extraordinary learning and piety; he was a great preacher,
and injured his health by his exertions in the pulpit.’
Father Austin died in Dublin 29 Sept. 1784, and was
buried in St. Kevin’s churchyard. The inscription over
his grave describes him as ‘pius, doctus, indefessus

operarius, apostolicis confectus laboribus. Divites
admonuit, pauperes sublevavit, juventutem erudivit,
orphanis loco parentis fuit, de omni hominum genere
praeclarè meruit, omnibus omnia factus ut omnes
Christo lucrifaceret.’ His portrait, painted by Petrie, and
engraved by Brocas, was published in 1792.
[Hogan’s Chronological Cat. of the Irish Province S. J. 73; Oliver’s
Collectanea S. J. 232; Evan’s Cat. of Engraved Portraits, i. 13.] T. C.

AUSTIN, JOHN (fl. 1820), a Scotch inventor, was a
native of Craigton. He published at Glasgow, in or about
1800, a system of ‘Stenography which may be learned in
an hour,’ on a single folio engraved sheet, price 2s. 6d.
A note at the end announces the publication of a
complete system by the same author, price one guinea,
but this does not appear to have been brought out. He
was also the author of an elaborate work entitled ‘A
System of Stenographic Music, invented by J. Austin,
Glasgow. Dedicated to the Musical World, in English,
French, Italian, German, and other Languages,’ Glasgow,
50 engraved pages, oblong folio, no date, but published,
according to the British Museum catalogue, about 1820.
On the title-page is an engraved portrait of the author,
who states in the preface that ‘the design of this work is
to represent to the musical world a new, easy, concise,
and universal method of writing music completely on
one line only, and adapted to all kinds of vocal and
instrumental music and musical instruments, whereby an
expert writer may note it down as he hears it performed,
so that to those who make it their amusement or
profession it will be equally interesting, together with
the pleasure of improving and profiting by the art,’ and,
in conclusion, he remarks that ‘if the shorthand writer is
pleased in taking from the mouth of an orator, the
musical stenographer will be no less so when catching
those dulcet sounds which vibrate through the soul,
convincing her that she is more than mortal.’ Austin
likewise appears to have turned his attention to the
improvement of weaving machines.
[Thompson Cooper, in Notes and Queries, 3rd series, ix. 533; Works
cited above; Evan’s Catalogue of Portraits, ii. 20.] T. C.

AUSTIN, JOHN (1790-1859), the celebrated jurist, was
born 3 March 1790. He was the eldest son of Jonathan
Austin, of Creeting Mill, in Suffolk — a remarkable man
of sturdy good sense and great mental vigour, who had
made a fortune by taking government contracts during
the French war. About the age of sixteen, John Austin
entered the army, and served for several months with his
regiment in Sicily, under the command of Lord William
Bentinck. He remained in the army about five years, and
then sold his commission and began to study for the bar,
to which he was called in 1818 by the Inner Temple. His
name appears for the first time in 1819, in the ‘Law List,’
as an equity draftsman, practising at 2 Old Square,
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Lincoln’s Inn. He is said to have gone the Norfolk circuit;
but his name does not occur in the list of counsel
practising upon it. About this time Austin became
acquainted with James Mill and his son, John Stuart
Mill. With the latter in the winter of 1820-21 he went
through a course of legal reading. It included a consider-
able part of Blackstone and Heineccius. In 1820 Austin
married a gifted lady, Miss Sarah Taylor, of Norwich. In
June 1821 their only child, Lucie, afterwards Lady Duff
Gordon, was born. ‘They lived,’ writes Mrs. Ross, in a
sketch of her grandfather’s and grandmother’s lives, ‘in
Queen Square, Westminster, almost next door to the house
belonging to Mr. James Mill, the historian of British India,
and their windows looked into the garden of Jeremy
Bentham. These were the most intimate friends of John
Austin; and here, it may be said, the utilitarian philosophy
of the nineteenth century was born. Bentham’s garden
was the playground of Lucie Austin and the young Mills;
his coachhouse was turned into a gymnasium, and his
flower-beds were intersected by threads and ropes to
represent the passages of a panopticon prison.’ In the
drawing-room of the modest London house of the Austins
was often found a brilliant company. There might be seen,
in his old age, Bentham, the two Mills, Carlyle, the rising
lawyers Bickersteth, Erle, and Romilly; wits of the
brilliancy of Charles Buller, Sydney Smith, and Luttrell;
and among poets, critics, and statesmen, Rogers, Jeffrey,
and Lansdowne. Austin did not obtain at the bar the
success to which his great talents, acuteness, and powers
of lucid and eloquent exposition entitled him in the
opinion of his friends. His inability to work rapidly, his
habit of taking trouble quite out of proportion to the
importance of the matter in hand, were grave obstacles.
His health was uncertain; he was the subject to fits of
feverishness which left him in a state extreme debility.
‘If John Austin had had health, neither Lyndhurst nor I
should have been chancellor,’ Brougham is said to have
observed; and no doubt, Austin’s friends entertained the
highest hopes of his success. Finding his profession
unremunerative and uncongenial, he gave up in 1825 all
thoughts of practice, though not until 1829 did his name
disappear from the list of those who took out certificates
as equity draftsmen. In 1826 the university of London
(now University College) was established mainly through
the efforts of Austin’s friends; and he was appointed by
the council to the chair of jurisprudence. He took great
pains to prepare himself for the task. He resolved to go
to Germany, and profit by the teaching of the great jurists
who flourished there. He visited Heidelberg, where Thibaut
then taught the civil law. He then settled for six months
at Bonn, where a group of brilliant scholars, including
Niebuhr, Brandis, Schlegel, Arndt, Mackeldey, and Heffter,
resided. There, with the assistance of a young privatdocent,
he read many German works on law. He returned to

