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 Fm AND MEMBEES OF THE

-~ Rovar Socrery oF ANTIQUARIES OF IRELAND—

~ In accordance with the usage of our Society, its President, on

tering on his three-years term of office, has to deliver, on the evening

the day of his election, an Inaugural Address. The timeavailable for
ﬂkepamtxon is very limited; and it might be thought advisable to
m the performance of thls duty to a later date.

: r, however, to take the earliest opportumty of meeting the
ers of the Society, and expressing to them my thanks
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on account of seniority. A similar fate has happened to me in the
Royal Irish Academy; and it is nearly a quarter of a century since 1
withdrew from its Treasurership, on removing to the country.

‘While it was my pleasing duty to serve the Academy in that office,
along with your late President, who for many years was elected to the
onerous office of Secretary, I was often tempted to regard this Society as
-one admirably adapted to train recruits for the Academy; but, since it
has been your pleasure to place at your head two retired officers of that
body, I am disposed to believe that, besides its chartered function of
promoting the study of science, polite literature, and antiquities, it
performs another useful function, namely, the training and supplying of
Presidents to this less venerable and more popular Society, which exhibits
an activity, perhaps attributable to youth.

The disqualifications of age in your President and distance from
Dublin may have some compensatory advantages. Age is generally
-credited with wisdom, and seems appropriate in a Society of Antiquaries.
And as regards my residence in the country, it may be well that a Society
which originated in the provincial city of Kilkenny, which not only
claims all Ireland as its domain, but year after year exploits it to its
turthest corners, which has officials for every province and every county,
and which draws so large a number of its members from beyond the
limits of the capital, should occasionally look afield and select a President
from the Provinces.

There were, however, two other considerations which made me hesitate
when I was asked if I would allow my name to be put forward for the
office. I was painfully conscious that I had not done much for this
Society, and that I should come after one under whose presidency it had
attained to a position of remarkable prosperity. Dr. Wright, I knew
well, brought to its service exceptionally great experience, knowledge,
and zeal ; and he further had the advantage of leisure in the midst of
the abodes of learning. All of us, doubtless, recognise how well and
wisely he has guided the work of the Society; and it is satisfactory to
know that, as a Vice-President—albeit transplanted to Munster—we shall
still have his counsel and co-operation.

SuBJECTS FoR ADDRESS.

‘When, last month, it became necessary for me to consider what topies
to bring before you in this address, I was embarrassed by the unlimited
range available, The past, the present, and the future all suggest
subjects worthy of your attention ; but I concluded that, in addressing a
Society of Antiquaries, my choice should lead me to deal chiefly with the
past.
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Looking backwards, then, through the three years of my predecessor’s
presidency, my attention was arrested by the recent Coronation of King
Edward VII. and some events following on his accession to the Throne.
As Prince of Wales, he had long been Patron-in-Chief of our Society, and
now, as King, hez is still graciously pleased to occupy that position.

To His Royal Mother, Queen Victoria, this Irish Society of
Antiquaries is indebted for being permitted—alone amongst the Societies
of Antiquaries of the United Kingdom—to prefix to its title, since 1869,
the epithet ¢ Royal’’; and, accordingly, in its badge, which figures in
the forefront of its publications, a crown occupies the most prominent
position.

One might be tempted to expatiate on the unrivalled antiguity of
the Royal line which King Edward represents, One might moralize
on the various dynasties through which, from Saxon times, the crown
has devolved—Danish, Norman, Angevin, Tudor, Stuart, Hanoverian—
until, by the accession of King Edward, it has again reverted to a Saxon
Monarch, and one of a race so ancient that its name is now almost
unknown. Strange it is to reflect that this metropolis, which was so
long under the dominion of Danish or Scandinavian Kings (whose coins
are almost the earliest to perplex our antiquaries), now owes allegiance
to a Danish Queen.

But I prefer to avoid such discursive topics, and to refer briefly to
the way in which the advent of a new Sovereign and some consequent
-events have affected Ireland, chiefly in relation to the coinage.

I take up this topic the more readily, because, though this country
-and this Society in the past century possessed many notable numismatists,
such as Lindsay, Simon, Aquilla Smith, and Dr. Frazer, this important
branch of historical research seems nowadays to be but fitfully cultivated.
It may be that the study of postage stamps, and what the President of
:another society, in his valedictory address, a few days ago, stigmatized
as the ‘“ craze” for book-plates, have monopolised most of the available
zeal, in favour of more fashionable, if less instructive, researches. Our
‘antiquarian journals, which used to contain countless representations of
coins, now seldom have a contribution on the subject. That of
Mr. Patterson on the comparatively modern Cronebane, or St. Patrick’s
*“¢ half-pence,” in the last volume of our Journal (p. 261), was, therefore,
the more welcome.

TrE CoRONATION STONE.

First, however, let me say a few words as to Ireland’s share in the
Coronationitself. A volume might be written about the famous Lia Fail,
or Stone of Destiny, which, since its removal from Scotland in 1296, has
been used at every Coronation in Westminster Abbey. Its early history

B2
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and the controversies which have raged about its supposed connexion
with Tara and the early monarchs of Ireland, with the Pharaoh of the
Exodus, with Egypt and Spain, with the Milesian incursion into Ireland,
and its alleged identity with the stone on which Jacob rested his head at
Bethel, have engaged the pens of many antiquaries, and of some:
romancers. Mr. P. J. O’Reilly contributed to our Joirral of last year
(p. 77) a valuable series of notes on this stone; and I refer any one who
desires to see its history concisely told to a paper written by Mr. James.
Hilton for the Royal Archeeological Society in 1887, and to the summary
of it in the beautiful ¢ Coronation Book ” of Mr. W. J. Loftie, F.s.a.
He says that the actual stome, though often described as marble,
““is really a piece of hard red sandstone, such as occurs in many placesin
Scotland, and especially in Argyllshire, where its authentic history may
be said to begin.”

This is just one of the cases—like the state of the tide at the battle.
of Clontarf, solved by Dr. Haughton—where the perplexities of anti-
quaries might expect aid from the votaries of science. Accordingly
Professors Ramsay and Geikie, and several other geologists, were invited
to aid, and the silent stone was subjected to microscopical and chemical
examination. Theresult was mainly negative, and tended to displace the
claims of Palestine, of Egypt, and, alas, of Tara, which were pronounced
destitute of the red sandstone of the Lia Fail. Much scientific evidence
has, however, been since adduced to prove that this class of stone is found
in Moab, on the eastern side of the Red Sea, and also in Egypt; so,
perhaps, Tara may yet be able to have its claim rehabilitated. Belfast,
however, possesses a stone which is said to have been the Coronation.
Stone of the O’Neill monarchs.

The Regalia of England was broken up after the decapitation of
Charles 1., and, at the Restoration, a new set had to be provided for the
Coronation of Charles II. A crown of his passed into private hands, and
is, with others, in the possession of Lord Amherst of Hackney. The-
various vicissitudes of the crowns would take too long to recount. It is.
a remarkable fact that the oldest crown pertaining to the King is that of
Scotland. Two elaborate and beautifully-illustrated accounts of the
Scottish Regalia, by Messrs. Reid and Brook, were prepared for the
Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, and published by it in 1890. After
the Union of Scotland with England, in 1707, the Regalia, including the
Crown and Sceptre and a very beautiful Sword of State, given by Pope-
Julius I1. in 1507, were deposited in a great oak chest in the Castle of
Edinburgh. There they lay until 1818, hidden and almost forgotten
for over a century. In that year, partly at the instance of Sir Walter
Scott, the oak chest was opened. This was done by driving out the
joint-pins of one hasp and cutting through the other; for the keys, of
course, were not forthcoming.
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' Eventually the crown, &ec., with other interesting objects, including
insignia of the Order of the Garter, &c., bequeathed to George III. by
Cardinal York, were removed from their oaken tomb, and they may
mow be seen in Edinburgh Castle.

Irism Crowxs.

What have we in Ireland of such symbols of Royalty, and what do
we know of Irish Regalia in the past? I commend this subject to our
members as worthy of further investigation, and I proceed to offer a few
observations on Irish Crowns.

When Dermod O’Connor, styling himself ¢ Antiquary of the
Kingdom of Ireland,” published, in 1723, the first printed English trans-
lation of Keating’s ‘‘ History,” he concluded his Preface with a long
paragraph, commencing thus :—

¢“There has been a dispute among learned men whether the ancient kings of
Ireland of the Milesian race wore crowns of gold, after the manner of other nations.
We are informed by Hector Boetius, in his 2nd and 10th book, that the kings of
Scotland from the time of Fergus, to the reign of Achaius, used a plain crown of
gold, ¢ Militaris valli forma,’ in the form of a military trench ; and it is more than
probable that in this practice they followed the Irish monarchs, from whom they
derived their descent and customs. And this eonjecture is still rendered more reason-
-able by a golden eap, supposed to be a provincial crown, that was found in the year
1692 in the Co. of Tipperary, at a place called Barnanely, by the Irish, and by
the English the Devil’s bit. It was discovered about ten feet under ground by some
workmen that were digging up turf for firing. This cap or crown weighs about 5 oz.
The border and the head is raised in chase work in the form here represented; and it
seems to bear some resemblance to the close crown of the Eastern empire, which was
-composed of the helmet, together with a diadem, as the learned Selden observes in
his Titles of Honour, Part 1., chap. 8. Some of the antiquaries of Ireland have
imagined that this was the ecrown worn by some provincial kings under the command
-of Bryan Boiroimhe, who beat the Danes in so many battles ; others are rather
inclined to believe that it belonged to the Inish monarchs before the planting of
Christianity in that kingdom ; and they give this reason : because it is not adorned with
a cross, which was the common ensign of Christian princes. However, it is a valuable
piece of curiosity, and would unnavoidably have been melted down had it not been
preserved by Joseph Comerford, Esqr., a curious gentleman, descended from a younger
brother of Comerford, in the Co. Stafford, who attended King John in his expedition
to Ireland, and there married a niece of Hugo de Lacy, a great favourite of that
king ; ever since which time the family has flourished in that country, and were
formerly Barons of Danganmore. This gentleman being rendered incapable, by
reason of his religion, to purchase lands in his own country, has bought the
Marquisate of Anglure, with a good estate, on the river Aule, in Champaigne.”’

Annexed to this account is a small wood-cut representation of this
-cap or crown, which is the only such illustration in the text, and so
catches the reader’s eye. Prefixed to this volume is a fanciful engraved
pieture of Brian Boru, ¢ Monarch of Ireland, Ano. Dom. 1027.” He is
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represented in regal and warlike panoply, wearing a crown (to be
presently noticed), and holding in one hand a sceptre, and in the other
a shield, with his arms—the three lions. On a table beside him is
another representation of the crown or cap described in the Preface.
Under it appears, embroidered on the table-cover, a harp of impossible
shape. (See plate.) The shamrock had not established itself even then
as a national emblem. -

‘When, over forty years later, Walter Harris brought out his transla-
tion of Sir James Ware’s works, from the Latin, he explained, in his
brief Preface to the ¢ Antiquities of Ireland,” what part he bad in the
work, and says:—

“I have discussed two points not well settled by our native writers :—1st,
Whether the ancient kings of Ireland wore a crown? And 2ndly, Whether they
were inaugurated into that office by the Ceremony of Unction, or by any other, and
what Ceremonies ?”’ : '

Accordingly these topics are discussed at length in chapter 10, where
a summary is given of O’Connor’s notice of the gold cap or crown above
quoted, the only information added respecting it being that it was
supposed to remain in France amongst the descendants of Mr. Joseph
Comerford, who carried it to that country. A representation of it,
identical with those referred to as given in Keating, is the first of the
few engravings of Irish antiquities shown in this and in the former
English edition of Ware.

