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ABSTRACT

SPRITUAL TYRANNY?: AN EXAMINATION OF POST-FAMINE CERICAL
INFLUENCE IN THE LOUGH MASK REGION

Doctoral Dissertation by
Tracy Renée Handerhan

The Caspersen School of Graduate Studies Mag 20
Drew University

Local parish priests played a critical role in mpatating violence and agitation in
the area surrounding Lough Mask (Counties GalwalyMayo) during the immediate
Post-Famine era. Irish Catholic Church history eredevolution of the role of Irish
clergy are presented as they are critical to reizagmthe political and spiritual
leadership of parish priests. Similarly, signifitaistorical background is provided to
highlight the political complexities and the traglit of rebellion in Pre- and Post-Famine
Ireland. The contextual backdrop for the examamadf such clerical manipulation is
focused upon the Mayo Elections of 1852 and 18% Galway Election of 1872, and
the Irish Land War. The aforementioned electiogslight mob behaviors and the
behavioral actions of two local priests, Fr. P€@enway and Fr. Patrick Lavelle. These
behaviors are analyzed using sociological and pdggical lenses. The Irish Land War
provides a rich milieu for the study of the relasbip between spiritual and secular
leadership. As such, clerical leaders will be qpdased with the secular leadership of the
Land League as the two groups, in some ways, beeameshed during the Land War.
Arguably, as the Land League's influence wanetienLbugh Mask region, clerical

influence waxed. This negative correlation igstrated by the Land League Branch



President, Fr. John O'Malley's management of thee@®o affair, actions of warring
parish priests (Fr. Patrick Lavelle and Fr. Watenway), and clerical connections to

Lough Mask agrarian murders.
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Chapter One
INTRODUCTION

Historically, in Ireland as in many oth@uatries, the measure of wealth and
power has been directly correlated to the amoufdraf possessed. During the 1800s,
the issue of land possession served as the imfuetascentury laden with uprisings,
famine, and movement towards unification.AllNew History of IrelandChristine
Kinealy writes:

[T]here were approximately 20 million acres afdan
Ireland, and by 1881 it was owned by fewer than
20,000 people: only 750 men owned half of tmelja
while the ten largest landowners owned 1 million
acres. With few exceptions, the largest landoa/ne
were Anglican, Anglo-Irish and unionist. (175)

In the late 1870s, the land question literallyledpd. Tenants were no longer
tolerating a landlord system that precluded thesem$&rom the security of their own
holdings. This movement was a clear departure ftemgenerational uprisings of the
past. Between 1879 and 1882, the tenants decaned of sorts on their landlords and
respective governmental structures. Although th&aaon, unrest and violence was
evident throughout Ireland, the West served ad#ozground for some of the most

noteworthy examples of agrarian agitation and vioée Arguably, this disproportionate



violence can be attributed to regional clericaluahce. The western province of
Connacht's clergy was predominantly nationalisti@ology. In the years preceding the
Irish Land War, this political view was cultivateg the Most Reverend John MacHale,
Archbishop of Tuam (MacHale served as Archbishopuam from 1834-1881). As
such, most Connacht priests were not only spiriteders, but patriots as well. The
resulting, synergistic effect of these "patrioiggts” and their participation in secular
collective action intensified the momentum of thend War.

Research of the Connacht region in the west tdricereveals an area of
particular interest during the Land War. The Lolgsk region bordering Counties
Galway and Mayo, is arguably one of the most pegque and tranquil areas in Ireland.
The shores of Lough Mask and Lough Corrib providédaal setting for sports fishing,
movie making (film location oThe Quiet Majy and vacationing for the well-to-do
(home of the former Guinness estAwhford Castle However, during the Land War
this exact location could not be described as tréindn Sixty Years of a Soldier's Ljfe
Major-General Sir Alfred E. Turner recalls, "[T]hdsstrict. . .bore a very sinister
reputation at that time" (61).

In the midst of the "boycott,” on September 25,0d,8%rd Mountmorres of
County Galway was assassinated. An exhaustivesiigation ensued rounding up
numerous suspects such as Patrick Sweeney, ordMountmorres’ herders. Patrick
Sweeney believed his rent was reconciled by herfdinlylountmorres ("Murder of
Lord" 6). According to th&reeman's JournalMountmorres disagreed with this

understanding as he did not perceive Sweeney fotéeant ("Murder of Lord" 6). This



matter was handled in the local court and the agpineld Mountmorres' position
("Murder of Lord" 6). The matter was under app#ai appeal was financed by the
Land League ("Murder of Lord" 6). In a news acdoofithe event in th&reeman's
Journal, the reporter writes:

Just before reaching the scene of the murder, | was

overtaken by the Rev. Father Conway, Curate of

Clonbur, the parish in which the deceased lived.

The priest, who has made himself very conspicuous

among those who are agitating for a reform of Land

Laws, very willingly dismounted at the spot where

the deceased fell and gave his opinions freelp as t

the cause of the crime. ("Murder of Lord" 6)
Rev. Father Walter Conway of Clonbur enthusiadiicd¢fended Patrick Sweeney
stating "I know he is no way versed in the use ofi@. . .he is a simple-minded man,
while the spot selected for the commission of thisie indicates a well-learnt lesson”
("Murder of Lord" 6). Conway also shared with jbarnalist that "he had personally
appealed to the deceased nobleman not to enfaakebree of eviction; 'but," he said,
'my efforts in this respect had no avail™ ("Muraéri_ord"” 6).

Bailiff Joseph Huddy and his grandson John Hudbdyh of Creevagh, set out at

nine o’clock in the morning on January 3, 1882dnve rent processes on the behalf of

Lord Ardilaun of Ashford Castle (Lord Ardilaun, al&nown as Sir Arthur Guinness of

the famed Guinness family) ("Lough" 10). Bailifiseph Huddy, "occupied the post of



bailiff on the estate for forty years, having actedhat capacity for the former for many
years before the lands became the property of Roddaun” ("Lough™ 10). The
grandfather and his seventeen-year-old grandswvalé@ along the lakeside, on a country
road towards the village of Clonbur; the same ita&en by Lord Mountmorres ("Lough”
10). The Huddys never returned to their modesténonCreevagh. They were brutally
murdered, bagged and wrapped, weighted with st@mesthrown in the middle of

Lough Mask ("Lough™ 10).

At first glance the motive of the Huddy Murders ktbbe simply assigned to the
violence associated with the Land War. Howevengh¢h the surface there lies a pre-
murder point of interest regarding a rather vocedgt from Clonbur. In October 1881,
Father Walter Conway, parish priest of Clonbur, s&stenced to two months
imprisonment, including hard labor, for assaultBgyliff James McGrath as he served
Conway with a "writ at the suit of Lord Ardilaun"Gase of the Rev. Mr. Conway,
Clonbur" 5; "Chancery Division" 2; "Present" 2).

It is curious that when the Mountmorres and Hudalses are compared, there is a
recurring character in the reporting of the aforetitmed murders -- Father Walter
Conway of Clonbur. Father Conway is worthy of exaation. At first blush, it appears
his leadership was not limited to the spiritualssnArguably, during the agrarian
conflict, Father Conway was a political leader.

In "Church, State, and Nation in Modern Irelandigh Catholic Church historian
Emmet Larkin contends, "In a word, the Church [Ror@atholic] does not exist

independently of the Irish political system, busibne of the basic elements in that



system." (1244). Politicization permeates eackllef’the Irish Catholic vertical
hierarchy (parish priest, bishop, archbishop, etin)nineteenth-century Ireland, some
factions of this political machine rebelled agaiRsime by prioritizing nationalist ideals
over hierarchical demands. In the years leadinpupe Great Famine, "the majority of
the Irish hierarchy and the great body of the sdinate clergy threw themselves into a
campaign whose objects were professedly extraioegand politically radical, and
which Rome and Westminster alike opposed” (MacDbn&goliticization” 38).

In the years following the Great Famine, churcbrattince escalated. "By 1870,
it is estimated that regular attendance at massibad from a pre-famine level of 33
percent of the population to over 90 percent” (dayl03). With a population desperate
for divine intervention to stave off famine flockino weekly mass, the local parish
priests found themselves to be the natural leaafdi®e masses and often the voices of
the oppressed. In rural Connacht, the local pamists were literally the voice of the
oppressed as Irish was often the sole languadeegig¢asantry (Wolf 68, 77).
Unfortunately, pragmatically speaking, "[T]he Irsheaking poor were disconnected
from the institutions of state” on account of taeduage barrier (O'Connell 16). Rural
priests were usually the most schooled in the anglaas such often served as a conduit
between the English-speaking world and their Ispkeaking parishioners. Consequently,
content was dependent upon the priests' transfation

Sociologist Anne E. Kane in "Theorizing Meaning &whstruction in Social
Movements: Symbolic Structures and Interpretationng) the Irish Land War, 1879-

1882," views:



movement organizations and leaders as the primary

meaning makers, able to mobilize people through

strategically manipulated cultural resources adoun

predetermined goals. . .formulation of movement

ideology, goals, and strategies-does not just éapp

‘at the top' and then get handed down. . .meaning

construction is a multi-path process between margm

leaders and participants. (254-255)
As such, mass mobilization through strategic mdaipan requires hands-on leadership.
Arguably, in Pre-Famine Ireland, parish priestsenthie natural, and expected hands-on
leaders of their parish. As previously discussieid, leadership extended beyond spiritual
guidance as many local parish priests became sqmlltical advisors. But as the Post-
Famine years progressed, the assumed head legdeeosition was challenged as
another influential body emerged.

The tradition of oath-bound, secret societies medpiollowing the Great Famine.
These organizations evolved from colloquial, spmrddcal assemblies (i.e. Whiteboys,
Rightboys, Oak Boys, Steel Boys, Defenders, andb&tilSocieties) to an international
network (i.e. Irish Republican Brotherhood and BerBrotherhood, both established in
1858.). As the I.R.B. gained momentum, the leddprgosition of local parish priests
could no longer be taken for granted (Larkiistorical 108). Dissenting views
regarding this leadership tension exacerbatedthsrs within the Irish Catholic

hierarchy. This dissention manifested into reglignanconsistent tolerance of secret



society activity. This regional inconsistency adnited to an increasing culture of
violence in the Lough Mask region.

The forthcoming pages will examine the criticdertmcal parish priests played in
manipulating the violence and agitation in the a@aounding Lough Mask during the
immediate Post-Famine era. The contextual backfinoiine examination of such
clerical manipulation will be the Mayo Electionsi852 and 1857, the Galway Election
of 1872, and the Irish Land War. Clerical leadeilsbe juxtaposed with the secular
leadership of the Land League as the two groupspime ways, became enmeshed
during the Land War.

A thorough understanding of the evolving role adhrclergy and the Irish
Catholic Church is critical to recognizing the pickl leadership of parish priests.
Similarly, significant historical background is mssary to fully understand the political
complexities and the tradition of rebellion in Pagd Post-Famine Ireland. In addition
to providing significant historical context, an exaation of equivalent breadth of Irish
Catholicism is presented.

One volume historical chronologies such as Cheskimealy'sA New History of
Ireland and T.W. Moody and F.X. MartinBhe Course of Irish Historgerve as the
contextual foundation for this project. Primarysme Post-Famine research, including
the Irish Land War, is rooted in many installmenitshe Agricultural Statistics in
Ireland, Emigration StatisticsHansard's Parliamentary Paperand theReport of the
Trial of the Queen Against Charles Stewart Pareekl for Conspiracy Additional

Post-Famine research encompasses JosephTlbeeModernisation of Irish Society,



1848-1918 Maurice Moore'#n Irish Gentlemen: George Henry MopMichael
Davitt'sThe Fall of FeudalispnDesmond RyanBenian Chief John Devoy's
Recollections of an Irish Rehdl.W. Moody'sDavitt and the Irish Revolution, 1846-82
D. B. Cashman$he Life of Michael Davitt, with a History of théesR and Development
of the Irish National Leagy&loan Haslip'®arnell: A BiographyR. Barry O'Brien'§ he
Life of Charles Stewart Parnell846-189]1 Cruise O'Brien'®arnell and His Partyand
William O'Brien'sRecollections

Regional scholarship is gathered frivinutes of Evidence Taken before the
Select Committee on the Mayo Election Petitimins853and1857, andMinutes of
Evidence Taken at the Trial of the Galway Coungctbn Petition of 18721t is also
gathered from Donald E. Jordan, Jcasd and Popular Politics in Ireland: County
Mayo from the Plantation to the Land Wamd "John O'Connor Power, Charles Stewart
Parnell and the Centralisation of Popular Politickeland";Gerard Moran'é& Radical
Priest in Mayoand "James Daly and the Rise and Fall of the lLaradjue in the West of
Ireland, 1879-1882"; Father Jarlath Waldrov@amtrasna: The Murders and the
Mystery and from local archived periodicals such asNlagonand theé=reeman’s
Journal. Irish events and happenings also documenteddghrtheNew York Timeand
the Times

Irish Catholic Church history and politics reseaichcquired from the work of
Emmet Larkin through scholarly articles such asitifch, State, and Nation in Modern
Ireland,” "Church and State in Ireland in the Na®etth Century,” "The Devotional

Revolution in Ireland, 1850-1875," and "Socialisnad &atholicism in Ireland."



Additional Irish Catholic scholarship is extractedm Lawrence J. Taylor's "The Priest
and the Agent: Social Drama and Class Conscioasnagke West of Ireland”; Nicholas
Atkin and Frank Tallett'®riests, Prelates, and People: A History of Eurapea
Catholicism Since 175@nd Michael P. Carrollsish Pilgrimageand "Rethinking
Popular Catholicism in Pre-Famine Ireland.”

Scholarly writings pertaining to theories of soomical collective action and
social movement such as Samuel ClaBdsial Origins of the Irish Land Wand "The
Importance of Agrarian Classes: Agrarian Clasac®ire and Collective Action in
Nineteenth-Century Ireland,” Anne E. Kane's "Thaag Meaning Construction in
Social Movements: Symbolic Structures and Integti@n During the Irish Land War,"
and Gregory S. Kavka's "Rule By Fear" influence thiork.

The sources listed above do not constitute an estivadist. The content and
ideas found within the aforementioned titles cdmitéd greatly to this project and
facilitated further detailed research.

In general, late nineteenth-century books regarthis aspect of Irish History
are written in the "revisionist" style. Books vtem during the Land War years often
project a pro-English sentiment. An example othsskewed words is "The Land League
advocates have been, and still are, much to blamié foul crimes to the committal of
which they have incited lawless portion of the deopl'hey are responsible for the
blood-besmeared history of that unfortunate lamdlysteries159). Revisionist words

served as propaganda to marginalize the Irish laationalist efforts. (In this instance,
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the term "revisionist” does not refer to the remmsst history debates spanning 1930s-
1960s.)

Secondary resources serve as a springboard forriaggoames and events for
extended research. The use of primary documentatiparamount in presenting as
unbiased and cogent argument as possible. Howiéigerecognized that considerable
primary and secondary documentation available duthis time period is inherently
skewed towards either the nationalist or unionishipof view. In an effort to achieve a
theoretically balanced perspective, sources froth bamps are examined. In addition to
in-depth review of scholarly texts, the heart a$ tresearch is based in review and
analysis of archived Irish, American, and Britigripdicals: memoirs, published letters,
and commission reports. This compilation of resleg@rovides extensive historical,
political, and religious back-story necessary ttyfexamine the aforementioned murders
along with other crimes within the discussed locale

The chapter following this introductioHRlistory Interrupted: Invasion,
Subjugation, and Starvatigerovides essential historical background beginmiitg the
Norman invasion and concluding with the Great Fanifhe next chaptelrish
Catholicism: Evolution and Politicizatiomletails the unique brand of Irish Catholicism.
Celtic-pagan influences and rituals will be disagssas well as the transition to Roman
doctrine. The political climate of the Irish Calilndhierarchy will also be explored. In
Post-Famine Ireland: Emigration and Reinventian in-depth study of Post-Famine
economy and society (including emigration) is pnésé. In addition, political

movements such as the Tenants' Right and Homedreli@cluded. The history and
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development of the Irish Republican BrotherhooR.8.) and the Fenian Brotherhood
are presented as welBBefore the Land League: Ideals and Ambitipravides
biographical information of founding members of tlend League. Special attention is
placed upon the individual human experience of ueagembers. The next three
chapters begin the analysis needed to hone ineoprtdposed argumenthe Land War:
Eviction and Agitatiordetails the evolution, events, and outcomes ofrible Land War.
This chapter also speaks to the Central Land Leéagbb@andonment of local grievances in
favor of a national platform and its impact on CguMayo. The next chapt&lerical
Influence: Election and Intimidatiospeaks to the actions taken by Lough Mask clergy
during the Mayo Elections of 1852 and 1857 and@hkvay Election 1872. Mob
behaviors and the behaviors of two parish priegsnalyzed using sociological and
psychological lense<Clerical Influence: Tradition, Opposition, and Mier speaks to
activities in the Lough Mask regions. Activitiegiude: a priest's management of the
Boycott affair, actions of warring parish priesaad clerical involvement in agrarian
murders. The conclusion punctuates areas of engph@sded to ensure a cogent
argument.

In "Conscience or Coercion? Clerical Influencéhat General Election of 1868
in Wales," Matthew Cragoe states, "[G]iven theeekDf their involvement [clergy in
the United Kingdom], it is surprising that so Etthistorical attention has been paid to the
role of preachers and priests in politics" (140)14Review and analysis of tivinutes
from the Mayo Election Petitiored 1853and1857and theGalway Election Petition of

1872contained herein respond to Cragoe's acute oligmrva
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This work encompasses another significant aspEuoe murder of Lord
Mountmorres, to this day, remains unsolved. Yetd men were convicted and hanged
for the Huddy murders. In December of 1882, Platiiggins, Thomas Higgins, and
Michael Flynn were sentence to death for the muofiéhe Huddys. Matthias Kerrigan
was the Crown's witness in their prosecution aidlitjough he was involved himself in
the Huddy murder, he informed on three of the giis, one his next door neighbor and
first cousin to his own wife" (Waldrodlaamtrasna221). Kerrigan remained legally
unpunished (WaldrorMaamtrasna220). Largely due in part to Kerrigan's testimony
the trio was indicted on Tuesday, December 5 aedrtals began on Thursday,
December 7 ("Affairs” 1). Patrick Higgins was hadgn January 15, 1883 ("Irish
Conspirators” 1). Thomas Higgins and Michael Flywere hanged on January 17, 1883
("lIrish Criminal™ 1). Aside from Matthias Kerrigathere is another man that arguably
was missing from the gallows -- Father Walter Copwa

The legacy of clerical control in the Lough Maskgiom is marked in the
immediate Post-Famine era. This ethos enabled poiess to wield unconscionable
control over their flock. Father Walter Conway vesxe of those priests. As the pages
herein illustrate, Conway controlled the actionsame of his parishioners. This author
contends the moral responsibility (at minimum)tfoe above murders rests with Father

Walter Conway of Clonbur.



Chapter 2
HISTORY INTERRUPTED: INVASION, SUBJUGATION, AND ARVATION
Within a year of his coronation, King Henry |l g to extend the boundaries of

his kingdom to include Ireland (Hays and Jones 295-Kinealy,New46). Due to the
fact he did not possess legal title nor were tigeoeinds to wage war on the island, Henry
Il "colour[ed] his ambition with the pretense ofigeon" (Lyttleton 56). Henry Il
approached Englishman, Nicholas Breakspear, Hattexn as Pope Adrian 1V, for his
blessing in annexing Ireland (Lyttleton 56). Adri&/ reigned between 1154 and 1159;
he was England's first and only pope (Kine&lgw46). In 1155, Adrian IV issued the
Bull Laudabiliter* to Henry 11, indicating:

Since then you have signified to us, most deans@hrist, that

you desire to enter into the island of Irelamdoider to subdue the

people to the obedience of laws, and extirpaterites which have

1. The authenticity of the Bull Laudabiliter Haeen questioned (Kinealijew46). However,
"through the whole of the Middle Ages and up te lames the Bull was accepted without question as
genuine both by the Irish nation and by the Vatic@he Privilege of Pope Alexander Ill, Adrian's
successor, confirmed the Bull, and his letterieoKing, to the clergy and bishops of Ireland, amthe
nobles, enforced obedience to it" ("Pope Adrian'$ty authenticity is moot in this context as sdugent

action was a result of its perceived authenticity.

13
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taken root, and that you are willing to pay anuaimpension to St. Peter

of one penny from every house therein, and togovesthe rights of the

church in that land inviolate and entire, we s&dog your pious and

commendable intention with the favor it deseraeg] granting a

benignant assent to your petition, as well pleated for the enlargement

of the bounds of the church, for the restraintiog, the correction of evil

manners, the culture of all virtues, and the adearent of the Christian

religion, you should enter into that island, afféa what will conduce to

the Salvation thereof and to the honour of Gaytd.(in Lyttelton 58).
Adrian 1V literally "s[old] the independence of lamd and the liberty of the Irish"
(Lyttelton 60). While Henry 1I's motivation stemth&om a desire to expand his empire,
Adrian 1V's intentions stemmed from the desiredba®l the "ignorant and barbarous
nations" in Roman doctrine (KinealMew46; qtd. in Lyttleton 57). Regardless, when
enacted, th8ull Laudabiliter, in the name of religion, altered Ireland’'s destin

In 1161, Murcertach MacLochlann of Ailech in therthh was crowned high king
of Ireland after a contentious struggle with Ror¢Za@nnor, King of Connacht (Martin 95;
O'Doherty 154). MacLochlann was supported by DeracMourrough, King of
Leinster and Tiernan O'Rourke of Breifne vied fo€@nnor's interests (Martin 95).
Unfortunately for MacMourrough, MacLochlann diedlih66 (O'Doherty 154).
MacLochlann's death invited O'Connor to claim itle of high king (O'Doherty 154).
O'Connor and O'Rourke were aligned and withountiigary assistance from the House

of MacLochlann, MacMourrough was the odd man otiD@Derty 154). Aside from the
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former alliances, the battle between MacMourrouggh the O'Connor camps was fueled
by a very personal vendetta. In 1152, MacMourrcaigthucted O'Rourke's wife,
Dervorgilla "with her own consent” (Lyttleton 63-6dartin 96). O'Rourke "recovered
her the following year" and was fixated on reve(igartin 96). O'Connor's elevation to
high king provided the opportunity for O'Rourkestettle the score. In 1166, O'Rourke
attacked Leinster and "When Ferns was capturedhsngtone palace destroyed,”
MacMourrough escaped Ireland (Martin 96-97). Ilderto reclaim his lands and title,
MacMurrough traveled to Frant® seek the alliance of Henry II.  After MacMaough
presented his proposal (and fealty) to Henry llatiance was forged (Martin 98).
Although Henry Il did not pledge his direct invoiaent, he did provide for the
recruitment of Norman volunteers to assist in MaolMough's operation (Kinealiew
46; Martin 98). The time had come to enactBld Laudabiliter.

MacMourrough wisely approached the great Normadde, Richard FitzGilbert
de Clare, former 2nd Earl of Pembroke (better knastiStrongbow") to lead the charge
(Kinealy,New46; Martin 98). Strongbow had nothing to lose amdrything to gain
from joining MacMourrough. By not supporting Herllig ascent to the throne,

Strongbow was forced to surrender his titles (Hays$ Jones 297; Kinealy,

2. Henry Il was a French King of England. He wasn in Normandy and essentially raised in
France. His native language was Norman-Frenchaost of his life was spent in the continental porti

of his empire (Martin 97).
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New46). MacMourrough presented the opportunity fisoisgbow to redeem himself in
the eyes of the King (Kineallyew46). Additionally, Strongbow negotiated
MacMourrough's daughter Aoife's hand in marriaged| and the right of succession to
throne of Leinster (KinealyNew46; Martin 99). After the initial Norman victorp
Norse-influenced Wexford, Strongbow joined MacMaouwigh's efforts and Norse-Irish
settlements of Waterford and Dublin fell to the Man knights in 1170 (Kinealjyew
46-47; Martin 100-102). Following MacMourroughisath in 1171, Strongbow assumed
the title King of Leinster (Kinealy\ew47).

Concerned by Strongbow's growing power and pasititenry Il (and a small
army) travelled to Ireland in October 1171 and riex@@ until April 1172 (KinealyNew
47). The purpose of Henry II's journey was to fi@ice loyalty to the crown and for
Strongbow to submit to him (Kinealiew47). Henry II's position of power was
extended in Ireland following High King Rory O'Caofs submission in the Treaty of
Windsor, 1175 and reinforced by Strongbow's deathli76 (KinealyNew48-49).

In the years that followed, Irish lands were sgiaad granted much to the whims
of the inhabitant barons (Martin 104). The congaesanced steadily and "By 1250 --
within eighty years of the invasion -- three-questef the country had been overrun by
the Normans" (Martin 106). Consequently, the fégglatem was established (Kinealy,
New53). Despite being outnumbered by the native lgedipe Normans' superior
weapons and military tactics ensured a swift arstiesiied occupancy (Martin 106). The
intermarrying of Normans and daughters of Irishgé®enmeshed the Normans into the

cultural fabric (KinealyNew52-53).
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The Normans brought with them a tendency for stinecin terms of towns,
Continental religion, cathedrals, government, amdency (KinealyNew53-55; Martin
107-110). Trade, including foreign, was established "the customs duties on wool and
hides alone brought a huge sum of money into thal toeasury" (Martin 109). Yet,
despite the Normans' demonstrated commitment kanide the Norman invasion was
incomplete. The lack of resources for a full isiem stemmed from military distractions
(i.e. a shrinking Angevin Empire) and royal finaaddailifficulties (Kinealy,New54-56;
Martin 110-11). Kinealy writes "Although some Gabkecame Anglicised and some
Normans became Hibernicised, they were still sepaf@ew56). Unlike the complete
annexation of regions such as "Normandy, EnglamdSaaily,” Ireland remained
divided (Martin 111). Itis this division that dbe stage for centuries of strife.

As time progressed, thigull Laudabiliters directive of "subdu[ing] the people to
the obedience of laws, and extirpate the vices kvhave taken root" became
synonymous with Anglicization (qtd. in Lyttelton 68In the fourteenth-century, efforts
were made to halt the Gaelicization of settlersugh legislation such as the Statute of
Kilkenny which "prohibit[ed] the use of Irish lawsiistoms and language" (KineaNew
57). In 1494, in response to Irish supportingYieekist cause, Henry Vilsent Sir

Edward Poynings to Ireland "to reduce the courdryvhole and perfect obedience

3. Henry VII's coronation marks the start of thiggn of the Welsh House of Tudor. The Tudor
monarchs include: Henry VIII, Edward VI, Jane G(éy¥he Nine Days Queen"), Queen Mary | (Bloody

Mary), and Elizabeth | (Hayes-McCoy 139-151; Barqmwjectbritain.com).
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(Lydon 133). The outcome of Poynings' mission isynings' Law," a confirmation of
the Statute of Kilkenny (excluding the ban on thehl language) and the subordination of
the Irish Parliament to the King of England (Lydt38-134). Still, "unsuccessful” in the
Anglicization of Ireland by the sixteenth-centuk§mg Henry VIII reinvigorated a prior
attempt to ban Gaelic clothing and hair styles @ily, New57).

More significant than his ban on Gaelic hairstykisig Henry VIlI's desire to
marry Anne Boleyn in 1533 widened the chasm betwkemeople of Ireland even
further. Henry VIII's break with the Roman Catleahurch stripped the remaining
common denominator -- religion -- away from thesalty divided Ireland (Hayes-McCoy
141; Kinealy,New70; Morgan, "Hugh" 30). Historian G.A. Hayes-MgCmontends
"Many people believed that the pope was the kinlgeddnd" and since Henry VIII was
no longer a subject of the Roman Hierarchy, it appily seemed fitting Henry VIl
declare himself King of Ireland in 1541 (Hayes-Mg(gatl). In an effort to expedite
loyalty to the crown (and to raise money), Henryi thplemented the "surrender and
regrant” policy (KinealyNew69). Essentially, this policy stripped land owstep from
"Gaelic and Gaelicised Anglo-Irish lords" (KinealNew69). The lands were regranted
in the form of “feudal fief," provided the lord m@gnized the supreme authority of the
crown; surrendered his Gaelic title and financialiypported imperialistic endeavors (i.e.
military action); and guaranteed estate-wide lgyadtthe king (Hayes-McCoy 143;
Kinealy,New69). They were expected to speak the Englishuagg and adopt English
fashion standards (Hayes-McCoy 143). Henry Vllbwaccessful to some degree in the

Anglicization of the landed gentry (Hayes-McCoy 148Vhile the establishment of the



19

Church of Ireland, of which the king was earthlpsame, contributed to the dissolution
of "monasteries, nunneries and friaries" in theeRad Crown-loyal towns, it did not
flourish (Kinealy,New67; Hayes-McCoy 144). Ireland remained overwadhy
Catholic (Hayes-McCoy 144; Morgan, "Hugh" 30).

The latter half of the sixteenth-century, duringe@n Elizabeth I's reign, was
peppered with rebellions as the heirs of Irish fthies sought to drive out English rule
(Kinealy,New74). The series of revolts "culminat[ed] in them& Years War which cost
them [monarchy] £2,000,000 to suppress between a6841603" (Morgan, "Hugh" 22).
Although costly, from Queen Elizabeth I's perspaxtsecuring Ireland was critical to
preserving her empire (Kinealjiew80). As a result of the Nine Years War, England's
conquest of Ireland was complete (Kinedlygw80). Historian Hiram Morgan argues
that the conclusion of the Nine Years War plantexiseeds for modern Irish nationalism
("Faith" 20).

A distinct symbol of Irish annexation is foundtire "Flight of the Earls." In
September 1607 "Gaelic Ulster nobility" defectedobgrding a French warship and
setting sail for Spain (McGurk 16). This defeatieft markedly resolute Ulster
leaderless and paved the way for amplified Angditan efforts (Clarke 153). Given the
Irish resistance to Protestantism, the crown ratiaad "If the Irish would not become
Protestant, then Protestants must be broughtlembtée (Clarke 153). The Province of
Ulster was now fertile ground for "planting” loyatotestants (Clarke 153). While

smaller scale plantation efforts had taken placeesHenry VIII's reign, the
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concentration and magnitude of King Jaméssiheme was incomparable (Clarke 153).
The "Ulster Plantation" was accomplished througtuleonfiscation from the native Irish
and subsequent inexpensive land grants to EnghidtSaottish settlers (Clarke 153;
Kinealy,New84-85). The initial "Ulster Plantation" was congal of Counties Armagh,
Cavan, Coleraine, Donegal, Fermanagh, and Tyroleek€153; KinealyNew84).
Settlers in the "Ulster Plantation,” as expecteagliized the area through the
development of towns and villages complete withkets, schools and churches (Clarke
153-154; KinealyNew87). The demand of the settlers fell short ofghpply of land
(Clarke 54). While much of the native Irish weoeced to occupy the less fertile lands,
some remained within the plantation (Kinedifgw86, 87, 89). The remaining native
Irish did so by paying a premium (on lesser landjlt vacancies intended for settlers
that never came (Clarke 154; KinedNew86, 87, 89). The confiscation of land coupled
with preferential treatment of settlers elevatatsiens between the native Irish Catholics
and Protestant settlers (KineaNew86-87).