England in the spring of 1828, and began his lectures at
University College. His class was never large; but it
included several men who rose to eminence, among others
Sir George Cornewall Lewis, Lord Belper, Lord Romilly,
Lord Clarendon, Mr. Charles Villiers, Mr. Hare, and Mr.
Whiteside, subsequently lord chief justice of Ireland.
Congenial occupation seemed to be before him. He was
enthusiastic and zealous, and his earnest and eloquent
exposition seemed likely to attract many students. ‘Demand
explanations and ply me with objections — turn me inside
out,’ was his characteristic advice to them. But again he
was unsuccessful. Pupils flocked to the lecture-room of
his colleague, Mr. Amos; his was almost deserted. The
number of men attending his lectures dwindled down to
five (SARGANT’S Essays); and it soon became plain that
there was in England no demand for teaching of a high
order of jurisprudence. ‘There is some hope,’ said the
‘Law Magazine’ in 1832, ‘of his being induced to
prepare a course on the Roman law, or the law of
nations, for the ensuing session. But it is almost too
much to ask him to make an extraordinary exertion for
such a meagre audience as he hitherto has had.’ Seeing
no prospect of obtaining even the small audience with
which he would have been content, he resigned his chair
in 1832. The year before he published an ‘outline’ of his
course of lectures; and this, corrected and enlarged, was
appended to his work, ‘The Province of Jurisprudence
determined,’ which was published in 1832. It was, at first,
little read; and its value was not always appreciated by
the few who read it. Lord Melbourne’s remark about it,
as recorded in the Greville memoirs, expressed a too
common opinion. ‘In answer to the observation that “the
Austins were not fools,” he said, “Austin? Oh, a damned
fool! Did you ever read his book on Jurisprudence?” I
said I had read a great part of it, and that it did not
appear to be the work of a fool. He said that he had read
it all, and that it was the dullest book he ever read, and
full of truisms elaborately set forth’ (iii. 138). In 1833
Austin was appointed by Lord Brougham a member of
the Criminal Law Commission. He did not find the
position or the opportunities of giving effect to his views
all that he desired. ‘He used to come home,’ writes his
wife, ‘from every meeting of the commission disturbed
and agitated, and to express his repugnance to receiving
the public money for work from which he thought the
public would derive little or no benefit. Some blurred
and blotted sheets which I have found bear painful and
affecting marks of the struggle that was going on in his
mind between his own lofty sense of dignity and duty
and the more ordinary sense of duty which subordinates
public to private obligation.’ He accordingly resigned his
position upon the commission. In 1834 he was requested
by the society of the Inner Temple to deliver a course of
lectures on jurisprudence; but they, too, failed to attract
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students, and they were soon discontinued. His powerful
friends, however, still entertained the highest opinion of
his capacity, and a new channel of activity was opened
to him. In 1836 he and his friend, Sir George Cornewall
Lewis, were appointed commissioners to inquire into the
administra-tion and state of government of the island of
Malta. The task was eminently congenial to a man of
Austin’s acquirements. The commissioners were
instructed to examine into the laws and usages, the
administration of the government, the state of the
judicature, the civil and ecclesiastical establishments, the
revenue, trade, and resources of the island; and they
were also requested to make suggestions as to changes
which they thought advisable. No commission ever did
its work more carefully, and its reports to the colonial
office are remarkable papers, dealing with great ability
and thoroughness with some of the most important
questions of political economy and jurisprudence.
Among those possessed of permanent interest are the
despatch urging the establishment in Malta of liberty of
printing and publishing; the history of the origin of the
corn monopoly in that island; the account of the
government charities, of which last paper Lord Glenelg,
the colonial secretary, said: ‘It is impossible that all the
necessary facts should have been brought together with
greater brevity and clearness, or that the principles
which should direct his Majesty’s government should
have been stated with greater force and perspicuity.’ The
reform of the tariff which the commission effected was
pronounced by Sir James Stephen ‘the most successful
legislative experiment he had seen in his time.’ What
was the precise share which Austin had in the laborious
work is a little uncertain; but his peculiar ideas and
vigorous language are often clearly discernible — for
example, in the account of the history of Maltese law
and the proposals with respect to legal education. The
elaborate ordinance as to liberty of printing and
publishing is interesting as a sample of his style of legal
drafting. The commission did not accomplish all that
was anticipated, and the government of Malta has been
repeatedly subjected to considerable changes since 1837.
But Austin did much to improve the institutions of the
island. Being ill when he returned from Malta, he went
to Carlsbad, and spent there the summers of 1841, 1842,
and 1843. The winters he passed in Dresden and Berlin,
where he and his wife knew most of the eminent men of
the time. While living at Dresden he wrote for the
‘Edinburgh Review’ a refutation of the arguments in
favour of protectionism propounded by Dr. List in ‘Das
nationale System der politischen Oekonomie.’ Through
regarding Dr. List’s ‘desultory’ treatise as ‘a theory of
trade unworthy of grave criticism,’ he refuted it with
unsparing thoroughness. To see his copy of List’s work
preserved in the Austin collection in the Inner Temple