It is as unlike a modern crown as it could be. In shape it is more
like a mandarin’s cap. The edges are turned up and peaked; but it has
no rays, and the ornamentation scems to consist mainly of repeated
circles. No cross figures upon it.

I wish I could tell you what has become of it. If it has escaped the
melting-pot, it would be welcomed by our museum authorities.

Although this is the only golden object hitherto depicted and described
as possibly the crown of an Irish king, I know that it is now supposed
that some of the larger crescent-shaped gold plates in our museum may
have been worn, like a nimbus, round the head, and were regal ornaments.
The question is too vague to be now pursued. I must, however, briefly
refer to a stone representation of a medizval Irish crown, and some bronze

objects, which are supposed to be fragments of a much more ancient
one.

‘We have representations of the seal, and of the monumental effigy of
.Fehm 0’Connor, King of Connaught, who died in 1265, and was interred
in the Dominican Friary of Roscommon, which he had founded a few
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(From Keating’s * History,” first English edition, 1723.)
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years before. According to Walker’s ¢ Dress, &c., of the Irish,” his
monument was not erected until more than a quarter of a century later,
$0 was not contemporaneous. It has been described more than once in
our Journal, and is noticed in the history of the family by 0’Conor Don.
The stone effigy of the king has been much mutilated. The right arm
holds a sceptre, the head of which is of fleur-de-lis shape. Mr. O’Gorman,
who described the tomb in 1866 in our Journal (p. 546, with plate), says
that, on close examination of the king’s head, a small portion of the
crown may be seen, and, ¢‘ judging from the fragment which remains, the
crown was formed by a fillet some two or three inches deep, from which
sprung three obtuse points [? angles], one at each side of the head, and
one in front.” A note suggests that the sculptor was not an Irish but an
English artist.

I now come to the most interesting and-less known example—that of
bronze. We are probably indebted to its material for its survival, and
we are indebted to the late Miss Margaret Stokes for divining its use.
Just a month before his death Mr. John M. Kemble, who was one of the
greatest archaologists of Northern Europe, delivered an address to the
Royal Irish Academy, in February, 1857. Discussing a form of the
double spiral line found chiefly amongst Celtic remains in these islands,
he referred to some similar objects in the Academy’s Museum, adding—
¢ Perhaps there is, in all Europe, no more striking one than an implement
of unknown use, in the possession of our great archaological master,
Dr. Petrie. For beauty of design and beauty of execution (says Kemble)
this may challenge comparison with any specimen of cast-bronze work
that it has ever been my good fortune to see.”” Much as Kemble, and
probably Petrie and Dr. Todd, admired this scrap of bronze, it was not
until more than twenty years later that Miss Stokes, with that wonder-
ful instinct which few possess, suggested the purpose for which so much
skill had been lavished upon it.

She found that Dr. Petrie possessed another similar fragment, and,
combining these, she arrived at the conclusion that they formed part of an
Irish crown of remote antiquity. Having prepared an elaborate descrip-
tion and drawings of these wonderfully interesting objects, Miss Stokes
showed a conjectural ¢ Restoration of an Irish Radiated Crown’ (see
plate), and she read before the Society of Antiquaries, in London, a
descriptive Paper, which was published in the forty-seventh volume of
Archeologia. In that Paper she gives references to the early legends
of Ireland relating to such diadems or crowns. I cannot delay to refer
to these, or other literature on the subject, but must try briefly to
describe the shape of the crown so constructed conjecturally. Round the
top of a band, about 1} inches high, there are fixed (seven) circular plates
of somewhat greater diameter, and from the back of cach springs a cone
or ray 4} inches high. All are elaborately ornamented with the earliest



(L¥ *10A ‘D2So700y2.4 7 Wmo1y]) '$9Y03S joreSrely SSIIY oe] oy3 £q ‘sjuomBelf 97001q 0M) wOIf ‘pa103sal, Ljeinjdefuo)
"NAOY) AILVIAVY HSIU]




10 ROYAL SOCIETY OF ANTIQUARIES OF IRELAND.

form of the divergent spiral or trumpet-pattern. Though probably not
specimens of casting, as Kemble supposed, they are in design and
workmanship perhaps nnsurpassed. The radiated crown, so constructed,
agreed in form with those first shown on coins minted in Gaul and
Britain a century before the introduction of Christianity into Ireland;
but these bronzes (now in our National Museum) are probably considerably
older, and may date from the beginning of the Christian era.

Miss Stokes did not remark upon the confirmation thus given to the
form of radiated or ¢ Eastern’ crown, which has been traditionally
associated with Ireland. It is found on the Cashel crozier, and led
Petrie to think that it was of Irish workmanship, which, however, would
scarcely now be admitted. The fanciful picture prefixed to ¢ Keating,”
and already referred to, shows such a radiated crown ; the rays, however,
which are five in number, spring only from the back. It was a radiated
crown which Sir William Betham, TUlster King-of-Arms, iuntroduced
when devising new armorials for the Royal Irish Academy in 1846, so that

Miss Stokes’ discovery gave some confirmation to modern heraldry in
this.

‘Whether any of the ¢ Sunburstery,” which this country is sometimes
supposed to have transplanted to America, may have been inspired by

reminiscences of this radiated or ‘“ Eastern” crown, I leave to others to
discuss.

Ireraxp on Tk CoOINAGE.

But it is time to pass from crowns to coins, In order to show how
gradually and completely Ireland has vanished from the coinage, a few
historical facts must be mentioned ; and I advise anyone who desires to
study the subject within a reasonable compass, and with up-to-date
illustrations, to consult the Handbook by Mr. H. A. Grueber, published in
1899 by the British Museum authorities. Youneed not be alarmed at the
prospect of a discussion as to whether any of the many early monarchs of
Ireland ever coined money—suffice it to say, that no coin with the
image or inscription of any of those kings is now known, nor do letters
of the form usually called Irish appear on any coin now extant. The
inscriptions from the earliest times were in Latin. If the very interest-
ing series recently arranged in our National Museum be examined, it will
be found to commence with the Danish coins of the tenth or eleventh
century, which bear on the reverse the name of the momeyer and
place of coinage, identified with Dublin, &c., and in letters usually styled
Lombardic. Then came the Hiberno-English series in 1177, commencing
with those of John, son of Henry II., as Lord of Ireland, consisting of
silver halfpennies and farthings, and afterwards pennies, struck in Dublin
and Waterford, as indicated by the inscriptions.
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John De Courey, Earl of Ulster, who was constituted Governor in
1185, had farthings coined at Downpatrick and Carrickfergus, which were
called ¢ Patrick’s.” Little is known about the coins of the first three
Edwards; but in their time the title oxs. mys. (Lord of Ireland) appears,
with Dublin, &c., as the place of issue. For about three centuries this
formula—sometimes expanded and slightly varied—prevailed. In
1478 the seventh issue of Edward IV. introduced the additional titles
(in Latin of course) of ‘“King of England and France.” It bore three
crowns, in pale, and was called ‘three crowns money’’ from that.
Mr. Grueber thinks these crowns probably represented the arms of
Ireland at that time (as they since did those of one of its provinces—
Munster) ; but may they not also refer to the Three Kingdoms, then
first named on the coinage? In this reign there was another issue
of farthings, with a bust of St. Patrick, mitred, facing, bearing the
words Parricrus and Sanvaror, and the title ‘“Rex’ was sometimes
substituted for ¢ Dominus,” which it finally superseded in 1541.
Mention of the place of minting gradually became less usual,

Considerable changes were made under Henry VIIL,, silver only being
coined, and new denominations introduced, representing sixpence, three-
pence, three-halfpence, and three-farthings. The arms of England and
France were shown, quartered, on the obverse; and on the reverse was
introduced the harp, which, sometimes associated with Hibernia, written
or depicted, held its place generally as long as a separate coinage for
Ireland existed. In the English coinage it first appeared under
James 1.

It must be borne in mind that the coinage minted in Ireland, or
bearing special Irish devices, has always supplied but a small part of the
money current in Ireland. From the time of Charles II. to the present,
no silver money was coined in or exclusively for Ireland, except bank
tokens. No money of any kind was struck for Ireland in the reign of
Queen Anne. Under the two first Georges only halfpennies and farthings;
under George III. these and pennies. The Irish series—exclusively
copper—survived the Union, but came to an end with an issue of pennies
and halfpennies, coined in Birmingham in 1822, soon after the accession
of Geeorge IV. Since then we have had no coins but those common to
the United Kingdom. The mint of Edinburgh had ceased operations in
1709.

From the time of William III. the Irish portion of the coinage was to
all appearance exclusively Irish, having no reference to Great Britain,
the King being simply described by the one word ¢ Rex,’” and the harp.
(generally with Hibernia and the date) occupying the reverse, as
Britannia did on the corresponding coins of the sister island.



12 ROYAL SOCIELY OF ANTIQUARIES OF IRELAND.

Though gold is frequently mentioned in our ¢ Annals” as a medium
of exchange, nota single Irish gold coin, in the ordinary sense of the word
“ coin,” has been proved to have existed.. The solitary issue of gold
pieces was one of the several series known as ‘‘money of necessity,”
which Dr. Aquilla Smith so ably deseribed in our Jowrral for 1860.
Mr. Grueber says it was called a ““pistole,” and belonged to the set called
¢¢ Inchiquin money,” of 1642, of which, he adds, “ only two speclmens
are known, and both are of 1ecent dlscovery Like the silver pieces of
the issue, they are irregularly shaped pieces of bullion, with no inscription
such as is usual, but stamped with their weights in pennyweights and
grains, It has been stated that they were struck chiefly for the purpose
of paying the army.

Having thus referred to the coins which bore a special relation to
Ireland only, I must pass on to consider the several issues common to
England and Iveland, including those with which we of the present
generation are concerned.

But here again it is necessary to advert to the changes which the
Unions of England with Scotland and of both with Ireland, and the
succession of different Sovereigns, entailed in the coinage, and the
inscriptions thereon.

On every devolution of the crown, it was usual to issue a Royal
Proclamation announcing the Regnal name of the new Sovereign, and
the Royal Style and Title. Everyone knows that His present Majesty
adopted as his Regnal name the second of his Christian names, as had
also been done by his Royal Mother, Queen Victoria. It has become
usual for the Popes on election to select names quite different from their
baptismal names. Such names alone appear upon the coins and medals
of the Sovereigns, but almost invariably in Latin. But the change of
what is known as the Royal Style, though less generally remarked, is
the one which now most isolates Ireland from the coinage of the Empire,
so far as the inscriptions thercon.

‘William the Conqueror used the simple formula,-¢¢ Rex Anglorum,”
taking his title (like the late French and present German Emperor) from
the people, not the place, which latter the first of the Plantagenets
adopted in preference. John figures as ‘“ Rex Angliz and Dominus
Hibernie.” Nearly a century and a half later Edward III., in the 13th
" year of his reign, interposed France between England and Ireland.
Henry VIIL, in pursuance of Acts of the Irish and English Parliaments,
substituted ¢ Rex’” for *Dominus” as applied to Ireland: abolishing
the distinction previously existing.