King James | died in 1625 and was succeeded bgom<harles I. Since Charles
| was married to a French Catholic and was Catholarant, the Irish were cautiously
hopeful but the English were suspicious (Kinedlgw91, 94). Viewing Parliament as
unnecessary to his reign, the Charles | "dissotliedEnglish Parliament and ruled

without it until 1640" (KinealyNew92). Charles I initiated war with Spain then F@an

4. James | of Scotland is the first monarch efittouse of Stuart. The succession of Stuart
monarchs includes: Charles I, Charles Il, Jame#/illiam 11l and Mary Il, and Anne (Barrow

projectbritain.com).
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(Kinealy,New92). In an effort to finance the wars, Charlésuind support from the
Catholic "Old English" (in Ireland) (KinealjNew92). In return for financial support,
Charles | "granted" security of land holdings te t®ld English,” but "The Graces"
proved to be nothing more than an empty promisarkél 156; KinealyNew92). Under
Charles I's leadership, England was divided (Cl&%®). This division led to the
English Civil War (KinealyNew96). The Civil War came to a close in 1645 with
Charles | surrendering in 1646 (KineaNew99). His escape in 1647 prompted a short-
lived resurgence of the War in 1648 and Charlead executed in 1649 (Kineajew
99). A wave of anti-Catholic sentiment and actisasen followed in response to
Catholic-tolerant Charles I's defeat (Kinedligw99). Perhaps the most lethal of anti-
Catholic action was Oliver Cromwell's tyrannousugeation of Ireland.

Oliver Cromwell was a Puritan member of EnglishliBenent who served as
Lieutenant-General in the New Model Army (againkafes I) in the English Civil War
(Kinealy,New98-99). He was instrumental in Charles I's sutegntrial, and execution
(Kinealy,New100). The abolishment of the English monarchipfwing the Civil War,
yielded a republic of which Cromwell was deemedhighest title, "Protector” (Little
44). In August 1649, he traveled to Ireland withaamy of 20,000 troops (Kinealijew
100). Cromwell's expedition was intended to exiisg remaining Stuart support and to
seek revenge (Clarke 162; KineaNew100). In his August 1649 arrival speech in
Dublin Cromwell referred to the Irish as "Barbar@unsl Bloodthirsty” (gtd. in Drake
265). Interestingly, Cromwell believed it was Higty as a servant of God to carry out

these (and other) punishments (Drake 268). Higl"@ade me do it" attitude must have
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been an asset as he reconciled the "slaughtedfdirjests and garrisons at Drogheda in
September 1649" (Drake 265). At the conclusio@@mwell's Irish expedition some
rebels were executed and over 30,000 men foundeedn the Continent (Clarke,
"Colonisation” 162). Cromwell's "special fury" wdsected at Catholic property owners
(Clarke 162). Catholics that supported Charlest &ll of their lands and those that
remained loyal also lost their lands but were ptediwith land in Connacht and County
Clare (Clarke 162). Due to their inability to fim@e Charles I, the poor were essentially
left alone (Clarke 162). The confiscated landsenesed to settle debts accrued during
the Civil War and to reward loyalist soldiers arfficers (Clarke 162). By doing so,
Cromwell created a "Protestant upper class" (Clagd.

Cromwell left Ireland in triumph in May 1650 and 1653 he was made "Lord
Protector" of the Commonwealth (Kinealyew101). He positioned his son, Henry, as
Governor of Ireland from 1655 to 1659 where he lieetha disciple of Cromwellian
policy (Kinealy,New101). Cromwell refused the title of king in 165t remained
commander-in-chief until his death in 1658 (Davi&4; Kinealy,New101). Richard
Cromwell succeeded his father for a brief periodRastector” of the Commonwealth
(Davies 132). In 1660, the republic was dismandéled the monarchy was restored
(Simms 165). Stuart heir, Charles Il emerged fextite to claim his throne (Simms
165).

Although Charles Il was a religious liberal, htureed to a deeply Protestant,
anti-Catholic England (KinealjNew104-105). Charles II's tempered his liberalism to

ensure his position (Kinealilew106 ; Simms 165). Irish Catholic landowners gdine
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some lost ground under Charles II's reign, "buy thed recovered only a fraction of their
original estates" lost during the Cromwell confismas (Simms 165). Kinealy writes
"For almost twenty-five years, though his reign aolught peace to the three kingdoms,
and the ferments of his father's reign appearédve been calmedNew105). As he
lacked a legitimate heir, Charles Il was succedxelis Catholic-convert brother
(Kinealy,New107).

King James II's Catholicism influenced his pol{84iller, "Earl" 805-810).
While he had no interest in relinquishing Englisimirol in Ireland, James Il "had long
shown a fondness for Irishmen” (Miller, "Earl" 8@&9). He intended to "put more
power into the hands of reliable Catholics (i.ed @hglish)" (Miller, "Earl" 810). Under
James II, armies welcomed Catholic recruits (Kipgldew109). The "first Catholic
viceroy in over one-hundred years" was appointededsas Catholic judges, privy
councillors, and civil administrators (Simms 168Yith respect to the Cromwellian land
settlement, he "wished to preserve the Restorsiwh settlement while finding some
ways to compensate those Catholics who had des&wedover their lands but had been
unable to do so" (Miller, "Earl" 819). The ideailislames Il hoped to accomplish the
aforementioned without alienating Protestants @fjIif'Earl” 810). Nevertheless, James
II's "heretical," pro-Catholic policies threateriebtestants (KinealjNew109).
However, due to the fact James Il did not havera Bis Protestant daughter Mary was
his heiress apparent (KineaNew109; Miller, "Earl" 807). Mary was married to the

Dutch "champion of Protestantism, William of Orah{diller, "Earl” 807). Arguably,
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Protestants found comfort in the expected successid were biding their time with
Catholic James.

In 1688, the second wife of James Il, Mary of Maglegave birth to a son after
fifteen years of marriage thus altering the righswaccession (KinealyWew109). This
unexpected turn of events was a game changer ifieePWilliam and Protestant leaders
(Kinealy,New109; Speck 454). Shortly after, following theitation from "seven
English notables,” William of Orange invaded Emgldo seize James' throne (Simms
169). James Il fled to France under the proteatidmouis XIV (Simms 169). While he
lost the kingship of England and Scotland, Jamestdined the Irish crown (Kinealy,
New111). Equipped with money, troops, and arms rganents of Louis XIV --

James Il arrived in Ireland in March 1669 (Kinedljgw112; Simms 170). Ireland,
because if its Catholic backing was the only réaliscale for James Il to regain his
throne (KinealyNew110-111). The "War of the Two Kings" was foughthamulti-
national troops (Irish, English, Danish, French Hergpts, Dutch, French, German, and
Belgian) (KinealyNew114). Catholics Leopold I, Holy Roman Emperora@és 11,

King of Spain, and even Pope Alexander VIII suppaiVilliam of Orange (Simms

170). While the Irish viewed this war as a bdbi#ween Catholicism and Protestantism,
the remainder of western Europe viewed it as deblagttween Louis XIV and everyone
else (Simms 170). William of Orange symbolicakkggred the Protestant succession on
July 1, 1690 (July 12 on the reformed calendathatBattle of Boyne upon retreat of the
Jacobite army (KinealjNew115; Simms 171). The war officially ended in Gxo

1691 with the signing of the Treaty of Limerick1{8ns 171). Following the Jacobite
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War, Catholic land ownership in Ireland was lesnth5% (Simms 175). But the Irish
lost much more than land following this signing.

In an effort to prevent further rebellions andisioigs in Ireland, William 111 (of
Orange) wanted power to remain with the Protegantry (KinealyNew119). To
accomplish this, William enacted legislation to ékethe Catholics in a state of
permanent subjection” (Wall 176). The Penal Laffscted Catholics in England,
Scotland and Wales as well (KineaNew120). The Penal Laws prevented Catholics
from holding government office, serving in Parliaxhé'entering the legal profession and
from holding commissions in the army and navy" (Ml&l7-178). Catholics were not
permitted to earn a degree at Trinity College (KigeNew121). Penal land restrictions
regarding inheritance "stipulated that all land babtle equally divided among all of his
sons. If one son converted to Protestantism, hddamecome the sole inheritor”
(Kinealy,New121). Catholics were not permitted to carry "stqior sword, or rid[e] an
expensive horse" (KinealiJew121). Irish Catholic gentry were forced to coriver
Protestantism or give up their profession, land status (Wall 177).

In the event the aforementioned prohibitions dittlgonvert Catholics, William
[l attacked the source and raided the pennil&gests could no longer be ordained in
Ireland and for priests to remain in Ireland, tvgre required to "register with the
authorities and recognise William as their kingirn&aly,New120). Catholic bishops
were no longer permitted to serve in Ireland (Klpellew120). All Catholics were now
required to pay tithes to the Church of Irelandn@ély,New120; Wall 178).

Economic Penal Laws sought to keep Ireland glibate to England with
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respect to trade. For example, the Wool Act "pn¢ee the export of wool and woollen
cloth from Ireland" (KinealyNew125). This economic policy affected both Cathlic
and Protestants (Kinealjew126). Protestant, eighteenth-century satirisafltan
Swift popularized the notion of "England was thasmof Irish Poverty" (Kinealj\New
126-127). Swift's focus on economic policy tramsied religious divide and fertilized
the seeds of nationalism (KineaNew127).

William Ill, through the Penal Laws, marginaliz€dtholics and ignited the
Protestant ascendency (Kinedew121-127). Despite the religious, economical, and
political tensions resulting from the Penal Laws eighteenth-century (for the most
part) was a time of relative peace in Ireland (@&r2#8). During this time the population
of Ireland steadily increaseé@Green 219). This increase can be attributedlaslaof
warfare and an improved diet -- the pofaii®t (Green 219). The potato packs
considerable nutrients and the yield per plot nfllaurpasses any of the grain crops
(Green 219; KinealyNew162). Additionally, the potato "thrived in therdp and

temperate climate of Ireland and demonstrated asual adaptability in its ability to

5. An outlying population data point worthy of dission is the demographic implications of the
great frost of 1739-1740. This frost was catastiofo the food supply, resulting in the death of
approximately 500,000 people (KineaNew129-130).

6. The potato was introduced to Ireland in the xteenth-century (Kinealiyew128; Wilde,
"Potato” 357). Sir Walter Raleigh is generallgdited for introducing it (Wilde, "Potato" 357).ol#ever,

some evidence suggests it was brought to Irelaral $yanish seaman (McNeill 218).
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grow even in poor quality and rocky soil" (Kineagath32). By 1703, Catholics

owned only 14% of the land, most of which was fownttin the least fertile regions
(gtd. in Clarke 164). As such, the cultivationaof adaptable, high yield potato crop
seemed to be the obvious choice for a growing Qiatheasantry (KinealyiNew127).

Post-Jacobite War land settlements literally sgadeCatholics out of their lands.
The native Irish were incensed and they begargtd back. In 1711, the influx of
English settlers into the mountainous region of i@mnara (Province of Connacht)
forced locals from their land (Maguire, "Houghin: The native Connemara people
retaliated against the settlers by "houghing" dticg the hamstrings of their cattle
(Maguire, "Houghing" 1). This trend in agrariartrage "swept along Lough Corrib and
Lough Mask" (Counties Galway and Mayo) and contthae through Counties Sligo,
Roscommon, and Clare (Maguire, "Houghing" 1).

Notwithstanding the relative "Irish" peace (i.esabce of battles fought on Irish
soil) of the eighteenth-century, the latter haltlod century birthed locally-focused
agitation. Catholics resented paying tithes toGherch of Ireland (McCormac 1). The
fact that "Between 1735-1823 tithes were not dupasturelands; graziers were exempt"
amplified this resentment (McCormac 1). Essertialiis exemption shifted the burden
of supporting the Church of England away from tlbk and onto the poor (Donnelly,
"Rightboys" 150). Religious subjugation and oppnestaxation "created an
environment in which agrarian secret societiesatients of rebellion, could flourish as
champions of economic justice, as avengers ofalgiausly oppressed (Catholics) or

the religiously threatened (Protestants)” (DonnéRightboys" 120).
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Tithe-victims in parts of the Province of Munséerd County Kilkenny acted out
against unjust taxes and "enclosure of commord@®hnelly, "Whiteboys" 20-25).
The oath-bound, secret society "Whiteboys" origgdah County Tipperary to revolt
against said grievances. The intention of the @uys (also known as "Levellers") was
to level the fences, walls, hedges, and ditches@&imed commonage and extort
financial reprieve through intimidation (DonnellyVhiteboys" 21-23). As a result of
their successful outcomes, the tactics of the TrgmyeWhiteboys "w[ere] quickly
imitated in adjacent parts of neighboring counti@dnnelly, "Whiteboys" 21). As the
Whiteboy movement spread, grievances took on amegilavor (Donnelly,
"Whiteboys" 24-25). Acts of intimidation includedirganized public demonstrations;
threats to destroy homes; attacks upon properstalears and new tenants; slaughter of
gentry's deer; and cropping of horses' ears (Donri®Vhiteboys” 22, 33, 35).
Whiteboys also "erected gallows, made coffins, dungl graves in public roads, all
obviously intended as portents of the fate awaitiage who refused to obey their
mandates” (Donnelly, "Whiteboys" 29). The Whitebayere aggressive in their
recruitment tactics: "Those who refused to swaatHe oath], they threatened to bury
alive" (qtd. in Donnelly, "Whiteboy" 26). Many Restants believed the Whiteboys'
tactics were part of the "popish plot" (DonnellyHiteboys" 38). Catholic priests were
suspected of propagating the violent activitie§ufiteboyism (Donnelly,"Whiteboys"

40). However, only one Catholic priest was coredobf such activity (Donnelly,

7. "Commonage" refers to the regional, custonpaagtice of "landlords attach[ing] inferior

ground [to a plot of rented land] without any sfiecddition to rent" (Donnelly, "Whiteboys" 32).
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"Whiteboys" 40). In 1766, Father Nicholas Sheelag Wwound guilty and was "hanged,
drawn and quartered" (Kinealew125).

The emergence of Whiteboyism coincided with theitadtural prosperity of the
early 1760s" (Donnelly, "Whiteboys" 30). In 17@e decline of this oath-bound society
coincided with a significant drought which adveysaifected Ireland's food supply and a
small pox epidemic (Donnelly, "Whiteboy" 52-53). hifé scholars identify the
Whiteboy movement as the first documented oath-psecret society in Ireland, it is
unlikely this secret agrarian faction was the f{3bnnelly, "Whiteboys" 27). The
perennial nature of this form of agrarian societyds credence to this notion.

Secret societies were not strictly Catholic orgations. In 1763, mid-southern
Ulster experienced the very public agitation of ‘t@akboys" (Donnelly, "Hearts" 7).
This short-lived Presbyterian society fought agafrgglican tithes by employing
intimidation tactics (Donnelly, "Hearts" 7-8; Gaarh 413-414). In Northeast Ulster,
between the summer of 1770 and the end of 177Rrsbyterian Steelboys committed
agrarian outrages, including murder (Donnelly, "ti&ar7; Maguire, "Lord" 351-352).
Unlike Oakboys, the Steelboys operated in secradgiuthe cover of darkness to revolt
against land rents and evictions (Donnelly, "Héaf)s

The oath-bound, agrarian secret society "Rightbof/the 1780s differed from
the Whiteboys et al in that its membership and sttppere more diverse (Donnelly,
"Rightboys" 126-127). Whiteboyism was predominateimovement of the "landless
and the land-poor,” namely laborers and cottiemnfi2lly, "Rightboys" 126). Rightboy

membership included small farmers, their sons, @lsag Protestant gentry (Donnelly,
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"Rightboys" 126-127, 137). Hence, the movemengaprapidly and encompassed
eleven counties in the southern half of the cou(@gnnelly, "Rightboys" 120, 129).
Rightboy grievances included tithes and accesand;lhowever, the goals of rent
reduction and discontinued use of migrant laboreweevalent (Donnelly, "Rightboys"
139). The Rightboys used the tried and true ikatons tactics of its predecessors
(Whiteboys) as well as collective refusal to payisters' tithes (Donnelly, "Rightboys"
155-156). Widespread notification of such colleetaction was a result of priestly
communication and the gentry financing placardgfstribution (Donnelly, "Rightboys"
155-156). Despite the involvement of some parisbsgs, the Irish Catholic hierarchy
did not support these oath-bound societies novitiience in their wake (Donnelly,
"Rightboys"167-169).

In response to the expanding Rightboy movemeatgtdvernment infused
disturbed areas with troops and the passed theARtaif 1787 which authorized
coercive measures (Donnelly, "Rightboys"” 190, 198)1 Coercive measures quelled
the agitation and deterred participation of Pratesgentry (Donnelly, "Rightboys"” 199).
The growing attention on rent reduction also disagad the gentry's interest in
Rightboyism (Donnelly, "Rightboys" 199). As a résRightboyism faded.

Politically speaking, "during the mid-[seventeeighties Irish politics were
remarkably placid" (McDowell 194). However, tladéd 1780s saw burgeoning political
activity amongst the Irish due largely in parthe French Revolution (Kinealilew
138; McDowell 194-195). This revolutionary spstught to "unite all creeds in Ireland

under the common banner of being Irish" (Kine&lgw138). Young, Protestant
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barrister Theobald "Wolfe Tone" and other middlssleadicals founded the Society of
United Irishmen in the autumn of 1791 (Kinedew138; McDowell 196). The initial
objectives of the United Irishman were Parliamentaform and Catholic emancipation
(Curtin, "Transformation” 463; Kinealy{yew138-139). This society's platform became
increasingly radical as "some members support[edjeusal male suffrage and the
establishment of an Irish republic” (KineaNew139). With the prospect of war against
France looming, the British government sought tafgdrish political agitation
(McDowell 198). Conciliation was found in the R&lAct of 1793 which lifted some of
the Penal restrictions, including Catholic vote (Mevell 198). However, these
concessions coincided with passing of the GunpowaddrConvention Acts (Curtin,
"Transformations" 466; Kinealyjyew139). The former act prevented "the importatién o
arms and gunpowder into this kingdom, and the rengpand keeping of gunpowder
without licence [sic]" ("Gunpowder"”). The lattestaprohibited large assemblies and
thus effectively curtailed gatherings of the maatitcal groups” (KinealyNew139).
These acts were designed to complicate insurreefiornts. In 1794, the Society of
United Irishmen was suppressed after being linkiéd avFrench agent (Curtin,
"Transformations" 467). As a result, political neovent was forced "underground and
transform[ed] [them] into secret, oath-bound saegt(Kinealy,New139).

The Catholic, secret society "Defenders” origidateUIster (County Armagh) in
1784 (Garvin, "Defenders" 142). Defenderism wamtted in response to the Protestant
"Peep-0O'-Day-Boys," also of Ulster (Daviall 16). These groups were fueled by

"mutual fear" and "competition for land and marké@arvin, "Defenders” 142). By the
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early 1790s the Defenders branched south to Dalpichhad formed an alliance with the
United Irishmen (Garvin, "Defenders" 142).

Shortly after the arrest of the French agent, Wolfie journied to America and
then travelled onto France (KineaNew139-140; McDowell 199). Upon his arrival in
Paris in 1796, Wolf Tone proposed an invasion elaind to the French "revolutionary
government” and he "convinced the French leadaitsiiey would be welcomed in
Ireland" (Kinealy,New140). A failed French landing in December 179éyated the
concern of the Irish government (KineaNew140; McDowell, 199-200). Despite
arrests and brutal force, support for the Unite&zhimen remained strong (Kinealyew
141). Throughout the first half 1798, there waeaes of uprisings (Kinealjyew141;
McDowell 201). In August 1798, another small, setcessful French invasion took
place in Killala, County Mayo (KineallWew142; McDowell, 201). The French were
defeated shortly after in County Longford (Kinediiew142; McDowell, 201). This
Killala invasion will be discussed further in thentext of Chapter 3lrish Catholicism:
Evolution and Politicization Wolf Tone was arrested and committed suiciderectie
was executed (Kinealyyew143; McDowell 202).

Despite the failure of the 1798 invasion and thlesequent loss of leadership, the
ideological alliance between Defenders and theddnlitishmen endured (Garvin,
"Defenders” 144). It continued at the local leaetl "Unlike the Whiteboy and Rightboy
agitations which occurred in the southern countigbe eighteenth century, this new
network had some continuity and a definite sengmbfical identity and purpose”

(Garvin, "Defenders" 144).
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In the early years of the nineteenth-century pibigicized Defenders evolved into
"Ribbonmen" (Garvin, "Defenders" 134). This Catbobath-bound secret society was
named such because it is believed members wererpeeswith two ribbons upon taking
the oath: "the green ribbon being 'for Ireland &rehdship' and the red being for
'revenge and blood™ (Garvin, "Defenders" 134, 14R)e organizational structure of
Ribbon lodges was as follows: "The basic unit,|ttge, was limited in theory to a
maximum of forty men, divided into three splitstaelve men, each with a committee of
four" (Garvin, "Defenderism” 146). Within the loelg) leaders "used portentous ritual
phrases, exotic regalia, millenial slogans, rit@add references to [the] occult"(Garvin,
"Defenders” 148). By the early 1820s, Ribbonisns @iided into "two rival segments”
with one based in Ulster, the other in Dublin (GayvDefenders" 148). The Ulster
faction spread into northern Connacht and the Dudwiction did advance throughout
Leinster and into Munster (Garvin, "Defenders” 14B) Connacht, Ribbonism
incorporated an agrarian flavor (Garvin, "Defentd@#8). Although Ribbonism
presumably lacked central administration, its &bt network discreetly provided a
skeletal system for future movements (Garvin, "Ddérs" 140).

On New Year's Day 1801, the Act of Union went iaettect (Kinealy New146).
Historian Nancy Curtin asserts: "It is perhapstibgght of irony that rather than
fostering the union of all Irishmen, the republisamd their rebellions precipitated that
very unwanted union of Ireland with Great Brita{fiTransformations” 492). Although
many of the Penal Laws had been repealed in thesla®d 1790s, Catholics were still

not permitted to serve as a parliamentarian noldciney hold important state or military
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offices (Whyte, "Age" 205). Catholics remained afy for full emancipation with the
union; however, King George lll rejected this nat(&inealy,New146). Catholic
emancipation was ultimately granted in 1829 assalt®ef the efforts of Daniel
O'Connell and the Catholic Association (Kinediygw157). O'Connell's strategy and
struggle is discussed at length in Chaptefr&h Catholicism: Evolution and
Politicization

Daniel O'Connell's next battle sought to repealithion between Ireland and
Great Britain (Whyte, "Age" 210-211). With the eaition of the Repeal Association in
1840, the O'Connell movement benefitted from theeatof the "monster meeting”
(Whyte, "Age" 211). Mass meetings were of courseduduring the Emancipation
campaign, however, the mass meetings of the Rep@ament "took place on a much
greater scale" (Whyte, "Age" 211). Despite O'Galmfailed attempt at Repeal, the
movement beget integral components to future palitictions. One such component is
the "monster meeting.” The monster meeting tod#d had found a prominent position
in the nationalist war chest as an effective medimsass mobilization. Additionally, the
Repeal efforts inadvertantly forged a new brandadfonalist leaders -- the Young
Irelanders.

In 1846, as O'Connell's prominence and healthrbeméade (O'Connell died in
1847), "Young Ireland, a group of romantic intelleals, was forced out of the repeal
movement, ostensibly over a disagreement on thefysieysical force" (KinealyiNew
160). The tenor of the Young Ireland movement wass of inclusion, "embracing

everyone who lived in Ireland, regardless of creedrigin” (Whyte, "Age" 215). This
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group of idealistic young men "established Neation,and through it conducted a
campaign of intense nationalism" (Devoy Jhese leaders strategized the use of Irish
Parliamentary tactics, linked independence withidne question, and schemed for
independence from England (using physical forceedessary) (Whyte, "Age" 215-216).
Following a failed insurrection of 1848, leadergavarrested, some escaped, and some
lived in exile (Whyte, "Age" 216). This scatteringpmbined with O'Connell's death in
1847, left a leadership vacuum in Ireland, howekerseeds of Irish nationalism were
now securely planted on foreign shores (Devoy 11).

The idealism of the Young Ireland movement wagsel by arguably the most
significant watershed in modern Irish history.July 1845, a "long spell of wet weather"
was followed by a diseased potato crop in partsetdnd in September (Green 220).
This potato blight spread and ravaged approximdtaliyof Ireland (Green 220). Ireland
was no stranger to an annual failed crop, butviais different (KinealyDeath41). The
potato blight endured for seven years (KineBlgath41, 47). Kinealy details the impact
on yield inA Death Dealing Famine

By the end of 1845, one-third of the crop hadndest to blight,
although most of the losses occurred in the massparous east
of the country. In 1846, almost 80 percent ofdrap was
destroyed. In 1847, losses again were high, ahirasone-third
was destroyed of only a small crop. In 1848, apjpnately half
was lost, although losses were primarily in thetw@&setween 1849

and 1852, blight reappeared, but was localisedcantred mostly in
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the counties of the south-west of the country.) (52
As previously mentioned, the increased populated@gated to ever-shrinking plots of
land had fostered a culture of overdependence tipopotato. This eight-season crop
failure was apocalyptic to the poor, especiallyhe West (Lee 2). Tenants were evicted
for their inability to pay rentl{ish Landlord Accuser522) and disease and death became
commonplace as:

Starving people crowded into the towns and flabidethe

public works which the government was proposmglose.

A fever epidemic now spread like wildfire throutyjie country.

What people called "famine fever" was in fact tseparate

diseases, typhus and relapsing fever. . . Dgsgmias to be

expected among people who had been eating ranpsuor

seaweed or half-cooked Indian meal, as it toerolied to the

fatal bacillary dysentery, the "bloody flux". Scurvy became

general among those who were forced to resdridian meal,

which is lacking in vitamin C. "Famine dropsy'was widespread.

(Green 224)
As a result of the Great Famine, approximately milkon people died and another
million had emigrated (Kineal\Death151). To date, the Irish population has yet to
recover its Pre-Famine level (Kinealew165; "Population”; "Population of Northern").

Prior to the Great Famine, crop failures had lresuaged by the limitation of

exports facilitated by an Irish Parliament (Kineahgath41). However, with the loss of
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an Irish Parliament (as a result of the Act of Unisuch decisions were left strictly to the
English Parliament (Kinealjpeath41). At the start of the Famine, Tory Sir Rolieeel
served as prime minister (Green 221). Peel chostorhalt exportation of Irish
agricultural goods (Green 222). However, Peekgrdied a food shortage and secured
Indian meal shipments from the United States tcondy fill a void, but prevent soaring
prices due to high demand (Green, 221; Kinddbw162). Adhering to his belief in the
principles of free trade, Peel repealed the ComsLavhich ultimately created a chasm
in the Tory Party leading to a Whig takeover (Gr22g; Kinealy,Death55; Kinealy,
New162). Peel was replaced by Lord John Russell{@222; KinealyNew163).
Russell did not continue the importation of Indraeal (KinealyNew163).

Instead, the Russell government addressed theasitarun Ireland with public works
(Kinealy,New163). Working conditions were grueling: "Emplogmt was for twelve
hours a day and entailed demanding, physical lgboerally building ‘roads that led
nowhere and walls that surrounded nothing™ (Kipgldkw163). This ineffective
practice ceased in January 1847 in favor of dirglatf in the form of soup kitchens

(Green 223; KinealyNew163). Additionally, remaining tariffs were tempaity

8. The Corn Laws (which apply to grains, not jemtn) are a series of English laws that were
introduced in the fifteenth-century ("Marx"). Tleelsws went through a series of amendments duniag t
early nineteenth-century ("Marx"). These laws @adwa high tariff on all imported grain in order to
prevent "cheap foreign grain” from lowering pricggyrain grown in Great Britain (Kemp 190-191;

Kinealy, Death33; "Marx"). These laws favored the landed gefkigmp 194).
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suspended on imported grains as well as the regaieof goods being transported on
British-registered ships (Kinealiew164). Private funds were raised within Great
Britain and overseas to supplement governmentf refiierts (Green 224).
As volunteers doled out government soup, shipgwemg loaded with Irish
agricultural goods for export: "the export of catitlairy produce and alcohol increased
after 1846" (KinealyNew163). In fact, the potato accounted "for onlyp&®dcent of
total agricultural production” (Kinealyyew162). Clearly, the remaining 80 percent of
these agricultural products did not find their viratp the bellies of a starving peasantry.
Irish nationalist, human rights activist and authbchael Davitt asserts:
There is possibly no chapter in the wide recafdsuman
suffering and wrong so full of shame -- measw@w®lenadulterated,
sickening shame -- as that which tells us ak(éstimated) a
million people -- including presumably, two huadrthousand
adult men -- lying down to die in a land out dfiah forty-five
millions' worth of food was being exported, ineoyear alone, for
rent -- the product of their own toil. . . lastds unparalleled in
human history, with nothing approaching to ithe complete
surrender of all ordinary attributes of manhogdabmost a whole
nation, in the face of an artificial famine-a(l 48)

It is the memory of this "artificial famine" thaah indelibly influenced the consciousness

of the Post-Famine Irish.



Chapter 3
IRISH CATHOLICISM: EVOLUTION AND POLITICIZATION

One way to categorize Irish studies is in twoidetgroups, Pre-Famine and
Post-Famine; Irish Catholicism is no exceptionrlyaineteenth-century Ireland
illustrates a financially fledgling sect of the RamCatholic Empire, while the latter half
of the century depicts a robust following with amdinancial and devotional sustenance:
"By 1870, regular attendance at Mass had risen &gre-Famine level of 33 percent of
the population to over 90 percent” (Taylor 703hisT'devotional revolution” (Larkin,
"Devotional” 625) has superficially been solelyiatited to fear of the Famine’s return.
While certainly a factor, fear -- coupled with iasal guilt -- was not the lone culprit.
Nineteenth-century politics played as strong a asl¢he emotional state of the survivors.
With the height of the Great Famine near the migky mark, a natural question arises.
Did the Roman Catholic Church in Ireland benefihirthe Famine and British
oppression? The answer is a definitive, simple yéswever, the back story is all but
simple.

Early Irish Catholicism is described as a distmeinifestation of Catholicism
(Carroll, Pilgrimage 16). Mass, when offered, was said in the opgrbains, homes,
and "mass-houses" (an unadorned hut or shed)MBss did not serve as the
cornerstone of this regional interpretation of @&éthsm; "Canonically sanctioned

Catholic practice was complemented by a wide wanépractices which had survived

39
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from pre-Celtic religion™ (Miller, "Catholicism™" 89 In Priests, Prelates and People
Nicholas Atkin and Frank Tallett assert:

Ireland, too, continued to manifest an essetiall

pre-Tridentine variant of Catholicism. .. Theiphr

church was not the apex of religious life, which

was characterised by the plethora of superstitious

practices and boisterous festivals; some of these,

such as the patterns (communal visits to the local

holy well) and wakes were unique to the coun(@2)
Holy wells, patterns, stations, feasts, and pilguges associated with healing and
agricultural promise served as a transition forabeeptance of early Christianity.

