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have been the names of his brothers and sisters. Prior to
1662 John Harbin was probably living in the parish of St.
Laurence Pountny, where four children of John Harbin, mer-
chant, and Mary his wife, were buried between 1655 and 1661.
No record of John Harbin’s marriage has yet been found.
In Overton’s History of the Nonjurors, Dr. Charlett of Uni-
versity College, Oxford, is quoted as having described George
Harbin as a nephew of Francis Turner, the Nonjuror Bishop
of Ely, but the Bishop had no sisters, and his wife’s name was
Horton ; she was eighteen years younger than Mary Harbin
and is not likely to have been her sister. There may, however,
have been some more distant relationship to account for
Charlett’s statement. The State Papers for the early years of
the reign of Charles IT contain numerous references to John
Harbin, merchant, as an importer of hemp and timber from
France, and to purchases of naval stores from him by the
Admiralty. He also discounted bills of exchange and in 1670
the Treasury set up an office in his house, which overlooked
the churchyard of St. Helen’s, for dealing in foreign exchange
(C.8.P.D. 1658-69 ; Reg. of St. Helen’s, Bishopsgate, Harleian
Soc. 31). John Harbin was buried in St. Helen’s on 18 January
1673, in a grave adjoining that of his brother, presumably the
James Harbin buried there on 23 November 1672. Adminis-
tration of John's estate was given to his widow, Mary ; James
has neither will nor administration in the P.C.C. George
Harbin, the Nonjuror, was probably a child of six or seven
years old at the time of his father’s death. In Venn’s Alumns
Cantabrigienses he is described as a native of Essex, and he
may have been born in that county in the year of the Great
Plague, which his parents may have escaped by leaving
London. It is probable also that his father was the ‘ John,
son of my brother Thomas’, mentioned in 1667 in the will of
Andrew Harbin of Great Parndon, Essex, a citizen and dyer
of London, and a brother of Zanchy Harbin, linen draper of
Milton Abbas, Dorset, a village with which the Harbins of
Newton Surmaville were also connected.

George Harbin may have been born at Girons, Andrew
Harbin’s house at Great Parndon, but the registers of the
parish are missing for this particular period. From the
autobiography of the Rev. Richard Kidder, Rector of St.
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Martin Qutwich (a parish adjoining Bishopsgate), 1674-91,
and later Bishop of Bath and Wells, we find that George
Harbin was sent to St. Paul’s School as a day boy and lodged
with Mr. Kidder. ¢ Another that was left in my care’, he
writes, ¢ was Mr. George Harbin, whom I kept in my house till
he was eminently fit for the University.” On 13 March 1683
George was admitted a pensioner of Emmanuel College,
Cambridge, and after obtaining, according to Kidder, a good
reputation for learning and especially ‘for skill in the Greek
tongue ’, took his B.A.in 1687. On 30 March 1688 he removed
to Jesus College, as a Fellow Commoner, taking this step,
Kidder complains, in spite of his (Kidder’s) protests, on the
advice of ¢ an aunt ’, in order to attract the attention of Francis
Turner, Bishop of Ely, and Visitor of the College.! In this
he was successful, for about this time he was ordained, probably
at Ely, and became Chaplain to Bishop Turner. In 1690
the Bishop refused to take the oath of Allegiance to King
William and Queen Mary, but for how long his chaplain re-
mained with him is uncertain, possibly only until 1691, when
Bishop Turner was forced into hiding on account of his
alleged share in the Preston plot. That Harbin was no longer
living with Turner in 1695 is apparent from Anthony Wood’s
diary of 25 September in this year, in which he records
having met ‘ at Dr. Charlett’s, one Harbin, a clergyman, and
a Cambridge man by education, sometime Chaplain to Dr.
Turner, but a Non-juror and in a lay habit ’. Earlier in this
year Harbin had been staying at Boxwell near Wootton-under-
Edge in Gloucestershire, possibly with Matthew Huntley of
Boxwell Court. Two of his letters dated 10 January and
21 April 1695 addressed to Dr. Charlett from Boxwell are
preserved in the Bodleian Library. In the first Harbin says
he is enclosing copies of letters by Dr. Pocock, Archbishop
Laud, and Dr. Langbairde, and goes on to suggest corrections
which might usefully be made in the forthcoming edition of
Camden’s Britannia, which was, of course, Bishop Gibson’s.
This was probably already in the press and Harbin’s suggestions
were not adopted.

Harbin concludes with a suggestion that some memorial
should be made at Oxford of the fact that Selden’s books had

1 Som. Rec. Soc., xxxvii, 33.
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uncompromising Nonjuror, was arrested, tried and found guilty
(February 1714) of writing, printing and publishing the
obnoxious treatise. Though a fine of 1,000 marks was remitted
—it was thought through ° his interest at court '—he was com-
mitted to prison for three years. He subsequently became
a bishop of the Nonjurors and died in 1724.