Library — the book copiously annotated in a bold, clear
hand, and scored as a lawyer might score his brief — is
to get an idea of the conscientious zeal which Austin
carried into all he executed. Austin was at this time
under the spell of German scholarship, and he wrote
with fervour of his obligation to a land in which he and
his wife had so long lived. ‘Germany is one of the
countries which we respect the most, and to which we
are the most attracted, having found in the works of her
philosophers, her historians, and her scholars, exhaust-
less mines of knowledge and instruction, and exhaustless
power of pleasure or consolation. Above all we admire
the spirit of comprehensive humanity which generally
comes through the writings of her classical authors; and
it is one of the causes of quarrel with Dr. List that he
labours to diffuse a spirit of exclusive and barbarous
nationality in the country of Leibnitz, Kant, and Lessing.’
To the ‘Edinburgh Review’ of January 1847 he contributed
an elaborate article on centralisation. Taking as his text
‘De la Centralisation,’ by Timon [Cormenin], and other
French works, he endeavoured to dissipate the crowd of
fallacies which had gathered round the idea of centralisa-
tion. He sought to clear up certain ideas concerning it,
and, among them, the confusion between centralisation
and over-government, and the common assumption that
the former is incompatible with free or popular govern-
ment, or local government of popular origin. The article
concluded with two suggestions still well worthy of
consideration — one that the function of private or
specific legislation ought to be delegated to subordinate
judicial functionaries; the other that there should be a
permanent commission, composed of experienced lawyers,
whose business it would be to examine and report upon
bills submitted to either house of parliament.
In 1844-48 Austin lived in Paris. Shortly after his arrival
he was made by the Institute a corresponding member of
the moral and political class. Driven from France by the
revolution, he settled with his wife at Weybridge in
Surrey, where they took a ‘long, low rambling old
house,’ and there the remainder of his days was spent in
retirement. It was the happiest period of his life. His
interest in jurisprudence, political economy, and politics
was undiminished. He followed the course of events with
unflagging interest. The coup d’etat deeply excited his
wrath, and Napoleon III was an especial object of aversion
to him. ‘I can see him now,’ writes a relative, ‘with his
magnificent hazel eyes flashing as he struck the table
with his fist, saying “By God, sir, he is a scoundrel!” ’
Dissatisfied with all he did, Austin wrote little. He could
not even be induced to prepare a second edition of his
work on jurisprudence. In 1859 he wrote an article
intended as a review in one of the quarterlies of Earl
Grey’s book on ‘Parliamentary Reform.’ It was rejected
by the editor, and he published it as a pamphlet under the
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title of ‘A Plea for the Constitution.’ It was an acute
defence of the English constitution as it existed and a
warning of the danger of widening the suffrage and
putting political power into the hands of people who
were not fit to use it. ‘It will be remarked,’ he says in a
sentence in the preface, which strikes the keynote of the
pamphlet, ‘by those who do me the honour of reading
the essay, that the consequences I anticipate from any
parliamentary reform are all of them mischievous.’ The
whole essay indicates that Austin’s political opinions
had been much influenced by his residence abroad; that
the ‘insane’ revolution of 1848 had inspired him with
dread of democracy, and that he had abandoned most of
the political ideas of Bentham and the radical friends of
his youth. He died in December 1859, just as his
principles with respect to codification were triumphing
in India. His death was little noted; even the legal
journals of the time did not mention it; and Mr. J. S.
Mill’s article in the ‘Edinburgh Review’ of October
1863 was the first intimation to the majority even of
English lawyers that they had lost a great jurist. In 1861
his widow edited a new edition of the ‘Province of
Jurisprudence,’ and added to it a preface, in which she
told the chief facts of her husband’s life with much
pathos. Two years afterwards she published two volumes
of his lectures, or such remains of them as she, with
remarkable sagacity and zeal, could discover. She was
engaged in preparing another edition when she died, and
the work was completed by Mr. Robert Campbell. The
record of Austin’s life is, in many respects, one of failure
and disappointment. ‘I was born out of time and place,’
he himself said. ‘I ought to have been a schoolman of the
twelfth century or a German professor.’ Asked why he
did not do more for his brother, the brilliant and successful
Charles Austin said: ‘John is much cleverer than I, but
he is always knocking his head against principals.’ He
found for his teaching no appreciative public. When first
published his ‘Province of Jurisprudence’ was little noticed.
The hope expressed in one of his lectures that laymen
would come to take an interest in jurisprudence was
crushed by his failure to procure the attention even of
lawyers. Abroad he was, and still is, little known. His
name is not found in such a work as ‘Holtzendorff’s
Rechts-Lexicon,’ which contains notices of almost every
obscure mediaeval jurist; and German jurists still confound
law proper with morality, as if he had never written. It is
doubtful whether he even made in the last forty-two
years of his life, by his profession, by his pen, or as a
lecturer, a hundred pounds. The end of his life was, to
use his wife’s words, one of obscure and honourable
poverty. There is no reason, however, to lay the blame of
this neglect solely upon an inappreciative generation. He
was not well equipped for active work. Outwardly austere,
he had also a softness of nature which unfitted him for