Devotions associated with the estimated 3000 nigttoacurring holy wells all

over Ireland remained primary (Carroll, "RethinKirgp6). Sociologist Michael Carroll
describes holy wells as "usually consist[ing] afater source that flows out of the
ground rather than being a deep hole in the grobatleads down to waterP{lgrimage
21-22); essentially, holy wells are springs. Thagarity of holy wells were found in
rural communities (CarroRilgrimage22). Irish Catholics frequented "the holy wells fo
two reasons. The first was to secure some faveeeking a cure for some physical
ailment. . . Still, before the Famine, holy wetidreland were visited as much for
penitential purposes as for curing” (Carroll, "Reking” 357). At the well, worshippers
would "make rounds.” Making rounds required thdipipant to "walk around the small

stone structure that enclosed the well in a closkwdirection for a specified number of



41

times while saying certain prayers" (Carroll, "Reking” 357). The number of
revolutions would vary by region or village, busestially the practice was fairly
consistent throughout Ireland. Typically, the wellere associated with a patron saint;
the vast majority being male (Carrdfliigrimage25). In an attempt to contrast the
Catholicism of Ireland with Italy and Spain, soogist Michael Carroll indicates:

Presumably the Italian analogue to holy wells widag

sanctuaries, which are churches that were the bbjec

pilgrimage and which were usually seen to contain

objects that were a source of supernatural favo83.% of

all Italian sanctuaries are dedicated to a madoaitiner

than to a saint. . .supernatural beings. . .tiespexific spots

on the landscape were usually female; in Irelaeg there

usually male. ("Rethinking" 356)
Usually while "making rounds" worshippers negotibtiee rocks in bare feet, knowingly
drawing blood (CarrollPilgrimage32). Bare feet (by necessity and choice) were als
encouraged during pilgrimages to Croagh Patrick@néPatrick’s Purgatory (Carroll,
Pilgrimage39). These non-Roman,"paganesque” activitiesedesg conduits for
embracing Christianity. Celtic-Catholic fusion sassfully transformed lunar
celebrations into saintly feasts.

Pre-Famine Irish Catholicism was steeped in riaunal self-induced physical

suffering. An interesting corollary is not whaeRfamine Irish Catholicism was, but

what it was not. The absence of imagery, espgciakbus and the Virgin Mary, is quite
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remarkable. Emphasis on stacked stones and veetip@osed to iconic imagery were a
clear departure from the images of crucifixion #mel Blessed Mother of Roman
tradition. As Carroll indicates in his analysislieéh Catholicism in Pre-Famine Ireland,
"the figure of Christ played only a small role” (@al, "Rethinking” 360). In fact,
despite the lifting of the Penal Laws (1691-1778)clk precluded blatant iconic
imagery, Irish churches remained free of most ti@al Roman human depictions
(Connolly 94).

Many Pre-Famine priests not only condoned suclapdige activities, they often
participated in them as well. Local clergy wertenfproducts of rural constituencies.
As such, these customs were a part of their upiogngTherefore, "local clergy shared
and encouraged prevailing beliefs about the sup@aigoower immanent in the water
found at holy wells" (Carroll, "Rethinking” 360)n "Irish Catholicism and the Great
Famine,” David Miller writes of "priests of specj@wers to cure diseases, magically
overcome landlords, miraculously escape from pussueand newly ordained priests
who were thought to be especially effective inelxercise of such powers" (89). With
considerable homegrown clerical belief structura negion beyond the grasp of Rome,
Celtic tradition was assimilated into Catholic iteoh.

Under the Penal Law umbrella, "in 1697 an act wassed that banished Catholic
bishops and clergy from the country. Parish psiegtre allowed to stay, though they
had to register with authority and recognize Wilias their king" (KinealyiNew120).
Since priestly ordination was banned under thisasgiring priests were forced to travel

to mainland Europe, specifically France, for semjrieaining. Upon ordination, priests
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returned to Ireland steeped in anti-English sentina@d intoxicated with revolutionary
ideals, courtesy of the French. This "dangeroosilmnation was ultimately recognized
and stopped by England in 1795.

The year 1795 marks the founding of a Roman Catl8#minary at Maynooth,
County Kildare, funded by the British governmenbtigh a grant of £9,000 per year
(Larkin, "Church and State" 302). With restoredighto ordain priests, an eager Irish
Catholic Church was grateful for the opportuniBut the promise of this sustained grant
came at a high price. In 1799,

in secret negotiations with the Irish executivéobethe

passage of the act of union, the four archbishapssa

bishops who constituted the trustees of Maynooth

accepted, on behalf of the entire episcopate, &mited

government veto on appointments to vacant seetheln

same year, 1799, the Irish bishops gave assurafhtesir

support for the proposed union. (MacDonagh, "Rakisition” 38)
The Irish Catholic Church surrendered its abildyself-govern and placed itself at the
mercy and whims of the political needs of England.

Following the rebellion of 1798, the Act of Unigmssed in the summer of 1800,
represented Britain’s attempt to address an evetating political climate between
Ireland and Britain (KinealyNew145). On January 1, 1801, Ireland became anialffic
subset of the United Kingdom (McDowell 203). Hodtly speaking, this unification

"brought to an end the Irish parliament, which kadted in Dublin since 1297,
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replacing it with direct rule from London" (Kinealiew146). Despite passionate
opposition from Irish nationalists, the union whsught to be a palatable solution to
some stakeholders, especially the Catholic Church.

With the unification with Great Britain came theoprise of full emancipation for
Irish Catholics. To some, the surrender of théamodf an independent nation for the
right to elect Roman Catholic Members of Parliam(@®®s) was a practical trade-off.
This sacrifice of an independent nation provedadigb trade as King George 1l rejected
Catholic Emancipation upon unification (KineaNew147; Whyte, "Age" 206).

An Irish historian has declared the first haltlod nineteenth-century as "The
Age of Daniel O’Connell" (Whyte, "Age" 204). Bota a small Catholic landlord from
County Kerry in 1775, he was one of the first Cltsato enter the legal profession in
1798 (Whyte, "Age" 204). The central issue dutimg "Age of O’'Connell" was Catholic
Emancipation.

The Irish Catholic Church's concession to allowretp power did not sit well
with most factions, "for the anti-vetoists argubkdttthe proposed concession would
render Irish bishops, in time, so many puppetsgd\@ernment dedicated to the retention
of both the protestant and the British ascendemdseland.” (MacDonagh,
"Politicization” 39). The anti-vetoists found atmal alliance in the politics of Daniel
O'Connell. According to Oliver MacDonagh, "O'Colisesupport, even amongst the
laity, had been small in 1800; but in the veto ocoversy of 1808 he carried all with him

except for a small aristocratic and haut bourget@ment” ("Politicization” 38). In
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September 1808, at a synod in Dublin, this veto evaswhelmingly condemned by a
vote of 23 to 3 (MacDonagh, "Politicization™" 39).

An appeal of the veto condemnation was advanc&bine. Not until February
16, 1814 did the Vatican respond with the Quaraintescript (MacDonagh,
"Politicization” 39). This veto "recommended adegee of the veto on the ground that
the British crown desired it only for reasons oblitisecurity, and not at all to wean Irish
[c]atholics from their religion” (MacDonagh, "Patiization” 39). In response, Daniel
O'Connell organized and led a series of protedisiag "his stand upon a liberal
principle: any Roman intervention would constitateinvasion of civil liberty, and
better that Irish [c]atholics should remain forewathout emancipation than that they
should purchase it at such a price" (MacDonaghljti€imation" 39).

Concurrent to O'Connell's secular battle with taegde, members of the Irish
Catholic hierarchy began a congruent effort in Roi®a May 25, 1814, Irish bishops
gathered and

Amongst other things, they determined to send two
prelates to Rome for the purpose of remonstrating
against the rescript of Monsignore Quarantotti.
'Only one Irish bishop, however,' says Husenbeth,
'was thus commissioned,’ who was the most Rev.
Dr. Murray, coadjutor of the Archbishop of Dublin,
Dr. Troy; the other deputy was their long-trieadian

faithful agent, Dr. Milner. (Amherst 176)
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In a December 7, 1814 letter addressed to Dr. Miwaile in Rome) from his
close friend Dr. Moylan, Bishop of Cork, Moylan s@ys his heartfelt belief concerning
the veto matter (Amherst 177). Bishop Moylan wahkis eighties at the time of this
writing; he died two months after writing this lkett

My dear and honoured lord, | am the oldest ofGa¢holic
prelates in this kingdom, and expect soon to appefare
the awful tribunal of the Almighty Judge, in whasacred
presence | solemnly declare that any compromisesroad
control whatever given to our Protestant Governroen
ministers, in the appointment or nomination of @atholic
bishops or clergy of this kingdom, or any interfere
whatsoever or influence over them in the exerofdéeir
spiritual functions, will eventually lead to thebmersion of
our venerable hierarchy, and, in consequence gtouin of
the Catholic religion in this long-suffering andpspssed
Catholic country. It would certainly cause theajest
dissatisfaction in the minds of the Catholic bdégsen their
attachment and respect to the Holy See, and bydsgr
dispose them for every bad change. (qgtd. in AnmHets)

Following the protests and the Irish bishops' appeRome, "the Quarantotti
rescript was withdrawn and reexamined by the paowepgopaganda” (MacDonagh,

"Politicization” 39). Following Drs. Murray's arMilner's visit to Rome, Pope Pius VII
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through the hands of Cardinal Litta consented tee'the English government a very
limited veto, Milner yielded and defended the attod his holiness” (Amherst 189).
This limited veto is detailed in William AmherstTéie History of Catholic Emancipation

In the plan laid down in the cardinal's lettel tlaé names

were to be sent in at once to the Government. Hoew,

was the evil to be avoided to prevent which Mildevised

his scheme of sending only one name at a time?ca$e

was provided for in this way: if the Governmentrevéo

desire one or more names to be expunged, they moaght

out the name or names; but in doing so, they wieréeave

a sufficient number for his Holiness to chooseétfesm,

individuals whom he might deem best qualified ie tord

for governing the vacant churches.” (Amherst 173)

Daniel O'Connell, unsatisfied with Pope Pius MiliBng, denounced Dr. Milner's
acquiescence, referring to Dr. Milner as "unmamyiong other insulting comments
(Amherst 184) . After gaining greater perspectind context, O'Connell publically
"made amends for this ungracious attack" (Amhed).1

Following the veto question and the tempering ditipal complexities
surrounding it, O'Connell expanded the effortsrafacipation. In 1823, to attain
Catholic Emancipation, O’Connell devised a politstategy which essentially tapped a
new resource. "His achievement was to put togetlueralition of Irish Catholics of all

kinds -- bishops, priests, gentry, tenants, labsujeurnalists and merchants” (Atkin and
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Tallett 96). While previous attempts to gain poét relevance drained the few
economically solvent Catholics, O’Connell’s plame tCatholic Association, enlisted the
masses. This plan was a two-pronged attack:lyfiistrequired the aid of local Catholic
clergy and secondly, it initiated the "Catholic Resf one penny per month (Whyte,
"Age" 206). This previously untapped resource,dleegy, enabled regular, widespread
communication; the Catholic Rent was an attainabta for poor families and in turn it
enabled them to become more emotionally investéldertause. According to Emmet
Larkin, "By incorporating the clergy he secured tmdy institutional apparatus that
permeated, however imperfectly, to the grass raotd,from the masses he acquired all
the strength and menace implicit in their aggregatabers” ("Church, State, and
Nation" 1248). This grassroots unification ultiglgtinfluenced politics as evidenced by
the general election of 1826. In Counties Watekfhouth, Westmeath, and Monaghan,
Catholic opposing incumbents were replaced by Ciateapporting Protestants (Whyte,
"Age" 207). In the County Clare election of 182&niel O’'Connell earned a symbolic
victory (2,057 votes) over incumbent Vesey Fitzge(882 votes) (Whyte, "Age" 207).
Due to the fact O'Connell was a Catholic, he waabieto assume this position in
Parliament (Whyte, "Age" 207). This victory wagaably a product of the priests’
involvement in activities such as:

Fr. Tom McGuire roared to Vesey Fitzgerald's tésanm

the polling booth, "whose confederates have thralighges

joined the descendents of the Dane, the Normahthan

Saxon, in burning your churches, in levelling [siolr
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altars, in slaughtering your clergy, in stamping yaur
religion. Let every renegade to God and his coufatitgw
Vesey Fitzgerald, and every true Catholic Irishrfaiow
me." (gtd. in MacDonagh, "Politicization" 43)

In "The Politicization of the Irish Catholic Bisps, 1800-1850," Oliver
MacDonagh asserts, "it was O'Connell's politicaivitgy, more than any other factor,
which forced the hierarchy into secular politicdreland, and determined the role which
it was to play" (37-38). William Amherst writegQ'Connell was the only man who ever
united the whole Catholic population; and O'Connelhes once in a thousand years"
(199). O’Connell’'s strategy fostered a developnesmn greater than eventual
emancipation (1829), the politicization of the lri€atholic Church.

Daniel O'Connell maintained a close relationshifhwvhe Irish Catholic
hierarchy. Perhaps his greatest hierarchicalvedly Archbishop John MacHale of Tuam
(1791-1881). O'Connell fondly referred to ArchlmphJohn MacHale as the "Light of
the West [of Ireland]" (O'Reilly x) and the "Liori the fold of Judah" (Waldron,
"Making" 96).

John MacHale was born in Tubbernavine, County Maya highly respected,
devout Catholic family. John's father, Patrick Mate, was an innkeeper, farmer, and
fine woolen merchant (O'Reilly 8). John MacHaleswiae family's fifth son and was
afforded an education at the local hedge schdodath-Ardan, starting at the age of five
(O'Reilly 16). At this hedge-school "he receivld tudiments of knowledge. A rude

cabin with turf seats along the whitewashed wdBurke 34). At thirteen, John
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attended school in the town of Castlebar wheredundied Latin, Greek, and English
("Most Reverend Dr. John MacHale"). As the soaminnkeeper, John was continually
exposed to contemporary and historic political aéstons:

Patrick MacHale, as he sat, in the long winteméngs,

with his guests, neighbors, and large circle oldckbn

around his own wide hearth and blazing fire of

mountainpeat, would discourse intelligently on the

speeches of Flood and Grattan, on the doings af Lor

Charlemont and his Irish Volunteers, on the hejoed

aid from France, whose armies began to fill Eurape

even England with just alarm. .. Such were tipéceof

conversation around the hospitable hearth of theHdées.

(O'Reilly 14)
Stories of the French Revolution were often proglifiest hand from John's uncle, Father
Rickard Mac Keale [earlier spelling] as he desdihgs flight from France. His uncle for
"three days and three nights [hid] in a box haliédi with lumber, into which he had been
stowed by the good Sisters of Charity, when themigons of Robespierre were
scouring the convent premises for some surpliagpé&ct™ (Bourke 35). Often Father
Mac Keale recalled:

by his brother's fireside at Tubbernavine, sof® horrors

he had been doomed to witness in the French Cathitatieath

of the King and Queen, the massacre of Septertieefiight
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of the nobles, the fearful persecutions to whidigien was

subjected, the working of the Guillotine, and thilling tales

of the Reign of Terror. (O'Reilly 21)

As a child, John MacHale and his family maintaiaetdose relationship with
their parish priest, Father Andrew Conry of LaheelaThe young John MacHale began
serving mass alongside Father Conry in 1796 (Bo8iRe Father Conry was schooled in
France. As such, he as well was all too familighwthe violence and the Revolution's
denouncement of Roman-controlled Catholicism. &a@onry had "more than once
warned his flock against the infidel principles geomed by the Revolution” (O'Reilly
21). His message even supported English rule leresrch influence: "bad as the English
are, they believe in God, but the French peopleanwvhknow well have no faith in God;
they have no religion; in name they are Catholifidel in act and life” (Bourke 31). In
exalting his view, Father Conry had set a stageafin the people of his parish as
General Humbert's army landed in nearby KilcomirAoigust 22, 1798 (O'Reilly 21).
One of John MacHale's biographers, Father UlickrBeudescribes the anticipation of
the French army as a result of Father Conry's wgmi"The old, the young, the married
and single were all alike plunged into a sea ofeutainty and of the wildest dread"”
(Bourke 35).
On August 25, 1798, General Humbert's army haengossession of Killala and

Ballina (O'Reilly 21). Much to the surprise of thlacHales and their fellow villagers,
"many a fervent prayer went up in thanksgiving thatpeople were spared the

recurrence of the horrors attendant on Cromwelissiv(O'Reilly 23). French rule in the
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"Republic of Connacht” could not be sustained. September 8, 1798, the French Army
(in collaboration with ill-equipped, local Irishbrels) was defeated at Ballinamuck,
County Longford (Beiner 202). On September 23,81 78e remaining rebel contingent
in Killala was defeated putting an end to the Freattempted invasion” (Beiner 202).
Following the French defeat, a tragic irony unémld Father Andrew Conry was

hanged from a tree in Castlebar ("Most Reverendl@iin MacHale"). Father Conry was
court-martialed, condemned, and quickly hangecherotder of the Honorable Denis
Browne. The following is a recollection of theauimstances reported to Denis Browne,
Lieutenant of County Mayo regarding Father Andreswn(y:

Because, he as a gentlemen and a man of edudatitad

spoken kindly and courteously to the French ofécand men,

and gave them merely the show of humble hostyitadich

his poverty allowed, and because the soldiers laived,

and that without knowledge or leave, in the littlatched

house which served as a chapel. (Bourke 37)
The man who instilled fear in his parishioners bywincing his flock they were better
served by God-fearing English than "atheist" Fre@akholics was executed by that same
God-fearing hand. This act, "made an indeliblergspion on his [John MacHale]
youthful mind, and assisted in moulding his vieegarding the minions of English
cruelty and barbarity in Ireland. He had a hofoorrevolutions, French or Irish”

(Bourke 38).
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John MacHale entered Maynooth College in 1807 (Bsaii24). Upon
graduation in the summer of 1814, MacHale was amsthand appointed Lecturer of
Dogmatic Theology at Maynooth College; he maintdities position for six years
(Bourke 56). In 1820, he was elevated to the mositf Professor of Dogmatic Theology
(Bourke 58). In 1820, Father John MacHale laundfisalter-ego, Hierophilus. With
his pen as his weapon, MacHale authored volumésttefs which were subsequently
published as th€hronicle(Atkin and Tallett 96). The topics spanned the gaaoi
contemporary and enduring political rhetoric, sasHthe tyranny of the upper classes;
the still abiding 'spirit' of penal laws" (Bourk&) Through the use of logic and
theological knowledge, Hierophilus' skillful writgs deemed him "champion of the
Catholic people” (Bourke 64). The pseudonym, ttmostgeped with mystery and
intrigue at first, evolved into a transparent vetlis documented Hierophilus' true
identity was well known to the masses by 1825 ataltest (Bourke 74). Despite his
political moonlighting, Father John MacHale was sexrated Bishop of Maronia in
Greece and Coadjutor to his Lordship of Killalatwiight of succession to the See of St.
Muiredach in 1825 (Bourke 71).

The letters of Hierophilus worked in tandem witk thatholic Emancipation
efforts of Daniel O'Connell. Similarly, the potiil actions of Bishop John MacHale also
supported the cause:

Dr. MacHale dashed with the people in the thickhef
political fight; he roused the spirit of those theat

dormant, encouraged the timorous by his eloquence
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and personal prestige, and finally routed comptete

the Tory Party, represented by Hon. Denis Browrte an

the House of Westport. (Bourke 80-81)
The quotation above refers to the Election of 1826 noteworthy to point out the
Honorable Denis Browne is the same Denis Browngomesible for the death of the
Bishop John MacHale's childhood priest, Father €onfet another interesting,
tangential point is Archbishop John MacHale's pasehof Denis Browne's home near
Claremorris for use as a convent for the Sisteidearfcy years later (O'Reilly 26).
Bishop John MacHale was appointed Archbishop oimual834 (Bane 45).

Seemingly overnight, the Irish Catholic hierarcleymibnstrated a change of heart

with respect to grassroots political activity fallimg the Catholic Emancipation of 1829:

In a joint statement of 1830, drawn up by Doykngés

Doyle, Bishop of Kildare and Leighlin), the bishopgsunseled

all clergy to keep aloof from political activity efvery kind

in the future; and in the following year, the ptgesf the

ecclesiastical province of Leinster. . .were oedetio refuse to

allow ecclesiastical buildings of any kind to bedgor political

purposes. (MacDonagh, "Politicization™" 43-44)
The timing of this joint statement is particuladyrious when it is analyzed in context.
Following the success of the Catholic Associattbe, Irish Catholic Church seemed to
be at a breaking point: "after 1830, the Churabetl with bankruptcy of the middle

classes and the poverty of the peasantry, andthétimeed for capital every day



55

increasing because of population pressure, hadraihdo without or turn to the only
possible alternative -- the British State” (LarKi@hurch and State” 303). The Irish
Catholic Church was vulnerable.

One considerable concession made by the IrishoB@@hurch came in the form
of the Education Act of 1831. This act facilitadondenominational educational
system of which only two of seven seats on thedwali Board could be filled by
members of the Church hierarchy; additionally, @eirch would have no input into
curriculum and staffing (Larkin, "Church and Stag@3).

The 1831 Education Act divided the Irish Cath@icurch hierarchy. Bishop
John MacHale:

led the opposition to the National Education eyst. .on the
grounds that it was anti-Catholic and anti-nati@talArchbishops
Crolly of Armagh and Murray of Dublin did not agre&h him.
Murray became a member of the Board of Nationalcatian

and in the 1830s Crolly opened national schoolsrmagh city
and county and also in rural Louth. These two @hith the
influential Bishop Doyle of Kildare and Leighlin dififteen other
bishops were prepared to give the National systeeducation a
fair trial but Machale [sic] and his following nineould not budge

and Rome was asked to adjudicate. (Bradley 127)
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In January 1834, the 1830 Leinster edict whichudided priests from political
activity and banned the use of churches for palitiatherings was, officially, applied to
all of Ireland by hierarchically ordering:

priests stay clear of politics and concern thewesetolely
with their spiritual vocations, and the other makgenerally
applicable throughout Ireland the Leinster prolditagainst
the use of church buildings for any secular puepekatever
‘except in cases connected with charity or religion
(MacDonagh, "Politicization™" 44)

The timing of the Irish Catholic Church’s changehefrt in the early 1830s
directly corresponds to Daniel O’Connell’s secoigghtf -- for the repeal of the Act of
Union. For officially "calling off the dogs," th€hurch was rewarded over the next
fifteen years with a generous pay-off from the iBhitgovernment in the form of:

a Charitable Bequests Act, a substantial increaee grant
at Maynooth, University Education for Catholicsgdmally
State endowment for the Catholic clergy. In fastpne comes
to realize that the financial position of the Chuveas growing
more desperate each year, the whole pattern cdsastic and
secular politics in Ireland in the 1830's and 4@somes more
intelligible. (Larkin, "Church and State" 303).
The resolutions of the January 1843 Dublin Synadlittie to curtail the political

actions of the clergy. As Oliver MacDonagh quotes:
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when in October 1834 Bishop Blake of Dromore plediover

an O'Connell tribute meeting held in the grounds$isfcathedral,

he argued that all was in accordance with the vésols, first,

because the meeting took place outside and nbinatihe church,

and secondly because rewarding O'Connell for hss geeertions

was a charitable and not a political affair. (gt8)

The Penal Laws had fostered an environment thatgzewithout on-site

supervision, i.e. bishop control. This facilitaiedulture where:

hierarchical authority had been so weakened hHeaattempt to

reassert Episcopal control was met with fierce sustained

resistance on the part of the lower clergy. Vldrical

corruption as their excuse, and the power of Roveg 0

episcopal appointments coupled with the anti-céism of a

disgusted laity as their weapons, the Bishops sstakty broke

the traditional power of their priests. (Larkighurch and State" 301)
Although the very grass root clerical efforts thiimately led to Catholic Emancipation
were officially weeded from O’Connell’s politicatsenal by upper-echelon Church
officials, the seeds of repeal were sown in thallparish priests.

Population statistics of Ireland preceding the Fearare remarkable. W Death

Dealing Faminelrish historian Christine Kinealy reports, "In(® the population of
Ireland had been approximately 5.5 million, ristogZ million in 1821 (the year of the

first national census in Ireland) and to 8.5 miilio 1841" (37). Emmet Larkin,
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sociologist and professor, conservatively estimatds8840, there was one priest per three
thousand Catholics ("Devotional” 650). Escalafoegulation and rural mileage fostered
an environment of lax worship.

An illustrative example of the sporadic, pastomaiecof Pre-Famine, rural Ireland
is found in a letter dated February 6, 1826 writigrihe Bishop of Elphin, George T.
Plunkett. In this correspondence, Bishop Plunttispputes allegations brought upon him
by the Augustinians of his diocese to Cardinal SgirmaPrefect of Propaganda (Rome):

Hundreds of Person’s had not been to confessio2Cfo
year’s [sic]. Hundreds of couples had been mamkd
had not made their first communion. The flock ugasrant
generally of what was necessary to be knowoessitate
mediiattendance at Mass on Sundays not to talk ofvedsti
was disregarded and innumerable couples had livenlaa
and wife who had never been married and many others
flagrant and notorious adultery.

(gtd. in Larkin, "Church and State" 300)

Quantity was not the sole challenge faced by ig@atholic Church leaders.
Quiality, by Roman standards, of clergy is anothetdr that continually precluded
dogmatic Catholic practices. Published in Emmaekirés "Church and the State of
Ireland," a series of letters from a priest todgent in Rome regarding nominations for
the next Archbishop to the See of Cashel (18233tithtes the "Wild West" actions of

Irish priests:
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the people will say that the Bishops and Priastsall bad

men otherwise they would not name such a profliffea¢her

Collins] -- He also said that 3 carts would notweyall the

children Collins has in London over to Irelanche [Father

Slattery] was educated 4 years in a Protestanioscainod he

haunted the brothels of Dublin for 4 years -- Tikithe way

with all Students of Trinity College. (295)
Whether the aforementioned was an accurate depicfi€ollins’ and Slattery’s
character, or whether the letter writer (Fatherfduaf engineered a smear campaign to
ensure personal promotion, these shenaniganstitidtdi reign in dogmatically rebellious
Irish Catholics.

In addition to questionable behaviors, parishgtsi@vere often accused during the
early nineteenth-century of inflating tithes, féesrites, and extorting relative luxuries.
In Land and Popular Politics in Ireland: County Mafrom the Plantation to the Land
War, historian Donald Jordan references a 1823 exd&enpi the Blake Family'ketters
from the Irish Highlands

The rites of the Roman catholic church [sic]lraland at
least, are all performed at home; except indeednidugiage
ceremony, which occasionally takes place in tiesfs house.
Twice a year he comes round the parish, for thpqae of
confession; and in the different villages, takesigpstation in

some snug cabin, where he expects to be treatbdwhite
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bread, tea, sugar, and whiskey. Those who, in m@gperous

times, probably esteemed the entertainment ofévisrend guest

as an honour, now frequently complain of it as mlen. A poor

woman who, on the last of these occasions, wal@edrhiles in

search of a teapot, gave as her reason, that nbitbed, butter,

nor milk, would be considered acceptable withoetdlddition of tea

and spirits. Nay, it is a fact, that a priest, lb@ Sunday previous to

commencing his rounds, gave public notice aftersnidmat as tea,

sugar, and flour were to be had in the neighborhtiete would be

no excuse for those who were not prepared. (gtdoidanl.and91-92)

The 1820s brought a new challenge to the Irisin@@t Church. Protestant

evangelicals known as "Biblicals" traveled throughiveland to spread their gospel.
These religious zealots were perceived as fierogpetition for the Irish Catholic
Church. Bibles in arms, these missionaries weleread and brimming with energy.
"These evangelists founded schools, printed théeBiblrish, distributed countless
tracts, and preached their word wherever they famdudience” (Larkin, "Church and
State,” 303). To some, the "Biblicals" epitomizedral character. With some priests
participating in less than Godly antics, the Ii@&tholic Church was desperate to
extinguish behaviors unbecoming of men of the cldthe Biblicals were a primary
target of the letters of Hierophilus. His secoettdr under the pseudonym (February
1820) was the first of many that "sounded agamsinsidious schemes of the Kildare

Street Society and the Biblical Propaganda” (OliR&B).
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The founding of the Royal Catholic College of Magth in 1795 contributed
greatly to the uniformity of the Irish Catholic ofgy that was realized during the latter
half of the nineteenth-century.

Between 1795 and 1845 Maynooth provided the @khrch
with perhaps something more than half the prie¢stseded.
After 1845, as a result of Sir Robert Peel's @ased grant
[from £9,000 to £26,000 annually], Maynooth prodiipeiests
enough, in the face of a declining population, tovile for the
whole of the Irish Church. By 1850, for examplee great majority
of bishops, and by 1875 the great majority of thegts, on the
Irish mission had been trained at Maynooth.
(Larkin, "Church, State, and Nation" 1255)
Essentially, Maynooth served as an homogenizedspfactory” and from 1832-1878
the factory was complete with a prototype.

Paul Cullen served as the Rector of Irish Coliegeome from 1832 through
1850. During his time as rector, Cullen wieldeziriendous influence at Maynooth. But
his influence would essentially dominate the li&ktholic Church through his
appointment in 1849 as Archbishop of Armagh andstgic delegate to the Holy See;
and through his appointment as the Archbishop diflibun 1852. In 1866, Paul Cullen
was appointed the first Irish Cardinal. Cardinallén exemplified the Roman ideal,
being "a product of the new counter-reformatiomaximalist in doctrine and in pressing

papal claims and the hierarchical principle andhaxitarianism in the church”
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(MacDonagh, "Politicization" 51). It was Cardir@lillen who was at the helm during
the “devotional revolution.” Under his zealousdeeship "new devotional exercises as
the rosary, perpetual adoration, vespers, devodidhe Sacred Heart, and retreats and the
use of such devotional aids as scapulars, misaadsholy pictures” became mainstream
(Miller, "Catholicism™" 82). Cardinal Cullen alsotroduced "new religious
orders. . .including the Redemptorists and thee&sif Mercy" (Atkin and Tallett 118).

Cullen’s dogmatic militancy cannot be solely ctediwith the "devotional
revolution.” Irish circumstances complementedé@slership in attributing to the
zealous integration of the Roman ideal. Leaderstuppled with timing, provided a
fertile environment for change.

Crop failures were no stranger to Ireland’s agtimall landscape. The latter half
of the eighteenth-century brought fourteen bareassns; however, "They were
all. . .local or regional, and excess mortalitydea to be slight” (KinealyDeath44).
The first half of the nineteenth-century was aksideln with regional crop failures. The
food shortages following the end of the NapoleM&rs were not confined to Ireland,
but were evident throughout all of western Eurdfi@daly, Death45). With respect to
Ireland, it was not until "1845-48, however, thoeg of four harvests failed, and failed so
completely that perhaps one million starved andtearamillion were forced to emigrate”
(Miller, "Catholicism™ 91). It was at this pivotéime that pseudo-Catholic/Celtic
traditions began to fall out of favor. With respexholy wells, stations, feasts, and
pilgrimages:

The magic of predictive celebration had broken down
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events had proved that it did not work. When ameint

in a religious structure ceases to perform its, ribie

structural-functionalist expects the structurehiarge so

as to perform the role in a different way. (Millé€atholicism” 91)
Cardinal Paul Cullen (Archbishop at the time) seittee opportunity to "Vaticanize"
Post-Famine Ireland. The transition from "rountds”rosary” was underway.