‘While Mary and Philip jointly reigned, the Royal Style was elongated
by Naples and Jerusalem being associated with France in keeping Ireland
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apart from England, but, on the Shilling of 1555 and Groat of the
following year (which were their only contribution to the Irish series of
coins, and bore the Harp crowned, though made in London), they
curtailed their title by restricting it to England, and the Awxerrz
representing it was reduced on some of their shillings to the single
letter a. ;

Under Elizabeth the Royal Style again reverted to ¢ Queen of
England, France, and Ireland’; but on one of the shillings of her
extensive coinage for Ireland, the two former countries are represented
by one letter each, while Hrisernik in full stands for Ireland, so that it.
figured last but not least; and on a.shilling of 1561 there were three
harps.

Soon after the crowns of England and Scotland became united under
James I., England (Aner1a) disappeared from the coinage, and ¢‘ MaeNa
Brrranyia ”’ (Great Britain) came into use as.the designation representing
England and Scotland united. This, with France followed by Ireland,
held the field, with some interruption during the Commonwealth and
subsequently.

The Commonwealth, of course, discarded Royal Style; but it may be
worth noting that though no regular coins were issued under it for
Ireland, the Harp of Ireland was placed side by side with the Cross of
St. George of England—Scotland being at first ignored—in the general
coinage of 1649-52. The inscription on the obverse was in plain English,
“The Commonwealth of England.” In 1656 Cromwell had gold 50s.
pieces called ¢ Broads’ struck, bearing his own head laureated, and
on the reverse a erowned shield with the crosses of St. George and
St. Andrew and the Irish harp: the Protector’s own paternal arms being
introduced, on an escutcheon of pretence, as the heralds call it. He
reverted to Latin, and described himself as ¢ Olivar. .. r.». [Rei-
publicze] Ang. Sco. et Hib. Pro[tector].” It will be observed that he
restores England with Scotland in place of ‘¢ Great Britain,” and wisely
drops out France.

‘With Charles I1. the old order was restored, and Ireland figured
prominently in the Royal Arms and in the inscriptions on all coins. In
1668 a new type of milled money appeared, bearing on the reverse the
arms of the four kingdoms, arranged in the shape of a cross, under
crowns, and showing four sceptres: that for Ireland having a small
harp on its top, as on some recent coins.

The Legislative Union with Scotland seems not to have involved any
change in the inscription on the coinage: ¢ Great Britain,” which then
came into use in the Royal Style, superseding ¢ England and Scotland,’”
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was continued on the coinage; but the arms of those two countries were
impaled on one shield instead of being quartered quarterly as before,
which had made the three lions of England and three fleurs-de-lis for
France (each repeated four times) look small in contrast with the bold
Harp of Erin and the Single Lion of Scotland.

‘With the Georges came in the use on the coinage of the title Fipr:
Derensor (long used on the Great Seal), and a perplexing array of
additional letters, indicating that they were Dukes of Brunswick and
Liineburg, and Arch-Treasurers of the Holy Roman Empire and
Electors.

But in the reign of George IIL., on the Union with Ireland in 1801,
a Royal Proclamation was issued, declaring the regal title not only in
English but in Latin. The title of King of France was then at last
finally abandoned, Ireland shared with Great Britain, in the Englisk
form, as it has ever since done, the exclusive honour of supplying the
Regal title of the United Kingdom. But in the Latin version a new
formula was invented which finally displaced ¢‘HiBerNia?’ from the
coinage, and brought into use the plural genitive word * Brrranniarum,”’
presumably meaning “ of the Britains”—great and small—(or, as some
say, * of the British Islands”). No doubt ancient authority could be
found for applying the name Britain to Ireland, but it never was a
familiar designation,

When Queen Victoria was proclaimed Empress of India, on January
1st, 1870, that title was introduced on the coinage in the abbreviated
and uncouth form Inp. Imp. (which left it doubtful what the Inp. is
abbreviated from). The coin-inscriptions being thus crowded, the
Brrranniaruy, representing the United Kingdom, was generally curtailed
to the abbreviated Brrrr. (asit had been before on some coins). The final
© was reduplicated to represent the plural, as in the formula Lr.p. (for
Doctor of Laws), where the double 1 indicates the plural. This expla-
nation seems to have been overlooked by the authorities of the mint for
some time, for the florins first issued not only omitted the ¢ Dei gratia,”
(whence they got the nickname of * graceless ””), but also the second T of
this Brrrr., and it was nearly twenty years before the latter was
restored. Now, what seems deserving of attention, especially in this
country, is that this extra letter T was the last vestige of Ireland’s
appearing in the inscriptions on the coinage as forming with Great
Britain the motherland of the Empire.

I say ¢ was,” for even that has now disappeared. Under the second
Proclamation issued after the King’s accession, on 4th of November,
1901, the Royal title was expanded, by way of compliment, it is sup-
posed, to the Colonies, or, to quote the Act of Parliament authorizing
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the change, ‘ in recognition of His Majesty’s Dominions beyond the
Seas.”  Accordingly, the Royal Style and Titles to be used ‘“henceforth,
so far as conveniently may be, on all occasions, and in all instruments,”
when required, now run thus :—

(1) In English, (which does not affect the coinage,)—*‘Edward VII,
by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Ireland and of the British dominions beyond the seas
King, Defender of the Faith, Emperor of India.”

(2) In Latin, (which alone concerns the coinage,)—‘¢ Edwardus VII,
De1 Gratid Britanniarum et terrarum transmarinarum quee
in ditione sunt Britannicd Rex Fidei Defensor, Indiee Impe-
rator.”’

The punctuation is that of the Gazette. It provides that all moneys
then or afterwards ¢ coined by Our authority with the like impressions,”
shall be ‘deemed and taken to be current and lawful moneys of the said
TUnited Kingdom ; and further that all moneys coined for and issued in
any of the Dependencies of the said United Kingdom and declared by our
Proclamation to be current and lawful money of such Dependencies,
respectively bearing Our Style or Titles, or any part or parts thereof,”
shall be lawful money thereof. This last clause seems to relate only to
the Colonies, but it may have been held to warrant the abbreviation of
the Royal Style, and the introduction of the compendious word omyrum
(akin, of course, to the familiar ‘‘ omnibus’’). According to Lewis and
Short’s Latin Dictionary, the word prrro (in the ablative), which it
supersedes, is a ‘¢ less correct form from picro.”

The Royal Style is now expressedin Latin on the coinage, and appears
on the recently issued coins of the Realm abbreviated as Brrrr. oxw.,
representing doubtless Brrranvrarum oxnrum (of all the Britains), It
might seem captious to inquire what constitutes a Britain ; but certainly
Ireland no longer enjoys a monopoly of the final T, and it has now ceased
to figure in the inscriptions on the coinage, as England and Scotland had
ceased before. How far its harp and shamrock remain may next be
considered. If this be an injustice to all of the so-called Three Kingdoms,
perhaps the simplest remedy would be to revert to a plain English form
of title, and banish Latin altogether from the coinage, as has been
already done in part; and as seems to be threatened in the education
of the rising generation.

Let us now consider how, since the Union, Ireland has figured on
the coinage in respect of the national emblems, as distinet from inserip-
tions. The order of King George III. in Council incidental to that
Union in 1801 determined the necessary changes in the Royal Arms and
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in the flags of the United Kingdom, and it recognised and officially adopted
as national emblems the rose, thistle, and shamrock. The shamrock,
and its colour, green, are comparatively modern symbols of Ireland. The
same Royal order arranged that in the Union Flag the white transverse
cross, or saltire cross of St. Andrew, was to be above the red saltire of
St. Patrick on the one side and the reverse on the other. This red cross
of St. Patrick, it may be worth noting in passing, had not come into use
so early as the white cross of St. Andrew, which had long figured on the
Scottish coinage. The earliest instance of use of this cross for Ireland,
which I happen to have met with, is on the seal of Trinity College,
which bears date ¢¢ Aprill, 1612.”” In the armorial device on it the two
towers of the castle, supposed to be derived from the arms of Dublin
city, instead of being ¢ fired, proper,” are surmounted by flags, which
close inspection shows to bear the upright cross of St. George and this
saltire for St. Patrick’s. It may be also worth noticing that the heraldic
rule forbidding colour to touch colour, necessitated .the interposition of
‘«“metal,”” represented by the silver or white line or ¢ fimbriation,” and
this reduces by a third the area of St. Patrick’s cross, while not affecting
that of St. Andrew. The order in council overlooked this, while making
provision to obviate national jealousy, not only, as just observed, as to
the sides of the Union Jack, but also by providing for varying the juxta-
position of the three floral emblems: the shamrock being sometimes
placed to the right of the rose, and sometimes the thistle. Well, how
fared the harp and the shamrock on the coinage? We have already seen
how Hibernia with her harp was, down to the time of George IV., allowed
an ignoble existence, limited to the copper coinage, and on them restricted
to coins only intended for circulation in Ireland. The shield under the
figure of Britannia, who now alone appears on our bronze coinage, exhibits
only the combined crosses of St. George and St. Andrew, and so far
Ireland is there unrepresented.

In 1816, after the long series of wars, it was decided to reorganize
the coinage. Guineas gave place to sovereigns, and a series of new dies
were engraved by Benedetto Pistrucei, an Italian, who devised the
St. George and the Dragon, which has since mainly held the field. It is
said that it was intended for a gem which was being engraved by the
artist for Lord Spencer. I have no desire to disparage St. George, nor
does it seem necessary to adopt such strong language regarding him as
did Ruskin, who held him up to odium as a dishonest army contractor;
but I submit that he should not have been allowed to supplant on our
gold coinage, as he and his Dragon have twice done, the Royal Arms of
the United Kingdom. If a saint must figure on our money, as St.
Andrew long did on the Scottish coinage, and St. Patrick several times
fitfully on the Irish, we might at least dispense with this outlandish
personage and his Dragon.
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It may be worth noting that Pistrucci not only introduced St. George
and the Dragon, but that on the crown piece of George III., issued
in 1818, he obtruded his own surname at length both on the obverse
and reverse. On the half-crown he surrounded the Royal Arms with
the Garter and Collar of that order, having a small pendent St. George.
This introduction of England’s patron saint was probably intended as a
personal compliment to King George. If so it is now out of date, and
should not have been continued under late Sovereigns. The reverse of
the half-crowns of 1893, by Mr. Brock, and of the florins and shillings
of the same year, by Sir E. J. Poynter, perpetuate this mode of treat-
ment. Is it too much to hope that the arms of the United Kingdom may
again appear on our gold coinage, and that the shamrock, rose, and thistle
may be less sparingly used, and not, as in 1826, under the feet of the
lion? Mr. William Wellesley Pole, Master of the Mint, abused the
three leaves of the shamrock on the half-sovereigns of 1821, and on the
half-crowns of 1820, by makmg them carry the three 1n1t1als of his
name—a liberty Whlch the new Irish Master of the Mint will scamely
venture to repeat !

Strange to say, the supporters of the Royal Arms—the English
lion and the Scottish unicorn—never gained a footing on the coinage,
though it was accorded to St. George’s Dragon. As Ireland does not
contribute a supporter, it has no reason to complain of the omission of
these two Royal beasts. The design for the reverse of our new shillings
i8 a revival, in a modified form, of that supplied by J. B. Merlen, which
was in use on what were known as ¢ Lion”’ shillings from 1825 for four
years. The elongated lion, which now displaces the separated arms of
the three kingdoms, is not one of the supporters of the Royal Arms; but
the animal of the Royal crest, who ‘‘jumps upon the crown.” The
shamrock, rose, and thistle were beneath both him and it on the shillings
of George IV. Now the date, and the words ‘¢ one shilling,” take their
place.