Twenty-eight years afterwards the Gloucestershire anti-
quary, James West of Alscot, showed George Harbin his
copy of the ‘ Hereditary Right ’* with MS. notes by the Whig
Bishop Kennett. ‘ He then told me’, wrote West, ‘ that he
was the author of this book and immediately produced the
original copy of the same, together with 3 large volumes of
original documents from which the same was compiled. He
was chaplain to Dr. Ken, Bishop of Bath and Wells, and was
the head of the clergy of the Non-Juror persuasion at that
time, 1742. A man of infinite knowledge and reading, but of
a weak, prejudiced and bigoted judgement.” These notes
West wrote in his own copy of the * Hereditary Right °, which
was later bought by Gough who showed it to Nichols, who
copied and printed them in his Literary Anecdotes (Vol. I,
p- 168) in 1813. So exactly a hundred years after it had
been printed was the authorship of the ‘ Hereditary Right’
made public. There seems no evidence that George Harbin
was ever head of the * Non-Juror Persuasion ’ nor was he ever
made a bishop. His interests were historical and political
rather than theological, but as one of the survivors of the
original Nonjurors, the friend of Turner, Frampton and Ken,
he would doubtless have been looked up to with respect in
the diminishing community of Stuart Royalists. That he
was a man of strong prejudices is evident, and that the rising
Whig politician should find the old Jacobite of weak judgment
is perhaps not surprising.

To return to 1714, shortly after his imprisonment, Hilkiah
Bedford was visited by George Harbin, bringing with him
a gift of £100 from Lord Weymouth. It has usually been
assumed that Bedford’s failure to deny the authorship of the
‘ Hereditary Right’ arose either from his friendship with
Harbin or from a desire to obtain the credit of having written
a book which had obtained unexpected notoriety ; but the
second explanation seems somewhat improbable, considering
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the penalties attached and the first if true would place Harbin
in a highly discreditable light, while his visit to Hilkiah in
prison would have added insult to injury. There is no evidence
that Harbin’s reputation suffered from his curious conduct and
a third explanation may be suggested. Besides Harbin and
Bedford there were involved in the publication of the ‘ Heredi-
tary Right °, Theophilus Downes, a Nonjuror and ex-fellow of
Balliol, and Robert Nelson, a layman who had abandoned the
Nonjuror position in church affairs but remained an ardent
Jacobite. According to Overton’s History of the Nonjurors,
Downes had written the preface and Nelson had corrected the
proofs. Another Nonjuror, Charles Leslie, who had been
chaplain to the second Lord Clarendon, was also said to have
had a share in it. In C. F. Secretan’s Life of Nelson there is
a long letter from Nelson to Bedford which makes it clear that
the forthcoming publication was being carefully discussed
among the Nonjurors. Is it not possible that some agreement
may have been reached among the group of friends and
collaborators that whoever among them was first arrested,
if the Government considered the work seditious, should take
the blame for the rest ? It has also been assumed that Lord
Weymouth knew nothing of his librarian’s literary work.
But this seems on the face of it improbable. Weymouth was
a ‘high Tory’ and in 1711 had been reappointed Lord-
Lieutenant of Wiltshire by the Tory cabinet; though not
a Nonjuror himself, he certainly sympathized with them, and
his brother-in-law Lord Winchelsea was one of the leading lay
Nonjurors. Had it become known that Lord Weymouth’s
librarian had written the °Hereditary Right’, would con-
temporary Whig opinion have believed that his Lordship
knew nothing of its composition, and might not the reper-
cussions of such a discovery have proved embarrassing to the
Tory Government ?

Secretan and Overton say that Bedford took the MS. to
the printers and that he ° carried the book through the press’.
So that although not the author, Bedford may well have felt
some responsibility for its publication. Nelson had written
to him on 24 September 1713, © According to your desire I am
reading over once more that admirable treatise Mr. Smith
has printed. I cannot think that Dr. Higden will ever
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whose brother Lord Preston had named Bishop Turner
as one of his confederates in planning the restoration of
James II in 1690. There is, moreover, in the Malet MSS.
(Add. MSS. 32094) a note saying, ‘ This letter (written by
Louis XIV to James, Duke of York, in 1665) and a number
of others were wrapped in brown paper on which was written ‘
“ to Mr. G. Harbin at the Rt. Hon. Lord Viscount Weymouth’s
House in Wilts. These papers were all found in King James’
Closet and given by the Hon. James Graham Esq., to one of
his friends.” * Sir Alexander Malet inherited George Harbin’s
MSS. from his ancestor the Rev. Alexander Malet, Harbin’s
nephew and executor. It is clear that one letter cannot have
been the whole of Graham’s and Harbin’s intercourse. There
are also a number of letters from Dean Atterbury, who was
a Jacobite without being a Nonjuror. These too are non-
political, but give further evidence that Harbin’s interests were
not entirely antiquarian and that his study of constitutional
history was intended to have a practical application. It may
also be noted that some of Atterbury’s correspondence with
the Jacobites in Paris reached him through a Mrs. Harbin
who lived in the Strand. It is possible that this was George
Harbin’s wife (he married in 1719 and the letters.date from
1720-1), but there was a Mary Harbin, school-mistress, of
St. Martin’s in the Fields, who refused the oaths in 1714 and
would also have been a likely go-between.