In "Church, State, and Nation in Modern Irelandyir&et Larkin identifies the
values of the Maynooth priest, "He was at oncetagian politics and a rigorist in his
moral theology" (1255). Groomed by Cullen in diicie and piety, the Maynooth
priests channeled their energies towards the galiirena as opposed to the outlets of
days past. In a letter dated May 20, 1843 to Baillen from his cousin Thomas Cullen
(Maynooth seminarian) "There is no talk about amgtelse but Dan and Repeal” (qtd.
Larkin, "Church, State, and Nation" 1257). Desfite Irish Catholic hierarchy’s ban of
political activity, "1839-1843, the majority of thish hierarchy and the great body of
the subordinate clergy threw themselves into a eégmpnvhose objects were professedly
extra-religious and politically radical, and whiBlome and Westminster alike opposed”
(MacDonagh, "Politicization™" 38).

Nineteenth-century Maynooth priests were absorbgutavincial matters. They
were as much disciples of O’Connell as they wesaidef Nazareth. Cardinal Cullen’s
emphasis on discipline and pastoral care providgghitened structure that eluded the
Pre-Famine political arena. The nationalist moveinhad truly found its way to the

pulpit; "what was created at Maynooth was a commitiio constitutional nationalism
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that precluded the physical-force tradition in modeish politics” (Larkin, "Church,
State, and Nation" 1257). lIrish-nationalist wrikatharine Tynan recalls, "at that
time[era of the Land League] the difference betwibenpriest who had been educated
abroad and the Maynooth priest was very markedh&ny88-89).

The year 1858 marks the trans-Atlantic formatiothef Irish Republican
Brotherhood (I. R. B.), or more commonly the "Fasia (Kinealy,New171). With both
Dublin and New York membership bases, the Fenigarozation benefited from a less
colloquial vision than other anti-British Rule orgzations of the past (e.g. Young
Ireland and 1848 Uprising) (Moody, "Fenianism" 2Bian,Chief156-169). The
American contingency was essentially comprisedavhife emigrants, sprinkled with
1848 Uprising exiles (Devoy 205; KineaNew171; RyanChief160). But as the 1860s
progressed, American Fenians acquired a new gki(Ksnealy,New172).

Fresh from the battlefields of the American Civie¥Wmany Irish emigrants had
honed their marksmanship and military strategyiskidevoy 268). A significant
number returned to their homeland with reneweduess and a sole objective --
independence. lIrish historian T.W. Moody descrithés period as "fierce repudiation of
constitutionalism and a fanatical reliance on ptaisiorce alone” ("Fenianism" 230).

Emmet Larkin writes, "By 1830, in any case, theegtis were badly beaten in the
game of ecclesiastical politics and for this reasomnong others, they took up the newer
game of secular politics, which had begun with GathEmancipation, with old relish
and more" ("Church and State" 301-302). DespieliBB30 bishops’ ban of clerical

activity in politics, Fenianism was hardly discoged by the Irish Catholic Church. A



65

letter dated February 6, 1866 from William KeaneshBp of Cloyne, to the Irish College
Rector in Rome, Tobias Kirby (Cullen’s successitigstrates the precariousness of the
Irish Catholic Church’s Fenian position:

The first question of the day is that of 'Feniamiis . It is

destined to exercise an extraordinary influencéherfuture

relations between priests and people. .. The wfabe public,

down to the very children going to school are eithenians

or sympathise with the Fenians, not because th&y to give

up the faith, or to neglect their religious dutilest because

they hate England the enemy of their country aed treed,

and of the Holy Father and of everything Catholic.

(gtd. in Larkin, "Church, State, and Nation" 1261)
Upon describing the pervasive ideology of the Fetiatherhood, Keane concludes his
message to Kirby by rationalizing tolerance for th@vement: "If once the masses throw
off the respect they have always had for theirgtsiethen will come the real Irish
difficulty for England and for all concerned” (Lamk "Churh, State, and Nation" 1261).

The Irish Catholic Church hierarchy was forcedtitetly endure nationalist

politics; Fenian violence was no exception. Teaifoly admonish such activities would
fracture the mission of attaining a true Irish @dithstate. As a result, "the Church was
in the unenviable position of being assigned toddues, while their constitutional lay
allies took the helm, in a ship of state pursueddwplutionary pirates" (Larkin, "Church

and State" 305).
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Despite the dogmatic accomplishments of Cardiaal Bullen, the controversies
surrounding the power of veto, the Education Acit&381, and Rome's desire for
politically abstinent clergy, the Irish Catholic @h's upper-echelon remained divided.
Perhaps the strongest example of internal divispmaks to the mutual disdain of
Archbishop of Dublin (future Cardinal) Paul Culland Archbishop of Tuam John
MacHale:

The beginnings of the conflict between Cullen MatHale

are usually sited in the late 1850's and early B3 the

seeds were already sown as far back as 1840, Réagin

Cullen, then Rector of the Irish College in Romane to

Ireland to investigate the National Schools disputaillen's

evidence was very important on that occasion aedlétision

went against MacHale and his supporters. Whem, thés

same Paul Cullen arrived in Ireland in 1850 with imission of

disciplining the Irish church and fashioning a moeatralised

Roman church, it was fairly inevitable that thereud be

clashes with the independent-minded MacHale. (Bi#&né7)
Decades of internal disputes drove a wedge thringfhChurch leadership efforts; their
strength was weakened. Instead, the Irish Cat@lierch's enduring strength fell to the
capillary action of local parish priests.

In "The Priest and the Agent: Social Drama anak€IConsciousness in the West

of Ireland,"” anthropologist Lawrence J. Taylor eads: "While it is clear from the work
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of Connolly, Larkin, and others that the placela Church in local society changed
through the middle decades of the nineteenth cgntumd that natural, folk-Catholicism
suffered as a result, the magical attributes @fgphiood may not have vanished" (703).
To what degree did rural parishioners believe erttagical abilities of their priests? In
Taylor’s aforementioned article, the legend of EatReter McDeuvitt is presented. Father
McDevitt served as parish priest from 1886-1905 lamds characterized, "as the
defender and avenger of the unfortunate, and hégares are supernatural. Sometimes
he simply freezes his opponents with his breathymmst often he delivers a damning
prophecy of great ill fortune that is to befall eries” (Taylor 709).

Under the influence of Archbishop of Dublin's (CGaad) Cullen, Post-Famine
priests were well-disciplined and upheld Vaticaactengs (relatively speaking).
Schooled at Maynooth, they were ingrained with jpasge, nationalist ideals; clearly
influenced by the politics of Archbishop of TuanmhddviacHale. But how did the Post-
Famine "priestly climate" differ from the priestdimate of the Repeal movement? The
difference was, at last, the priests had a chaihich to preach. With escalating mass
attendance, the Post-Famine, local parish priegtyed a stable, captive audience each
week. InPriests, Prelates and Peopldicholas Atkin and Frank Tallett write:

In the 1870s, the better-trained and energetiggleroduced by

the earlier seminary reforms, went out of its wagtimulate religious
fervour, resulting in higher attendance at massemad bigger
churches and greater displays of public piety. 'Saatures were

especially prominent in the predominately agric@twestern
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counties where the faith had traditionally beenkesathanks to its
isolation and distance from Dublin. (182)

Through starvation, disease, and emigration, il freasantry was nearly
eradicated as a result of the Famine. Additionaitgssly irresponsible landlords (like
those parodied in Maria Edgewortl€astle Rackrentl800) lost possession of their
lands through continued mismanagement. This ledn@ss real estate transaction in
1849 -- the Encumbered Estates Courts. This magsimsaction provided land
ownership for, in Darwinian terms, the "fittesiThis new generation of landlords, were
for the most part, present; unlike the majorityPoé-Famine landlords. These economic
shifts initiated the rise of "a new Irish Catholigaelic-speaking middle class" (Taylor
701).

In Post-Famine Ireland, the priest was typicalipember of this emerging
middle class (Taylor 700). This new middle clasguired a leader and the natural choice
was the local parish priest. This leadership naeonly provided spiritual guidance, but
secular guidance as well since "rural priests vaérest alone among local Catholics in
such regions in their ability to communicate andremobilize for political ends" (Taylor
706). The rural, Pre-Famine priest can be chatiaetéas a figure whose vocational
responsibilities were overwhelming. The inabitibdybe "hands-on" within the
congregation fostered a laissez-faire attitude vatpect to devout practice. As such,
priests placed great focus on high volume actiwisiech as pilgrimages and saintly
feasts; essentially these activities served asthyiecrowd-pleasers.” But the Famine’s

rapid population decline contributed to a more fabte priest-to-worshipper ratio of
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1:900 (Miller, "Catholicism" 83), while the failingrops left the rural Irish to question the
effectiveness of their Celtic traditions. With thish language and Gaelic culture
intentionally being eradicated by the British goveent, the Post-Famine Irish were
literally faced with an identity crisis. How woulde Post-Famine Irish identify
themselves? Perhaps "Mother England’s” sustaiesentedto Anglicize the Irish sealed
the deal in terms of this new identity. This idgntoid was filled with the “forbidden
fruit of the British Isles” -- the Roman Catholitb@ch. Following the Famine the Irish
flocked to the Church in both a spiritual and phgssense. In "The Devotional
Revolution of Ireland, 1850-1875," Emmet Larkin sisiee notion of this identity crisis as
the supposition for this devotional revolutiofithe devotional revolution, | would argue
further, provided the Irish with a substitute syiidtanguage and offered them a new
cultural heritage with which they could identifydabe identified and through which they
could identify with one another" (649). From tlstfinvasion of the Normans, the Irish
have fought to realize independence. Through tamssimilation, and restriction a pure
Gaelic state could never come to fruition. Howegaren an array of circumstances,
many Irish chose to identify themselves on theinagarms, as Catholics.

To say the Irish Catholic Church benefitted frdra Eamine and British
oppression is an understatement. The precedingspligstrate the evolution of belief
structures and emerging political power. The tasyl'devotional revolution”
significantly altered the Irish culture in one geaten. The goal of an Irish Catholic

state was realized.



Chapter 4
POST-FAMINE IRELAND: EMIGRATION AND REINVENTION

During the Great Famine, Ireland experienced snseidemographic shift. The
loss of at least one million people due to famelated deaths, coupled with the
concurrent emigration of one million people, dediedthe Irish population by at least
twenty-five percent between 1846-1851 (Kine&gath2, 151). Post-Famine,
residential Irish were left to adjust to a sigrafitly smaller population and cope with the
psychological aftermath of famine. The decadeseudiiately following the Great
Famine witnessed altered agrarian practices wHtahately shaped economic
developments, societal norms, and burgeoning palitictivity.

The catastrophic failure of the potato crop ditlawb the Irish peasantry's
dependency upon it (Clarocial142). In the peasant-filled province of Connaaint,
the year 1871 (Census year), potato productiorcgeata was over 1.6 times the
production of both Leinster and Ulster; it was tin2es the production in Munster
(Agricultural Statistics, 1871xxix). Despite the continued dependence on thatpan
the West, "The diet of the poor labourers slowlgdree more diverse" (Kinealeath
153). Figure 1 illustrates allocated acreage pgw,d¢hroughout Ireland, in the years
following the Famine. There, acre dedication &f piotato is set in context with other
major crops. As the graph indicates, the potatp experienced some peaks and valleys,

but remained relatively stable, while oat cultieatdeclined steadily. Wheat, barley, and

70
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turnip cultivation remained relatively stable. Tgraph's anomaly is clearly the hay crop.

For over a quarter of a century, hay's trend liearty increased. Perhaps hay cultivation

is best juxtaposed with the data contained in Eedur
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Figure 1. Acre Dedication to Each Major Crop, 188 8; data gathered from
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As Figures 1 and 2 illustrate, the increased hagyction corresponds to the
increase of cattle and sheep rearing, while otheciss of livestock (horses, mules,
asses, pigs, and goats) remain relatively stabriegithis indicated time period.
Husbandry practices of this period identified hayagrimary staple for cattle and sheep

(Coleman 342). These data not only suggest, ianaPost-Famine Ireland's evolution

5000000

4750000

4500000 //// \\\/

4250000 1 g

4000000 1 Z— a2

3750000 e S ¢

3500000 /’//, =

3250000 77 A —— - Horses

3000000 |

2750000 A — T Mules

2500000 /

2250000 |7

2000000 — Cattle

1750000 Sheep

1500000 —c

1250000 A f s

1000000 —- \—~ v’ Goats

750000

500000 o === ° ° ¢ o omm— . -

250000 | : . -
0 L _eseeeesocccccscscscscscscscscsccscscscsccscscccscscccccccccccccccccccccccee

Number

1850 1855 1860 1865 1870 1875 1880
Year

Figure 2. Number of Livestock Per Species, 1851818 data gathered from
Agricultural Statistics 1855,1857, 1860, 1861, 186863, 1865, 1868, 1869, 1870,
1871, 1872, 1874, 1875, 1876, 18Zid1880andGeneral Abstracts of Acreage Under

Crops and Livestogkd 869 1876-77and1877-1878



73

from a primarily tillage society to one of pastudaiminance: "By 1881 twice as much
land was used for pasture as was used for growopst (KinealyNew175). This
relatively swift shift of agrarian practice is #tuted to Post-Famine economic conditions
and political actions of lawmakers.

In 1841, the price of cattle and sheep per uedpectively was £6 $@&nd £1 2
(Agricultural Statistics, 185¥iv). As indicated by Table 1, farmers -- bothgarand
small -- had good reason to put down the hoe;ecptites climbed considerably between
1841 and 1875. (It is interesting to note by 1&&th class cattle prices declined
slightly in spite of the increases in the othessés.)

Table 1

Average Price Fetched for Cattle at the Ballina$laie’

Cattle Cattle Cattle Cattle

(First Class) (Second Class) (Third Class) (Fourth Class)
1855 £21|17s| 6d | £18| 5s| 0d| £15| Os| O0d| £9| 5s| 0Od
1865 £22|10s| 0Od | £18|10s| Od | £13|10s| 0d| £9| Os| Od
1875 £25|10s| Od | £18|10s| Od | £12|10s| 0d| £7| Os| Od

Source: Pim, Joseph Todhuntd@ihe Economic and Social Condition of Ireland, 1,899
457.
According to the reporiThe Economic and Social Condition of Ireland, 1,86@ "price

of livestock reached their highest level in 1878 4876" (Pim 456). In addition to the

9. The Ballinasloe Fair of County Galway held iot@ber served as the largest livestock trading
event in West of Ireland (Jorddrand 54, 65, 116). Still held in October, the faiais international event

primarily showcasing horses (Mac Con Uladh).
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escalating cattle prices, labor cost savings werna@entive to farm pasturally as crops
required a "great deal of extra effort” (Lee 18dded encouragement to transition to
grazier farming came with the repeal of the Corwé.én 1846 (KinealyNew175;
McKeown 353).

Cattle and sheep husbandry require pasture whispatially inconsistent with
the traditional land parceling structure of Pre-kemagricultural Ireland. The land
parceling structure, or "rundale” was an open-figlstem of cultivation (McCourt 69).
In the rundale system, the lands "surrounding dese¢nt was worked as a joint farm,
with individual plots and strips scattered throtigé arable land, some on the constantly
tilled infield and some on the shifting outfieldtplaes reclaimed periodically from the
waste [land]. Sometimes the land was periodigaithistributed among the joint tenants”
(Johnson 167). Donald Jordan suggests the rusgisiem "may have its roots in Celtic,
Iron Age Ireland" Land 54).

As the population in rural Pre-Famine Ireland @ased, the rundale system
became geometrically more complicated through timtiicual subdivision for
subsequent generation farmers: "A traditional firaccommon in Ireland was the
division of a farm among the male heirs of a farmagd although this practice was
illegal, unless a landlord managed his estate mgill vigour it was impossible to
suppress, if only because subdivision of this matmuld take place privately on an
informal basis" (Johnson 167).

The rundale system was an obstacle for landovateitsprecluded them from

cashing in on the fiscal benefits of grazier fargnif-or many landlords during and after
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the Famine, the solution rested in the consolidadiosmall plots of land through mass
eviction: "Whole districts are being cleared aedet in larger holdings" ("Extracts" 3).
Landlords "hoped that after clearing their landgneblvent small farmers they could
guarantee their incomes by letting land to largegrs, hopefully from England or
Scotland, who would be capable of making improvehen the land and working it
profitably” (JordanLand 117). To facilitate the consolidation withoutétbxpense and
trouble of a legal process,” some landlords findrtbeir tenants' emigration to America
(Lane 48).

While many small tenants were evicted for inapild pay rent, many were just
simply evicted. On November 25, 1847, Kilrush Pbaw Union (County Clare)
Inspector Captain Arthur Edward Kennedy documeéwts,immense number of small
landholders are under ejectment, or notice to guign where the rents have been paid
up" ("Extracts" 3). The Great Famine left the plops tenantry helpless, thus enabling
"A large number of the landed elite and their agé¢ta] view[ed] the social dislocation as
an opportunity to clear their estates without fefaresistance” (KinealypDeath126).
While country-wide eviction statistics were not qalad for 1847 and 1848, incidental
mass evictions were newsworthy. In a letter philisin the April 29, 1848 edition of
theFreeman's Journathe mass eviction of the Strokestown Estate innBpo
Roscommon indicates "3006 souls" were evicted B)iction continued through and
beyond the Famine: "in 1849 some 16,000 familiessvevicted. In 1850 the number
was 20,000. In the three years from 1849 to 1&,Q0® families. . .were thrown out on

the roadside" (O'Neill, "Famine" 162).
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For many landlords, mass clearances were necessany their own grim
economic circumstances. "Impoverished landlordsserestates had been mortgaged by
many generations of riotous living" (O'Neill, "Famai' 162) and exorbitant marriage
settlements (Curtis 338) could not absorb the atesehsteady rent
income and the burdens of poor raekiring the Famine years (Jordaand117;
O'Neill, "Famine" 162). Over ten-percent of thedkords fell bankrupt due to the
decline in rent collection (Lee 37). Historian.JX®nnelly, Jr. estimates bankruptcy
rates may have been as high as twenty-five pefqétin Jordanl.and117)

In an effort to revitalize Irish agrarian life Wwienthusiastic, resident Union
landlords and to assuage the plight of the indelatedlord, Parliament passed the
Encumbered Estates Acts of 1848 and 1849 (revis&849). This legislation enabled
these heavily mortgaged estates to be sold moilg éas\eill, "Famine" 168). With
the hopes of making their lands more attractiverdsele, indebted landlords "cleared
their properties of uneconomic tenants" and codatdid their holdings (Lane 48). The
Encumbered Estates Acts did not protect the rightse tenants (O'Neill, "Famine™
168). InThe Fall of Feudalism in Irelandocial activist Michael Davitt asserts:

In 1849 the humane rulers of Ireland passed aufBbered

Estates Act, to enable the impecunious Irishlzndd to break

10. The poor rates (taxes) financed Famine ralefwas the responsibility of the landowner. In
essence, "[A]s Poor Law taxation increased, ttasgdl a heavier burden on landlords whose estates we
highly subdivided and provided an added incentivel¢ar their estates of smallholders" (Kine&lgath

125).
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the legal bonds of English law of primogenitunel o sell their

estates. A large number of them disposed of fireperties and

removed from the country, to make way for a nagswho were

induced to invest capital in Irish land as a pupeofit-making

enterprise, and for the social distinction whtisé ownership of

estates offers to the members of English soci€he tenants were

virtually bought with the land, under the opewas of this act-that is,

their improvements and occupancy rights wereortter to better

dispose of their properties, old owners begaamsystem of clearances

in wholesale evictions. . . This system wasiedron and extended by

the new class of landlords, too, whenever possibling the early

fifties. (67-68)
Over 7000 estates were sold as a result of therfbpered Estates Act ("Introduction” 3).
Unfortunately, the goal of rejuvenating the econmagricultural landscape was not
realized. The desired English and Scotch gentrgrigd the call to invest in Irish estates:
"Over ninety-five percent of the five-thousand phasers were Irish, mainly younger
sons of gentry, solicitors and shopkeepers whavaitl out of the famine" (Lee 38).
Most of the new landlords were "middlemen who bdwggleculatively. A few settled in
Ireland but the majority installed more bailiffstaagents, with profit as the overall

objective” ("Introduction” 3).
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As indicated, the clearances, largely promptethByEncumbered Estates Act of
1849, facilitated a significant shift in landholgsn Table 2 illustrates the radical
decrease in smaller farms and the equally drastiease of larger farms.
Table 2

Classification of Holdings in 1841 and 1860

1841 1860 % Change
(1841-1860)

Above 1 acre and not 310,436 82,844 -73.3%
exceeding 5 (in farms)
Above 5 acres and not 252,799 181,358 -28.3%
exceeding 15 (in farms)
Above 15 acres and not 79,342 140,873 +77.6%
exceeding 30 (in farms)
Above 30 acres 48,625 158,154 +225.3%
(in farms)

Sources:Agricultural Statistics, 185%-xi.
Small holdings sized above one but below fifteeresc'dropped in numbers and
contributed to an increase in both the under-ooee[aategory and to both the small-
family farm of fifteen acres and the grazier farofshirty acres and upwards" (Lane 51).
Smaller landholders' (and subletters') land wasrtdkom under them. Some were
fortunate enough to secure smaller plots of lamdl¢éu one acre): In 1851, 36,474 farms
were less than one acre; in 1867, this number jdnp&0,670 Agricultural Statistics,
1857viii; Agricultural Statistics,1867). Still, their relative "security” was tenuous
"The leases commonly prevailing after the Famineeved short nature” (Lane 69).
Between 1852 and 1865, Irish geologist and civgieeer Sir Richard Griffith
was charged with ascertaining fair rents givengibalogical value of land parcels
(Hussey, "Sir" 57; Locke 345-346; Moodyavitt 320). Essentially, this third act of

Parliament in 1852 (15 and 16 Vict. c. 63) sinc89 Bertaining to government
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valuation, required the "soundest data for ascengithe productive capabilities of its
soil" (Locke 345-346). Simply, the more arable ldreds, the higher the rent (Locke
347). These "Griffith's Valuations" were basedmploe economic conditions present
between 1849-1851; these values remained the sthddang the latter part of the
nineteenth-century, despite the fluctuation in Egraeconomic conditions (Moody,
Davitt 320). Griffith's valuations served as a "yardst€rent for which, on average,
holdings might reasonably be expected to let" (Mo@hvitt 320).

Despite a near twenty-five percent drop in pojpoitabetween 1846-1851
(Kinealy,Death2, 151), land was at a premium for the small tefemmer. This tillable
land shortage contributed to a significant swingost-Famine demographics. As
previously discussed, the rundale system was peeasrural Ireland. This Pre-Famine
land distribution structure enabled "the peasaitli@n, for the most part, [to] marr[y]ied
whom they pleased, when they pleased” (Connell.52)1845, the approximate age of
marriage for a male was twenty-five, twenty-oneféanales (Lee 3). Pre-Famine
marriage trends indicate "little to no relationshgiween land pressure and marriage”
(McKenna 242). Due in part to the land consolimiadi this trend was reversed during
the Post-Famine period, "Marriage rates declinetlaages of marriage increased"
(McKenna 239). By 1914, the approximate averagedadgnales and female at marriage

rose to 33 and 28, respectiveljLee 3). Post-Famine land pressures coupledtivith

11. This trend is further examined by social andnomic historian, K. H. Connell as he
splintered the Irish Republican farmer from theagahlrish Republic sample and reported the aveagge

of marriage in 1945-46 was 38.2 for males and &&.&males (Connell 502).
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desire for higher standard of living in the Westrefand altered traditional marital trends
(Walsh 162).

For the inheriting son, the "timing of a man'srriz@e was determined, not by his
emotions, but by a household's need for labor'nf@t 503). Selecting a spouse or
finding a "match” was an economic decision: "tlierage Irish peasant takes unto
himself a mate with as clear a head, as placicaa hend as steady a nerve, as if he were
buying a cow at Ballinasloe Fair” (qtd. in Conriéi3). Typically, the nuptials were
arranged by both families and "A prospective growas judged as much as a
prospective bride" (Connell 509). The searchafsuitable spouse usually
was a narrow one:

Parents, moreover, liked to have their childrettles near

home; and the family of a distant bride gavéeliktelp on a

rainy day. . .families in Mayo, of any substanfall, married
friends or cousins, lest alien hands should gtiasip "riches”;
and there was much muttering about the bride fsarmnknown
family: "God knowswvhatshe has!" Traditionally, then, people
would marry their next-door neighbour. . .theermbarriage of
second-cousins was a common occurence [sic] yolMend, as a
result, all the inhabitants of the town-lands evezlated to one
another; "the oftener a blanket's doubled themeait is."

(Connell 519)
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Regardless of familiarity between the potentiatierand groom, the more favorable a
bride's dowry, the more favorable the farm shed@ommand (Connell 509).
Unfortunately, due to land and economic pressumest families had only one farm to
pass on to the next generation and similarly, fi@nitould usually only afford one dowry
(Connell 514) . Essentially, the effects of thed&dconsolidation condemned the
younger children to the ship or the shelf" (Lee 3).

Most of the children choosing the "ship," belietbdy were forced from their
beloved Ireland, equating their plight to that ofifical exile; British oppression and
landlordism was deemed the cause of their Diasfiléer, "Emigration” 516, 520).
Some emigrated to Britain, Australia, New Zealaantj Canadagmigration Statistics,
18766); but most chose America (Moodyavitt 26). Figure 3 illustrates the number of
emigrants leaving Irish ports between 1851 and 188% graph clearly identifies the
emigration pattern reflecting the impact of thedafearances and consolidations as a
result of the Encumbered Estates Act of 1849 iretimy 1850s. The graph also
indicates "The flow declined after the mid-1850s;tuating according to the relative
prosperity of America and Ireland. Numbers rosevier 100,000 in 1863 and 1864
following bad harvests” (Lee 7, 8). Often emigrativas financed and arranged by those
(usually family) that had emigrated earlier (Kingdlew165).

Emigration, along with lower regional fertilitytess, continued to erode the Post-
Famine Irish population: "12 percent between 1854 1861, 7 percent between 1861
and 1871, and 4 percent between 1871 and 1881tk(@acial107). Until 1851, small

farmers and their families were the largest demagragroup to emigrate; after 1851
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farmers' children and agricultural laborers topfiezships' registries (Lee 6). As noted
in the "Emigration from Irish Ports in 1860," "Tleesmigrants included persons of every
age from infancy to fourscore years; but as mighékpected, the great majority was
composed of the young and vigorous thus, in Lein3te9, in Munster, 73.4, in Ulster,
69.6, and in Connaught, 77.1 percent of the taiallver of emigrants were between the
ages of 15 and 35" (7). This account is represigataf this Post-Famine peridd. It is
also sardonically referenced in Sir William R. WilWilde's 1864 publicatiotlreland,
Past and Present; The Land and The People

the fact that, within a space of little more thaenty years,

two and three-quarter millions of people, orexact figures,

2,718,567 (a number greater than that of thieeepbpulation

of Denmark, now so bravely waging an unequalwidir half

of Europe), emigrated from these shores betw8déa and

1863 -- leaving us, as a legacy upon our chahggaput

mortuumof the population -- the poor, the weak, the tie,

lame, the sick, the blind, the dumb, and the ieribeand

insane. (40 and qtd. in Fitzpatrick, "lIrish" 126

With the emigration of demographic profile arguaatytheir peak in terms of physical

12. This assertion is substantiated from the wegthe following: Emigration, 18568) and
Emigration, 185710); Emigration from Irish Ports, 185@7), 1860(7),1861(10),1862(9), 1863(9),
1864(9),1870(9),1871(9),1872(9),1874(9), and1875(9); Emigration Statistics from Ireland, 1875),

1877(5), 1878(5), 1879(5), 1880(5), and1882(5).
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fitness, it begs the question: Who remained tdtloe farms? (Recall the importance
of a farmer selecting a bride.) Sociologist Santliatk states "within a space of forty
years the social composition of the rural societyg Wwansformed from one in which
laborers were in the majority to one in which farsneere in the majority"Jocial113).
This shift in work force benefited the skilled labo "Between the early 1840s and the
late 1860s, wages in most places rose by at |€gsefeent, and in some places doubled”
(Clark, Social116).
The labor premium was exacerbated in rural Ireldungl to the tradition of

seasonal migration:

During the summer months. . .especially duriregttirf-

cutting and harvest season, there was often réagjeoof

labor. This was the time of year when Irish fareimost

needed hands and also the time when many laboesis

to England and Scotland to work on the harvektsome

western districts, such as west Galway, almosthbie-

bodied workers remained during the months of Jinly,

and August. (ClarkSociall16)
This seasonal migration was historically instrunaétd the western families' survival;
their rents could not be paid otherwise (Moodgyitt 3).

Despite the heartache of watching a loved onedbaateamship, there were

financial benefits. In "Irish Emigration in the teaNineteenth Century," David

Fitzpatrick attributes the "survival of larger fdi®$ on ‘'uneconomic' holdings. . .to a
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steady flow of cash remittances from relativesaayeprospering overseas” (127). By
continuing to send money home, emigrants remaineatienally invested in their
homeland (Miller, "Emigration” 526). The impacttbifs unwavering, displaced
nationalist spirit will be discussed at great lénigt subsequent chapters.

This infusion of money coupled with increased wagentributed to an increased
standard of living during the Post-Famine periotR@irke 408, 411). Additionally,
“rents did not advance at the same rate as didwdgnial prices” (ClarkSocial153).
Donald Jordan points out, "Landlords were hardljgadis of pity. Their rents were paid
regularly and their tenants were relatively doaiteil the agricultural crisis of 1877-80"
(Land 146). Following the clearances and subsequersatiolations, "an era of conflict
had given way to an era of accommodation betweaseh lendlords and their tenants”
(Clark, Social153).

The effects of the Encumbered Estates Act of 8#bBthe chain of events that
followed did not go unanswered. In 1850, Youndginder and co-founder and editor of
theNation, Charles Gavan Duffy "adopted the Callan Tendnstection Society
founded the year before by Father O'Shea and Fitefe as a nucleus for a new

political movement” (O'Neill, "Famine" 165). Dyf§ actions were essentially a
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rekindling of the efforts of James Fintan LaRk{O'Neill, "Irish" 333-334). Ata
"Conference of Tenant Farmers" in August 1850, Iise Tenant League was founded
and it established this mission:

Rents, it was declared, must be fixed by valmatibthe

land; and the power of raising them at will czaeering a

higher rent than the one so established takey &om

landlords. The tenant must have a fixed teraumd,not be

liable to disturbance so long as he paid the setited by

the proposed valuation. If he chose to quitf be could not

pay his rent, he must have the right to seliftisrest, -- with all

its incidents, for the highest market value; imgitthe landlord

nor any other person being entitled to enterasspssion, except

on condition of buying it at a just price. Thedatis property,

and his improvements, past and future, must beedahis to

hold or to sell as freely as the landlord cowdtl kis estate.