the battle of life. His friend, John Stuart Mill, who has
sketched his character with kindly but truthful touches,
points out one signal weakness when he says: ‘The
strength of will of which his manner seemed to give such
strong assurance expended itself principally in manner.
He spent so much time and exertion on superfluous
study and thought that, when his work ought to have
been completed, he had generally worked himself into
an illness without having finished what he undertook.’
His style, too, militated against him. It was clear, and
occasionally eloquent; but it abounded in repetitions and
amplifications which, however suitable in an instrument
settled by an equity draftsman, were repulsive even to
intelligent readers. Though a brilliant talker — Macaulay
said that he scarcely knew his superior — he wrote in a
manner which repelled and disheartened even his admirers.
In some respects his labours have been as successful as
he could have desired. He helped to revolutionise juris-
prudence. He found it, in spite of Hobbes’s and of
Bentham’s labours, an undigested mass of loose theories
and vague terminology. The late Mr. Phillimore, speaking
of the terminology used by English lawyers, compares it
with too much appropriateness to ‘the gabble of bushman
in a craal.’ Austin introduced exactness of thought and
expression. He gave to such terms as ‘law,’ ‘status,’
‘sovereignty,’ a degree of precision unknown before. He
clearly distinguished law proper from objects to which,
by metaphor or analogy, it is extended. He showed the
relation of custom to law. He described the nature of
judicial legislation and its disadvantages without repeating
Bentham’s exaggerated vituperation. Not the least of
Austin’s services is that he gave a great impetus to the
work of codification. It is inaccurate to speak of his main
doctrines as truisms. The best proof of this is that they
are still unknown to, or opposed by, the chief jurists of
Germany and France. A reaction against his teaching
has, it is true, begun. Sir Henry Maine and other students
of law from its historical side have criticised his conception
of law — general commands of a superior enforced by
sanctions — as inapplicable to much that should form
part of jurisprudence; and the tendency is to extend that
science beyond positive law, to which he would confine
it. It is said that he did not take sufficient account of the
genesis of law. He confined the domain of positive law
to ‘law set by a sovereign body of persons, to a member
of the independent political society wherein that person
or body is sovereign or supreme.’ Having regard to
Austin’s definitions of sovereign and political society, it
is often objected that he would exclude from jurisprudence
law as known in all barbarous and semi-barbarous and
not a few civilised societies. It is also urged that his
account of customary law as being either positive
morality or law properly so called, only by reason of its
being the command of the sovereign, is violently at



Austin Families Genealogical Society Files

10

variance with facts. There is not universal agreement as
to the accuracy of his criticisms on the classification of
Gaius and Justinian. It is often also objected that he who
sought to confine jurisprudence to its true domain too
frequently diverges into the region of politics, religion,
or ethics. But his work has stood remarkably well the test
of criticism. The majority of the objections to Austin’s
method and conclusions come to little more than a
contention that jurisprudence may with advantage be
studied historically as well as analytically, and that a
large class of facts excluded by definition from that
science must always have especial interest for the jurist.
[Austin’s Introduction to Lectures on Jurisprudence; Mill’s Autobi-
ography; Parliamentary Papers for 1839, vol. xvii.; Times 12 Aug.
1867; Mrs. Ross’s Preface to Lady Duff Gordon’s Letters from Egypt.]

J. M.-L.

AUSTIN, ROBERT, D.D. (fl.1644), puritan divine,
published in 1644 a tract, entitled ‘Allegiance not
impeached, viz. by the Parliament’s taking up of Arms
(though against the King’s Personall Commands) for the
just Defence of the Kings Person, Crown, and Dignity,
the Laws of the Land, Liberties of the Subject, &c,’ 4to.
In an ‘address to the reader,’ the author protests that he
had lost much by siding with parliament; that he had
been actuated solely by motives of patriotism in publish-
ing his views to the world; and that he looked forward to
the time when the king would ‘return in safety, and his
throne be established in judgment and in justice.’ In 1647
Austin published ‘The Parliaments Rules and Directions
concerning Sacramental Knowledge drawn into Questions
and Answers,’ a duodecimo of eight leaves.
[Works.] A. H. B.

AUSTIN, SAMUEL, the elder (fl. 1629), religious poet,
was the son of Thomas Austin, Esq., of Lostwithiel,
Cornwall. He entered Exeter College, Oxford, in 1623,
at the age of seventeen, took the degree of B.A. in 1627,
and that of M.A. in 1630, ‘about which time, being
numbered with the Levites,’ he ‘was beneficed in his
own country’ (WOOD, Athen. Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii. 499).
At Oxford he spent much time in composing a long
poem on scriptural subjects, which was given to the
world in 1629 under the title of ‘Austin’s Urania, or the
Heavenly Muse,’ 8vo. In the dedication to Dr. Prideaux,
rector of Exeter College, the author describes the
difficulties under which the book was written: ‘If you
knew but the paines I have suffer’d in travell hereof,
how many precious houres and dayes I have detain’d
from those sports and vanities which are common to
others; yea, how much time I have stolne from my other
private studies (which lay of necessitie on mee in this
place), and sacred them only to this . . . in briefe, what
heavy and hard conflicts, and what a tedious travell I
have had (as God knownes) in the producing of it, I dare

promise my selfe it would make your yielding heart e’en
bleed to thinke on’t . . . But now (thankes bee to my God)
I have at length finished it.’ Such prefatory words as
these do not tempt the reader to proceed; but on the next
page is a most interesting address in verse to ‘my ever
honoured friends, those most refined wits and favourers
of most exquisite learning, Mr. M. Drayton, Mr. Will.
Browne, and my most ingenious kinsman, Mr. Andrew
Pollexfen.’ It is pleasant to see with what affection and
respect this devout young aspirant to poetic honours
addresses the authors of the ‘Polyolbion’ and of
‘Britannia’s Pastorals,’ and implores them to neglect the
rural Pan and sing the praises of Divine Providence. Was
it in answer to this appeal that Michael Drayton, in 1630,
when publishing his ‘Muses’ Elysium,’ appended to the
dainty pastorals, as leaden weights to drag them down,
his ‘Noah’s Floud’ and ‘David and Goliath’? The ‘Urania’
itself is not so poor as one would have supposed from
the author’s admissions in the dedication. Book i. describes
the Fall of Man, and the book ii. deals with the Redemp-
tion. The verse runs fluently, and is not disfigured by
harsh grammatical constructions. Evidently the writer
had given a close study to ‘Britannia’s Pastorals;’ but
though there is little to blame, there is little to commend,
and we must be content to admire the piety rather than
the poetry of Austin’s ‘Urania.’
[Wood, Athen. Oxon. ed. Bliss, ii. 499; Corser’s Collectanea, i. 85-
90; Boase and Courtney, Biblioth. Cornub. i. 8.] A. H. B.