As it has lately been suggested that India should be represented in
the Royal Arms and on the coinage, it may be worth recalling to mind
that on some guineas of 1668, and down to 1726, an elephant appeared
as symbol of the African Company, who imported from Guinea the gold
which gave its name to the coin; and the letters E. I. C., ¢ for East India
Company,”’ also appeared. Wales was not allowed any coins peculiar to
itself, but there are examples bearing the plumes; and the letters
W. C. C., for < Welsh Copper Company,” were once admitted.

TrEASURE-TROVE.—THE GorLp OBNAMENTS.

It might be expected that your President’s address would deal with
the controversy as to whether the dismal gold room at the British

Vol. x1., Fifth Series.
Jour. R.S.AL { Vol. xxxuit., Consec. Ser. } ¢
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Museum, or the National Museum in Dublin, is to provide a resting-place
for the matchless and miscellaneous collection of gold objects unearthed
in 1896 near Limavady., Your Council has in its present Report not
touched this burning question, and I propose to follow their example, for
reasons to which I may briefly advert. And, firstly, it seems to me that
there is not much which can now be added to the literature on the
subject. Mr. Arthur Evans’s Paper, which first enlightened us about
them, described them fully and well. Apart from numerous newspaper
discussions, we have some fifty folio pages of the Report of the Treasury
Committee (H.C. Return, 1st May, 1899, No. 179). The address of my
predecessor in this chair in 1900 was mainly devoted to the subject of
Irish Treasure-trove (see the Journal, vol. xxx.). Our chief excursion last
year included a visit to the district in which the gold objects were found;
and our Secretary, Mr. Cochrane, ¥.s.A., has enriched our Journal with a
Paper which, from the suggested connexion with S. Columba, makes these
objects—already supremely interesting as works of early art—of still
greater interest to this country historically.

The Royal Irish Academy has latterly abstained from agitating the
subject, since the Government decided on testing by process of law the
question of ownership. But with the last issue of its Proceedings it has
printed a lengthy Report, which will enable any one to see how the
matter stands.

There were many curious questions not only about the law of
Treasure-trove, but about the proper procedure. A coroner’s inquisition
was for a time deemed necessary, Issue has, however, been joined, ‘and
the case has been entered for hearing in London in the Chancery
Division, before Mr. Justice Farwell, or Mr. Justice Swinfen-Eady, and
it will probably come on within the next month, when, presumably, the
Law Officers of England, on behalf of the Crown, will have charge of
the proceedings against the Trustees of the British Museum. The case
being thus sub judice, it would manifestly be improper to discuss its
merits. The question there is one of law alone.

But I venture to give utterance to the opinion that for this and other
reasons the Society of Antiquaries of London should have abstained
from interfering with the Government on behalf of the British Muscum,
especially as the Muscum official who bought these objects is the
Secretary of that Society, and its President is one of the Trustees of the
Museum.

The Society’s resolution was passed at a special meeting held on the
26th of November, 1901. That Socicty, which by its name at least is asso-
ciated only with London, therein avows its ¢ keen interest in all matters
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connected with the arch®ology of these islands,”” pronounces the British
Museum to be the * central Museum of the Empire,” and commits itself
to the assertion that the gold objects in question are ‘‘remains of the
Art of the Ancient Britons.”” Each of these statements suggests matter
for controversy. I venture only to remark that they go’far towards
betraying a desire that outside of London no ‘“ Society of Antiquaries,”
no ‘“ National Museum,” and no ‘‘ gold ornaments’’ should be tolerated.
The regret occasioned by the action of the Society of Antiquaries of
London is accentuated by the consideration that that Society is presided
over by an accomplished nobleman who, if not to be regarded as an
Irishman, at least derives his title from this country.

The Society of Antiquaries of London, though housed at the expense
of the State, has not established a Museum of its own. That was done
by the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland, in Edinburgh, by the Royal
Irish Academy, in Dublin, and, on a smaller scale, by our Society in
Kilkenny., The last alone of these was independent of Government
assistance. Considering the difficulties experienced by these Societies
in maintaining Libraries and Museums, the great and wealthy London
Society may have been wise in not setting up a Museum, and the
Academy may possibly not regret having been relieved of the housing
of its Museum by the State. Several very interesting objects from our
small Museum have been transferred to the same fine building.

Tae Narronarn Musevm 1xy Dusrnin.

Ireland was long left by the Government without adequate provision
for a Museum of Antiquities and of Industrial Art. But in 1868 the
Chancellor of the Exchequer promised to give to Dublin an institution
analogous to that at South Kensington, to which it should, under Irish
direction, be a sister and not a subordinate. That promise remained
long unfulfilled, and I ecan remember joining in a successful agitation,
which found expression in a pamphlet which I published in 1876. But
at length the Museum building and equipment were handsomely pro-
vided, and, as one of the Board of Visitors, I have loyally supported the
management. Under one of the strange changes of fortune the Academy,
which successfully resisted its Parliamentary grant being voted through
the Department of ¢ Science and Art,” now finds its Museum, in common
with Dublin Institutions of Science and Art, placed under an Irish
Department of *Agriculture and Technical Instruction.” So far the
Museum has not suffered, but there has not been time for any far-
reaching changes. It is not likely that an enlightened public opinion,
fostered and educated by organizations such as ours, would
tolerate such neglect as prevailed within living memory. But

(o8]
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alveady, as with the National Library, the Museum buildings are becom.
ing congested, and the staff was never fully adequate. Therefore, while
eongratulating the Museum authorities on the success which has attended
their operations so far, it may be well to remind them that this is the
National Museum, and that its contents are to be treated as of historical
importance, and not merely as subserving Technical Instruction, and
to furnish patterns for artizans.

FortHCOMING PUBLICATIONS.

There are three works in preparation relating to Ireland, which I
think well to mention, not so much for the purpose of bringing them to
your notice, as to bespeak help from those able to co-operate.

Irish Bibliography and the history of Printing in Dublin engaged the
attention of Sir John Gilbert; and, not long before his lamented death, he
prepared two Papers on the subject, one only of which has been partially
published.  Both, however, are to be edited for the Royal Irish Academy,
within the coming year, by Mr. E. R. M‘C. Dix. Following the plan of
Mr. Anderson’s excellent list of Belfast-printed books, Mr. Dix decided:
to publish an account of books, &c., printed in Dublin, but only during
the seventeenth century. Three parts of this work have appeared
since 1898, each embracing a quarter of the century, and each nearly
doubling in size its predecessor (though the price remains unchanged).
The remaining part, for 1676 to 1700, has yet to appear; and I am
confident that Mr. Dix would welcome information as to rare Dublin-
printed books of this period. May I express the hope that he will
¢ advance backwards” (more Hibernico)—amplifying his pamphlet of
1901, entitled ‘¢ Earliest Dublin Printing ”’—and also forwards, so that
his work may begin at the beginning, and continue at least to 17252 I
observe that Mr. Dix is announced to read before the Bibliographical
Society in London, on the Eve of St. Patrick’s Day, a Paper on ‘ Early
Dublin Printers and the London Stationers’ Company.”

The Papal Archives at Rome contain a vast mass of documents relating
to medizeval ecclesiastical affairs in Ireland. Bishop Donnelly, one of our
Vice-Presidents, gave us a welcome specimen; and the late Dr. Maziere
Brady published much relating to Episcopal appointments from this
source. It has remained, however, for the Rev. Father Costello, as the
result of many years of research in Rome relating to the Annata, or first
fruits payable on the appointments of Ecclesiastics, to ‘place within our
reach a series of Latin documents of venerable antiquity, ranging from
the twelfth to the fifteenth century. These are now being printed at
Dundalk, under the care of the Rev. Ambrose Coleman, o.r., with
copious annotations; and the first portion, including the Diocese of
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Armagh, is completed, but not yet issued. The names of places and
persons appear in unfamiliar forms, occasionally showing traces of varia-
tion, attributable to the language and the country they originated in.
Help is needed for the identification of these names; and if any of our
antiquaries, skilled in the medisval nomenclature of Irish dioceses and
districts, is willing to assist in supplying explanatory notes, he would
do well to communicate with Father Coleman.

Hall-marks on plate, and especially the date-letters used by the
makers to perpetuate, while concealing, a knowledge of the age of the
pieces of silver or gold on which they are stamped, have engaged the
attention of English antiquaries at least from the time of Mr. Octavius
Morgan. They have extended their attention to the hall-marks used by
the Goldsmiths’ Company of Dublin, since its incorporation in 1637 ; but
the lists  hitherto published have either been misleading or defective,
Though the well-known books of Chaffers and Cripps have passed through
several editions, we have as yet no satisfactory account of the Dublin
hall-marks ; and though Cork antiquaries interested themselves in trying
to fix the date of silver manufactured in the South of Ireland, the absence
of date-letters outside of Dublin made their task difficult. I have myself
long worked at Irish hall-marks, and collected materials towards a book
on the siitbject. But the task has recently been taken up by a gentleman
of more energy, Mr. C, J. Jackson, r.s.A., of London, who possesses the
happy skill of being able to produce accurate representations of the
marks. The book which he is preparing for publication will not be
limited to Ireland; but there is less uncertainty about the other hall.
marks, The date-letter tables, constructed for Dublin, were usually
started from a few articles of known dates, on the erroneous assumption
that the alphabets used in the several cycles consisted of the same number
of letters; that they proceeded uninterruptedly ; and that no letter of the
same alphabet was used for more than one year. The books of our Gold-
smiths’ Company are extremely defective, and they record only about a
dozen of the years indicated by the date-letters before the last century.
There are not as many silver articles in that time, the date of the actual
making of which is known. This being so, the medning of these letters
can now be only determined approximately by examining pieces of plate
bearing dated inscriptions, usually recording presentations. Church plate
is the most helpful, because having been usually made to order, it fixed the
value of the date-letter more closely than did presentation plate in general.
This fact will render welcome to lovers of silver the forthcoming volume
on Irish Church Plate, of which Col. Vigors, one of our Vice-Presidents,
has just issued the prospectus. It is surprising how few dated pieces
have been yet made available. Between 1642 and 1655, a time of unrest,
only one is forthcoming. Of the alphabet in use at the time of the

(!
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Restoration, only three letters have yet been recorded as found on dated
Church plate. Two of these are on Communion plate at Kells, County
Meath ; but, though they are fand g, coming next to each other, the
inseribed dates, 1665 and 1671, differ by six years. This I mention as
an example of the difficulty of fixing the date of making. From 1685 to
1692 no Dublin date-letter has been identified. In the next cycle some
letters seem to have done duty for more than one year each. If any of
our antiquaries will help by communicating information as to early dated
examples, it will be useful and welcome.

TrE ‘“ Book or ArmacH.”

‘While referring to new books about to be published, I should turn
for 'a moment to a Book in Manuscript, which is probably the oldest
connected with Ireland, and the publication of which has long been
anxiously awaited. Irefer to the famous andvenerable ¢ Book of Armagh.”
That great antiquary, Bishop Reeves, was instrumental in securing it a
permanent and suitable resting-place; and the munificence of Primate
Lord John George Beresford provided for its publication. This was
undertaken by the Royal Irish Academy, who entrusted the work to
the Rev. Professor Gwynn, who will doubtless do it justice. The text
of the book, consisting chiefly of the Gospels in Latin, is printed in
ordinary type. Dr. Reeves, who hoped to edit the precious MS. himself,
prepared a large collection of illustrative matter for the purpose. He
published a short memoir of it in 1861, which has been at least twice
reprinted ; and, just thirty years later, it was the subject of the last but
one of the many Papers he read before the Royal Irish Academy. It is
now nearly ten years since the issue of the book was announced as
imminent. Perhaps you may see it before you have to elect my successor

as President.
Tre Socrery axp 1T RoOLL.