(Duffy, Leagues3-54)

13. In 1847, Young Irelander and son of Patt Lalor, Ni@mnes Fintan Lalor attempted to "appeal
to the tenants through the tenant right leagueahieffort to advance the tenant agenda that would
ultimately become known as the "three Fs" (O'N#litish" 333-334). In a January 1847 letter to Qs
Gavan Duffy, James Fintan Lalor suggested the néwiyed Irish Confederation (Young Ireladers who
abandoned O'Connell's Repeal movement) "shouldHielnational and agrarian movements by calling on

the people to withhold their rents"(O'Neill, "IrIsSB33-334). This notion will be revisited in Chaps.
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The aforementioned principles became known as'the three Fs,’ that is, the right to
freedom of sale, fixity of tenure and fair rentkirealy, New176). The "three Fs" were
rooted in the "Ulster Custont®

"This new movement, the Tenant Right League, aiatadhiting north and south
in a movement for land reform" (O'Neill, "Famines3). Charles Gavan Duffy attributed
this unity to the fact "Presbyterian ministers &atholic priests were seen side by side,
and almost in equal numbers, in the ranks of the erganisation” and by Frederick
Lucas, owner of th&ablettransferring his newspaper operations from LonoRublin
(Duffy, Four 764). Cooperation with the editor of the Belf@stsbyterian periodical
the Banner of UlsterDr. McNight also helped to cement the cause (Ddvall 69). In
1852, Charles Gavan Duffiwas elected MP for New Ross, County Wexford and
believed a non-violent, constitutional agitationswhe approach needed to advance the

land question ("Extracts3; O' Farrell 63). He served the people of New Ross until the

14. The "Ulster Custom” generally provided tenaatsurity in their holdings if rents were paid;
tenants were also compensated for improvementgettand if the landlord-tenant relationship ended.
While not law, this custom is presumed to haveipatgd in the Stuart Plantation; its implementation
varied between estates in parts of Ulster (O'N#8iish" 326).

15. Charles Gavan Duffy, son of a Catholic shopkeevas born on April 12, 1816 in County
Monaghan (DuffyLife Vol. 12-3; O'Farrell, 63). Prior to his involvement wihe Tenants' League, Duffy
was arrested for conspiracy alongside Daniel O'@bim October 1843; his conviction was overturned
and he was released in September 1844 (Duifg,Vol. 193-95; Williams 81). His second arrest occurred
in July 1848; he stood trial for high treason imgection with theéNation His release was assisted by the

"great rhetorical powers" of Irish barrister Isd&adt (Duffy, Life Vol. 1293, 301).
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autumn of 1855 (Duffyi.ife Vol. [1103-107). Despite the unity between the north and
south, the Tenants' Leagues did not gain momemnuhei West (Lee 41). The Tenants'
Leagues did not appeal to the peasantry as the sremiere identified as "a class of

respectable and sturdy farmers who were posse$sednpetent means™ (gtd. in Lee
41).

In his Parliamentary fight for Tenants' Rights,fiyuenefited from a
philosophical kindred spirit, George Henry MooreR ¥br Mayo. Born in 1810, George
Henry Moore of Moore Hall was a Catholic landlordigenant philanthropist
(Moore 3, 124-128). In Michael Davitt's memdihe Fall of FeudalismGeorge Henry
Moore was described as "a loyal member of Gavarfy3ufenant League Party in the
fifties. He was a moderate but earnest land-re¢ofr{145).

The Tenants' Leagues' resolve waned as the tefiaatgial situation improved:
"The fact that the grain farmers were respondingento short-term cyclical depression
than to basic feelings concerning the fundamenjastice of the land system ensured
that once the depression passed their agitatiodalawould cool” (Lee 41). As
sociologist Samuel Clark points out, "It is difflguas a rule, to keep people
interested in political agitation when times aregperous”("Composition” 448).

Political apathy was not the only challenge faogdhe Tenants' League. In

September 1852, following the general electionuily,Xhe Irish Independent Party was

formed (Lee 43). The Irish Independent Party "glatito oppose any English party
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which did not repeal the Ecclesiastical Titles-%ahd adopt the Tenant League
programme” (Lee 43). The religious condition a§tRarty weakened the newly forged
Presbyterian support for the Tenants' League (Bge But arguably, significant damage
emerged from within the Party itself. Followingetbeneral election of July 1852, the
Irish MPs were well-positioned:

Indeed the Irish party was fairly equipped foceess;

its numbers had been doubled at the generaiaiect

twenty-five had been turned into fifty, and sacparty

was nearly omnipotent in such a house. The Wdmgls

Radicals were very loosely bound together, ardPtibelites

were nearly as much inclined to the Tories abédLiberals.

The Tories were the most compact party, but mty gauld

hope for a majority if opposed by the Irish, dney hated

each other far too cordially to coalesce. (Mdizé)

This position of power radically shifted when Iristdependent Party zealots, William

16. The Ecclesiastical Titles Act of 1851 preclidRoman Catholic clergy from using a location

already held by Anglican bishops, e.g. Archbishbpwam (Maclear 149).
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Keogh!’ John Sadleif and their followers betrayed the Party by takimg ©ueen's
office: "Keogh was Solicitor-General, Sadleir Larfithe Treasury; Monsell and
O'Flaherty had minor appointments” (Moore 220-2283sentially, "The Government
had solved the parliamentary situation by bribimg eaders of the people” (Moore 224).
In a letter to his partyman, George Henry MoorelliWh Keogh attempts to justify his

"Private and confidential.

"MY DEAR MOORE, I am Solicitor-General, and | agau

to believe until you see the contrary, that | \dowot be so if

| were not satisfied that full justice would bené to Ireland

and Irishmen. | am satisfied that you will se@dreason, not

only not to oppose, but to support this Governmdime and

trial is all they want. But this has nothingdo with the subject

of your letter. Whether you oppose or supptiape your

friendship will remain unbroken, and as far aarn you will

always find me ready to carry out your views.

" WILLIAM KEOGH." (Moore 223-224)

17. Barrister and MP, William Keogh was named Aty General for Ireland in 1855 and was
called to the bench in 1866 (Naughten, 11,22, ddige Keogh would find himself at center of high
profile trials until his death in 1878 (Naughted;29). He "ended a tempestuous life by a miserabbyic
death" (Duffy,League376).

18. John Sadleir was the founder of Tipperary Bahkre he "indulged in swindles of epic

proportion"; he committed suicide in 1856 whendrisnes were discovered (Lee 43).
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But to the recipient there could be no justificatfor the actions of Keogh, Sadlier et al.
George Henry Moore's disdain is perhaps best cagbinran excerpt from a letter
sent to John Sadleir:
But there is a deadlier foe to the honest cauese the open
adversary; there is the fatal friend that opéesgate to the
besieger; there is the deserter that passedmtee enemy at
the hour of trial. If it be true as you saysithat there has
lurked in the people's camp a man who for yeasskieen
pining, yearning to betray, joining our councitsarching in
our ranks, sharing in our victories, in ordetudm to his own
account and the account of the enemy the toilbave shared,
the experience we have gained, and the laurelsawe won. . .
If it be true that the people of Ireland haverbseld, and sold at
a base price, a price that carries with it a sama other meaner
sales, and opens out a system of corruption andlity, the
province of which is to debauch every honesttresad dry up
every sort of political morality in the countifthis be true, what
act of hostility that a wretched Orangeman capgteate can be
compared to the organisation of such systematainy?
(Moore 227-228)
Nationalist opinion of the traitors mirrored tldtMoore ("Pillory” 9; "Guilty" 9;

Moore, 229). However, the traitors were heraldgdhie Archbishop of Dublin Paul
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Cullen and his devoutees (Daviall 70; Moore 230). With a series of whispers and a
strike of a gavel, the nationalist effort was sekbeonsiderably: "These men and their
followers became known in Parliament as 'The Pdpelss Band," and it was their
successful disruption of the parliamentary party arganizatiotuilt up by Duffy and
others which gave a death blow to constitutionébsign in the fifties” (DavittFall 71).

Disheartened by the political arena in Irelanthattime, Charles Gavan Duffy
left for Australia in 1855 (DuffylLife Vol. [ 103-107; O'Farrell, 63-77). There, he
enjoyed a prominent political career and wroteifically. Twentieth-century historians
believe he was a man ahead of his time (O'Fargld.

Although the Irish Tenants' League did not enditsdeaders crafted a blueprint
detailing the potential of the power of the préssal League branches, non-Catholic
objectives, and genuine Parliamentary action (Ddvéll 69; Kinealy,New176).

Charles Gavan Duffy "put the land question in threfront of Irish politics and there it
remained giving strength to the national aspirationtil near the end of the century”
(O'Neill, "Irish" 336).

Following Duffy's emigration to Australia, Georbienry Moore continued to use
his moderate approach to fight for tenants' righatih in and out of Parliament (unseated
in 1857 and returned in 1868) (Frazier 2, 8, 18)1860, while on hiatus from
Parliament, Moore was inspired by British sympédtimthe Italians in their pursuit to
unify and limit the Pope's rule (Moore 273-277).1B61, Moore engineered a strategic
plan to organize a volunteer army with troops frewery barony; this plan included the

solicitation of support from other nations (Mooi&l2285). Essentially, the plan was to
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overthrow the English government in Ireland while British were preoccupied with
other military operations (Moore 281-285).

However, the year was 1861. The Irish people w8llesickened by the
constitutional betrayal of Sadleir, Keogh et aheTenor of nationalists was now
influenced by the undercurrent of a more discradt\aolent program:

these young men soon began to make their preselhae

Irish politics, and Moore, in the course of mgeastigations,

found they were already beginning to conspireresjdhe

Government, and were in no humour to wait thiaton

of more cautious tactics. They were the very memwhom

he relied to form the backbone of his own arrtywas

impossible to turn them back; it was equally isgible to

found a rival organisation without plunging treuatry into a

faction fight. Therefore this scheme died stiti

(Moore 298)
Moore could not fight the building momentum of thieh Republican Brotherhood.
Ultimately, their efforts were coordinated: "tHeR.B.] Council consulted Moore on all
important questions and that he was practicallyeantyer of the Council” (Devoy 322).
In his biographical tribute to his father, Maurideore indicates that Moore had taken
the oath (Moore 350). Regardless of the degréevofvement with the I.R.B., Moore
was involved. This new brand of revolutionaried beept into Catholic gentry circles

and, to some degree, Parliament.
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After living in exile in Paris with fellow Youngélander, John O'Mahorly,
James Stephefigrew tired of his work as an English-French tratwsl, journalist and
tutor; he yearned to return to his revolutionargtg®&yan Chief54-56). This craving
was arguably fueled by his witness of the FrenchpidiEtat of 1851 and his ties with
French revolutionaries (Rya@hief54). Upon Stephens' return to Ireland in 1856, he
found himself "depressed by the universal lethangie capital, as he was later in the
countryside" (RyanChief58-59). To satiate his nationalistic calling, d@'Mahony left
Paris and set sail for New York in 1853 to garngyport for a more discreet rising
(Ryan,Chief52-53).

Early in 1855, Young Irelanders Michael Doheny dotin O'Mahony founded
the Emmet Monument Association in New York (Ry@hjef53). The purpose of this
organization was to prepare members for "revolatignvork for Ireland whenever the
opportunity should arrive” (DavitEall 74). Following the establishment of the short-
lived Emmet Monument Society, emissaries of O'Mahamd Doheny approached
Stephens "to organise a revolutionary movementeiland” (Lee 55). Stephens accepted

this charge on the condition he maintaitigosolute control of the proposed movement"

19. John O'Mahony (est. 1816-1877) was born innBoGork and educated at Trinity College
(Ryan,Chief362). Aside from his Fenian leadership, he istkmas an Irish Scholar who looked forward
to the revival of the Irish Language (Moodavitt 41). His most enduring work is his translation of
Keating'sHistory of Ireland heralded for its Gaelic scholarship (Ry&hjef362).

20. James Stephens was born a Catholic in Cd{ilgnny in 1824. When he was fourteen he
briefly attended St. Kieran's College. At the aféventy, he worked as a civil engineer and couted to

the Limerick and Waterford Railways projects (Ry@hjef1-2).
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(Davitt, Fall 74) and adequate funding was furnished through-4American channels
(Lee 55).

In 1858, the Irish Republican Brotherhood and &erotherhood were founded
concurrently in Dublin and New York, respectivetgarly all of the founding members
were Young Irelanders: "James Stephens, John @MalCharles Kickham, John
O'Leary, Thomas Clarke Luby, and Michael Dohenyb@dy, "Fenianism™ 230).
Stephens took the helm and O'Mahony served asattansic head centre in North
America (Davitt,Fall 74-75). The focus of this organization was siagti
independence (Moody, "Fenianism" 231). Fenianebedl independence could only be
accomplished through physical force "and they tioeegimust] prepare[d] by secret
military organisation for an armed uprising, toldenched when Britain should be at a
disadvantage" (Moody, "Fenianism" 231). These weea of writing, poetry, thinking,
and engineering; a lot demographically unlikelx#ory out of violent aspects of
revolution (MoodyDavitt 42; RyanChief2). The Fenians' narrow view did not permit
secondary issues such as social programs (e.grééor) to interfere with their goal of
attaining independence (Moodyavitt 41). Constitutional agitation was viewed as a
waste of time since they believed, "The Britishlipatent was a 'talking shop’,
membership of which was injurious to the militarmgtwes and consumed energies that
could be more usefully employed” (Moodyavitt 40).

In The Fall of FeudalismMichael Davitt contends, "Men with estates and
banking accounts are not the most ready or maabielleaders of movements which

demand risks and sacrifices in a cause that wonwidgom condemns as desperate or
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illegal” (75). Stephens' recruitment practiceseaed this sentiment. While he
witnessed much political apathy amongst the midtiss, "he found the old national fire
burning mainly among the common people, and it wake working class that he was to
win his main support” (RyarGhief77). Stephens recognized the value of the locally
based Ribbon Societies in realizing his goal oéting a secret society poised for
military action (RyanChief77). He travelled throughout Ireland from theeiptton of
the I.R.B. through 1859 (DavitEall 75). Stephens recruited primarily through Ribbon
Societies where he found it easier to convinceythenger Ribbonmen (DavitEall 75).
The most notable of Stephens’ recruits was "Jefei@i®onovan Rossa, founder of the
radical Phoenix Society” (Kinealilew172). O'Donovan Rossa "traveled constantly for
the organization in Ireland, England, and Scotlamdl made one more trip to America.
He swore in more numbers than any ten men in theement and had a wider personal
knowledge of the membership than Stephens him@a&éoy 31). Stephens also
embarked on his first trip to America in Octobeb&&nd remained through January
1859 to meet with O'Mahony and other '48 exilearireffort to affirm organizational
logistics and garner additional support for the praent (RyanChief 105, 154-155).
Despite its condemnation from the Catholic chuestthusiasm for this oath-
bound, secret society continued to spread (LaHistorical 107-108). Its wide-spread
appeal can be seen through the funeral of TerBeltew McManus. McManus,
convicted in the Young Ireland Rising of 1848 amdtenced to Van Dieman's Land
(Tasmania), escaped with other Young Ireland alumitie United States (RyaGhief

170-171). Following his death and burial in 18&Merican-based Fenians transported
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his body to Ireland for burial (Rya@hief175). Archbishop Paul Cullen forbade the
clergy from participating in this very public furai(although a few priests ignored his
order), thereby intensifying national Fenian sestim following the funeral, I.R.B.
membership swelled (MoraRadical46-48). The I.R.B. membership broadened despite
the Church's censure: "No previous movement &h lhistory, Catholic or Protestant,
relied so little on clerical support” (Lee 58).

Unfortunately for the I.R.B., delivery of arms aimdlux of money did not keep
up with the pace of membership: "Stephens, serlbmgize of potential public support,
became increasingly impatient with the miserabiklie of money from America -- only
£1,500 between 1858 and 1864" (Lee 57). Thisyahmount could hardly finance
Stephens' promise of an 1865 insurrection (LedRyan,Chief205).

In November 1863, Stephens foundiesh People a Dublin-based newspaper
which, ironically, served as the organ of this seespciety (Lee 57; Moodyavitt 42).
Chief Centre Stephens exercised his ultimate cbafrie I.R.B. by ignoring
O'Mahony's wishes to remain underground (Lee his newspaper fell under the
editorial leadership of John O’'Leary (editor-inefinl Thomas Clarke Luby, and Charles
Kickham (Moody,Davitt 42). Jeremiah O'Donovan Rossa served as marfagen
Chief187).

Stephens' escalating complaints regarding thedaclpital from America and
his attacks upon O'Mahony's leadership and natoded the O'Mahony-Stephens'
relationship (RyanChief167-169). Stephens' unilateral decision to fotlned

newspaper, coupled with other "internal dissenfippsovoked O'Mahony to depose
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Stephens to mere 'representative for Europe' avel tienself elected head centre by the
American organisation” (Lee 57). O'Mahony accasty@d this through the adoption of
three secret resolutions at the Fenian Brotheri@md/ention in November 1863 (Ryan,
Chief191). With this action, O'Mahony denounced hisosdination to Stephens (Ryan,
Chief192).

The end of the American Civil War in 1865 sawried Irish-American soldiers
recruited and primed for Stephens' 1865 insurradtionealy,New172). Several
hundred trained Irish-American officers arrivedreland in 1865 to participate in this
promised uprising (Moodypavitt 42). However, when the shipment of arms failed to
arrive due to dissension amongst North Americanarfsn Stephens postponed the
insurrection (MoodyDavitt 43; RyanChief197, 218-219). The "year of action" was
anything but for the Fenian movement; however pitoenise rang true for the British
government (RyarChief205-206). Late in the evening on September 18518he
Dublin office ofIrish Peoplewas raided (RyarChief206). The newspaper was
suppressed and its editorial staff of Thomas Clatkey, Jeremiah O'Donovan Rossa,
and John O'Leary were arrested (Moddgyitt 43). During the raid and subsequent
arrests, the British government seized documert#rer evidence which linked the
men to the I.R.B. (RyarChief206). The three men were tried in front of Judgiam
Keogh (the same William Keogh that betrayed thénatist-constitutionalist efforts of
the 1850s) and were sentenced to penal servitualegiNen 24-25). Shortly after, on the
morning of November 11, 1865, Charles Kickham dredRenian Chief, James Stephens,

were arrested (Moodyavitt 43; RyanChief213-215). Kickham was also sentenced to
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penal servitude (RyaiGhief206). The story of Stephens' incarceration isasagtraight
forward. To the court Stephens professed:

I have employed no lawyer or attorney in thisscasd

that | mean to employ none, because in makingaa qf

any kind or filing any defence -- I am not pautarly well

up in those legal terms -- | should be recogBnitish law

in Ireland. Now I deliberately and conscientigugpudiate

the existence of that law in Ireland -- its rigihteven its

existence in Ireland. | defy and despise anygtument it

can inflict on me. | have spoken. (qtd. in Devi@y
Ten days after declaring his refusal to acknowldsigish law in Ireland, Stephens
scaled the formidable, shard-capped walls of Riaharison with a ladder propped
upon two tables (Devoy 83-84). His freedom wastdube strategic planning and
execution efforts of his clever Fenian brothers®@e77-87).

Publicity of the Fenian trials coupled with Stepsieomantic escape amplified
enthusiasm for the Fenian organization (Ry@mef218). As 1865 came to a close, the
movement welcomed thousands of new sworn recidgsdy 88). The demographic
profile of the recruits now included "the commelead professional classes” and "the
mass of sympathizers grew steadily" (Ry@hjef218). This renewed zeal helped to
gloss over some of the popular disappointment bdroag by Stephens' inaction of 1865,
at least temporarily. However, by February 186&nynFenian soldiers were frustrated

with waiting by idly and Stephens' ability to leads clearly in question (Rya@hief
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227). Fenian leaders were also disenchanted waiph®ns: "They [Dublin Centres]
were all dissatisfied at Stephens' inaction angirét ®f impatience and almost open
mutiny was growing fast" (Devoy 101). This frusitpa was compounded by the
perceived need to act immediately due to the Emgjs/ernment suspending Habeas
Corpus during the same month (Devoy 89). In theksdollowing the suspension of
Habeas Corpus, "the jails were filled with fullYp80 prisoners, and those believed to be
the most important [to the movement] were sentoupublin® (Devoy 112). The
opportunity for an uprising had passed (Devoy 110y December 15, 1866 at a Fenian
officer meeting in New York, due to the belief hewld not fight for Ireland, James
Stephens was deposed from the position of Head€ehthe Fenian Brotherhood in
America and "his overthrow as head of the I.R.Bhathands of the same group was not
to be long delayed" (Ryaghief243).

Whether Stephens had the will to lead a revolyt®gertainly debatable. But,
what is clear is the mere fact the 1.R.B. did nmtdnthe resources (finances and arms) to
engage in an insurrection with any hope of winnimdgpendence (Ryaghief243).

This point is clearly underscored by the "decisibhis Irish-American successors to
fight early in 1867 was taken by desperate men lertakendure further inaction. So the
'rising’ of March 1867 was no more than a gest(ivody, Davitt 43).

As mentioned, Stephens was continually frustratitll the lack of money and
arms being sent from America. The main causehetdck of resources was a split
within the American Fenian Brotherhood in 1865 (Mgdavitt 135). The organization

polarized "over personalities, organisation, an@tar it was more important to strike at
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Britain in Ireland or through invasion in Canadi&lopdy, Davitt 135). In summer 1867,
these two factions were reunited under the newiyméal, Irish-American organization,
Clan na Gag{Devoy 239; MoodypPavitt 135). The Clan na Gael and its influence will
be explored in succeeding chapters.

Although the Fenian movement did not realize resach of independence through
discreet military action, it forged a sustainaleletended network. Fenianism "differed
from all previous national movements in that itwdiies support from not only the Irish at
home but also the new Ireland that the famine eatign had created in Britain and
America" (Moody,Davitt 42). The power of channeled Diaspora proved toitiad
weapon in the nationalist war chest. Another netwng skill honed during the
movement was Stephens' use of established Ribbaeties as strategic recruitment
centers. The efficiency of utilizing the local argzations enabled the I.R.B. to permeate
throughout Ireland; this strategy contrasted whih stratified approach taken by Tenants'
Leagues of the 1850s. Further discussion onrthiedf such networking strategies will
be found in subsequent chapters.

Another result from the spread of Fenianism is ithentered the consciousness of
leading British politicians. Liberal Prime Ministé&/illiam Gladstone's "conscience had
long been troubled on the subject of Ireland, lutbnfessed that it was the Fenian rising
that had awakened him to a sense of 'the vast tanpae of the Irish question™ (Moody,
"Fenianism"” 233). As such, Gladstone "moved Irsslues to the top of his political
agenda" (KinealyNew173). Gladstone's "Church Act of 1869 disestablishnd

disendowed the Anglican Church of Ireland” (Mootgnianism™ 233). University
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reform was a central concern of his agenda as(edl 61). Gladstone's Land Act of
1870, was the first Parliamentary movement thahapted to address tenants' needs
(Moody, "Fenianism" 233). Christine Kinealy crexdihe Land Act of 1870 with giving
"legal validity to tenant right where it existeddaextended it to other parts of the
country. This legislation made it difficult to etitenants for reasons other than non-
payment of rent, and allowed outgoing tenants ¢eive compensation for
improvements"Nlew176). Although the Land Act of 1870 ultimately diitle to stop
evictions, it was significant in that its intentiiwas a landmark in British legislation™
(Moody, "Fenianism" 233).

Lastly, the Fenian trials of 1865 provided theKuhkop for a leader to emerge
who possessed the ability to redirect some Irigitisent towards constitutional
advancement. Isaac Butt won the respect of tligh"masses” due to the fact "At a
considerable financial sacrifice and against imims®dds, Butt defended the political
prisoners, and, after their conviction, led a mogatfor amnesty and release from
prison” (McCaffrey, "Isaac" 77). (As previously nt@ned, Isaac Butt lent his legal
prowess to the Young Irelander, Charles Gavan [aiffgfense team [Duffyife Vol. |
293, 301]. He had also defended Young Irelandeatsavd Smith O'Brien and Thomas
Francis Meagher in 1848 [KinealMew173]).

Isaac Butt was born in 1813 to a Protestant vic&@ounty Donegal (McCaffrey,
"Isaac" 73). At Trinity College he excelled acadeatly and, upon graduation, Butt was
appointed Professor of Political Economy at hisatmater in 1836 (McCaffrey, "Isaac”

73). In 1838, Butt was "called to the bar" (BUktetters" 45). As his upbringing would
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suggest, Butt was a unionist (Moody, "Fenianism4)2Zarly in his career he
"distinguished himself in Tory political circles Ispeeches defending the privileged
position of the Protestant Ascendency and attackiihgpncessions made by the
Government to the demands of Roman Catholics” (Mfie€a "Isaac” 77). He
demonstrated a deep love for Ireland and beliewegbdwer of Union would be
beneficial to all Irish (McCaffrey, "Isaac" 73).u believed, "Catholics comprised the
superstitious, unenlightened, and radical loweslahich threatened the maintenance of
the Union" (McCaffrey, "Isaac” 74). However, Blitad been converted to nationalism
by his experience of Irish suffering in the greanhfne and by the courage and integrity
first of Young Irelanders and then of the Feniaipdbody, "Fenianism” 234). His
change of heart led to this realization:

[Nt was not the Catholic masses that threatesuaiial

stability and conservative principles of govermte

The real source of the discontent that encouraged

revolutionary ferment was the Protestant Asceagen

a vicious system that economically exploited t¢na

farmers and insisted upon undeserved, unnecessaty

extreme economic, social, political, and religiou

privileges. (McCaffrey, "Isaac” 74)

Prior to the Fenian trials, Butt served as an mar&able conservative Member of

Parliament between 1852-1865 (McCaffrey, "lsaaq" #®llowing his defeat in 1865,

Butt focused on his legal career in Dublin and wrabout the land question (McCaffrey,
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"Isaac" 76). Benefitting from the high profile ne¢ of the Fenian trials and his
popularity due to his leadership in seeking amnfestypolitical prisoneré® Butt
founded the Home Rule Party, a "moderate natioady/pin May 1870 (Butt, "Letters"
45; McCaffrey, "Isaac” 77). The Home Rule Partya®a movement with the purpose of
having a parliament which would have control oveshl affairs while more important
matters would be left to the Imperial Parliamemuit, "Letters” 45). In his bookish
Federalism] Isaac Butt contended railways and post-officerajp@ns should be left to
the discretion of the Irish; an example of a "mionportant matter” better left for the
Imperial Parliament includes military operatiorButt 23, 24). Butt believed:

Home Rule would prevent rather than encourageahd

excesses in Ireland. He maintained that onskriten came

to enjoy the benefits of self-government, theyldaease

rebellious activities and become the most loyal®rters of

the Crown and Constitution in the Empire. Iri3atholics,

influenced by their religious training, were lzagdly hostile

to democratic and radical ideologies, and undemal

conditions would support conservative leaders@mnttiples.

(McCaffrey, "Isaac" 79)

Isaac Butt returned to Parliament in 1871 as sessmtative for Limerick (Butt, "Letters”

21. Isaac Butt collaborated with George Henry ModdP in the pursuit to gain amnesty for

political prisoners. This collaboration continugatil Moore's death in April 1870 (Moore 354, 377).
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45).

The Irish Catholic hierarchy was initially hosttethe home rule movement
because they did not wish to jeopardize their mam@ron the university question, i.e.
separate and government funded Catholic educatibimey [Irish Catholic hierarchy]
were convinced that the Prime Minister [Gladstanegnded to endow the Catholic
University of Ireland with Government funds, andr&veuspicious of any agitation that
might focus attention on the national rather thenreligious education issue”
(McCaffrey, "Isaac" 82). Upon presentation of @&ne's Irish University Bill in 1873,
it became apparent the Irish hierarchy's belief wegrrect; Gladstone's University Bill
"perpetuated the system of mixed education andHefCatholic University without
Government financial support” (McCaffrey, "Isaa8)8 Capitalizing on the hierarchy's
disappointment, Home Rulers seized the opportuaigcquire clerical support: "a
number of priests publicly [to] embrace[d] the HoRwe agitation” (McCaffrey, "Isaac"
83-84).

The Home Rule Party quickly became a force inid&aent. By the general
election of 18742 "The Conservatives lost eight seats, falling fié@rto 32, the Liberals
collapsed from 65 to 12, and Home Rulers won 58%%¢€hee 65). Even
Prime Minister William Gladstone "became a chammbirish home rule" (Kinealy,

New173). Although dismissed by Clan na Gael, "a neindf Fenians in Ireland and

22. The general election of 1874 was the first@bn conducted with secret ballots pursuant to

the Ballot Act of 1872 (Moody, "Fenianism" 235).
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England joined the Home Rule League and the Home Ronfederation of Great
Britain” (McCaffrey, "Isaac" 92). Even though theplated the Fenian Oath to do so,
Home Rule Fenians were found in the House of Consn(OrBrien,Parnell 4). Fenian

sensibilities in the constitutional arena would eoim serve as a catalyst for change in the

years to come.



Chapter Five
BEFORE THE LAND LEAGUE: IDEALS AND AMBITIONS
Born to a poor, small tenant farmer on March Zl6lin Straide, County Mayo,

Michael Davitt® was destined to alter the course of Irish politizad social structures
(King 4; Sheehy-Skeffington 1). Michael Davitt wiag second child to Martin and
Catherine Davitt; he was raised in an Irish-spegkiome (MoodyDavitt 5). Martin
Davitt's command of the English language deemedahiglative scholar in the area
(Moody, Davitt 5). Although the Davitt Family survived the Gré&amine, they could
not overcome the accrued arrears during that tiAksea result, the Davitts were evicted
in 1850 (Curtain, "Archival" 83). Michael Davitecalled:

We were evicted in Mayo shortly after the greamiine,

and the house in which | was born was burned down

by the agents of the landlord, aided by the agehthe

law. That fact in my history was not calculatednake me

the friend of Irish landlordism or a warm supporf that

law that had enabled Mayo landlords to perpetiatsls of

that kind under those circumstances. | rementbeugh |

23. ltis notable this Irish patriot's first adtstrength is evidenced in his own survival as lasw

born during the height of the Great Hunger in tleakest of provinces (Lee 2)

107
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was but a child, we went to the workhouse a felesraway,
and we were refused admission because my mothddwot
submit to certain conditions which were impospdruall those
who sought the shelter of those abodes of m@edydegradation.
("Speech in Defence" 202)
Irish historian T.W. Moody writes, "The evictiondsne permanently stamped on
Davitt's consciousnessDévitt 8).