AUSTIN, SAMUEL, the younger (fl. 1658), poetical
writer, inherited little of his father’s humility, and seems,
indeed, to have been an arrant coxcomb. He became a
commoner of Wadham College, Oxford, in 1652, took
his B.A. degree in 1656, and afterwards migrated to
Cambridge. At Oxford he made a laughing-stock of
himself by his inordinate self-conceit. Wood is very
severe on him: ‘Such was the vanity of this person that
he, being extremely conceited of his own worth, and
overvaluing his poetical fancy more than that of
Cleveland, who was then accounted the “hectoring
prince of poets,” fell into the hands of the satyrical wits
of this university, who, having got some of his prose and
poetry, served him as the wits did Tho. Coryat in his
time.’ These pieces of verse and prose, rendered more
ridiculous by grotesque alterations and additions, were
published in 1658 ‘by express order from the Wits,’
under the title of ‘Naps upon Parnassus; a sleepy Muse
nipt and pincht, though not awakened.’ A number of
satirical commendatory verses is prefixed, among the
contributors to which were Thomas Flatman, fellow of
New College; Thomas Sprat, of Wadham College, after-
wards bishop of Rochester; George Castle, of All Souls’;
Alexander Amidei, a Jew and teacher of Hebrew at
Oxford; Sylvanus Taylour, of All Souls’, and others. At
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the restoration of Charles II, Austin came before the
public with a fulsome ‘Panegyrick’ (1661). Luckily this
awkward attempt in the Pindaric measure fell stillborn
from the press. In a prefatory note to the ‘Panegyrick’ he
threatens that ‘the author, according as these find accept-
ance, intends a larger book of poems.’ Then he enumerates
the subjects that he intends to take in hand, among which
are ‘Christ’s Love to his Church, shadowed out in Joseph
and Potiphar’s Daughter in a familiar Dialogue betwixt
them,’ ‘Two Lovers in one Heart,’ ‘The Young Man’s
speech to a silent Woman,’ &c. What became of him
after the publication of the ‘Panegyrick’, is not known.
[Wood, Athen, Oxon, ed. Bliss, ii. 499, iii. 675; Corser’s Collectanea,
i. 90-93; Boase and Courtney, Biblioth, Cornub. i. 8.] A. H. B.

AUSTIN, SAMUEL (d. 1834), water-colour painter,
was a native of Liverpool. He commenced life as a
banker’s clerk, but eventually gave up a good position in
order to devote himself entirely to the art in which he
had excelled as an amateur, and of which he was
enthusiastically fond. He exhibited water-colour drawings
at the Society of British Artists from 1824 to 1826, and
from 1827 at the annual exhibitions of the Society of
Painters in Water-Colours, of which body he was elected
an associate in the last-named year. He painted landscapes,
and occasionally rustic figures; but his best works were
coast scenes, introducing boats and figures, some of
which were from sketches in Holland, France, and on
the Rhine. An example of his work, ‘Shakespeare’s
Cliff, Dover, with Luggers on the Beach,’ is in the South
Kensington Museum. A ‘View of Dort’ has been engraved
after him by William Miller. He died at Liverpool in
July 1834.
[Redgrave’s Dictionary of Artists of the English School, 1878; Society
of British Artists, Exhibition Catalogues, 1824-6; Society of Painters
in Water-Colours, Exhibition Catalogues, 1827-34] R. E. G.

AUSTIN, SARAH (1793-1867), translator, wife of John
Austin the jurist, was born at Norwich in 1793. Her
father, John Taylor, a yarn maker of that city, and a
descendant of John Taylor, a celebrated divine, was a
man of literary tastes. Her mother, whose maiden name
was Susanna Cook, was accomplished and beautiful.
Sarah Austin, who was the youngest of her family,
received an excellent education under the direction of
her mother. She was remarkably handsome and attractive,
and it caused some surprise in Norwich when she
married the grave John Austin [see AUSTIN, JOHN]. The
marriage, which took place in 1820, was a union of rare
intellectual sympathy, and one to which she brought an
unusual share of devotion. During the first years of their
married life they lived in Queen’s Square, Westminster.
Mrs. Austin’s stately yet charming manners, her talk
always full of information, interesting and sensible, if
not brilliant, and her many-sided nature made her many