[ must not conclude without referring to the state of our Society.
Several Presidential Addresses and Annual Reports to kindred societies
are mainly composed of obituary notices of their members whom death
recently removed. I would willingly dilate on the loss we have sustained
by the death of Mr. Cooke-Trench, one of our Vice-Presidents, though
his work lay more with the Kildare Archeological Society. For that
body he unravelled the intricacies of the interlacing work, which used
to be congidered to belong especially to Irish Art, but which Italy now
claims—perhaps only as deriving it from us. His love of research also
showed itself in his History of the Trench Family, which is a model for
the genealogist. He had the rare advantage of being able to trace all
persons of his name to one ancestor, whose name, Le Tranche, originally
derived from France, on his migration hither took the form now familiar
in Ireland.
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But I must leave to others such Memorials of the Dead, ard notice
the present state of our Society’s Roll. When His Majesty the King’
was lately petitioned to assume the office of Patron, he was told that the
Society was supposed to be the largest of its kind in his kingdom. I was
justly proud when the prospect of being made President of such a body
was placed before me. But, long accustomed to ‘¢ verify quotations,” I
resolved to inquire how the roll of similar societies figured, and here is the
result :—The Society of Antiquaries of Scotland at the close of 1900,
after a net loss of 23 in the year, numbered 687. The great Society of
Antiquaries of London, in 1899, after a less loss, numbered 750 ; so that
there is not such disparity as might be expected between the antiquarian
zeal of North and South Britain.

The Royal Irish Academy, according to the numerical summary
appended to its List of Members in 1902, was reduced to 255 members
(besides 63 Honorary), and of these, Science would probably claim half
as exclusively its own.

The number on our roll, as to-day reported, is 1248, so that our
Society in membership nearly equals those of the English and Scottish
Societies combined. If the roll of the Academy be added to ours,
Ireland, comparatively small and poor, shows a larger number of
persons devoted to the study of antiquities than does the Britain styled
Great.

As regards the larger and better portion of the human race, the
disparity is even more in our favour. The Scottish Antigquaries recog-
nize women’s rights (or claims) so far as to admit gratuitously to a
separate class, styled ¢ Lady Associates” (not Fellows), a chosen few
““who have done valuable work in the field of Archzology,” but
‘“according to the laws their number is limited to 25.” The London
Society has, I believe, no such law for ladies, and no lady Fellows or
Associates. The Royal Irish Academy has, in over a century, numbered
on its roll two only, I believe. We have no law or limitation such as.
Scotland interposes. All are welcome with us, and I rejoice to notice
on our long list of communications for to-night that a Paper by a lady
heads that list.

And not only has this Irish brotherhood and sisterhood of ours itself
flourished and grown, but its influence and training have led to the
establishment of similar local societies; and besides welcoming from Cork
and Belfast the admirable archeological journals which they have long
issued, we greet the publications of the younger provincial Societies of
Kildare, Waterford, Galway, and, I may add, Limerick.
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Numbers alone, however, could not ensure success; but they have
helped to secure to this Society some measure of financial prosperity, and
that, in turn, has tended to make its publications worthy of our Society.

If, as in the case of the kindred societies which, thanks to the bounty
of the State, acquiesce in a plan supposed to be peculiar to Ireland, and
‘‘ pay no rent,” we could be relieved by a paternal Government from that
somewhat antiquated obligation, our Society might become more firmly
rooted in and racy of the soil, our meetings would be in more inviting
and inspiriting surroundings, and our Society would be better able to
promote in Ireland those branches of learning which for over half a
century it has cultivated so zealously, and, as a last word, I venture to
add, successfully.
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'NOTES ON ASKEATON, COUNTY LIMERICK.
Parr I.—Tae History, a.p. 900 To 1579.
BYZTHOMAS J. WESTROPP, M.A., M.R.I.A., VicE-PRESIDENT.

[Read Jury 1, 1901, and OctosEr 28, 1902.]

ASKEATON, an ancient village and former parliamentary borough on the

river Deel, possesses a castle, church, and Franciscan friary, which
form a most interesting group of ruins only inferior to Adare and
Kilmallock, in the same county. The site is, however, lacking in the

Askeaton, trom the Franciscan Convent.

beautiful surroundings of the last-named places. The modern (and in
many cases half-ruinous and poor) houses of the village close round the
castle, and appear in nearly every distant view of the friary, while ugly
quays with no shipping, and flat country with only low and distant
hills, take the place of the reed- and bush-shaded Lubagh and Maigue
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and the piled masses of the Galtees behind Kilmallock. Coming to
Askeaton from the railway station, through a flat and unpicturesque
though wooded country, with only the broken keep of the castle to
show that we are approaching any place of ancient note, the first impres-
sion is one of disappointment. It is not till we drop abruptly from the
table-land to the bridge over the'shallows of the Deel that we see to any
advantage the towering and picturesque ruins of the fortress in its river
gorge, and, on the othér'side, the confused mass of ivied gables and
shafted windows of the Franciscans’ ancient house.

No detailed description of these fine ruins has been published, nor has
any proper plan or illustration of them appeared. Grose! gives a very
inadequate and incorrect view of the castle, dated 1792, over the name
of Rockbarton Castle, which proves to be Rockbarkeley or Askeaton.
0’Callaghan Newenham, in a style of picturesque inaceuracy (surpassing
even Bartlett), depicts the friary. Of the quaint but instructive old view
in ¢ Pacata Hibernia” we shall have more to say. The best account
hitherto published is that by the Rev. James Dowd ;* but from the scope
of his very interesting book, ¢ Round About the County Limerick,” the
description is brief and untechnmical. Some architectural notes on the
friary and castle have also appeared in the Gentleman’s Magazine for 1864.

In the face of all this, we may be forgiven for striving to deal more
fully with this place and its history, trying to fill up a gap no less in the
history of the lesser Irish towns than in our monastic literature, and to
lay up material for some future author who may compile an Irish
Monasticon more worthy of the abbey-abounding Isle of Saints.

Tar NAMES oOF ASKEATON AND INISKEFTY.

Askeaton most probably derives its name, Eas Gephthine—Gephten’s
Cascade—from an ancient though obscure tribe, the Gebtini,* who held
in pre-Christian times® the western section of the present county of
Limerick,® and shared the district with the more important and far-
reaching tribes of Ua Cathbar and Ua Corra.

Older legend tells of Gared, one of the chieftains who commanded
under Finn Mac Coul at the battle of Cnamross, and how he dwelt at
Eas Gepthine ; later antiquaries tell of a lady, or chieftain, Gephthine,
or Gepten, or, with perfervid fancy in derivation, evolve the name

1 ¢ Antiquities of Ireland,”” vol. i., plate xxx., p. 71.

2 ¢ Round About the County Limerick ’* (1896), p. 178.

3 Part 2, pp. 542, 544.

_ & See valuable Paper, by Mr. H. T. Knox, in Jowrnal, vol. xxx. (1900), p. 344,

with map based on M¢Firbis.

5.0’D0novan, in Ordnance Survey Letters, R.I.A. MSS., 14, . 9, p. 453, Eus
geptine, Gepten, 2 man’s name ‘in pagan times.” In this and the following notes,
C.8.P. 1. indicates the ¢ Calendar of State Papers relating to Ireland ””; L. M. H.,
¢¢ Liber Munerum Publicorum Hiberniz’’; R. I.A., Royal Irish Academy.

¢ Borlase’s ¢ Dolmens of Ireland,’’ vol. iii., p. 876.
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¢ Ras caed tinne,”” from the ¢ hundred fires ”’ lighted in honour of Baal.
Few things are more dangerous to true archeology than false etymology
derived from revising local names into supposed Irish equivalents when
unchecked by ancient records.

We have seen that the basis of the name was Gebten; but in the
records from 1200 to 1450 a variant to Eas Gebthine appears, and was
almost exclusively used among the clergy and the English. It appears
in various forms; but was evidently Iniskefty, ¢.e. Inis Geibhthine. It
occurs in such strange forms as Iniskefly, Iniskesty, Inisketti, Hineskefly,
Hinckesti, Hinksti, Imkesti, Inikefli, Iniskyfly, Inknesci, Jyskefty, and
Imkefti. It gets into forms so dangerously like Iniscatti, Inisketty, and
Iniscathaig that I have in some cases refrained from using records with
the less usual spellings, lest they should not refer to Askeaton, unless
where the internal evidence decided the question. These vague spellings,
and the appearance of ‘ Asketon” castle in the early records, led me into
the belief that Askeaton and Iniskefty were different places. I also
supposed that some of the entries related to Imiscathaig, and these
mistakes I take this opportunity of noticing and correcting.! No previous.
writer has® given any proof for the identification ; so until I was satisfied
by the ¢ Rental of O’Connyll”” that Iniskefty was actually Askeaton, I
feared to use any of the Imiskefty records. From other documents it.
appears that Asketon (or rather Asketon) was Escloon or Eschluana,
a castle, church, cantred and parish in the deanery of Limerick, probably
near Carrigogunnell, but not Kilkeedy.® Accordingly we may dismiss the
Asketon entries, and confine ourselves to Iniskefty and Askeaton. The
intermediate form, ¢ Yneskitun,” is used in the ¢ Valor Beneficiorum ”’
in 1689.* It is impossible to suppose that Iniskefty is a corruption of
Eas Geibhthine; it is much more probable that both prefixes to the name
Gebhthine existed in Irish, representing the island and the waterfall of
the Deel, and thence the castle on that island.®

Earry Hisrory, a.p. 900 To 1383.

The fort of Geibhtine was reserved to the kings of Cashel in the
“Book of Rights,” at any rate before a.n. 900, if not in the fifth

*1 may give as corrigenda to my former Papers references to mistakes as ta
Iniskefty, or Inisketty, in our Journal, vol. xxvii. (1897), p. 279, note 5, and vol.
xxiv. (1894), p. 335; also to Proc. R.I.A., Ser. 111., vol. vi., p. 112. As an Appendix
to this Paper shows, the fact of the early annexation of Iniscathaigh by the See of
Limerick rests on a mass of evidence untouched by these errors.

* As in Bishop Reeves’s Manuscripts, T.C.D., and ‘¢ Round About the County
Limerick,”” p. 293. :

3 Bishop O'Dea’s ¢‘Taxa. Procurationum,” 1418, gives ‘¢ Eschluana, alias Kyl-
kyde,”’ next Mungret, but the older records, the Taxation of 1291, &e., give these
churches as in separate parishes.

4+ MS. T.C.D., &. 13, 15, No. 632.

5 The Inquisition of the estates of Gerald, Earl of Desmond, September 11, xxvi.
Eliz., includes the castle of Inniskesty, in the * service ’ of Asketten.



23 ROYAL SOCIETY OF ANTIQUARIES OF IRELAND.

century.! 'We hear nothing more of the place till, in 1199, the * Annals
of Inisfallen ’’* record the building of the castle of ¢ Eas Gephthine.”
There was ‘¢ great abundance of fruit in Desmond ” that year, which
probably extended to other neighbouring districts, and favoured the
foundation.  The' founder is not mentioned, but (as we shall see)
was most likely William de Burgo. King John, of England, on October
13th, 1203, notified to his Irish Government that William de Burgo
had paid for the livery of the castles of Kilfeakle and Hinneskefti, and

Askeaton Castle, from the south-west.

that he retained de Burgo’s sons as hostages till the justiciary, Meyler
fitz Henry, came to the king at Caen.? In the same year the king
restored to Hamon fitz Hamon de Valoignes the castle of Hineskesty,
or Hinckesty, which belonged to said Hamon by inheritance, he having
paid 50 marks for it.*

! ¢ Book of Rights’ (ed. 0’Donovan), pp. 89, 91z.