It was probably through Lord Weymouth that Harbin was
introduced to Harley, from whom he subsequently received an
annuity. It may well be that in spite of the arrest of Hilkiah
Bedford, Harley and St. John had welcomed, if not encouraged,
the publication of the ‘ Hereditary Right’ as an admirable
piece of propaganda on behalf of the Stuart restoration for
which they were secretly working. George Harbin may have
been pressed to remain in the background, and the £100 sent
to Bedford have been the latter’s reward for accepting the
role of scapegoat. Had the restoration taken place, it is not
to be supposed that Hilkiah would have served the whole of
his three years’ sentence. But the Nonjurors’ hopes were
disappointed. Queen Anne died and the Elector of Hanover
was proclaimed King, and in a year’s time was firmly established
on the throne. Lord Weymouth died within a few days of
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In the ‘usager’ controversy which divided the Nonjuror
fraternity in the 1720’s Harbin does not appear to have taken
any part. Overton notes that his name never occurs ‘in
connection with non-juring services, consecrations or internal
disputes ’, but his papers contain a copy of a project for recon-
ciliation among the ° dissenting non-jurors * dated 1731, and
show that he was asked to attend a meeting to discuss these
proposals and did not do so. ‘ '

Harbin died on 20 September 1744 and was buried at St.
James’, Westminster. The executors of his will, dated
25 August 1744, and proved 13 November following (P.C.C.,
Anstis 256) were his nephew, the Rev. Alexander Malet, Rector
of Combe Florey, and his great-nephew, Copleston Bamfylde, to
whom he left his collection of French books. His pictures and
a gold snuff-box given him by Lord Weymouth were left to his
niece Margaret Bamfylde and the furniture in his house in
King Street to his niece Anne Malet. He describes himself as
an ‘ unworthy priest of the Church of England as now professed
and by law established ’, while his obituary in the London
Evening Post declares him to have been ‘ a person of uncommon
learning, admirably versed in all parts of our English History
and true ancient constitution ’.

Alexander Malet’s daughter Anne, born not long before
her great-uncle’s death, and described in his will as his god-
daughter, lived to the age of 90, and handed down to her
nephews and great-nephews, some of whom were equally noted
for their longevity, traditions of the eighteenth century which
have thus been preserved to the present day. She remembered
how when her father, who had accepted the Hanoverian dynasty,
said the prayers for the royal family, his sister Anne used to
stand up in her pew in protest and in token that she at least
would have nothing to do with such a petition.” The number
of Nonjurors, lay and clerical, diminished steadily as the
century advanced, and the Tory party became the supporters
of George ITI, but it may still be worth while to recall the
lives of some of those whose loyalty bade them prefer poverty
or at best a precarious livelihood dependent on the charity of
their friends, to good livings and the hope of promotion.

? The traditions in the Malet family have been kindly communicated to
S.W.R. by Lt.-Colonel G. E. G. Malet.
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George Harbin might well have ended his life as a bishop had

he not steadily refused to abjure those exiled princes whom he

believed would always be entitled to the allegiance he had
once given them.

Note.—The principal collections of George Harbin’s MSS. to
have been traced so far are :

1. The collection of MSS. and notebooks purchased by the late
Preb. Bates Harbin and now in the possession of Mrs. Bates
Harbin at Newton Surmaville. These include copies of
the Somerset Visitation pedigrees, copies of documents
relating to Somerset families, particularly Beauchamp,
Warre, Trevelyan, and Carew, papers ‘drawn up by
Thomas Carew ’; Devonshire pedigrees, with extracts
from Pole, Risdon, ete.; a copy of the Isle of Wight
Domesday ; extracts from Gervase Holles’ history of the
Holles family ; notes on peerage cases ; theological MSS.,
including some headed De Jure Regum, which may be the
rough draft for the ‘ Hereditary Right ’; a few personal
letters and notes; a mysterious and presumably unused
dedication to ‘a high and mighty Prince’, perhaps
intended to have been prefixed to the ‘ Hereditary Right ’
in the case of a Stuart restoration; and a copy of the
‘ Project for a union between Dissenting non-jurors, 1731 °.

2. The Warre MSS, including Harbin’s letters to the Bamfyldes,
now in the possession of the Somerset Archmological
Society.

3. The Malet MSS., many of which were calendared in the
5th Report of the Hist. MSS. Comm. Most of those so
calendared are now in the British Museum ; others are
in the possession of Sir Edward Malet, Bart.

4. The collection formed by the Rev. P. B. G. Binnall, including
extracts from the Patent Rolls, copies of peerage and other
legal cases, and extracts from the MSS. of John Anstis,
Garter-King-at-Arms, Harbin’s friend and contemporary.

Harbin’s letters to Lord Oxford are calendared in the
Portland volumes of H.M.C.; it is possible that others
exist at Longleat and in the Phillipps collection, from
which. a small volume of Harbin’s extracts from charters
relating to Bath was recently sold. There is an unsigned
portrait of George Harbin at Newton Surmaville.