warm friends. The younger Mill testified the esteem
which he felt for her by the title of Mutter, by which he
always addressed her. The only child of the marriage,
Lucie (afterwards Lady Duff Gordon), was born in 1821.
Her husband’s scanty measure of success stimulated Mrs.
Austin’s literary labours, and for many years she was
unceasingly busy with her pen. In 1833 she published
‘Selections from the Old Testament,’ arranged under
heads to illustrate the religion, morality, and poetry of
the Hebrew Scriptures. ‘My sole object has been’, she
wrote in the preface, ‘to put together all that presented
itself to my own heart and mind as the most persuasive,
consolatory, or elevating, in such a form and order as to
be easy of reference, conveniently arranged and divided,
and freed from matter either hard to be understood,
unattractive, or unprofitable (to say the least) for young
and pure eyes.’ In the same year she published one of the
many admirable translations by which she is best known:
‘Characteristics of Goethe from the German of Falk,
Von Müller, and others,’ with valuable original notes,
illustrative of German literature. Her own criticisms are
few, but they are excellent, and are marked by the
temperance and good sense which distinguished every
line she wrote.
In 1834 she translated ‘The Story without an End’ by
Carové, and this admirable translation has since been
often republished. In the same year she translated the
famous report on the ‘State of Public Instruction in
Prussia,’ addressed by Cousin to Count Montalivet,
minister of public instruction. In the preface she pleads
eloquently for the cause of national education. ‘Society,’
she says, ‘is no longer a calm current, but a tossing sea;
reverence for tradition, for authority, is gone. In such a
state of things who can deny the absolute necessity of
national education?’ In 1839 she returned to the same
subject in a pamphlet, originally published in a short-
lived periodical, Cochrane’s ‘Foreign Quarterly Review.’
Arguing from the experience of Prussia and France, she
urged the establishment in England of a national system
of education. One of her last publications (1859) consisted
of two letters addressed to the ‘Athenaeum’ on girls’
schools and on the training of working women. In these
she shows that she had modified her opinions. Speaking
of the old village schools, she admits that the teachers
possessed little book lore. They were often widows
‘better versed in the toils and troubles of life than in
chemistry or astronomy. . . . But the wiser among them
taught the great lessons of obedience, reverence for
honoured eld, industry, neatness, decent order, and other
virtues of their sex and stations,’ and trained their pupils
to be the wives of working men. In 1827 Mrs. Austin
went with her husband to Germany and settled in Bonn.
She collected in her long residence abroad materials for
her work, ‘Germany from 1760 to 1814,’ which was
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published in 1854. Some chapters of it had previously
appeared as articles in the ‘Edinburgh Review’ and the
‘British and Foreign Review.’ This book, by which she
is best known, still holds its place as an interesting and
thoughtful survey of German institutions and manners.
In the autumn of 1836 she accompanied her husband to
Malta, busying herself while there with investigations
into the remains of Maltese art. On their return from that
Island, she and her husband went to Germany. Thence
they passed to Paris, where they remained until they were
driven home by the revolution of 1848. In 1840 she
translated Ranke’s ‘History of the Popes,’ which was
warmly praised by Lord Macaulay and Dean Milman.
When this translation was published, her intimate friend
Sir George C. Lewis wrote to her saying, ‘Murray is very
desirous that you should undertake some original work.
Do you feel a Beruf of this sort?’ But she did not feel
such a Beruf; most of her subsequent works consisted of
translations. In 1861 she wrote, as a preface to a new
edition of ‘The Province of Jurisprudence determined,’ a
memoir of her husband full of pathos. From that time to
1863 she was laboriously engaged in preparing for the
press a large mass of manuscript notes of his lectures,
and in that year appeared ‘Lectures on Jurisprudence, or
the Science of Positive Law.’ She was meditating the
preparation of a new edition when she died on 8 Aug.
1867 at Weybridge from an acute attack of heart disease.
Sarah Austin did not possess genius, but all she wrote is
marked by nice discrimination and the touch of the true
literary artist. Her style is clear, unaffected, and forcible.
She had a high standard of the duties of a translator, and
she sought to conform rigorously to it. ‘It has been my
invariable practice,’ she herself said, ‘as soon as I have
engaged to translate a work, to write to the author of it,
announcing my intention, and adding that if he has any
correction, omission, or addition to make, he might
depend on my paying attention to his suggestions.’ She
did much to make the best minds of Germany familiar to
Englishmen, and left a literary reputation due as much to
her conversation and wide correspondence with illustrious
men of letters as to her works.
The following is a list of her principal works, besides
those already named:  1. ‘Translation of a Tour in England,
Ireland, and France by a German Prince,’ 1832. 2. ‘Trans-
lation of Raumer’s England in 1835,’ 1836.  3. Ranke’s
History of the Popes,’ 1840. 4. ‘Fragments from German
Prose Writers,’ 1841.  5. ‘Niebuhr’s Stories of the Gods
and Heroes of Greece,’ 1843.  6. ‘Ranke’s History of the
Reformation in Germany,’ 1845. 7. ‘Translation of Guizot
on the Causes of the Success of the English Revolution,’
1850. 8. ‘Letters of Sydney Smith,’ 1855 (second volume
of Lady Holland’s Life and Letters). 9.’Memoirs of the
Duchess of Orleans,’ 1859. 10. ‘Lady Duff Gordon’s
Letters from Egypt,’ edited by Mrs. Austin, 1865.

[John Stuart Mill’s Autobiography; Sir George C. Lewis’s Letters;
Times, 12 Aug. 1867; Athenaeum, August 1867.] J. M-L.