2 MS. T.C.D. 1. 1. 19. Ware, in his ¢ Annals 1198, says :—*The Engllsh
built . . . another (castle) the next year at Astretm by the river Delvin,”’ sie.

2 Calendar, Patent Rolls, John, An. xvii.; ¢ Liber Munecum Pub. Hib.” vol. i. b
p. 30; Calendar of Documents relatlng to Irela.nd 1171-1251, No. 593.

4 Fme Rolls, John, xvii. and xviii., m. 8; Patent Rolls same years, No, 5§93, grant
of castle of Hineskefty.
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It next appears as having a church dedicated to St. Mary. Through
some unexplained favour of the ruling powers to the Augustinian abbey
of Keynsham, in Somerset,! a number of the Limerick churches had been
granted to that monastery. Hubert de Burgo, Bishop of Limerick in
1237, had the ability to procure the restitution of most of them from
John de Bineford, Canon of Keynsham, proctor for the abbot and convent.
They were Rathgel (Rathkeale), Rathfergus (Kilfergus), Mayntaueney
(Moy Tawnagh, or Mahoonagh), Mayryne (Kiltennan), Browry (Bruree),
Culballysiward (probably Howardstown), Karracnesy (Caherhenesy,
Rathkeale), Mayne, Moymolcally, Orosse (Iveruss), and Doundouenolde.*
The church of Iniskefty seems to have been also given to Keynsham;
but the transaction, save as to the grant, is not very clearly stated.
The bishop granted ‘¢ Iniskefty,” with the consent of its chapter, to the
church of St. Mary of Keynsham, in England, and to the abbot and con-
vent of that place. Omne-third of its income was reserved to the vicar of
Iniskefty, Thomas de Cardiff, a canon of England.® This grant was
unrepealed ; for in the great Desmond Roll, an Elizabethan survey of
county Limerick, by Christopher Peyton in 1584, ¢ the rectory of
Askeaton church was impropriate to the Crown in right of the dissolved
abbey of Kensam.”™

The grant, however, led to litigation; for in 1268 we find that
Walter de Lacton and Gunnora, his wife, were plaintiffs in an action
against the abbot of ‘“ Keyneresham.” The plaintiffs claimed 10 marks
off Oross, and other matters, ‘‘ out of the inheritance of the said Gunnora,
held by the king in capite,” and ‘‘ another writ against the abbot con-
cerning the advowson of the churches of Ineskefty and Kilculgin.””*
In 1289 an Inquisition was taken, which found that Hamo de Valenges,
former lord of ¢ Iniskyfty,” enfeoffed the predecessor of John (deSanford),
Archbishop of Dublin, of one knight’s fee in Culballysiward, in pure
and perpetual alms, along with a certain tenement in Browry. The
original charter was evidently lost; for in the *‘ Registry of the Arch-
bishops of Dublin” there is no older document than the grant of the
whole tenement of Culballisiward, in County Limerick, from Alexander

1 Keynsham was a foundation of William, Earl of Gloucester, in 1170, and of
Gilbert De Clare, a later earl. Had the connexion of either the De Clares or Berkeleys
with Askeaton or Limerick been of earlier date, the grants of the Irish benefices to
Keynsham would be less problematical. Hamo de Valoniis was, however, connected
with it. Dugdale’s ¢ Monasticon Anglicanum,” ed. 1830, vol. vi., Part 1., page 451.
¢ History of Somerset,”’ by the Rev. J. Collinson, vol. ii., p. 402,

2 ¢ Black Book of Limerick,”’ No. 11., p. 75. Culballysiward seems to have been
Cooleen and Howardstown ; but there was another Ballysyward, or Ballyhoward, at.
Adamstown, some miles to the east.

3 A Richard de Kaerdiff was living at Keynsham at the same time. Dugdale, as
above, p. 453.

4 Desmond Roll, Record Office, Dublin ; also an Inquisition on possessions of late
Abbey of Keynsham, 1542 (C. 8. P. L., p. 62).

5 Plea Roll (Ireland), 53 H. 111., mem. 8, f. (Cal., vol. i., p. 32).
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Anno, son of Godfrey de Anno, to John de Sandford, Archbishop of
Dublin, along with the homage of the grantor’s nephew John, on the
morrow of the Holy Trinity, 1284.!

Among the lists of ¢ capitula” (an equivalent, it should appear, to
later parochial administrations), and the coroners’ districts in Limerick
under Edward I., Iniskefty appears. For example, we find—* For
the Crown—Inskyfty and Rathgele—Villata de Coulbalysyward—John
Dondon tried for their neglect.? The bridges of Coulbalysyward and
Cloncullig were broken (as was alleged). The jury find that the said
John does not hold and repair the bridge of Cloncullig, and that the
bridge of Coulbalysiward is made up, so that men, horses, and wagons
(carruce) are able to cross.’””  An interesting side-light on the
maintenance of public works under the great Prince in 1290.2

Iniskefty is next stated to have passed to the ill-starred Thomas de
Clare and his wife, Juliana, daughter of Maurice FitzMaurice, Lord of
Offaley, before 1287,* and particulars are given as to the house of
Desmond succeeding to that of Offaley. This is not borne out by the
elaborate Inquisitions on the death of Thomas de Clare, 1287. Howerver,
we find a grant of Edward IT., 1318, to Robert de Welle and his wife
Matilda (sister of Richard de Clare, who that year had fallen at
Dysertodea) of the castle, manor and barony of Imkifty or Inikefty,
valued at £14 1s. 13d. They also claimed the advowsons of the
churches of Inikifty and of Bunratty and Quin, in Tomond, in 1322.5

In 1314 (8 Edward IL) a lawsuit was tried at Limerick. The
plaintiff Isabella, widow of Gilbert de Clare, proceeded against Robert
de Wall on a plea of account for the time when he was Gilbert’s bailiff
in the manors of Yoghell, Inchecoyn, Candlestown, Any, Iniskyfty,
Mountauenach, Bonrat, and Ardrayn.® So it is evident that, if not
Thomas de Clare, at least his sons Gilbert and Richard held the Manor
at the beginning of the fourteenth century.

To go back for a few years, King Edward I. in 1300 asked for an aid
from the towns of Ireland for his war with Scotland. The entry gives

1 Plea Roll, xviii. Ed. I., mem. 10 (Cal.,, vol. i., p. 50), and ¢ Liber Niger
Alani”’ (Reeves's MSS. T.C.D., 1061), vol. ii., p. 828. Dr. Stokes gives a note, but
a very inaccurate one, on this deed in the Journal, vol. xxvii. (1897), p. 407.

2 This old family, not unrepresented among the present inhabitants of Limerick,
appears from the thirteenth to the sixteenth centuries as landowners at Ballysiward.

3 Plea Roll, xviii. Ed. I., m. 44 (Cal., vol. i, p. 140). The other ‘¢ chapters”’
given are Ardach, Othenach, Esclon, Iolegar (Iuregar), Browry, Fontymchil (Fontemel),
and Cromyth (Croom). The Pipe Rolls give the  Villate’’ as Adar, Rathgel, Ins-
kyfti, Ardagh, Cromech, Kilmehallock, Dermochy, Natherlagh, Any, Grene, and
Karkinl(iss), 1303.

4 Jowrnal, vol. ix. (1867), p. 79.

5 Cal. Close Rolls, 1322, p. 440. Matilda, sister and heir of R. de Clare, claims
the advowsons of Bonrat, Conighy, and Inskifty. See also Grossi Fines, 1321.
Matilda holding ¢ Castra de Bonrath, Coinguy de Totomon, cast. man. et baroniam de
Inskisty, castr de Corkemoyth, cus. de Any,”” &e.

¢ Plea Roll, No. 109, viii. Edward II., mem. 40 (Cal., vol. iv., p. 19).
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the names and assessments of each of the Irish towns, and is an
invaluable record of their standing and wealth. Inskefty is assessed at
40s., and is evidently a town of the standing of ¢ Athdare,” ¢ Rathgel,”
and ““ Cromoth,” its sister towns in County Limerick.!

If the ¢“Dictionary ” of Lewis can be trusted, there was a preceptory
of the Knights of the Temple at Iniskefty, and they built the church,
part of whose ruins still stand, in 1291. This derives some support
from the Civil Survey of 1655, which mentions ‘‘one garden, hospital
land surrounded by the lands of Asketten,”’ as being in the town. Itis
probable that here, as in so many other cases, the hospitallers succeeded
to the possessions of the suppressed Templars.? The Church appears
in the Papal Taxation of 1302 to 1306 as Ynyskyfty, and is valued at
16 marks, and its vicarage at 8 marks.?

The invasion of Bruce gave the English Government a deadly blow,
and its elaborate organization nearly collapsed. The notices in the Plea
Rolls and other records get fewer and of less interest, 'We learn from
a group of pardons in 1346 that among the families residing in
¢ Ineskyfty ” that year were those of Albus (White), Bethegan, Catewoly,
Cissor, FitzDavid, Germye, Harold, Nasshe, O’Calan, Pronce, Playfort,
and Rus.*

Two years later the place appears as held by that most ill-starred
family, the Lords of Desmond, who left the mark of their power, wealth,
and liberality on the buildings, still beautiful in their ruin among the
crowded houses of the modern village. On June 20th, 1348, the
Escheator notifies to the King ‘that he has learned by Inquisition
that Maurice Fitzmaurice, late Earl (Comes) of Dessemond, held,”
-among numerous other possessions, *‘ the manor of Iyskifti”” by service,
and 40s., along with the manor of Glynnogre.* The Barony, as already
stated, formed a cantred; so late as 1358 we find the cantreds of County
Limerick named as Inyskysty, Ocarbri, Adare, Cromyth, Any, Grene,
Ardagh, Fontymshyll, Esclon, and Wethney, or Oghney.

About 1367 John Maltravers, junior, held the manors of Rathgell
and Inskyfty, in County Limerick, in Ireland,” but thenceforth the name
of Desmond stands almost alone in the Annals of Askeaton for two
centuries.

1 Plea Roll (Ireland), xxvii. Ed. I., mem. 2. Mr. James Mills, the Deputy
Keeper of the Records of Ireland, most kmdly called my attention to this important
document.

2 “Topoma.pluca.l Dictionary of Ireland’’ (Lewis), vol. i., p. 81; and ¢ Civil
Suxvey, 1655, pp. 66, 67 (Record Office).

3C.S8.P.1., 1302, from Exchequer Rolls.

+ Cal. Patent Rolls, xx, Ed. II. ¢ Catewoly’’ is the Welsh family of Cadewalla,
ot Cadwelly, frequently mentioned in Plea Rolls.

5 Cal. Patent Rolls, An. xxii. Ed, III., p. 72, No. 2.

6 Ib. xx., Ed. III., No. 44, and An. xxxii., No 101, p. 72, Nos. 2—-10.

7 Calendar Inqms.past mort., 1367 and 1375, pp. 284, 352.
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In 1383, Philip de Courtenay held a meeting at Kilmehallock to
consult as to payments of scutage, &c. This was necessitated by the
wars raised in Munster. At this meeting 40s. was paid by the Earl of
Desmond for the Barony of Incheskyn, in County Limerick.!