Following the Straide eviction, the Davitts traa@lto England and settled in the
industrial town of "Haslingden, near Manchesteid, ancashire” (Cashman 9).
Following their stay as lodgers in a home on Wikin Street, the Davitts secured a more
permanent arrangement: "It was one of an isolatedof ten small houses at a place
called Rock Hall, high up on the north-east edgeladlingden, where the town ended on
a green hillside against which they crouched" (Modhvitt 11-12). Locally, "Rock
Hall" was known as "Little Ireland"” since its oceups were primarily Irish immigrants
(Moody, Davitt 12). Though a laborer by day, as in Ireland, Mabavitt assumed the
role of community scholar, committed to the bettentof his fellow countrymen:

he started an evening school in his house, wihetke
light of two farthing candles he would patiergtyuggle
with the illiteracy of his huge quarrymen pupilBo
stimulate scholastic ambition he offered a primjally a
clay pipe, to the best pupil of the evening. B highest

trophy of the school, a copy of Archbishop Maaalrish
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Catechism, was never won, and Michael was confidis

father never intended this treasure to be tak@an his library

of six books except for some supreme intelleches.

(Moody, Davitt, 13)
It is not surprising that Martin Davitt held natadist Archbishop MacHale in such high
esteem. IMhe Fall of Feudalism in Irelandavitt recounts, "[his] father who had been
the head of some agrarian secret society in May®8Y, and who had to fly to England
in that year to escape a threatened prosecutioRifdronism” (222).

This quasi-communal life at "Rock Hall" was filledth traditional Irish music
and song; political discussion and storytellingpaerved as a source of entertainment
(Moody, Davitt 13). While the Irish music often echoed the happmes of their home
country, storytelling usually recalled day-to-daguggles of oppression and starvation.
Davitt spoke of one of his mother's oral faminecarts to the "Times"- Parnell
Commission, "I remember hearing from her a grapbmount of how 300 poor people
who had died of starvation round about where | b@®, between Strade [sic] and
Swinford, had been thrown into one pit in the cofethe workhouse yard, without
coffin, without sermon, without anything which dées respect for the dead” (202).

At the age of nine, Michael Davitt left schooMork in local cotton and textile
mills to supplement the family income (King 5; Dealy 116). Dauvitt's co-worker and
childhood friend from "Rock Hall" was killed in andustrial accident; Davitt found his
tattered body (MoodyDavitt 17). Consequently, Davitt's parents forbade momf

returning to this particular mill (Moodypavitt 17). He secured employment at another
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mill at Baxenden (Dunleavy 116). There, he worfadighteen months until the fateful
day of May 8, 1857 (Moodypavitt 17). In theLife of Michael DavittD. B. Cashman
conveys, "Here he learned the sufferings of theofsislave, and suffered a mishap
which caused the loss of his right arm; that linalvihg been caught in the machinery and
crushed, it had to be amputated at the shouldgr'A@er recovering from his
amputation, the eleven-year old was enrolled iocallWesleyan day school; he was the
only Catholic student during that time (Dunleavy8lL1Moody writes, "The disaster that
cost him his arm thus led to the blessings of arcation that fostered his mental powers,
and taught him to accept religious diversity as@ad fact and not a source of
estrangement among memgvitt 19).

With his Wesleyan tuition underwritten by a lopabminent Wesleyan and cotton
manufacturer, Davitt secured a progressive edutéitmody,Davitt, 19). The Wesleyan
day school was led by "an alumnus of Stow's Nor&wdlool in Glasgow, an institution
promoting one of the nineteenth century's mosgetdined systems of education.”
(Dunleavy 113). At fifteen, Davitt gained employm@s an assistant letter-carrier and
bookkeeper in the printing office adjacent to thstpffice (Cashman 9).

By his actions, it is evident Michael Davitt vatleducation. Fairly fluent in
French and Italian (in addition to Irish and Enig)ishis readings were not limited to the
Queen's language (Cashman 12). Since 1858, tatodand beyond his scholastic
responsibilities at the Wesleyan day school, Davitblled in evening classes at the
Mechanics' Institute (Moodyavitt 20-21). There, he took advantage of the extensive

library and collection of contemporary periodiceddurther his studies of Irish history
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(Moody, Davitt 21). Despite the Mechanics' Institute's rulesimiting flagrant political
and religious expressions, Davitt regularly intéedowith influential liberals while
frequenting this institute (Dunleavy 115). Evea thdividual behind the Institute's
revival, Dr. John Binns, was a Chartist and "theguoaprietor of a short-lived radical
weekly, a founder member of the local Liberal Asation, and in 1869 became one of
Haslingden's first two Liberal magistrates” (Dumgd15). Though Davitt lacked
formal university schooling, he possessed innatdlact and naturally gravitated toward
liberal ideals.

It is clear that witnessing the eviction and tlestduction of his childhood home
left an indelible impression on young Davitt. Hasher's revolutionary roots coupled
with his mother's vivid Famine accusations contelduo a staunch anti-English
upbringing; this sentiment was amplified as a riesiihis "Rock Hall" influences. 1t is
of no surprise that in 1865, with his parents' supgichael Davitt joined the Irish
Republican Brotherhood (MoodRavitt 44).

Davitt embraced the Fenian revolutionary objeatiaad quickly assumed a
leadership role. In the authorized biographye Life of Michael DavitftCashman
writes, "Davitt went into the movement with all thiecerity of a man who felt that a
great wrong had been and was being done his coanttyhat it was his duty to do all
that he could to overthrow that wrong" (11). Whthine Fenian organization, Davitt was
quickly elevated to "Centre' of the Rossendalel€jf a chapter of roughly 50 members

(King 6; Moody,Davitt 44).
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The year 1868 was eventful for Michael Davitt. ribg a rash of desecrating
attacks, the "Murphy-riots,” on Roman Catholic Gings in the greater Lancashire area,
Davitt organized his contemporaries (presumablgolitcal Fenians) to protect them:
"Michael Davitt and his faithful and gallant banéne to be found ready to prevent the
desecration of House of God or die in the atter@@d'shman 10). During this year,
Dauvitt left his letter-carrying and bookkeeping pios and "became a commercial
traveller dealing extensively in fire arms” (Casimn®. Moody clarifies Davitt's
responsibilities with respect to arms dealing: p&@ipted organising secretary and -- in
succession to the imprisoned Richard O'SullivarkBur arms agent of the 1.R.B. for
England and Scotland. This was a key positionhtiider of which was the link between
all Fenian circles in Britain (over 100) and th@mame council of the I.R.B." (Moody,
Davitt 53). Davitt was built for covert activities: "Wh Davitt was aware that the police
were watching him he showed extraordinary skikkliuding their vigilance, slipping into
a house by front door and out by the back so quiaktl nimbly that he seemed to
disappear before their eyes" (Moo@avitt 67).

Despite operating stealthily among the shadowsjtDaas arrested at
Paddington train station on May 14, 1870 (Cashn&riQapture” 5). Initially, Davitt
was charged with loitering as he awaited the 1@MDtrain from Birmingham
("Capture" 5; Sheehy-Skeffington 28). Davitt'sgkd accomplice, gunsmith John
Wilson, was charged with being in possession of,fdgix-barreled revolvers ("Capture”

5). Davitt's and Wilson's charges were soon angttml&reason-felony when the two
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were connected by Davitt's keys which unlockedrpethag found at the address found
on Wilson (MoodyDavitt 81; "Capture™ 5).

During the inquiry and trial there were some ins&s that provide insight into
the character of Michael Davitt. The first is aterchange during witness testimony
during the inquiry. Witness John Joseph Corydanitidd to taking the Fenian Oath in
1862 in America; he travelled to Ireland in 186% avas in Liverpool in 1866 and 1867
("Fenians" 3). Corydon confirmed the mission @& Benian brotherhood as
overthrowing the Queen's government; he testifeeddecognized Davitt from various
Fenian meetings throughout Liverpool ("Fenians" B). this testimony, Davitt
responded to Corydon, "You can't live in IrelarRieptiles cannot live there, you know"
("Fenians" 3). Davitt's cool words to the Que@msrmant demonstrate his collected
manner. Davitt was not a hot-headed, boisterongaRe The second instance speaks to
his loyalty and integrity. During the closing peadings of the trial, Davitt appeals to the
Judge by assuming responsibility and minimizingsafil's role:

Upon that, the prisoner Davitt, as sentence \wasitato be
passed, made an earnest appeal to the judgerriomself,
but for Wilson, stating that if Wilson was guilte (Davitt)
was to blame for his guilt, and that Wilson nekeew until
he arrived at the Paddington station that he ifDavas an
Irishman, or that his name was not Robert Jackéteawould
cheerfully undergo any additional punishment if3éh's

wife and family could be saved from a work-hous®] he
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begged that his punishment, if the sentence agdiison was

irrevocable, might be added to his (Davitt's)teeoe.

("European Mail News" 2)
It appears the judge heard Davitt's appeal duleetdifferentiated sentences. Dauvitt
received fifteen years of penal servitude and Wiilsceived seven years of penal
servitude ("European Mail News" 2).

Michael Davitt's days at Millbank, Dartmoor, andr8mouth Prisons (May 1870-
December 1877) were bleak. The Life of Michael DavittDavitt provides an
eyewitness account of the horrors he experienBegbpite having only one arm, Davitt
was assigned to stone-breaking and bone pulver{gitaghman 35; King 8). These
laborious assignments were worsened by their emwiemtal conditions, "cold, damp,
foggy weather" and the stench of the bone pulvegiziThese bones have often lain
putrifying for weeks in the broiling heat of thensmner sun, ere they were brought into be
broken" (Cashman 35). The "bone-shed's" locatiext-to the prison's cesspool-
contributed to the foul surroundings (Sheehy-Skettin 48). The condition of Davitt's
cell and the air quality within 'No. 2 Prison' aafmoor are described as, "corrugated
iron cages, seven feet long, four feet wide, aratbeven feet high, with floors and
roofs of slate. . . As the cells had no direcieasco daylight or the open air, the light in
them was bad and the ventilation was worse" (Caal8agDavitt 150). The food
rations were meager, hardly enough to support ladnar (Cashman 33). Despite the
limited quantity, the quality limited Davitt's foalipply even further: "I have often come

in from work weak with fatigue and hunger, and fduinimpossible to eat the putrid
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meat or stinking soup supplied me for dinner, aad to return to labor again after
'dining’ on six ounces of bad bread” (Cashman 33).

Michael Davitt believed, as a political prisoniee, had less rights than the
common criminal (Sheehy-Skeffington 52-53, 56 dkher Catholic inmates, Davitt
was supplied with very limited reading materialh&lclass of books supplied to the
Catholic prisoners was such as would be suitabbhildren, or people ignorant of the
truths of the Catholic faith" (Cashman 27). Thegirency of book exchange was once a
fortnight; when asked to increase frequency, Davés denied (Cashman 27). Despite
being a model prisoner, Davitt was refused thettigtvisitation with friends and family
for the duration of his imprisonment, while otheglilbehaved inmates were afforded
this privilege (Cashman 43). Perhaps Davitt's gsioe denial of human dignity is best
illustrated with the following:

In cases of transfer from prison to prison, cotsvare
handcuffed, by one hand only, to a chain thas the
whole length of the number of prisoners. . .eamhvict has
one hand at liberty to eat his food, attend tts @d nature,
etc., if he is fortunate enough to be possestedap and, if
not, it is customary to substitute a body-beltédandcuff,
in order to give him the use of one hand also.sbich
consideration was shown to me. | was purposikelyeol
between two of the filthiest of the twenty-nireneicts, and

had my wrist handcuffed back to back with on¢heim. |
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appealed against this ere | left Dartmoor, agdiested a belt
in lieu of a handcuff, or at least to be puthet ¢nd of the
chain; but neither would be granted. . . Dutimg journey to
Portsmouth, this latter one, to whose hand miag linked,
had an attack of diarrhoea, and | had to subntiteédorrors
of such a situation, as my hand would not beakdd from
his. (Cashman 45)

The aforementioned conditions became public irstiremer of 1872 when a
letter from Michael Davitt was smuggled out of Daobr in the hands of a discharged
prisoner (MoodyDavitt 152). The letter, signed by Davitt, was publisiredeveral Irish
and English newspapers (Moodavitt 152). When published in the nationalist
newspaper, thBlation the following title was assigned, "SufferingsaoPolitical
Prisoner” (3). The wide circulation of this letteglped to ensure the plight of the Irish
political prisoner was not forgotten.

Michael Davitt's letter "Sufferings of a Politidatisoner” and his
correspondences to Home Rule leader Isaac ButiamdRIohn O'Connor Power, MP
were far from an irrational attempt to attain freed(Moody,Davitt, 174-175). The
Home-Rule Party, led by Isaac Butt and the AmnAssociation (founded in 1869)
fought to keep the political prisoners on the actigenda of the House of Commons
(Moody, Davitt 120). The fight for amnesty was productive. larbh 1869, forty-nine
political prisoners were released; in January 1&nbther thirty-three political prisoners

were released (Moodipavitt 121). The second round included very high profile
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Fenians, including Jeremiah O'Donovan Rossa, Jabea®) (editor of the Fenian
newspapernyrish Peoplg, Thomas Clarke Luby (stafiiish Peoplg, and John Devoy
(Moody, Davitt 121; O'BrienLife 45)2*

John Devoy was born near Kill, County Kildare ap&mber 3, 1842 (Devoy
375-377). After losing the half-acre, family faduaring the Great Famine, William
Devoy moved his family to Dublin where he found war a brewery ("Devoy,
McGarrity" 1; Golway 1). The third of seven chidr, young Devoy was described as,
"stubborn, headstrong, but brilliant young man wias forever at odds with teachers,
priests, civil authorities, and sometimes Willianis[father] himself* (Golway 1).
Devoy's father was active in local nationalist leisg his maternal grandfather was a
veteran of the rising of 1798 ("John Devoy: Thedsest" 3). Given his upbringing, it is
not surprising Devoy took the Fenian oath in 18&le{oy, McGarrity" 1). Ignoring
James Stephens’ recommendations to join the Anreticaon army to train for
upcoming Fenian risings, Devoy enlisted in the EheglRoreign Legion to secure, in his
opinion, combat skills from the finest military tihe world (Devoy 273; Ryan,

"Stephens” 50). Devoy joined the French army andelmained active in Algeria until

24. Charles Kickham, third staff member of thehrPeople arrested in 1865 was released in the

first wave of amnesty (Moodyavitt, 121).
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becoming aware of the McManus funefahe then returned to Ireland and assumed a
leadership position in the I.R.B. (Ryan, "Stephes®). On November 24, 1865, Devoy
co-engineered and led the successful escape ohpresoned founder of the I.R.B.,
James Stephens, from Richmond Prison (R¢dmef215-216). Habeas Corpus was
suspended in Ireland in February 1866, thus leatinige arrest and imprisonment of
John Devoy (RyarChief227-228). As other political prisoners, uponreiease, John
Devoy was to remain in exile; he, along with otleaxding Fenians, set sail for America
(Ryan, "Stephens"” 53). Devoy's Fenian spirit @rhyplified in exile. Shortly after his
arrival in New York, he joined and soon gainedadkrship position in the Irish
American nationalist organization, Clan na Gaele¥/By, McGarrity" 1). Concurrently,
Devoy became a staff journalist for tNew York HeraldDavitt, Fall 127).

The release of eighty-two political prisoners begw 1869-1871, which coincided
with the start of Davitt's sentencing, left "su@ses as Dauvitt's. . .very likely to be
overlooked thereafter, especially as his imprisamrbegan just at the time this jail
delivery was being carried out" (Sheehy-Skeffingd@). Isaac Butt continued to shine

light on Davitt's and other remaining politicalgwners' incarceration: "In 1872 Bultt

25. Terrence Bellew McManus, convicted in the Yoine¢and Rising of 1848 and sentenced to
death, but changed to transportation to Tasmascaped with other Young Ireland alumni to the Uhite
States. Following his death and burial in 1861 efican-based Irish nationalists exhumed his bodly an
transported it to Ireland for burial. ArchbishopuP&ullen forbade the clergy from participatingtims
very public funeral (although a few priests ignohéslorder), thereby intensifying national Feniamis

sentiment; following the funeral, 1.R.B. memberskipelled (MoranRadical 46-48).
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wrote to a friend, also interested in the amnestyement, asking him to look up full
particulars concerning the case of 'a poor youligWenho seems to have been forgotten
by everybody. He was tried and sentenced to maraitude the year after the other
Fenians were liberated.™ (Sheehy-Skeffington 60).

In 1875, the cause for amnesty was rejuvenatddawtt's Lancashire
acquaintance the newly-elected, Fenian John O'Gdpower, MP for May®
("Parliamentary Debates" 3 ccxxvi 26 Jul. 1875-2A8Feb. [222] 942; "Parliamentary
Debates" 3 ccxxxi 1 Aug. 1876, 286; "Parliamenfagpates™ 3 ccxxvi 14, Aug. 1877,
826). Power was joined by other obstructionisecgally Fenian and Catholic convert
Joseph Biggar, MP for CavahFrank Hugh O'Donnell, MP for Galway City and
representing County Meath, Protestant junior MPrigkeStewart Parnell (Moodavitt
129-134). InThe Fall of FeudalismDavitt recalls looking forward to meeting Charles
Stewart Parnell, MP (110). Parnell et al's obstontcst campaign "made me [him]
curious to see what manner of man the coming leaedsrin the flesh” (Davitfall 110).

After being imprisoned for seven years and sevenths) Michael Davitt was

released on December 19, 1877 on a ticket of I@@ashman 49). That same evening,

26. Despite long term membership and leadersHipimihe Fenian organization, John O'Connor
Power, MP was ultimately expelled in March 1877 tluthe |.R.B.'s permanent stance against takiag th
conflicting oath to the crown (Moodipavitt 134).

27. John Biggar, MP was also expelled from tReB. Supreme Council in March 1877
alongside Power. Biggar was sworn in into theB.Rollowing his appointment to parliament in 1874

(Moody, Davitt 129, 134).
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Isaac Butt and other members of the political préss visiting committee greeted Davitt
upon his return to London (MoodRavitt 186). On January 12, 1878, alongside fellow
former political prisoners, Charles McCarthy, Then@hambers, and John Patrick
O'Brien, Michael Davitt "arrived in the city of Dlib, via the Holyhead steamer, on
Saturday night, January 12. A magnificent ovatomited them at the Westland Row
Station of the Dublin and Kingstown Railway" (Castmbl). Fireworks, bon-fire,
music and great cheers, welcomed the prisonersetigption committee's address spoke
of appreciation, respect, and well-wishes ("Reldag@). Davitt served as spokesman
for the released political prisoners exuding pamrit and much appreciation
("Released" 10).

Following this heroes' welcome at Westland Row,fdrmer prisoners and the
committee traveled to Morrison's Hotel, Charlesa@ig Parnell's Dublin headquarters
(Haslip 71). As the group assembled for breakf&drgeant McCarthy staggered,
fainted, and never regained consciousness. Wadrhyohis prison sufferings, he was
dead before his wife could reach him" (Haslip 7Ih).addition to Parnell and the former
prisoners, breakfast guests included leading harteeparty members, Fenians, Fenian-
sympathizing journalists, and most notably Johno@itr Power, MP and Joseph
Biggar, MP (MoodypDavitt 189). Refusing to allow Sergeant Charles' McCéasttgath
to have been in vain, on January 29, 1878, Joho®i@ Power, MP raised the question
in the House of Commons of McCarthy's treatmemrison ("Parliamentary Debates" 3,
cexxxvii 29 Jan. 1878, 622). This led to a fuljuiry of which concluded nothing;

medical officer, "Dr. Pitman" gave his seal of ap@l of the living conditions in prison
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("Sham" 8). This judgment sensationalized thiges®avitt's and other former
prisoners' detailed letters of appeal and publietings amplified public consciousness
and outrage (Moodyavitt, 196; "Sham" 8).

Shortly after McCarthy's death, Davitt traveledCimunty Mayo (the first time he
returned since the eviction.); there he visitechwdn and in Castlebar was the guest of
James Daly, editor of théonnaught Telegrap{Moody, Davitt 190). James Daly was
the eldest of eight children born in Boghadoon, @gwMayo in 1838 ("Forgotten™ 1).
The son of a successful tenant farmer, James Dalyl869 won a seat on the Castlebar
board of guardians for the electoral district oé&8ghwy and in 1874 he succeeded his
father as guardian for the Litterbrick divisionBallina union” (Moran, "Daly” 189).
Daly's local political career and his recurringnped voice in th&Connaught Telegraph
beget a true local leader. Daly channeled hig&fto "become the ardent defender of
the tenants' cause and was by far the most promirfigie local politicians to advocate
their demands” (Moran, "Daly" 190). Daly's figltr the local tenantry was no doubt
forged by a nationalist family tradition: "when @&al Humbert and the French arrived
in Killala in 1798, the Daly family provided 100 fs@men to participate in the battles
against the English" (Garavan, "Daly" 2). Daly veagn kin (by marriage) to the Most
Reverend Dr. John MacHale, Archbishop of Tuam é&2an, "Daly” 1). Daly
wholeheartedly believed that peasant proprietorgfaip the only solution to the land
guestion (Moran, "Daly” 190). Though a supportedahn O'Connor Power, Daly
refrained from taking the oath of the I.R.B. (MordDaly" 201). This was largely due to

his strict Catholicism and disdain for violencedlgotten” 1). When asked if James
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Daly was a Fenian, Michael Davitt thought " Dalyhmeot in him the stuff out of which
conspirators were made" (Macdonald 281).

In the months following his release, Davitt traagin the same political circles as
Parnell (DavittFall 111). Davitt believed in order to settle thedajuestion, the masses
must engage war on the landlords, however, "Tisé lfite of defence ought to be an
open movement on constitutional lines" (Daw)l 112). By May of 1878, it was clear
to Davitt, Parnell would be beneficial to achievimg parliamentary goals; as such,
Dauvitt:

asked him [Parnell] to join the revolutionary angzation;
not, however, to subscribe to the silly oathexfrecy or to
become a mere figure-head in a do-nothing coaspir
These were the chief features of the Irish reNahary
movement which had appeared weak and absurd aftere
several years' thought upon the problem of host twerid
Ireland of English rule. Irishmen were poor quretors, at
best, as Celtic qualities did not lend themsehery
successfully to self-suppression or to the sitgy@ncies of
occult action. Men who would break a pledgéogélty to a
cause would not be bound to fealty by a hundeglso What
was essential in order to create a really effeatevolutionary
movement in the Irish race was to have an orgaioiz of

selection-relatively small in numbers, but stramgeliable



123

and representative membership and in the negsdifeguards
of less "conspirators™” with more character. (Rafall 111)

Although Parnell did agree with much of Davitt'agening, he rejected his offer to join
the I.R.B. indicating it would "hinder and not adsne [Parnell] in my work for Ireland”
(Davitt, Fall 112). Parnell's refusal was not one of disrespecimade it clear his
parliamentary work was to be his focus (Dawall 112). Parnell maintained a practical
outlook: "His aim was to bring all Irish forceganline, and he would no more fight with
the Church than with the Fenians. His one cred®'isiah Unity," and he would go to
any lengths to prevent quarrels or dissentions gnhisiown people” (Haslip 71).

Charles Stewart Parnell was born on June 27, 48A& family home, Avondale,
in County Wicklow (O'BrienLife 32, 35). Charles Stewart Parnell's lineage wasadn
pedigree and subsequent privilege. His father Jtdnry Parnell descended from a line
of barristers and members of Parliament, most t@t&x John Parnell, Chancellor of
the Exchequer in the Irish Parliament in 1788 (Biakall 105). Sir John Parnell lost
this position due to his opposition to the Act afith in 1800 (Callanan 51). Charles
Stewart Parnell's grandfather, William Parnell pesh Historical Apology for the Irish
Catholicswhich called for religious tolerance (Davi@all 105). His American-born
mother, Delia Tudor Stewart Parnell's lineage isadlg, if not more so, prominent.
Delia Tudor Stewart Parnell's father was Commodivarles Stewart, or more
commonly known in American history as "Old IronstéDavitt, Fall 106). Delia's
Bostonian-socialite mother descended from the RByigish family (Davitt,Fall 106).

His father, John Henry was described as, "a goodidad, a staunch Liberal, a kind
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friend, he was respected and esteemed by all slassiee country” (O'Brierlife 20).

His mother, Delia was a "critic of American slaveryd had supported women's rights”
(Kinealy,New180). She was "animated by one fixed idea, aecbbatred of England”
(O'Brien,Life 29). Delia's character was described as posggssiperabundant vitality
.. .hysterical enthusiasms, and inordinate vasitg, was hardly likely to be a peaceful
wife" (Haslip 2). Despite birthing twelve babiégr "exuberant spirits" endured (Haslip
2, 11). Members of both sides of Charles Stewaméll's family were politically
charged. His kinsmen's demonstrated resistangeitmization; desire for free religious
expression; a track record of defeating "Motherl&nd"; and staunch Liberalism
fostered a covertly nationaliéf yet insular environment in which young Charles&ie
Parnell was reared.

As prominent land owners and landlords in CounigRléw, the Parnell family
was sheltered from the atrocities of the Great Rantheir philanthropic gestures
included surrendering tenants' rent and charitdbietions (Haslip 6-7). Delia was
"indifferent to established conventions" (O'Briéife 29). Essentially, the Parnell
children were raised by domestics as Delia, "thalghwas devoted to her children, she
was quite incapable of looking after them" (Ha$8l)p

Despite his mother instilling intense anti-Englggmtiment, Parnell was sent to an
English girls' school at the age of six (O'Brikife 37). In 1853, Parnell's father secured

special permission for his son to attend the gsdhool because he "was anxious that

28. Charles Stewart's father had declared pdlidisgussion as "taboo" (Haslip 9; O'Bridvife

43).
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Charlie should 'spend some of his earlier yeaEnigland, with someone who would
mother him and cure his stammering™ (O'Brieifie 37). He contracted typhoid fever in
1854 and returned to Avondale in 1855 (O'Brieife 37-38). As a result of his
susceptibilities, Parnell was homeschooled by suémd governesses to which he was
quite obstinate (O'Brienife 38). His passion for practical science was sadiaty
studying the mechanical devices used at the faguérry (Haslip 12). He was sent to an
English boys' school where, "He was idle, reatklitesisted the authority of the masters
(though submissive to the head of the establisityneisliked his fellow-pupils, and was
disliked by them" (O'Brien..ife 38). He showed great aptitude for mathematicks a
cricket (O'BrienLife 38, 41). According to his older brother Johne'liked fighting for
fighting sake" (O'Brienl.ife 37).

In 1859, Charles Stewart's father, John Henry@ladied suddenly in a cricket
match in the Phoenix Park, Dublin (Haslip 14). rféen-year old Charles Stewart, "was
old enough to realize that the one steadying initaeen his life had gone" (Haslip 14).

Ultimately, he returned to England as a stude@arhbridge University in 1865
(O'Brien,Life 40). While at Cambridge, Parnell's widowed matelia and younger
sister, Fanny became embroiled in the Fenian briotiogl (O'BrienLife 44-45). The
Fenian newspapérish People which began circulation in 1863, regularly aceepthe
work of Fanny Parnell (O'Brievife 44). Seeing Fenianism as an ideal outlet for her
anti-English sentiment, "Mrs. Parnell especiallgk@ keen interest in the movement,
and did not hesitate to express her views and sgmgsan the Government circles in

which she moved" (O'Briemife 45). Mrs. Parnell did not simply dabble in the
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romanticism of Dublin's I.R.B., she plunged inn Her passion for sensational
excitement, Mrs. Parnell allowed her house to bexone of the chief meeting places for
the rough-and-ready Irish-American officers, whaushed in her drawing-room
smelling of whiskey and wet tweeds" (Haslip 19).Recollections of an Irish Rehel
American Fenian leader John Devoy accounts, "Mas&ll was a strong sympathizer
with the movement [Fenian], and in 1866 paid thespge to New York of several
American officers, released from Mountjoy Prisorshe even sheltered. . .several men
who were 'on the run™ (43). Mrs. Parnell estdidi$ herself on the revolutionary map as
her Dublin home was under police surveillance (@®rife 47). Fanny, too, was on
the authorities' radar as she found herself batigvied by detectives as she left the
courthouse during Fenian O'Donovan Rossa's tridliffh treason (Haslip 22).
Ironically, during this time, Delia's son and Faisnyrother, Charles Stewart was an
officer in the Wicklow Militia (O'BrienLife 47).

The year 1865 was a watershed for the Fenian mewenThe office of the
Fenian newspapéirish Peoplewas raided and the editor John O'Leary and |leastinif)
members were arrested (O'Brigife 45). O'Leary was sentenced to twenty years penal
servitude, staff members were also sentenced tal gervitude (O'BrierL.ife 46).
Home-Rule leader, Isaac Butt served as defensesebfor thelrish PeopleFenians (as
he had done for Young Ireland leadership in 18¥8%. Parnell financed a considerable
portion of the legal fees (Haslip 23). Charlesasie found their Fenian involvement
irritating and resented their participation (Hasdfp). It was not until September 1867

that Charles Stewart Parnell began to contempilete politics (Haslip 29).
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A number of Fenian uprisings were taking plac&mgland, most notable was the
attack on Chester Castle (KineaNew173). "When two of the leading Fenians, Thomas
Kelly and Timothy Deasy, were being taken to jaiManchester, the police van was
attacked and the prisoners released. During theragion an unarmed policeman was
killed" (Kinealy, New173). In November 1867, William O'Meara Allen, Mael Larkin,
and William O'Brien were hanged for this accidekilling and since then have been
identified as the Manchester Martyrs (Kinedifgw173; Haslip 28). Charles Stewart
Parnell was in Cambridge during this tumultuousetiamd "his natural dislike of the
English became intensified by this travesty ofigest(Haslip 29)

After three and one-half years at Cambridge UmsitygrCharles Stewart Parnell
was suspended for an off-campus altercation and mbg have been bribery (Dauvitt,
Fall 107). He never completed his studies at Cambii@gerien,Life 43). Instead he
assumed his responsibilities at Avondale whichudetl developing the slate quarries,
building saw mills, and reclaiming land (Haslip 3During this time he travelled to his
uncle's home in the Champs-Elysées to visit hisédiate family as they spent a great
deal of time there since the Fenian tribulation&&67 (Haslip 25, 32). In Paris, Parnell
met and fell in love with American Mary Woods arethme engaged (Haslip 32). His
flancée remained reserved to the notion of marréegehe traveled to Rome and then
onto America without mentioning either trip to Palir{fHaslip 33). Frustrated by his
distant fiancée, Parnell traveled to America onlypé¢ told "their engagement was
canceled, as she could never bring herself to nsarmgbscure Irish country gentleman,

who had no higher ambitions than the running ofelsteite. She added that she needed a
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brilliant and famous husband whom she could respeeiell as love" (Haslip 34). She
devastated him deeply (Haslip 35). CapitalizindhanAtlantic crossing, Parnell traveled
to Alabama in 1871 to see is brother, John (H&ipO'Brien Life 54). When he first
arrived in Alabama, Parnell "suffered acute indiggsand insomnia, and he would
spend hours shut up in his room, sunk in a stagpathy” (Haslip 36). During his
months in America he found interest in the cottaltspfactories, coal fields, and lumber
operations; he speculated on Wall Street and sekpgrting relationships for Avondale-
made goods (Haslip 36; O'Bridnife 54). During their travels, the Parnell brotheesev
in a serious railway accident; while Charles Steweas unhurt, his brother was seriously
injured (O'BrienLife 55). After nursing John back to health, CharleEsw@rt convinced
his brother to return with him to Avondale (O'Brjéife 56).