AUSTIN, WILLIAM (1587-1634), miscellaneous writer,
was a barrister of Lincoln’s Inn, and resided for many
years in Southwark, where he acquired a great local
reputation. His works, which are mainly of a religious
character, were all published posthumously, but in his
lifetime he distributed copies of them among his friends,
among whom he reckoned James Howell, the author of
the ‘Epistolae Ho-Elianae,’ and his neighbour, Edward
Alleyn, the founder of Dulwich College. Austin’s name
appeared with those of the chief contemporary men of
letters, on the proposed list of members of the Royal
Academy of Literature, projected in 1620, but subsequently
abandoned (Archaeologia, xxxii. 142). In a letter dated
20 Aug. 1628 Howell thanks Austin in extravagant terms
for ‘that excellent poem . . . upon the Passion of Christ’
which ‘transported me into a true Elysium,’ and urges
him to publish ‘the other precious pieces of yours which
you have been pleased to impart unto me’ (Epist. Ho-El.
bk, i. sect. 5, § 12). But Austin died on 16 Jan. 1633-4 at
the age of forty-seven without having followed his friends
advice. He was buried in the parish church of St. Mary
Overy or St. Saviour’s Southwark, on which he and his
family had bestowed many rich gifts (STOW, Survey of
London (1633), 453b). An elaborate monument still stands
above his grave. It bears a curious inscription, and was
erected by Austin himself from his own designs to the
memory of his first wife.
In 1635 there appeared a folio volume entitled ‘Devotionis
Augustinianae Flamma, or Certayne Devout, Godly and
Learned Meditations: written by the Excelently
Acomplisht Gentlemen, William Austin of Lincolnes
Inne, Esquier.’ The title-page, which contains an
admirably engraved portrait of the author, states that the
work had been ‘set forth after his decease by his deare
wife and executrix, Mrs. Anne Austin.’ The book opens
with a meditation for Lady day, written in 1621, and
closes with a funeral sermon in prose, and an epicedium
or funeral dirge in verse, composed by Austin for
himself, in which he deplores the loss of his first wife
and many of his children. Two series of poems, entitled
respectively ‘Carols for Christmas Day,’ and
‘Meditations for Good Friday,’ are included in the
volume, and to the latter Howell probably referred in the
letter already noticed. Almost every page of the book
displays a wide knowledge of the Bible and patristic
literature, and justifies to some extent a friend’s estimate
of Austin as ‘a gentlemen highly approved for his
religion, learning and exquisite ingenuity.’ A second
edition of the ‘Meditations’ was published in 1637, and
its success encouraged Austin’s friends to produce in the
same year another of his works entitled ‘Haec Homo,
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wherein the Excellency of the Creation of Woman is
described by way of an Essay,’ 12mo. The book consists
of dreary scholastic disquisitions based on scriptural and
classical quotations, and is said to have been suggested
by Agrippa’s ‘De Nobilitate et Praecellentia Foeminei
Sexus.’ It is inscribed to ‘Mistresse Mary Griffith,’ to
whom the editors refer as the authors ‘paterne.’ Before
1671, a third work of Austin’s, a translation of Cicero’s
‘Cato Maior, or the Book of Old Age . . . with annota-
tions upon the men and places,’ 12mo, was published by
a London stationer into whose hands the manuscript had
accidentally fallen. It reached a second edition in 1671,
and a third in 1684.
[Corser’s Collectanea Anglo-Poetica, i. 94; Lowndes’s Bibliographers’
Manual; Prefatory Addresses in Austin’s Haec Homo and Cato Maior;
Rendle’s Old Southwark, pp. 188-90; Le Neve, Monumenta Anglicana,
1600-49, p.146; Stow’s Survey of London, ed. Strype, ii. 15.] S. L.

AUSTIN WILLIAM (fl. 1662), a writer of verse and
classical scholar, was the son of William Austin, the
religious writer, and was a barrister of Gray’s Inn. On
the marriage of Charles II with Catherine of Braganza,
Austin wrote two poems to celebrate the union, which
were ‘presented to their majesties’ on their passage down
the Thames from Hampton Court to Whitehall (23 Aug.
1662). The first was entitled ‘A Joyous Welcome to the
most Serene and most Illustrious Queen of Brides,
Catherine and the Royal Spouse and Consort of Charles
II,’ London, 1662, folio, and the second ‘Triumphus
Hymenaeus, London’s solemn Jubilee for the most
auspicious Nuptials of their great Sovereign, Charles the
Second,’ London, 1662, folio. Both poems were elabo-
rately printed, and are now highly prized as biblio-
graphical rarities. They are full of bombastic eulogy, and
are crowded with classical allusions, explained in
voluminous and learned notes. In an address to the
reader Austin not inaptly refers to his work as ‘this
thatcht Tugurium of Poesie’. In 1664 he produced a
doggerel poem of similar calibre, bearing the title of
‘Atlas under Olympus. An Heroick Poem by William
Austin, of Gray’s Inn, Esq. London, printed for the
author, 1664,’ 8vo. It was dedicated to Charles II and
Monck, duke of Albemarle, and was a fulsome paneygric
upon their achievements. Almost every line is based on a
classical quotation, which is printed in each case at the
foot of the page. Austin’s most readable production is a
prosaic description in verse of the plague of London.
Its title runs: ‘ ’Eπιλοίµιa επη or the Anatomy of the
Pestilence. A Poem in three parts, describing the deplor-
able condition of the city of London under its merciless
dominion, 1665. What the Plague is, together with the
causes of it. As also, the Prognosticks and most effectual
meanes of safety both preservative and curative. By
William Austin, of Grayes Inne, Esq.’ London, 1666,
8vo. In an address to the reader it is stated that the poem

was written at the request of ‘very worthy persons in the
countrey at the time of the sickness when the mortality
in London’ reached ‘seven or eight thousand a week
with some hundreds over and above’. Although Austin
here dispenses with classical allusions and annotations,
he employs a number of Latin and Greek words in a
slightly anglicised form. A portrait of the author is
prefixed to the volume. Austin was buried in the parish
church of Southwark, near the monument of his father,
but the year of his death is uncertain.
[Corser’s Collectanea Anglo-Poetica, i. 93-6; Hazlitt’s Bibliographical
Collections; prefatory addresses in Austin’s Poems; Stow’s Survey of
London, ed. Strype, ii. 15.] S. L.