Tue Fraxciscay Friary, 1389-1420.

One of the Earls of Desmond, according to Wadding,? founded the
Friary of Franciscan monks in 1389, The founder was probably Gerald,
““the poet,” the fourth Earl of Desmond, Lord Justice of Ireland,
of whom tradition ® asserts that he mysteriously disappeared into the

Askeaton—Franciscan Convent (Chancel).

enchanted waters of Lough Gur to re-appear once in seven years, and
ride over its waters till the silver shoes of his horse were worn out.
Our Annals only know of his penitent death after receiving the Sacra-
ments. The Four Masters and Ware, on the other hand, place the date
of the foundation in 1420, James, the 7th Earl of Desmond, being thenin

! Remembrance Rolls, vii. Ric. II., m. 42, facie.
2 ¢ Annales Minorum,’’ xv., pp. xviii, 145.
3 Also told as of Gerald, the ¢ rebel Earl.”’
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power.! Father Hugh Ward, writing about 1630, says: ‘¢ The founder
of the convent was ¢‘D.” Earl of Desmond, who erected there a tomb
for himself and his family, as also did ¢ D.’ Macnamara of Tomond, and
many others of both families.””?

Wadding adheres to the earlier date in another passage of his works :
¢¢ 1389, conventus de Athskettin dictus . . . per hec tempora constructus,
ferunt a quodam comite Desmonie.”” He then relates its ruin by the
English, under Malbie, in 1581 (recfe 1579). Allemand (or more
probably his printer) reproduced this date as 1481, misleading Archdall,
Lenihan, and the later writers. The Four Masters record how, in 1420,
“ The monastery of the Franciscans at Easgephtine, in Munster, on the
bank of the Shannon (Deel), was founded for Franciscan Friars by the
Earl of Desmond, who erected a tomb in it for himself and his descen-
dants.” The Earl was, however, buried far from Askeaton, at Youghal.

Tt is possible, despite the indecision and *‘ferunt’’ of Wadding, that
1389 may represent the foundation, and 1420 the completion, or, as in
so many cases (¢.g. Quin, 1433), an addition, though many features
suggest a date nearer the time of Earl James’ death (1459) than 1420,
much less 1389, Indeed, it was about 1460 that Terence (Torlough),
the MacMahon of Corcovaskin, the husband of More Ine Brien (whose
fine monument remains at Ennis), ¢ made another tomb for himself and
his family in the convent of the minorites at Askeaton.””?

To supplement the brevity and want of detail of these records, we:
" may here record the possessions of the convent in 1586 as given by Peyton :
¢ Scitus dom. relig. in Asketten vocat’ the Begginge ffryers.” It was
built near the river Deele (which flows into the Shannon), and contained
certain buildings and half an acre. . . The field called ‘ Clone numrare,
also called the ffryers’ lande” ... to the north of the Abbey... One
water-mill called ¢¢ Mollin begg,” within the town . . . near the mill of
the Earl of Desmond. A weare commonly called “a ffysshing weare,”
also called ‘¢ Corra numrar,” alias ‘‘the firyers weare.”” . . . There per-
tained to the same religious house . . . tythe of the fysh called tythe ffysche
from one of the weares in Asketten, called “ Corren Erle,” ¢ the Erles
weare ”” which was built near the bridge, . . . namely, the fishes taken in
the Tides on one day and two nights in each week, . . . namely, between

1+ Annals of the Four Masters,’” 1420.

2 ¢ Brevis Synopsis Provincie Hibernie”’ (F. Hugo Ward). A translation has.
been published by Dr. Mullock, Roman Catholic Archbishop of Newfoundland, in
Duffy’s Catholic Magazine. I must here thank the Rev. Mr. O’Reilly, Librarian of
the Franciscan Convent, Dublin, for his kind trouble in copying for me, at the
suggestion of Mr. M. M‘Enery, of the Record Office, this and other still more im-
portant notes from unpublished manuscripts in his custody. Ward is mistaken as to
Macnamara. Bruodin has Mac Mahon of Corcovaskin, whose wife made the beautiful
¢¢ Mac Mahon’’ monument, now partly rebuilt into the Creagh towb in Ennis Friary
To this the broken tomb in Askeaton Friary bears a very marked resemblance,

3 +¢ Ammales Minorum’’ (Luke Wadding), vol. viii., pp. 46-47. For the Ennis:
tomb, see Journal, vol. xxv. (1895), pp. 145, 150.

g Vol. xut., Fifth Ser.
Jour. R.S.A.Te § vo) xxxiis., Consec. Ser. f b
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12 o’clock on Saturday and 6 or 7 o’clock on Monday.””* Then for several
generations the convent and its inmates sink into obscurity ; doubtless the
feet of the monks kept to the paths of peace and silence, and events bore
out the trite proverb, ¢ Happy the place that has no history.” It was
reformed to the strict observance in 1497, and was given over to the
Observantines by the Provincial, Father Patrick Healy, in 1513.2

AsgeaToN, 1440-1550.

The records almost cease during the remainder of the fifteenth
century, save some entries relating to the Abbey and to‘the successive

Askeaton—Franciscan Convent (north-east angle of Cloister).

Earls of Desmond. This is the more to be regretted from the fact that
many of the most beautiful details of the monastery and the Banqueting
Hall of the Castle date from the period.

The noteworthy ¢‘ Rental of O’Connyll ” in the Exchequer collection,

1 “Survey of Escheated Estates in County Limerick,’’ by Christopher Peyton and
other Commissioners, 1586, Record Office, Dublin, pp. 198, 262, and 263.

2 Wadding’s ¢¢ Annales,”’ xv., xxviii., p. 145, and Ward’s ¢‘ Brevis Synopsis.”’
As Father Patrick Healy was Provincial from 1497 to 1500, and Father Philip
O’Meagher held office in 1513, Ward, despite the divergent date, thus bears out that
given by Wadding.
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1452, is the chief authority for the Desmond estates in the century.
It gives the lands and their valuations, with the royalties and sergeantries,
the mills, and free tenants on the Desmonds’ Manors of Shaned,
Killyde (Killeedy), Corkothe, Bathyn, Rathgalway, Moytawnagh
(Mahoonagh), Innyskefty and Offargus. (Appendix B, at end of
Paper.)

The rental was probably taken by the Crown during a minority or tem-
‘porary seizure of the lands. There is no mention of the castle, though the
-castles of ¢ Robert Dondwnull vocata haroldes castell ”” and ¢“ Castro Robti
‘Goer vocat”” (blank) are mentioned onother manors. If silence proves any-
thing, we might suppose that the castle of 1199 had perished, and that
the present castle, as. tradition said (when the Ordnance Survey letters
were written in 1840) was only built by Gerald, the 7th Earl of
Desmond, who died in 1459.) At least the tradition ‘falls in with many
of the details of the building, and the apparently older portions (at least)
are not inconsistent with an extensive rebuilding.

In 1541 a meeting was held in the Chapter House of the convent
before Maurice Maddy, Official General of the diocese, and Hugh Lees,
in presence of John, Bishop of Limerick, at which John, son of Thomas,
son of Pkilip, Knight of the Valley, acknowledged an obligation to the
Bishop of 5 marks, in usual English money, out of Cappagh Kilmlwony.2
This must have been soon followed by the Dissolution.

TeE CrosiNe YEARs oF Drsmonn Rurg, 1557-1575.

As the Earls of Desmond were. all-powerful in their own domain, it
1s not surprising that the convent survived the dissolution for many years.
In 1558 James, the 14th Earl of Desmond, and in 1564, Joan, Countess of
‘Ormond (wife of James Butler, the 9th Earl), were buried within its walls.?
‘The Countess was the only daughter of James, the 11th Earl of Desmond.
“ During the time ” of the 14th Earl ‘it was not found necessary to
infold cattle or to close the door in all Munster.” Alas! other records
show that this is a pretty fiction, like the jewelled lady of King Brian’s
day, and other personages of the Golden Age yearned after but never
seen.t The year 1564 also saw a chapter of the order held in the
monastery.

_ There remains one tragic story of the monks before that terrible day
when Malbie destroyed their convent under the eyes of Gerald, Earl of
Desmond, safe in his stronghold up the river, but unable to beat off the
invincible heretics of the ““Red Queen.” If Russell, the author of the
curious ‘‘ History of the Fitzgeralds,” can be trusted in this tale (though
he differs elsewhere from the Four Masters and the State Papers as to the

! Ordnance Survey Letters, R.I.A. MSS. 14. £. 9, p. 453.
% ¢¢ Black Book of Limerick,” p. 144.
3 ¢¢ Annals of the Four Masters,”” 1558 and 1564. & Tbid., 1558.

D2
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slaying of Earl Gerald and other matters, and wrote nearly a century
later), the neglect of Earl Gerald to punish a crime led to his own death
at the hands of the murderer’s sons. The story gets a strange side-light
from another tale * heard truly” by Sir Henry Sidney, how the same
Earl of Desmond countenanced ¢‘a principal servant of his” after a still
more revolting, inhuman, and above measure detestable crime.! It is,
therefore, conceivable that the weak earl, under the influence of his
strong-minded and not very scrupulous wife,” may well have condoned
the crime of a favourite and (then the most powerful of ties in Ireland) a
fosterer. In any case it will bear repeating as part of the great latter-
day ‘“saga of Gerald the Earl” worthy of a place with the lays of Deirdre
and the other ¢“sorrows of story-telling’’ in Irelandi:—

¢¢ ¢ Garrett (fitz James, the 15th Earl of Desmond) was betrayed by his own
fosterers, who, with their own hands, did cut off his head in Glunegeinhagh, in the
County of Kerry.” So powerful were the ¢ murtherers, that Fitzmaurice, Lord Kerry,
could get no man to execute the chief actor, who first laid hands on the Earle, and,
being before the gallows, he was forced to put the halter about his neck with his owne
hands. It was surely the judgment of God fell oul upon this great person, for the
very father of these murtherers, being overseer of the Earl’s lands about Athskeaton,
was wont to distrain two or three cowes, which the Poor fryers had thereabout in
a little pasture belonging to their Abbey, which cowes, chancing to goe out of it,
were by this man detained from them until they should pay treble trespass. This
fellowes cattle, I say, chanced to goe into the said fryers’ little pasture, and were
by the fryers also impounded, they (poore souls!) thinking noe other harme but
something to allay the man’s fury, always bent against them. This man haveing
notice hereof came to the Abbey door and there knocked, whereupon one of the Fryers
came forth and saluted him according to their wonted manner, which was noe satisfac-
tion to him, but called for the father Guardian, who likewise came, and with a
religious, grave countenance, saluted him. There was no further discourse, but he,
asking the guardian how durst he presume the boldness as to impound his cattle, he
being the Earl’s fosterer, and with him in great estimation ? He expected [awaited]
noe answer, but presently [at once] draweing out his long skeane, stabbed the good
prelate to the heart: whereupon the fellow betooke himself to flight; thinking by
long running to procure his pardon from the Earle. . . . Not long after this man’s
wife goes to the Countesse of Desmond with a present of a whole cupboard’s furniture
of plate, and with many other fine and gay things, begging her Ladyship, with weep-
ing eyes, that she would mitigate the Earl’s fury against her husband, but, to be
short, the mild Earle being of merciful and generous disposition, pardoned at last this
wicked malefactor, whose sons, as I sayd, brought him to his ruine.’’” 3

1 Letter of 20th April, 1567, ¢¢ Hamilton Calendar,’” p. 330 ; ¢ Carew Calendar,”
vol. iii., p. lviii ; Richey’s ‘¢ Short History,’’ p. 490.