As the brothers sat for breakfast at Avondalesamamer morning in 1873, John
Parnell suggested Charles Stewart become a merhBarl@ament (Haslip 41; O'Brien,
Life 56-57). Though he did not act on John's sugge#tid873, he did serve a term as
high sheriff of County Wicklow (Davitt-all 107). However, Parnell entered the
political arena during the General Election of 18#n he contested the seat for County
Dublin (Callanan 51). Home-Rule Party leader ¢satt supported his candidacy and
"convinced his colleagues that they had a splereticliit'>® (Haslip 46). In the election,

Colonel Taylor beat him badly (Davitall 107). InThe Fall of FeudalispnMichael

29. Butt had been acquainted with Charles Steswaihg his mother's involvement with the

Fenian trials (Haslip 23, 46).
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Davitt attributed this loss to Parnell's oratiomlsk "Mr. Parnell's speaking abilities were
of the poorest order during this election contast did not earn for him the promise or
prophecy of future distinction. Like Disraeli, hewer, he commenced badly to end
powerfully, and to command the fame which modeatlar than demerit had at first
turned away" (107-108). Charles Stewart Parnedl m@ deterred and on April 17, 1875,
he was elected a member of Parliament for Countgth®(Callanan 51). On April 22,
1875, Parnell assumed his seat in the House of Goranto witness Joseph Biggar MP
for Cavan launching "his first experiment in obstron™ (Haslip 48).

Frustrated by the inattention to Irish issuesaniBment, Joseph Gillis Biggar,
MP crafted a strategy to completely irritate nonatéoRule supporters. He set about
"deliberately exploiting the procedure of the hqugighout any traditional restraint, for
the purpose of delaying or disorganising or blogkmot simply the government's but the
house's business. This way of harassing the ereamaythe anger and hatred it drew
upon him showed how effective it was" (Moodavitt 130). The junior member of
Parliament, Charles Stewart Parnell was taken éyrtan that seemed immune from
English intimidation and defied the example of HeRwde leader, Isaac Butt, MP
(Haslip 52). Charles Stewart Parnell, "quicklyrgal notoriety as Biggar's most
distinguished pupil in the art of parliamentary wbstion” (Moody,Davitt 131). On
April 12, 1877 Isaac Butt publically condemned FRdirim front of the House of

Commons for his active obstruction to the mutiny(dloody, Davitt 132). As Butt

30. To represent a constituency in Parliamenideesy was not required (e.g. Parnell lived in

County Wexford and represented County Meath.).
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"rose, amidst the cheers of the English membememounce one of his own
countrymen, he might of realized that he was sgdlia political doom in Ireland"
(Haslip 60). Butt's fate was confirmed at the Astgl877 Home Rule Confederation of
Great Britain convention when Parnell defeated Bartthe presidency (Moodypavitt
132). InThe Fall of FeudalismDavitt reflects upon:
the constitutional movement, which had Home Rlaled reform,
and the franchise for its programme, lacked botuparity and
combativeness. It was mainly Mr. Butt's movemedhlils great
gualities had given it form and life out of the delof the previous
moral-force agitation, which Duffy, Lucas, Mooredaothers had,
in turn, rescued from the shipwreck of O'Conné&kpeal failure.
Possibly the father of Home Rule was too old &mllhis offspring
in the field of more vigorous action. In any casis, party was not
in any real sense a fighting force. He was ndiiagme for this.
The country had been appealed to by him for abigiparliamentary
delegation, and those whom it elected to his stahslaared with him
the right and authority of deciding upon the pland policies to be
put into operation. He was held in constraintMeen his right and
left wings -- between the more numerous nominal EldRalers and
the small Parnell-Biggar contingent -- compelledecognize the
paramount claims and influence of numbers whereWwis views and

predilections might incline him to the side of there militant section.
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Had the membership of his party been in an invpreportion to such

composition, it is more than probable that Mr. Butiuld have

reconciled his views of parliamentary tactics te #xigencies of a

more combative Irish representation in the Houséahmons, backed

by an organized, semi-revolutionary agitation gldnd. (118-119)
With the obstructionists leading the helm of thetéeRule Party, movement on Irish
issues seemed possible (Cashman 68-69). But mpani@ry progress was just one aspect
in realizing the goal towards national independengey parliamentary movement in
England, though promising, was a remote concetftitedrish tenant farmer. As Daniel
O'Connell successfully empowered the peasantry thd@liCatholic Rent" (one penny
per month) in 1823 (Whyte, “Age” 206), Davitt recozed the necessity of harnessing
the power of the masses to ensure unity and mabdiz (Kane 259). As such, it was
critical to channel efforts towards a common, naiarievance, namely landlordism:

Landlordism, in its effects and record, was twatgs and

others the symbol and expression of social ilgasesting

upon foreign rule. It stood for the menace atien, the dark,

dread shadow which almost always loomed oveetbrdour

hundred thousand households. The landlord's nigiant eviction

or emigration to the tenant when it did not stéordack-rent and

poverty. Hatred of this system was all but ursaéat home,

while among the exiled Irish across the Atlatiiere was
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perhaps a more relentless feeling still againshlkandlordism.
(Davitt, Fall 120)

After traveling to America (summer 1878) to visith his family and speak in a
multi-state lecture series regarding his experigrasea political prisoner, Davitt
recognized the power of the grieved Diaspora (Cash@7-68, 71). Dauvitt's speaking
engagements were organized by Dr. William Carfolihkn na Gael executive (Moody,
Davitt 225-226). Dauvitt traveled incessantly through Delser 1878 speaking in most
instances to the Clan na Gael membership (Kingvidydy, Davitt, 224-270). During
this time, Davitt's relationship with American Fanileader, John Devoy was honed
(Cashman 71). Iihe Fall of FeudalismDavitt details his agenda during such meetings:

An "alliance " between the revolutionary or Fenaganization
and Mr. Parnell was neither directly nor inditectrged or
advised in any way, at any of such meetingstleravise by me.
What was proposed was an open participation iigu
movements in Ireland by extreme men, not in opioosto Mr.
Parnell or moral-force supporters, but with tih@wof bringing

an advanced nationalist spirit and revolutioraugpose into Irish
public life, in a friendly rivalry with moderatgationalists, in the
work of making English rule more difficult or irapsible, and for
such a line of action | appealed both for ClarGseel and general

Irish-American approval and support. (Dawiall 125)
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Devoy shared Davitt's belief of uniting nationaiaind constitutionalists towards a
common purpose, namely the land question. Thiegbphical agreement was
publically confirmed at the October 13, 1878 Brgokspeaking engagement (Dauvitt,
Fall 125; Moody,Davitt 238-239). Moody in referencing Devoy's more rabic
impromptu presentation at the Brooklyn meeting gasgs, "Davitt was learning more
from American Fenians than they were learning from" (Moody, Davitt 239-240).
On December 8, 1878 during his final Americanueetof the tour, Devoy's

influence became apparent (Moo@®gvitt 260-263). During this lecture, Davitt spoke
of the shortcomings of historic and contemporaighinationalist policy (MoodyDavitt
260). He underscores the self-defeating, divideateggies that undermined advancement
as he proposed a new alliance:

The difficulties in the way of such an unitecshripublic

movement are to be found in the unreasonableqhics

and suicidal antagonism which exists betweentioeparties

who each assume to be Ireland's benefactore N#tionalist

and the Irish-Constitutional bodies. This mutgbosition

has weakened both, diffused bad blood amongdhemunity,

increased the number of non-participants in thigigal life of

the country, and strengthened the position ottercive

faction. .. They [Constitutionalists] are asipinent in the political

arena as the Nationalists, -- more so, in facthay have a public

policy to catch the public ear and eye. Theyehavollowing in
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Ireland which is at once powerful and influentehd cannot,

therefore, be ignored. They have enlisted th@eumf the

Catholic clergy, and count the middle class ef¢buntry as

belonging to their party. (qtd. in Cashman 8%-87
This very public declaration for the desire for pemtion between nationalists and
and constitutionalists also detailed a seven-gmiogram proposal (Cashman 89-90).
The seven-point proposal included aspirationsrishIself-government; the story of the
Irish to be known world-wide world and its oppositito prejudice and coercive policy;
immediate land reform; development of natural reses; local governmental structures;
educational reform; and the right to bear arms @& 89-90). The third proposition
calling for land reform became priority on the @fénis Boston lecture on December 8.
Davitt and American Fenians "agreed that the ldmill be made the basis of the
national fight, and that all nationalist energibewd be enlisted in a contest with the
English landlord and political garrison for the awship of the land and the control of
the public bodies in the country” (Daviltall 130).

In a letter dated December 11, 1878, John Deva (wput from Davitt and
leading American Fenians) detailed the "New Depatt(MoodyDavitt 264). This New
Departure of aligning constitutionalists with thB.B. and the I.R.B.'s involvement with
agrarian agitation did not receive the supportRfB. leadership at a Paris summit in
January 1879 (Moodyavitt 277-281). Cashman reports:

James Stephens [Fenian Chief]. . .in an intervieim February,

79, on being asked whether the 'New Departuoelavnot take
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the place of the Home Rule movement, and keefrigtepeople's
minds in the groove of constitutional agitatioaction, replied:
‘Not at all; this New Departure has failed. éwver could succeed.
The Home Rule movement sprung up after the defeaie Fenian
physical force movement at that time, and Natfistgjoined it
because, temporarily dispirited by this failutegy hoped such a
movement might accomplish something. In thiythave been
wofully [sic] disappointed, and the fall of thefe Rule party
rang the death knell of constitutional agitateanong Irish
Nationalists. (96)
Davitt's and Devoy's vision of December 1878 wassapported by I.R.B. leadership.
However, the circumstances that would unfold ifalnd in the months to come would

validate the notions of these Fenian idealists.



Chapter Six
THE LAND WAR: EVICTION AND AGITATION
In the General Election of 1874, devout Catholimés Daly of Castelbat,
ignored the wishes of local bishops and clergysupported the candidacy of the then,
"Connacht representative for the Supreme Councti®i.R.B.," John O'Connor Power
for member of Parliament for County Mayo (Moranahp' 190). In addition to his
commitment to freeing Fenian prisoners, Galwayweafower believed home rule could
be obtained by incorporating both constitutional egvolutionary means (Jordan,
"Power" 47, 49, 54). After a high-profile, contstelectior® John O'Connor Power
prevailed in a by-election in May 1874 (Jordan,Wed' 51). After taking his seat in
Parliament, he "quickly identified himself in parnent as a supporter of the moderate

home-rule platform of Butt" (Jordan, "Power" 53).

31. Not to be confused with his contemporary, Jabaly of Irishtown (MoodyDavitt, 284).

32. As Davitt and Parnell, John O'Connor Power &lag born in the year 1846 (Jordan, "Power"
47).

33. Anticipating Archbishop MacHale's support d€nnor Power's candidacy, Father Patrick
Lavelle of Cong and Bishop Conway of Killala nontied two other candidates prior to MacHale's arrival
This maneuver essentially forced a checkmate Withnbminations, thereby denying Power clerical
support and ultimately the MP position. Howevefgarth candidate appealed the candidacy on a
technicality regarding the timely appointment ofexpense agent; Power was added to the ballot and

defeated Lavelle's and Conway's candidate (MdRanljcal146-150).

136



137

Former student of St. Jarlath's College, John "@oPower, "was politically
and culturally the representative of local initiatin Irish politics. He was heir to the
tradition of the eighteenth- and nineteenth-censagret societies, the local committees
of the Catholic Association of the 1820s and thst{famine farmers' associations, all of
which operated independently of central directi@Qldrdan, "Power" 46). Power's
commitment to local grievances was certainly incawhwith James Daly of Castlebar's
local sensibilities (Jordan, "Daly" 198). With @istent philosophies in respect to
regional agrarian needs, the union of a Fenianrettsbnist member of Parliament with
a farmer-editor-in-chief of th€onnaught Telegraptould prove to be a powerful force
in the nationalist movement: "Daly and Power shat the land movement could
mobilize the tenant farmers in defense of theimeooic interests while linking the
struggle against landlordism with that for natiomalependence” (Jordaband211).

The year 1877 marks the first year of a three-ggaicultural depression ("A
Chronology” 416). The unusual combination of faglicrops (attributed to exceptionally
wet weather) and falling prices fostered an envirent rich in "bankruptcy, starvation,
and eviction" (Moody, "Fenianism" 237). This agitaral crisis of the late 1870s was
not solely an Irish issue, it was a European-wigtecaltural depression (Kane 251).

North-Dublin farmer Andrew J. Kettle described tmeps of 1877 as "very
inferior" and "that the crop of 1878, though it hadsome areas been promising, had
turned out to be the least profitable of any raiseldeland during the last thirty years"
(gtd. in Moody,Davitt 273). InPriests and People in IrelanBarrister and author

Michael J. F. McCarthy recalls, "that dreadful restvof '79. The corn was not only
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miserably poor, but the weather was so bad thvedst almost impossible to save it. |
happened to be riding with my uncle to Bartlemy kaicounty Cork, on the 17th of
September that year; and we passed several fielggmwhich was still as green as
grass!" (232).

The preceding passage speaks to the weather dberigme of the agricultural
crisis in Ireland. While anecdotal recollectiorasn a gruesome picture, the
observational data yields unequivocal hardsRiglminary 187914). The crops of
1879 had little chance of salvage given the yeandocooler temperatures, increased
cloud coverage, and extreme rain conditions (exeeskiring the second and third
guarters; lacking in the fourth quartePréliminary 187914).

Economic and survival conditions of the Irish famgiclass and peasantry were
deteriorating rapidly. "According to official sistics issued by the Irish registrar-
general, the total value of Irish crops in 1876 wsismated to be worth £36,000,000; in
1877, £28,000,000; in 1879, £22,000,000" (Dat4#l] 187). In addition to the cold and
driving rains, "competition from American beef deodown prices in an English market"
(JordanlLand200). InDavitt and Irish RevolutionMoody describes the American
impact, "the mid-west corn-belt, was one of the ntlesving regions of America and a
source of those cheap agricultural products whofbexi into Europe was contributing to
the increasing agricultural depression in Irelafit#l).

In the Connacht region, much of the annual incerag derived from migrant
work in both England and Scotland. By far, Couvigyo supplied "the largest number

of seasonal migrants for harvest work. . . Fromdpene-fifth of the national total [of
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migrant workers] in 1841 they amounted to aboutloaléin 1880 (10,198 out of
22,900). Of these 10,198 migrants, about 44 petrwere farmers” (MoodyDavitt 3).
In "James Daly and the Rise and Fall of the Lanaigue in the West of Ireland,” Irish
historian Gerard Moran attributes the "dramatididedn seasonal migration
remittances"” and "major reduction in credit fambktfrom shopkeepers" as key factors in
the west of Ireland'’s relative economic catastrdpbaly” 192). During the prosperous,
Post-Famine years prior to the downturn in 1877:

The willingness of bankers and shopkeepers tovadimall

farmers to run up debts was strengthened by Glad's

land act of 1870 which gave tenants a tangitlikrést in

their holdings that creditors could accept asisgcfor

loans. Nearly half the occupiers of land werawilg in

debt when in 1877 the banks became seriouslynathby

the bad harvest of that year and began to puttaan further

advances. (Moodyavitt 329-330)
With shopkeepers and banks reining in speculagimdihg, farmers faced yet another
challenge in their pursuit to earn a living. Yibe shopkeepers and bankers were far
from insensitive to the farmers; their livelihooépgnded upon them: "Fortunately for
farmers, the economic position of townsmen was sughthey had an interest in the
farmers' cause. . .if the depression meant thatdes could no longer afford to buy the
luxuries and even necessities to which they hagerbe accustomed. . .a return to

subsistence living by farmers was disastrous” {Cl&ocial" 450).
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In Connacht, where the Great Famine took its getdbll on human life (Lee 2),
the rural classes feared its return (Moddgyitt 3). As in the years leading up to the
Great Famine, potatoes were the primary food saartiee westerly counties. During
these years, the potato was the greatest of tipefailares (Davitt, Fall 187).

Table 3

Average Rate of Potato Crop to the Statute Acr@@ns), in Each Year from 1870 to

1879

Galway Mayo Roscommon Sligo
1870 3.9 3.7 3.2 3.4
1871 3.1 2.7 2.4 2.6
1872 2.8 2.0 1.8 1.9
1873 2.9 2.4 3.1 2.6
1874 3.9 4.0 3.6 3.3
1875 3.9 3.4 3.1 3.2
1876 4.8 5.1 5.7 5.3
1877 2.5 1.8 1.8 1.3
1878 3.1 3.0 3.0 3.1
1879 1.4 1.4 1.3 0.8

Source: Preliminary Report on the Returns of AgriculturabBuce in Ireland in the
Year 187937-38.

The challenges went far beyond the failed potatp.c An avian cholera outbreak
in County Mayo annihilated the chicken populatiathvan average county-wide loss of
twenty percent, thirty-eight percent in eastern MéjordanLand204). Even the
plentiful turf proved unreliable as a fuel sourcgidg this time of inclement weather
since ample drying time was not afforded betwearsr@lordanl.and200). The scarcity
of fuel and its effect on the small farmers andtabs is specifically speculated upon in

thePreliminary Report on the Returns of AgriculturabBuce in Ireland in 187916).
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With memories of the Great Famine aged less tifaty years, and economic
indicators paving the road to homelessness, Ieamihg families' concerns were rational
and founded. I\ Death-Dealing Famindrish historian Christine Kinealy states, "The
memory of the Famine provided an additional sefisejustice against land owners and,
increasingly, the British state” (154). Despitelliain Gladstone’s Landlord and Tenant
Act of 1870, which limited justification of evictis due to non-payment of rent,
"Evictions increased after 1879. .. In 1880 aJaner 2,000 families were evicted"
(Kinealy,New176). Table 4 illustrates eviction data per proeiand Ireland as a whole
in a year prior to and the years following the Laud of 1870 through the first half of
the land agitation. Table 5 is presented to pmyidrspective with respect to evictions
following the Great Famine; while the number ewns did rise, they did not materialize

into the vast numbers during the Post-Famine cheasa
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Number of Families Evicted in 1865, and 1872-1880
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1865 | 1872| 1873 1874 1876 1876 187 1878 1879 1
Ulster 291 139 129| 196| 106| 164 68 88| 172 497
Leinster 232| 113 131| 107| 124 151 160, 275| 354| 484
Munster 183 101| 208| 177 161, 134| 117| 252 399| 742
Connacht| 236| 173| 203| 246| 276| 104| 118| 365| 313| 387
Ireland 942 526| 671 726| 667| 555| 463| 980| 1238 2110

Source: The Irish Landlord and his Accusers with an AccarfriVlisguided Legislation

and Consequent Demoralization and Danger, SocidlRalitical, 522.

Table 5

Number of Families Evicted, 1849-1854

1849 1850 1851 1852 1853 1854
Ulster 1893 1961 1140 770 454 226
Leinster 3353 4015 3192 1827 1354 534
Munster 7287 8957 5010 3067 1148 633
Connacht 4153 5016 3855 2927 1877 763
Ireland 16686 19949| 13197 8591 4833 2156

Source: The Irish Landlord and his Accusers with an AccarfriYlisguided Legislation

and Consequent Demoralization and Danger, SocidlRalitical, 522.

880
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In The Fall of FeudalismMichael Davitt reflects upon this time of despair

Ireland:

It was a matter of indifference to the Downinge$t rulers

of Ireland how or to what extent the bad harvasts falling

prices of the years 1877 and 1878 could or shafiégtt the

payments of rents after culminating crop failur¢he summer

of 1879. A domestic government would not bedlio such a

condition of things, but an English governmentrefand was

extra blind where it did not wish to see or ki truth. (186-87)
The sentiment behind these words united large g@rsaind tenant farmers for the first
time. Together, they demanded "immediate rel@nfleconomic distress and for the end
of landlordism and the establishment of peasant tarnership” (Jordar,and 208-09).

To communicate such demands, James Daly of Castlelayo farmers and
shopkeepers sought out to organize "a protest ngeetiaggrieved farmers, to be held at
Irishtown" (Moody,Davitt 284). Irishtown is essentially the center of Cacirt (Moody,
Davitt 284). James Daly served as the chairth@vioran, “Daly” 193). John O'Connor
Power the MP for County Mayo committed to speaKibgvitt, Fall 146). Following his

Atlantic crossing, Davitt traveled throughout tleuntry-side of his native Connacht

34. Local priests usually served as the chaiptdalic events during the 1860s-1870s. Due to the
Archbishop of Tuam John MacHale forbidding prigfisten participating in such political activities,ish
honor was left to the laity; James Daly's role lzaircspeaks to his local prominence (Moran, "Ddl91-

192).
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(Davitt, Fall 146). During this time, Davitt became aware ofyCand other Mayo men's
pending demonstration for the anticipated evicbbparish priest Canon Geoffrey
Bourke’s tenant§ (Moody, Davitt 284). The Irishtown meeting is described by Miha
Dauvitt:

The old landlord of Quinaltagh, a townland nearnvilage

of Irishtown, was a Mr. R. Kirwan. His estate waschased

in 1857 by one Walter Burke [Bourke]. The newdiand

doubled the old rent immediately on the twenty-temants

of the property, and in addition fined each a-yafir's rental

with the alternative of eviction. Some of thedamas of poor

quality, and the increased rents could only bd pgithe

smaller tenants out of remittances from relatime&merica.

Early in 1879 Mr. Burke [Bourke] died. All the tamts on the

estate were in arrears. The executor under titdded's will was

his brother, the late Rev. Geoffrey Canon Burkerishtown.

It was represented to me by the tenants that teeudar had

threatened to dispossess them unless the arresespaid, while

35. Moody debates the traditional view of thetrayal of Canon Geoffrey Bourke. He contends
the owner was the Canon's nephew Joseph BourkpramitilesConnaught Telegraps'reference leases
established in 1855 thereby precluding them fromddoubled. According to Moody, Daly of Castlebar
insisted the Irishtown meeting was not about alsiegtate event, but about regional, wide-spread

objections Davitt 292-294).
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they complained that because he was a clergynegnctiuld not
obtain a hearing for their case in the local prdbsall 146-147)

Although he did not attend the Irishtown meetiDgyitt assisted with its
promotion (MoodyDavitt 288,290): "find[ing] speakers, and prepare]irigd hecessary
resolutions” (DavittFall 147). This Irishtown gathering attracted thousafedtimates
range from four to fifteen thousand) and it is daexdiwith "precipitat[ing] a general
agitation in the west" (Moody, "Fenianism" 237)helresult of this relatively peaceful
protest was the Canon Bourke's withdrawal of thetiewms and a twenty-five percent
abatement in rents (Davitall 150). This April 20, 1879 event was widely pulded
by the Catholic-owned th€onnaught TelegrapfiForgotten 1-2). It is without question
that, "Daly's. . .newspaper was the most imponahicle for spreading the ideals and
principles of this demonstration throughout theaayjy(Moran, "Daly" 192).

After considerable discussion in private meetilddighael Davitt and exiled
Fenian John Devoy recognized the need "for a leatlercould control and direct the
passions that would both energise, and be genetatdbe agitation” (MoodyDavitt
296-299). The pair believed Charles Stewart Phariié was the natural choice. After
some pressuring and established conditions, Paoe#ipted this charge in early June
1879 (MoodyDavitt 297-298). As such, Parnell agreed to speak atiéstport
engagement.

The success of this Irishtown meeting, set theestagthe land meeting in
Westport, County Mayo on June 8, 1879 (King 17; Mg®avitt 298). This event was

chaired and advertised, once again, by James D&wgsilebar (Moran, "Daly" 193).
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Meeting organizers could not have anticipated tasce from the most nationalist of
leaders. In th&reeman's Journabf June 7, 1879 was a letter to the editor suleahitty
the esteemed Archbishop of Tuam, "John" (Moddlyyitt 303):

Dear Sir, -- In a telegraphic message exhibitedtds

the end of last week in a public room of this toan Irish

member of Parliament has unwittingly expresseddasliiness

to attend a meeting convened in a mysterious &wtderly

manner, which is to be held, it seems, in WestporSunday

next. Of the sympathy of the Catholic clergythoe rack-rented

tenantry of Ireland, and of their willingness twaperate

earnestly in redressing their grievances, abunelddence

exists in historic Mayo, as elsewhere. But niggitrolling, acts

and words of menace, with arms in hand, the pedfan of what

is most sacred in religion -- all the result ofless and occult

association, eminently merit the solemn condeianaif the

ministers of religion, as directly tending to irafyi and disorder

in Church and in society. Against such combimatim this diocese,

organized by a few designing men, who. insteati®ivell-being of

the community, seek only to promote their persamarests,

the faithful clergy will not falil to raise theiravning voices, and

to point out to the people that unhallowed comtioms lead

invariablyto disaster and to the firmer rivetingloe chains by
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which we are unhappily bound as a subordinate |pegofa

dominant race. | remain, dear sir, "Faithfullyuys,

+John, Archbishop of Tuam." ("To the Editdrthe Freeman" 2)
This condemnation from the most nationalistic leadféhe Irish Catholic Church may
appear unpatriotic, but given his upbringing arsldisdain for revolution (recall
MacHale's uncle's escape during the French Rewolatnd his childhood priest's anti-
revolutionary teachings), perhaps it was a propheéirning. Or, perhaps his nameless
reference to Charles Stewart Parnell indicatesewonaver secular control over his flock.
Refusing to believe this ecclesiastic patriot cqueéeh such a letter, many in Mayo
believed the Archbishop’s nephew, Dr. Thomas MaeHdlcar General (Jordaband
223). Regardless, this clear censure (in theawglpded "clerical participation [which]
had been a prerequisite of success for any agitatithe past” (Moran, “Daly” 192). In
The Fall of FeudalismDavitt reflects upon Parnell's response to titedevhen asked if
he still intended to attend:

"Will | attend? Certainly. Why not? | have preed to be

there, and you can count upon my keeping that [z@fh

This was superb. Here was a leader at last wdr@deno man

who stood against the people, no matter whatdpatation or

record might be; a leader, too, who, though aeRtant, might,

on that account, be more politically subservierd great

Catholic prelate on public issues than the Cathmditionalists

of Mayo would consent to be in such a democraticse. It was
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Mr. Parnell's first momentous step in his progtesgards the
leadership of a race mostly Catholic, and | hdwags considered
it the most courageously wise act of his wholetjpall career.
(153-154)

It was at this venue Charles Stewart Parnell, yp&ngtestant, County Wicklow
landowner and newly elected member of Parliamesit $poke to the crowd and
encouraged the subjugated Irish to "hold a firnp gfiyour homesteads and lands"
(Moody, "Fenianism" 237). Many Irish, particulartythe west, would come to embrace
Parnell’s simple directive, regardless of cost,hdt or consequence.

Despite Archbishop John MacHale's letter, the Warsimeeting's attendance
hovered around 8000 (Jorddrand226). The attendees experienced "The prevailing
spirit. . .anti-rent and anti-eviction" (Davitall 154). Judging by the attendance, "The
meeting and the ensuing publicity added momentuthganovement and proved to the
Catholic Hierarchy of the west and to many loc#gts that clerical disapproval would
not keep the people away from the agitation" (Jordand229). Following the
Westport Meeting, it became abundantly clear tldhe clergy wanted to regain their
leadership of rural society they would have to ddg forging a role for themselves
within the agitation" (Jordar,and 226).

On August 16, 1879 at a hotel in Castlebar, theéddat Land League of Mayo
was formed (Davittfall 160-163). In his memoiihe Fall of FeudalismDavitt states,
"The plan and purpose of the leaders of the neguleavere to supplant the tenants'

defence associations, which had provided a platfornMr. Butt and the Hom&ulers
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on the land question, and to create an aggressvemment which would try to rally the
whole country in a fight against the whole landtegs' (164). John James Louden,
barrister from Westport, was elected president;efabualy of Castlebar was named vice-
president (MoodyDavitt 271, 317-318). The National Land League of Malyeidjed
from the traditional tenants' defense associatiotisat it was more organized and more
radical (Moran, "Daly” 196). The newly organizedtdnal Land League of Mayo
gained momentum: "On six Sundays from 31 Augudt@ctober, the land crisis was
ventilated at sixteen mass meetings; four of these in Mayo, three in County Galway,
and two in County Sligo, while the remaining sewere widely scattered-one in each of
the counties of Limerick, Cork, Carlow, Queen’s @ Meath, and Londonderry"
(Moody, Davitt 320). The major agenda items at the land meetingSounty Mayo and
surrounding areas, (based on resolutions) wereeenttions and peasant proprietorship
(JordanLand231). Atthese land meetings, "the farmers wegelliarly counseled at
land meetings to pay the rent last” (Jordaand 233). Due to its more extreme approach
(i.e. threat of violence), the National Land Leag@®layo realized some local rent
abatements of up to thirty percent (Moran, "Dal96)L

The National Land League of Mayo was short-livethder the presidential
leadership of Parnell, the Irish National Land Leagvas established on October 21,
1879 (Moody Davitt 325; Moran, "Daly" 196). This new League supeeskits regional
precursor (Moran, "Daly" 196). Parnell's accepeaotthe presidency hinged upon the
adoption of a parliamentary approach and the Léagusorption of local Tenants'

Defense Associations (Davittall 170). By design, Parnell's stipulations sought to
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provide a systemic and unified strategy to anstveddnd question. The establishment
of the Irish National Land League was essentidlé/manifestation of Devoy's and
Davitt's, "New Departure"; however, this updated mieparture, despite its similarity,
was developed in Ireland with conditions establisbg the masses, not Fenian leaders;
as such, this updated new departure had greateabfpoody,Davitt 325-326). In
forming the Land League, Davitt's "intention waddad a nationwide campaign for the
establishment of the three Fs. Peasant propriepovgas the ultimate aim of the League,
together with the eradication of the landlord systéKinealy,New177). With the
centralization of the Land League, local branchesevestablished to organize "public
meetings to further the land agitation in its de$tand to protest against evictions"
(Moody, Davitt 345). The local branches also collected membeffsieis to be used for
tenant-land issues; those branches that forwargedti@n of their collections to the
central Land League would be assisted by the demganization in dealing with tenant-
land issues, if needed and approved (Modxbwitt 344).

In A New History of IrelandChristine Kinealy cites the formation of the Land
League in late 1879 as initiating the "Land War7{L This Land War proved to be a
two and one-half year span of time in which wideegg violence and collective
community action quickly established this movenena departure from the usual
generational uprising.

In an attempt to extinguish the expansion of tighINational Land League, the
government charged Michael Davitt, James Daly aftiéhar, and James Bryce Killen

(Belfast barrister) with sedition (Daviftall 178; King 24; Moran, "Daly" 197). This
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November 1879 arrest stemmed from words spokedreaBtirteen Land League
Meeting, County Sligo: "I [Davitt] made a very \e@at attack upon rent, and hinted at a
coming combination of farmers and others which waweep landlords and rent out of
the country. Messrs. Daly and Killen followed isienilar strain, the speeches being
taken town by a government reporter” (Da\il 178). Due to the defense
orchestration of obstructionist Mr. John Biggar, KBunty Cavan, the Sligo
prosecutions were a heavily publicized farce, aihation to the crown (Davittfall
181-182). The "Gurteen Three" were released ity E@&cember 1879 (Moran, "Daly"
197).