AUSTIN, WILLIAM (1754-1793), a physician of
extensive practice, and author of a treatise on the stone,
was born at Wotton-under-Edge, in Gloucestershire, 28
Dec. 1754. His forefathers for several generations had
been clothiers in the town. William was the youngest of
eight children. After receiving a classical education at
the local grammar school he was admitted, in 1773, a
commoner of Wadham College, Oxford. Here he began
the study of Hebrew, and had in a short time made
sufficient progress to obtain an exhibition. In body as
well as mind he was distinguished by the extraordinary
energy which he threw into his pursuits. He often walked
from Oxford to London in a day, and, though a man of
slender make, mowed an acre of heavy grass in a single
day with his unaided scythe. He became a scholar of his
college, and, as he had successfully studied Hebrew to
obtain one exhibition, now mastered botany to gain
another. His studies in botany determined his choice of a
profession in the direction of physic. He made, however,
one more learned digression, and, after graduating B.A.
in 1776, was elected assistant tutor to Dr. White, Laudian
professor of Arabic. After giving some lectures on Arabic,
Austin in 1779 came to London and began his medical
studies in earnest at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. Percival
Pott, the famous surgeon, formed a high opinion of Austin,
and said to Earle, his colleague: ‘You will see Austin at
the head of his profession.’ Austin went back to Oxford,
and proceeded M.A. 1780, M.B. 1782, M.D. 1783. Among
his many tastes was one for mathematics, and in 1781 he
published some remarks on Euclid, Books I. to VI. In the
same year, and after he had begun to practise as a physician
at Oxford, he lectured on mathematics during the absence
of the Savilian professor of geometry. In 1784 he planned,
but did not deliver, a course of lectures on physiology,
and in 1785 he was elected professor of chemistry. He
became also physician to the Radcliffe Infirmary. In
1786, on a vacancy at St. Bartholomew’s, Dr. Austin
was elected physician to that hospital, and removed to
London. He rapidly acquired a large private practice, but
continued his chemical studies, and was the first to
institute regular chemical lectures in the school of St.
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Bartholomew’s. In 1790 he delivered the Gulstonian
Lectures at the College of Physicians of which he had
been elected a fellow in 1787. The lectures were on the
stone, and were published in 1791. Dr. Austin was twice
married, and left four children by Miss Margaret Alanson,
his second wife. He died on 21 Jan. 1793 of a rapid febrile
disorder. He is known to have written sermons, but none
of these have been printed, and his short mathematical
treatise is not now to be found. Two papers (1788 and
1789) of his on ‘Heavy Inflammable Air’ were read before
the Royal Society (Phil. Trans. lxxx. 51). His Gulstonian
Lectures are printed as ‘A Treatise on the Origin and
Component Parts of the Stone in the Urinary Bladder’
(London, 1791). This work contains a series of experi-
ments made according to the defective chemistry of their
time and of no permanent value. Their erroneous result
is ‘that the stone is formed generally in very small part,
and often in no degree whatever, from the urine as
secreted by the kidneys, but chiefly from the mucus
produced from the sides of the different cavities through
which the urine passes;’ and this led the author to a
melancholy conclusion as to a common form of the
affection: that ‘those who suffer this species of the
disorder must either bear it for life or submit to a
dreadful alternative, to an operation which few surgeons
ever acquire the art of performing dexterously, and which,
performed even by the most skilful, is by far the most
dangerous of any that is practised in surgery.’ The
imperfect chemistry of his time was sufficient to lead
Austin to one accurate conclusion, the variety of composi-
tion of hard concretions found throughout the body; and
he also points out correctly that the hard matter found in
the arteries of old people is calcareous, while the white
substance covering the surface of gouty joints is not so.
His last remark as to lithotomy led his surgical colleague,
James Earle, to write a defense of the operation, in which
he states that Austin afterwards modified his gloomy views
as to the treatment of stone. Earle showed his remarks
to Austin shortly before the doctor’s death, and is the
author of the kindly memoir of Austin prefixed to
‘Practical Observations on the Operation for the Stone,’
London, 1796.
[Earle’s Memoir; Munk’s College of Physicians, ii. 377.] N. M.

AUSTIN, WILLIAM (1721-1820), engraver and drafts-
man, was born in London in 1721. He was a pupil of
George Bickham; but after having engraved a few plates,
chiefly landscapes of no great merit, he relinquished the
practice of the art, and devoted the remainder of his life
to teaching drawing, first in London and afterwards in
Brighton. Among his engravings are four plates of the
‘Ruins of Ancient Rome,’ after Pannini, four plates of
the ‘Ruins of Palmyra,’ six ‘Sea-pieces,’ after Van Goyen,
and ‘The Four Times of the Day,’ views in Holland after

Waterloo, Ruisdael, Van Goyen, and Van der Neer. He
likewise engraved with Paul Sandby, Vivares, and others,
some views of ‘Windsor Park’ and ‘Virginia Water,’ and
also published in 1781 a series of thirty plates, slightly
etched from drawings by Andrea Locatelli, entitled ‘A
Specimen of Sketching Landscapes.’ He for some time
kept a print-shop, and published some political caricatures,
which were mostly directed against the French, and in
support of the administration of Charles James Fox. Six
of these, ‘French Spies attacked by British Bees,’ and
others, were engraved by himself in 1780. He died at
Brighton 11 May 1820, at the age of ninety-nine.
[Ottley’s Notices of Engravers, 1831; Gent. Mag. 1820, i. 476.] R.E.G.