2 Eleanor, Countess of Desmond, the second wife of Gerald. See accounts of her
interviews with her husband’s enemies, and of her securing a pension and her own
interests while he was a fugitive. She was daughter of Edmond Butler, Baron of
Dunboyne, and married, secondly, Donogh, the O’Conor Sligo. Her will, September
6th, 1636, was proved at Dublin, and her well-preserved effigy remains in the chancel
of Sligo Friary.

3 Journal, (vol. x. (1868-9), pp. 466-7).
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/ ASKEATON oN THE EvE oF DEsmond’s REBELLION.

It is a difficult task to restrain oneself from telling once more the
story of that awful desolation which swept over a whole province, and
confine oneself to the vicissitudes of one little fortress. The waves
of destruction swept again and again over the ill-destined lands of the
Eerl of Desmond and his adherents till, in the fearful words of a recent
historian, ‘“ the victory was terribly purchased. The entire province of
Munster was utterly depopulated. Hecatombs of helpless creatures—
the aged, the sick, the blind, the young mother, and the babe
at the breast, had fallen under the English sword; and though the
authentic details of the struggle have been forgotten, the memory of a
vague horror remains imprinted on the national traditions.””' ¢ They
killed the feeble men, women, boys and girls, sick people, idiots, and
old people,” say the Four Masters; and the English despatches abound
in similar horrors, and more than support the Irish accounts.. The far
less deadly and cruel Cromwellian war has overlaid and obliterated the
traditions of the Desmond campaign; but the record lives in countless
letters and reports ; and as we read these, our blood can still be stirred and
~our interest intensified till that dark war seems closer and more real to
us than even the campaigns of our own days. To tell how Askeaton
fared in that evil period, when ¢‘ the gods of destruction were athirst”’ in
Munster, is all that we can here attempt.

So early as October 18th, 1569, we find the Government eas’cmg
covetous eyes on ‘“the Earl’s house of Askeating” for the President of
Munster ; and its owner corresponded with Cecil about a surrender of the
castle to the Crown. Desmond had at the time 160 ¢ galliglasse,” 300
kerne, and 30 horsemen, and the Government was not in a position to
oust him from any of his castles by violence; but in some way the
English got possession of some of them, and retained them, as he com-
plained to the Lord Deputy on November 28th, 1573. Desmond had
been under some restraint; but he got free, gathered his kerne, and this
threatening portent led the Deputy to send him in great haste royal
letters securing his personal liberty, and asking him to disperse his
forces. Desmond might have kept himself very safe had he observed an
armed neutrality and formal loyalty; but, unfortunately for himself, he
tried to be ‘“all things to all men ”’—unlike the apostle, to save him-
self. He sent his relatives letters, and betrayed some proscribed eccle-
siastics to the Government, while at the same time (not so secretly as he
imagined) he kept in touch with the more dangerous of the malcontents
of the time—encouraging them to plot against the Crown.

In 1574 he went to Killaloe to meet with O’Brien Arra, and Clan-
rickard, and promised ‘to fortify Castlemaine and Askeaton.” That

! Froude’s ¢ History of England.”’ 2 Carew MSS.,p. 392; C.S.P.1,,p. 421.
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same day Queen Elizabeth wrote to Lord Burleigh to complain of
Desmond’s *“ undutiful taking of Castlemaine.”” The Earl soon got
information that he was being watched ; he brought ¢ pickaxes and tools
to Askeaton, sent a threatening letter to the sheriff of County Limeril?k,
and a letter of injured reetitude to the Lord Deputy, complaining tl‘at
the latter was bent on making war on him.!

On June 10th, 1575, Desmond wrote to Leicester *“ from Asketten,”
asking to have his castles restored. He was afraid to ‘‘come into a
walled town sinee Kildare was committed,” wrote Lord Ormonde,? -‘ and
he maketh a very strong house at Askeaton.” Desmond also made an
unsuceessful attempt to bring his son from Bristol to Askeaton. The
Earl of Ormonde, on October 28th, visited Desmond, and attempted to
arrange for the surrender of Askeaton; but, of course,in vain. Again
the Government hesitated to proceed to extremities, and again the Earl
got a respite to mature his plans and prepare for a struggle now scarcely
avoidable.

Desmond was more or less forced into revolt by the action of his more
manly relatives; they had taken up armsunder Sir John of Desmond and
the Papal Legate, Nicholas Saunders. They met near the noble Cister-
cian Abbey of Monasternenagh (which also perished in the struggle),
and a bloody combat terminated in favour of Malbie and the English
{October 3rd, 1579).*> Desmond, wavering to the very last, watched the
battle from the summit of Dromassell, or Tory Hill; his sympathy,
of course, lay with his brother Sir John and his followers, but he saw
the Irish, after a brave' attack on Malbie and the English, checked,
broken, beaten back, the Papal standard taken, and all lost; so he fled
to Askeaton Castle. Malbie had written a fierce letter, bidding him not
to heed Saunders, “ who deceiveth with false lies”’; but even yet the
Earl imagined that he could prevaricate, and wrote exculpating himself
and asking Malbie not to camp in the Abbey. The distracted Earl had
recently met Sir William Drury at Kilmallock, and attempted to clear
himself from the charges of Sir James Fitz Maurice; he now realised at
last that his statements were disbelieved. He wrote, in his despair, to
some unnamed member of Elizabeth’s Government, enumerating his
services, and telling how he had executed a bishop and two Irish soldiers,
and opposed the O’Flaherties. It was all in vain, for Drury had returned
““in his chariot to Waterford,” and there died.*

1 C. 8. P. 1. (1574-1685), pp. 28, 34.

2 The ‘¢ Carew Papers,” vol. i., page 15, show that in January, 1541, James,
Earl of Desmond, renounced the right (claimed since the beheading of his grandfather
at Drogheda) of exemption from appearing in Parliament, or ¢ entering a walled
town, under the King’s obedience.”

3 Journal, vol. xix. (1889), pp. 235, 236.

4 C.8.P.1., October, 1579, various Papers, p. 189, &c.; ‘‘ Annals of the Four
Masters.” Father Hugh Ward puts the destruction of the Abbey ¢‘in the day of
persecution in 1575, Wadding in 1581 ; both probably trusted to memory.
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AsSkEATON RAVAGED,

Malbie followed the Earl like an avenging spirit—burning, slaying,
¢ spoiling ’—he slew at the altar the monks of Monasternenagh ; he
burned Rathmore ; he destroyed Rathkeale ; and Desmond could see the
smoke of his advance from the keep of Askeaton. The Earl wrote an
agonised letter to his friend in the ministry—*¢ As you are a gentleman,
tell the Queen of my wrongs'’; but long ere the letter could have reached
the Tudor Court it was too late—Malbie was at his gates. The fierce
captain and army burned the town and crops; they then ¢‘defaced and
burned the Abbey”; they entered the deserted church, desecrated it,
and smashed the tomb of Earl James. The monks had fled, save brother
John Cornelius (or Conolly) ; him they *¢ eruelly slew ”’ ; they also hanged
an Irish soldier of the Earl, one Geoffrey Ferall; and (if there is no
mistake in the later ¢ Epitome,” for the original ‘‘ Annales Minorum ”’
are silent) hanged with his own cord another monk, William Tenal.!

‘While this tragedy was accomplished, the Earl was safe in his island
fortress. In view of the flaming friary, he wrote a letter to Malbie,
protesting against ¢ the destruction of his tenants’ property,’”’ but he was
powerless to save, and the only notice taken by the English Captain was
to press him to disseminate the English manifestoes, and to arrest
Saunders and give him up to the Government. The wretched Earl
wrote to another Englishman, October 7th, 1579 : ¢ Sir Nicholas Malbay
camped within the Abbey of Askeaton, and there most maliciously
defaced the ould monuments of my ancestors, fired the Abbey, the whole
town and the corn thereabouts, and ceased not to shoot at my men
within Askeaton Castle.””* Malbie again, on October 8th, wrote ¢ to the
Earl or Countess, or Morice MacSheehan or the Constable of Askeaton”;
but the matter was now beyond negotiation, and after a week in the
blackened ruins of the convent, and a feeble attempt to take the castle,
Malbie marched away. The Fitzgeralds were left to bury the slain, and
probably gibbeted, body of Friar Conolly in the Chapter House,® while
the refugees could steal back to the ruined town and burned cornfields,
to face the anxiety and scarcity of winter.

Events came rapidly to a crisis; a vain correspondence with Pelham,
Malbie, and Captain Felton closed on November 8th, 1579, by the formal
proclamation of Gerald, Earl of Desmond, as a traitor. He had, they

1 ¢ Annales Minorum *’ of Wadding (ed. 1723), vol. viii., p. 87; ¢ Epitome’’ of
same makes Ferral a friar. Volume xx., p. 303, mentions the deaths of Conolly and
Tenal. One suspects confusion between ¢¢ Ferral’’ and ¢ Tenal’’; see also Carew
MSS., 1579, p. 161. A few bosses, ribs, panels with defaced saints, and other shattered
remnants of a canopied tomb remain in the Friary, and may bear the mark of the
vengeance of Malbie.

2 ¢« Carew MSS., 1579, p. 160; also C. S. P. 1., pp. 189, 195, and ‘‘ Annals of the
Four Masters.””

3 ¢¢ Annales Minorum,’’ loc. eif.
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stated, ¢‘practised with foreign princes, caused murders, settled the
Spaniards at Smerwick, released traitors, hanged the Queen’s servitors,
and his warrs in his castle of Askeaton caused the death of 2 or 3 of
Her Majesty’s soldiers.”

They could not as yet besiege the castle of ‘¢ Asketten,” for they
“‘ had no victuals or other necessities, and especially because the house is
circuited with a deep water and well fortified,”* while all their own
artillery was ¢‘ one dismounted culverin.”

1 Carew MSS., 1579, p. 165.

(o be continued.)
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ON A DOUBLE CROSS AT DUNCRUN, COUNTY DERRY.

BY THE REV. GEO. RAPHAEL BUICK, A.M., LL.D., M.R.I.A,,
VicE-PRESIDENT.

[Submitted Marcu 31, 1903.]

oME time ago, being the guest of the Rev. Hugh MecIntyre Butler, of

Magilligan, in the County of Derry, he took two other friends and

myself to see a rounded hill, almost opposite his home, known locally as
the Canon-Brae.

Double Cross at Duncrun, County Derry.

The hill itself is the end of a somewhat elevated ridge, which runs
parallel to the sea-coast, and occupies a position midway between the
Magilligan plain and the mountain range, of which Benevenagh is the
highest and most dominating point.
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Here, to our surprise and pleasure, we found a large stone of trap or
basalt, standing in the fence of one of the fields, with a fine double cross,
in relief, upon it. The farm on which it stands belongs to Mr. A
Ma¢Dermot, of Church-hill, in the townland of Duncrun.

From beside the stone, the spectator obtains a magnificent view of both
land and sea. To the west and north-west lies Lough Foyle, gleaming in
the sunshine like a long river of molten silver, touched here and there
with gold. Behind the Lough are the ‘¢ grey mountains of dark Donegal ”
and the undulating high lands of fair Inishowen. At his feet spread out
the low-lying lands of Magilligen, as level almost as the sea itself, from
which, in comparatively recent geological times, they have emerged to be
the beloved home of as thrifty and as estimable a race of men and women
as can anywhere be found ; while, if the observer turns northward, his eye
will range, delighted, past the bold headlands of Downhill and Portrush,
white at the base w<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>