Shortly after the "Gurteen Three" were releasedrféb Stewart Parnell arrived
in New York on January 2, 1880 to heighten awareoéshe land question and actively
raise funds for the Land League (Jenkins 67). €uridrary 2, 1880, Charles Stewart
Parnell was invited to address the United Statassel@f Representatives on the land
guestion (Jenkins 69; MoodRavitt 357). Parnell was well-received throughout
America: "His progress in America was a triumpbi@cession. He went everywhere,
and everywhere he was received with open arms'ri@ifRecollection04). The
sixty-two city North American tour was financiakyccessful as well yielding two-
hundred thousand dollars (O'Bridkecollection04). Parnell returned to Ireland on
March 21, 1880 (O'BrierRecollection12).

In addition to the immediate objectives of staviifyeviction and organizing for
the purpose of rent reduction, the Land Leaguedaunecessary to provide relief during

the winter of 1879-1880 (DavitEall 266; Moody, "Fenianism” 238). The Land League
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provided "the new potato and other seed. . .foptharer class of Western tenants” to
avert another famine (Davifall 266). Such relief efforts required funding froousces
outside of Ireland: "The Land League. . .has bmesily engaged in the work of
distributing the money entrusted to it for thee&bf distress, and the money continues to
flow in, in considerable sums, from various pladrs,chiefly of course, from America”
("Meetings" 1). The American Fenian organizatiGtgan na Gael "gave the league
timely financial help, which quickly broadened anitb powerful backing from all
sections of Irish nationalist opinion in Americd@ody, "Fenianism" 238).
In "The Origins and Development of Boycotting,” Marindicates, "By 1880, the

Land League and the landlords were in open conflittt each other and the tenants
resorted to various tactics to advance their ca(#®" Examples of tenants tactics
include: a process-server being "seized by thelpeseverely handled, and as stated
hanged from a tree by the feet until every proeess shaken out and destroyed"
("Assaulting” 25); agrarian outrages against larabgers such as "a large quantity of
hay-about 50 tons-was maliciously set on fire" (tNation” 7); and the multi-day
assembly of up to two-thousand people at an evidite ("People” 24). In their protests,
the peasantry, including women, was resolute desipé escalation of violence:

the people had assembled to the number of a thdusa

under, from all parts of the district. The polimembering

about fifty or sixty. . .proceeded to escort Fenthe process-

server, from house to house. . .[at] The firstdeothey visited

... Women surrounded the door, and as Fenteanaed to effect
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service they clutched the process and tore ihteds. The police
then charged all around with their sword bayon&tsjnding
several severely. . . The police then proceedelet cabin of a
man named Conealy. . .service was effectedamed Mackle's
house was next visited. The women again surralittteedoor
... The police charged a second time indiscrataly. . .sticks and
stones were freely used, and a terrible meleeeehstlihe police
fired. . .then the process server attempted toetehe document.
The woman, as before, snatched it out of his lzarttidestroyed
it. Sub-Inspector Gibbons rushed into the hoasd,as he
advanced to the hearth Mrs. Mackle lifted a blgzioal and
smashed it about the back of his neck. He bbasty retreat to
the door and was severely burned ("People"” 24).

In May 1880, John O'Connor Power, MP introduced@benpensation for
Disturbance Bill which sought to repeal the "clausthe [Land] act of 1870 which
denied compensation for disturbance where the temas evicted for non-payment of
rent” (Davitt,Fall 260). The intention of the bill was to curtail timereasing number of
evictions for non-payment by making evictions atlgogenture for landlords (Jordan,
"Power" 60). This bill's introduction angered somembers of the radical sect of the
Land League, including Davitt, who was on a spegkaur in America during this time
(Jordan, "Power" 60; Moodyjavitt 392- 395). This was not a unilateral move on the

part of Power as "It had been adopted for intradadn the house at a meeting of the
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Irish party on a motion by Parnell" (Jordan, "Pdin&9). Although a revised form of the
this bill was supported by Chief Secretary fordrel William Forster, Prime Minister
William Gladstone, and the House of Commons, thagdwf Lords refuted it on August
3, 1880 (Chambers 44). The bill was rejected bgta of 282-51 ("Editor's" Oct. 803).
Despite the Land League's polarized opinions obile

on that 10th August Mr. Egan [Land League trea$ure

proposed the following resolution : -- "That tleeent

action of the English House of Lords in throwing the

Compensation for Disturbance Bill confirms ushie belief

that the settlement of the Irish land questiotsrasth the

Irish people themselves. We, therefore, reitevatecall to

the country to press forward the organisatiorhefNational

Land League, to refuse to pay all unjust rentsake no farm

from which a tenant has been evicted, under aymistances;

to buy no cattle, crops, or other property takamrént, and to

form a general industrial union (which the lawi€abnspiracy)

against landlord monopolies.R¢port of the Triai9)
Needless to say, The Land War was fueled by thisapzentary defeat (Waldron,
Maamtrasnal®6).

The harvest of 1880 was an improvement, a welcdoneak from the three-year

agriculture crisis (Davitti-all 266). As a result, the tenants, once again, Hadhaof

"currency.” The tenants believed it "ought nogtoin payment of rent” (DavitEall
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266). In order to express this control over tloeirency, the tenants assumed the battle
cry, "Hold the Harvest!" (Davitt-all 266). This "Hold the Harvest!" plan of action was
encouraged by American nationalists (Moddgyitt 399).

The American investment in the Land League wasitoid and funds, in some
cases, were linked to the degree of agitation. rigae journalist and Land League
supporter, James Redpath (Hannen 59) in his mite8dger 1880 speech to the Mayo
peasantry condemned the use of American dollarartsithe payment of rent (Dauvitt,
Fall 267):

| have lectured in the United States and raiseday for the
starving people of Ireland, and everywhere | toale to mention
that the English government was dastardly enaogititempt to
overawe the people, and | added that they didwetawe them.

| did not come here today to speak, but to ses atir American
mortgages. We Americans are practicapfge and when we give
money we like to see what is done with it. & fhish people

give that money to the landlords a blight upaa lifish crop of
children would be the best thing for Irelanddekpise the Irishmen
who mention fair rents and long leases. The Acaarpeople will
stand by you if you assert your rights. We dthittk a so-called
landlord has any right to hunt away men and ptatte in their stead.
We were told but did not believe that the moneyeiica sent you

would be paid to landlords for rent. We did send it for that purpose.
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Don't hope for peace nor want it till every marhis own landlord and

tenant. (gtd. in Davitkall 267-288)
By essentially threatening to cut-off American fical support if it were used to feed the
landlord-tenant cycle, Redpath's words contribtiseelevating the depth of the agitation
from a fight for the "3 Fs" to one of peasant pregrship.

On September 19, 1880 in Ennis, Charles StewaneRaMP, President of the

Land League, orated a new policy (O'BriRecollection®36):

When a man takes a farm from which another has bee

evicted, you must shun him on the roadside, yostrsioun

him on the streets of town, you must shun himhenghop,

you must shun him in the fair green and the mat&eg,

and even in the place of worship. By leaving Bemerely

alone, by putting him in a moral convent, by aiwig him

from the rest of his countrymen as if he wereapeér [sic]

of old. Show him you disgust of the crime he basmitted.

("Parliamentary Debate8'cclvii 28 Jan. 1881, 169Report

of the Trial891)

Captain Charles Cunningham Boycott, agent of bseatee, yet progressive

Mayo landlord, Lord Erne, was experiencing strairedtions with the Lough Mask
tenants during the summer of 1880 (Moran "Origii@). Captain Boycott's reputation
amongst the tenants was not positive: "He comiralhe estate with a military style code

of discipline, with fines being imposed for evemini offenses” (Moran "Origins” 52).
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In addition to managing the estate, Captain Boyfeothed a great deal of the land; as
such, he required the use of hired labor to woekfigdds (DavittFall 275). Three days
after Parnell's speech at Ennis, Boycott issuectievi notices to eighteéhtenants; this
was a largely unsuccessful mission due to the tshaasistance (Moran "Origins" 53-
54). The next day, a large group reported to Ladgisk and "intimidated Boycott's
laborers into leaving his employment, which reqdiiggeat sacrifices on their part for it
was the only income they had" (Moran, "Origins".5MAdditionally, the blacksmith
refused to shoe his horses; the baker refusedtoder bread for inhabitants of Lough
Mask House; letter carriers refused to deliver; dochestics employed by Lough Mask

House stopped workifi(Davitt, Fall 276). By "boycotting™ every aspect of the
Boycotts' existence, the Irish tenants sent a fmdiclear message.

The coordination of this targeted, unrelentingassm was due to the leadership
of the Neale Land League branch president, Fatiter ®’Malley, parish priest of the
Nealé® (Davitt, Fall 274-275; MoodyPavitt 419). O'Malley summoned the Irish

tenants along the shores of Lough Mask and neigidpeommunities to animate

36. InLand and Popular Politics in Irelandhistorian Jordan reports eleven eviction noticessw
issued (287).

37. Despite the wide-spread 'boycott," "some ferstdff and two labourers who looked after the
stables" remained employed during this time (Mof&nrjgins" 55).

38. Fr. John O'Malley, P.P. of the Neale "wasoselpolitical ally of John O'Connor Power and

James Daly" (Jordahand 289).
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Parnell's word® from Ennis and demand rent abatement (Jordamg 287, 289). The
"Boycott Affair" received international notorietyid to Captain Boycott's letter to the
Timesdetailing "his position” (Moran, "Origins" 55). o@sequently, this Mayo
happening garnered the attention of Ulstermen:e"Ulstermen viewed the plight of
Erne's agent with horror and meetings were heloliinout the province expressing
support for Boycott. . . Eventually volunteersnir@avan and Monaghan, many of them
tenants from Lord Rossmore's estate, were sentfgidOrigins” 56). The Land
League crafted, "A manifesto. . .calling on theglemf Mayo to follow the same course
adopted towards Captain Boycott-to let the Orangeams soldiers severely alone”
(Davitt, Fall 277). Regardless of the League's manifesto, taag@men's "arrival in
Mayo placed the onus on the government to providentwith protection as the
authorities were not prepared to allow a large bafdgrmed Ulstermen into the county,
since it was feared that it would lead to open kcirtbetween themselves and the
tenants” (Moran, "Origins" 58). This non-violengncerted effort spoke not only of the
political climate, but to the economic impact oflective action: "Some £350 worth of
potatoes and other crops were eventually harvéstelde 'volunteers' during their stay at
Lough Mask. This was the captain's [sic] own eataof their value, and according to
calculations made at the time it cost the sum 60830 the state and to the supporters of
the expedition to have Boycott's potatoes dug” (Davall 277).

In mid-November, Father John O'Malley, P.P. presicbf the Neale Branch of

39. Moran indicates the use of social ostracisas @ncouraged by James Daly of Castlebar,

Michael Davitt, and American, James Redpath podParnell's speech at Ennis (Moran, "Origins" 50).
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the Land League and Patrick Monahan, presideriteoBallinrobe Branch sent a
telegram to the Land League leadership, "askingest for the neutrality of the Land
League" in, what they believed, should be the steq in the "Boycott Affair” ("Invasion
of Mayo: Special" 6). The League presidents wdstoelead:

Lough Mask tenants to Crom Castle, the home odl IEone at

Newtownbutler, County Fermanagh. The tenant®tdp present

their case against Captain Boycott directly wirtkandlord, with

whom Fr. O'Malley contended the tenants had revgnce. They

hoped that Lord Erne would dismiss his agent drecanderstood

‘Captain Boycott's tyranny is intolerable,’ tlilesaring the way for

tenants to pay their rents. (Jordaand291)
Central Land League secretary Thomas Brennan, loaifo&f the League, responded to
their request (Moran, "Origins" 60): "League megtiully discussed question, and
considered the dignified course for the tenantdipt is to stay at home, and let the
landlord come and look for his rent" ("InvasionNdéyo: Special” 6). In his open letter-
to-the-editor in thé-reeman’s JournalFather O'Malley indicates that while he upheld
the Central Land League's position, "My [his] owgirdon upon the subject remains
strong and unchanged"” ("Invasion of Mayo: To tligdt" 6). Brennan's directive,
coupled with Father O'Malley's response: "the qoesif rents did not enter into our
qguarrel from the beginning; and that the issueoiswvhether rents are fair, but whether
Captain Boycott's tyranny is intolerable,” provigegsexample of local grievances being

used to serve the Central Land League's purpaseaSion of Mayo: To the Editor” 6).
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Following the Orangemen's departure at the endovkelber, Boycott and his family
left Ireland (Moran, "Origins” 60).

At the start of the "Boycott Affair,” another nbta event took place in the Lough
Mask vicinity. On the night of September 25, 1888d Mountmorres attended a
meeting of magistrates in the village of Clonbuo(@ty Galway along the Mayo
border); his body was lying across the road whevag discovered by acting-constable
Burke at approximately 11:00 PM. ("Assassination” Zord Mountmorres was a
landlord with relatively small holdings. It waspated, "He had fifteen tenants, with
whom he had most unfriendly relations, and quitendy obtained ejectment decrees
against some of them" ("Assassination” 7). Thedeuof Lord Mountmorres marked a
turning point. Despite the fact, "the League leakigp counseled against agrarian
outrage," during the fourth quarter of 1880, "tlhwentber of agrarian crimes in Mayo was
300 percent higher than the three-month averagenéofirst year and a half of the Land
War" (JordanLand283-284). To some, Lord Mountmorres’ "assassimatvas the
beginning of the atrocious crimes which spreadtehrough the country and
strengthened the organization of the Land Leagueglénd: The Trial of Michael" 1).
To others, the increase in agrarian crime, inclgdiord Mountmorres' murder, indicated
"the League's loss of influence in Mayo" (Jordaand 283).

Throughout Ireland and especially in the West Lthied War proved to be a very
dangerous time for persons having any connectidim eviictions. Landlords were
frightened by the Lord Mountmorres' assassinatial(iron,Maamtrasnal6).

Landlords and their employees (land agents, bajlgfocess-servers, etc.) were "prime
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targets” of the agrarian violence (Jordaand, 236; WaldronMaamtrasnal9). Table 6
illustrates the escalation of crimes of intimidaticAgrarian murder, specifically those
taking place in Lough Mask vicinity will be explatén depth in a later section.

Table 6

Number of Incidences of "Intimidation by Attackiog Firing into Houses, Injury to

Property or Threatening Letters" (1880-first founnmths of 1882)

1880 1881 January-April, 1882

1947 3258 1337

Source: The Irish Landlord and his Accusers with an AccaefriYlisguided Legislation
and Consequent Demoralization and Danger, SocidlRalitical, 518.

Michael Dauvitt left Ireland on May 9, 1880 for ldeecond trip to America in order
to manage Land League affairs, raise funds, ane s keynote to many engagements;
he returned to Ireland on November 20, 1880 (Mo@ditt 382, 415). As such, he did
not have direct, on-site supervision of Land Leagarticipation during this very active
time, namely: the events surrounding the Compenséir Disturbances Bill; the
speeches of James Redpath and Charles Stewartl Ratr&gnis); and the "Boycott
Affair.” In May 1880, Davitt met Charles StewadrRell's mother and sister (Anna), at
Clan na Gael open-air meetings New York and Newsdk(Moody,Davitt 386).

During Davitt's time in New York, he received "admstrative help from Anna Parnell
who divided her time between the famine Relief Hpedters and the American Land
League offices. It was from this collaborationttBavitt became aware of the dedication

and the organizational abilities of Anna ParnelBr(kins 71). Davitt described Anna "as
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a lady of remarkable ability and energy of chanddteavitt, Fall 300). The timing of
this voyage coincided with the passing of his mptBatherine on July 18, 1880
(Moody, Davitt 396). Shortly after his mother's death, Davitt ar@ther of Parnell's
sisters, Fanny (Moodyavitt 398). Davitt's impression of Fanny was positive;
described her as a "practical as well as a poetcmer” (Davitt,Fall 256).

Fanny Parnell's nationalist belief structure aaspnal history as a Fenian
sympathizer, served to naturally transition heo mistaunch supporter of the Land
League. After moving to "lronsides," the Stewarnhfly home in Bordentown, New
Jersey with her mother and sister in 1873, sheiradaactive in the nationalist cause
(Jenkins 21). Both Fanny and Anna, "wrote letterd published articles in Irish-
American newspapers to counter criticism and agackCharles and the land movement
by the British government” (Jenkins 21). The sstdso helped organize their brother's
fundraising tour during the winter of 1880 and wextko raise money for the Famine
Relief Fund (Jenkins 21). The sisters' fundraising relief work continued into the
summer of 1880. In late summer, Anna Parnell netdito Ireland (Jenkins 71).

In an effort to organize women for the purposéuafiraising for the American
Land League, Fanny Parnell formed the Ladies' lsadand League in October 1880
(O'Neill, "Ladies™ 123). Delia Parnell servedmssident; Ellen Ford as vice-president

and Fanny served as financial secréfhfyoody, Davitt 414). In late October 1880

40. InMarginalization of Revolutionary Sisters: The Bstal of Fanny and Anna Parngll

Evelyn Jenkins presents Fanny as a co-vice-presaehJane Byrne as secretary (72).
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(concurrent to the "boycott" period), the Land Leagn Dublin became aware of an
impending prosecution; fearing Davitt's re-impriswnt, the organization urged him to
remain in America to continue his work (Moodavitt 413). Ignoring their advice,
Dauvitt returned to Ireland on November 10, 1880 @iy Davitt 413).

Recognizing the arrest of key Land League leadlassjust a matter of time,
"Michael Davitt was concerned as to what would leapjto] the work of the League in
their absence. He favoured the idea of a womeaigpgo carry on activities, especially
the relief work necessary to help evicted tenaf@Neill, "Ladies™ 123). Davitt stated,
"This suggestion was laughed at by all except MiarEand myself, and vehemently
opposed by Messrs. Parnell, Dillon, and Brennan feaced we would invite public
ridicule in appearing to put women forward in plaoé danger” (Davitti-all 298).

Davitt combated League dissenters by emphasizemgdernment would have a more
difficult time arresting women because of the it@vie public outcry (O'Neill, "Ladies™
123). In an open letter-to-the-editor, dated Ddweni4, 1880 and published in the
January 1, 18808ation, Fanny Parnell bluntly addressed the women oéirel "l am

glad to see that the ladies in Ireland are comorthe front. It is not a bit too soon. If the
Government puts all the men in prison, the womdhhave to take up the work.On
Fanny's suggestion, the Ladies' Land League wablested in Dublin on January 31,
1881; Anna Parnell assumed a position of leadershififhe Central Land League of the
Ladies of Ireland” (King 33; O'Neill, "Ladies™ 123The Ladies' Land League in Ireland
was formed just in the nick of time. Land Leagaerfder, Michael Davitt was arrested,

once again, on February 3, 1881 for non-compliavite the conditions set forth by his
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ticket of leave (from his previous sentence offigltreason) (Lampson 384). This
visionary leader remained at Portland Prison ih&y 6, 1882 (DavittFall 303, 355).
Disapproval of the Ladies’ Land League did not eaith Fanny’s and Anna’s
brother. In a letter dated March 12, 1881, Dr. BadiMMcCabe, Archbishop of Dublin
denounced the feminine League (O’Neill, "Ladie25}t "the daughters of our Catholic
people are called forth, under the flimsy pretdxtiarity, to take their stand in the noisy
arena of public life. They are asked to forgetrtiadesty of their sex and the high
dignity of their womanhood by leaders who seenriytteckless of consequences” (qtd.
O’Neill, "Ladies™ 125). Archbishop McCabe’s viewgl not go unanswered. In a letter
published in the March 16, 18&teeman’s JournalA. M. Sullivan, Esq., M
condemns the Archbishop’s words: "I feel | shaogdunworthy of my position if | failed
to repel them [words of the Archbishop] with alétforce and indignation | may use,
dealing with an utterance of his Grace the Most.RevMacCabe" (6). A.M. Sullivan’s
words were heralded in the March 17, 1&8&eman’s Journain an open-letter to him
by the nationalist Archbishop of Cashel, Dr. Thor@aske (5). In it, Archbishop Croke
upholds Sullivan’s words and thanks him for "virate]ing] the character of the good
Irish ladies who have become Land Leaguers" ("Aisdindp” 5). This very public debate
undermined Archbishop McCabe’s efforts as "New mersland new branches [of the
Ladies Land League] were the result” (O’'Neill, "liesl’ 127). This vignette serves as

another example of the divisions within the Irishtiilic hierarchy.

41. AM. Sullivan’s wife "chaired the London brdricof the Ladies Land League (O’Neill,

"Ladies" 126).
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As a result of the incessant intimidation of tled League, Chief Secretary to
Ireland, William Forster expressed his belief thalbeas corpus must be suspended in
November 1880 (Moodypavitt 428). This belief facilitated the House of Comrmaon
presentation of the Protection of Person and Ptg@it on January 24, 1881 (Lampson
383). Essentially, this bill "allowed the poliaehold in custody people suspected of
intimidation without having to bring them to triglRoberts 50). The Parnellites fought
this bill "with unparalleled toughness and tenaaditying obstructionists to the breaking
point”; this debate continued for forty-one straigburs until it was deemed closed by
the speaker (Moodyavitt 455). On February 2, 1881, the speaker's actians:

challenged in a motion, but the attack was defkailhe same
day Gladstone gave notice of a resolution tceffect that if a
motion declaring the business urgent should bpated by
forty members rising in their places, the motstiould be put
forthwith without debate, and if carried by a ordy of not less
than three to one, the regulation of the busisassild remain
for the time being in the hands of the SpeaHdrirty-two Irish
members refused to leave the House during thisidivon the
resolution on Thursday, February 3, and wereesudgd in a body.
The resolution was then carried amended to tieetethat there
should be at least a House of three hundred hssva majority

of three to one before urgency could be voted.Fébruary 4, the
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second reading of the Coercion Bill was movedrbsster, "urgency”

having been declared, and it was not till Fely @& that it passed

its last stage in the Lower House, the Irishtiigdit to the end. The

Bill finally received the Royal assent on Marcghl881. (Lampson 384)

The spring and summer of 1881 proved to be frawgghtriots, assault, and
murder throughout Ireland. An article entitled €Thish Land Troubles," provides a
cross-section of the day-to-day violence in Irelahdsaid article, it was reported there
were riots in Clonmel, County Tipperary resultingfatalities; three policemen killed in
County Clare, and even a marine attack off thenddaof Donegal ("Troubles" 5). Each
of the incidents above had the same common dendonirdand eviction. Amidst the
“troubles," several members of local chapters eflthnd League were arrested under the
Coercion Act; the arrested include members fromrm@pDonegal, County Mayo,
County Meath, County Westmeath, and County Tippefd@isorder” 1; "Revolt" 1;
"Troubles" 5). InThe Fall of FeudalismDavitt describes the climate and the spirit of
this time: "Leaders were in jail without trialnidlords were employing soldiers as
military bailiffs, and Mr. Forster was only reapitige fruits of his great initial mistake in
believing that the sons of the spiritless peasaini846-47 could be readily put down by
a show of force and imprisonment in 1881" (331).
Concurrent to the development of the Coerciondd881, Prime Minister

William Gladstone wished to "develop[ing] the piiples of the 1870 land act" (Moody,

Davitt 454). Essentially, Gladstone hoped to temperitoatson in Ireland by revisiting
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and amending the existing Land Act. In April 188& month after Forster's Coercion
Bill had passed into law, Gladstone brought inl@ed Bill of 1881 which he considered
had been rendered necessary by the rejection diterbances Bill the year before"
(Lampson 385).

With the passing of the Land Act on August 22,1,88sh tenant farmers were
guaranteed the "three Fs" (Jordaand 306, 308). The bill included "The amendment,
introduced by Tim Healy [Parnellite at the timejplpibited rent raises based upon
improvements to the holdings by tenants” (Jordlamd 308). The Land Act of 1881
“introduced a system of dual ownership. A spewiairt was created to which tenants
could apply to have a fair rent fixed for their thiolgs, and this judicial rent was to hold
good for fifteen years" (Moody, "Fenianism" 239-240 enants taking advantage of the
land courts, much to the Central Land League’s thargalized an average of twenty
percent reduction in rent (Davitall 332; Moody, "Fenianism" 240). Even though
Gladstone, "demonstrated that he was willing tok&edrish landlords in order to pacify
Ireland,” (KinealyNew181), it was not enough for militant Land Leaguemd Irish-
American supporters (Jorddrand 308): "it was received without gratitude. The
struggle over the Coercion Bill had embitteredltigh, and it was not only not greeted
with sympathy, but aggravated the whole agrari#ficdity” (Lampson 385-386).

On October 13, 1881, Gladstone exercised the @weAct to arrest the president
of the Land League, Charles Stewart Parnell orgtbends of conspiracy:

Charles S. Parnell, MP was arrested in Dublin Catob

13, under the Coercion Act and lodged in Kilmainhzai.
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Two charges were made against him, one of haviciteoh
tenants to refuse to pay their rents, and the athleaving
intimidated them from taking advantage of the L&wtl
Arrests of other members of the Land League folbwe
causing great excitement. On October 20, the lLLoedtenant
proclaimed the Land League an illegal organizataong
ordered the dispersion of its meetings by armeckfor
("Editor's" Dec. 156).

Five days after Parnell’s arrest (and the subs#careest of other leaders), the
League’s central leadership released a "No-Rentfielstn.” (Davitt,Fall 335). This
manifesto was communicated through Rev. Father 9&uaatwell, Archbishop of
Croke’s? administrator: "The executive of the National Hdreague, forced to abandon
the policy of testing the land act, feels bounddweise tenant-farmers of Ireland from this
forth to pay no rents under any circumstancesdo tAndlords until the government
relinquishes the existing system of terrorism aglares the constitutional rights of the
people” (DavittFall 335; Moody,Davitt 495). The decree was signed by the
"Kilmainham Party": Parnell, Kettle, Brennan, i, and Sexton: Davitt’'s and Egan’s
names were included as well (Davitgll 337). It is worthy of mention that Michael

Davitt was unaware of the issuance of the "No-Ré&mtifesto” as he was

imprisoned at Portland; he became aware of thefesnithree months after it was

42. The nationalist Archbishop Croke of Cashel,ribt support this agreement (Moodavitt

495-496).
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issued (King 40-41; Moodyavitt 495-496). Patrick Egan was in Paris at the time
(Davitt, Fall 337). InThe Fall of FeudalismDavitt describes the "No-Rent Manifesto”
as "an act of desperation” (337). It was only tays after the issuance of the manifesto
that the government declared the Land League lli@&gvitt, Fall 338-339).

Parnell’s and other key leaders’ arrests, coupligl tve proclamation of the
illegalization of the Land League, was the kerosmiaed to the already burning flame.
Table 7 illustrates the escalation of agrarian edgrand outrages in the years 1880, 1881,
and the first four months of 1882. Aside from timamatic increase from 1880 to 1881,
if extrapolated, 1882 numbers outpaced the numibiecmences from the previous year.
Table 7

Incidences of Crime and Outrage (1880-first founths of 1882)

1880 1881 January-April
1882

Murder or firing at 32 88 39
Assaulting or 145 209 47
wounding
Taking forcible 82 65 25
possession
Intimidation by 1947 3258 1337
attacking or firing
into houses, injury
to property, or
threatening letters
Other cases 68 308 176

Source: The Irish Landlord and his Accusers with an Accafriflisguided Legislation

and Consequent Demoralization and Danger, SocidlRalitical, 518.
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As Davitt prophesized, it was necessary to havauxiliary organization ready to
assume League responsibilities upon the arrestsnifal leaders. Donald Jordan writes:
"With its leaders in prison and its activities ntagal, the Land League ceased to exist,
leaving to the Ladies’ League full responsibiliby tarrying out the spirit and the
promises of the manifestol'!dnd 302). Under the resolute leadership of Anna Riarne
the Ladies’ Land League utilized "Boycotting, magstematic[ally] and relentless|ly]
than had ever yet been practiced” (Da¥dll 340). Anna "found that most applications
for relief to the Ladies’ League came from imposbé&d tenants evicted because they
were unable to pay rents, rather than from those iefused to do so out of principle”
(JordanLand 302). Specifically, in County Mayo, birthplacetbe land agitation:

"when the 'No-Rent Manifesto’ was issued and thedllseague suppressed, the attention
of most tenants in Mayo was directed towards thekings of the land courts” (Jordan,
Land303). Meanwhile, throughout Ireland, "The goveemtncontinued the harassment
of the Ladies’ League throughout the spring of 882nkins 105). Despite these
challenges, Michael Davitt credits the Ladies’ Lamégue with "render[ing] Ireland
ungovernable by coercion" (Davikall 340). While on parole to attend his nephew’s
funeral in Paris (April 10-24, 1882), Parnell editeiied communication with Gladstone
through intermediaries (Davittall 349; Moody,Davitt 529). The result of this
communication was a meeting of the minds in whitle 'government agreed to make
further concessions to the tenants, and Parnadkdgo call off the agitation” (Moody,
"Fenianism" 240). The "Kilmainham Treaty" spokehe release of political prisoners;

amendment to the Land Act of 1881 to ensure leddef®and tenants in arrears benefit;
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and the facilitation of lawful behaviors of therichLeague and its constituency (Jackson
45). Unwilling to stand by Gladstone regarding glo@ernment’s concessions, Chief
Secretary to Ireland, William Forster resigned (itatall 351; "Release" 4). Messrs.
Parnell, Dillon and O’Kelly were released from Kamham Gaol at 10:50 PM on May 2,
1882 ("Release” 4). The Kilmainham Treaty markezldfficial end of the Land War
(Kinealy,New181). However, the event's significance was deliy the murders of

the newly appointed Chief Secretary to Ireland,derederick Cavendish and T.H.

Burke in Phoenix Park on May 6, 1882 (Jackson 45).

The Kilmainham Treaty was not acclaimed by eiddremes of those involved
in the land question. Conservative member of &aint Mr. Lowther said, "the
Kilmainham [T]reaty would decend [sic] to posterity one of the most disgraceful
instruments made in ancient or modern times" ("Sanyinb). Extreme nationalists felt
similarly:

To the compact agreed to in the treaty the adeéneen in the

league movement would be no parties. . . | [Rplad been no

party to any arrangement with the ministry, artiribt see why |

[Davitt] should forego my right to put my own piien before the

public, and to do my best to carry on the LanddLee fight as near

the old lines as possible. (Davkall 363)
A correspondent for thereeman's Journaleported the climate of Irish-Americans:
"The feeling with reference to the Kilmainham Treato far as they were able to judge

from the telegraphed accounts, is one of indigmatthat Mr. Parnell should have allowed
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himself to be betrayed into such a contract” (Hdsnerica" 5). It appears, the only
group satisfied with Parnell's unilateral decisizas the conservative nationalists (Dauvitt,
Fall 363).

The Kilmainham Treaty was certainly not the fegample of dissention amongst
the Land League. As early as the spring of 1888,among the founding leaders were
apparent. The adversarial relationship betweenl€h&tewart Parnell and John
O'Connor Power is well documented in scholarly énklistorian Donald Jordan
writes, "Although they worked closely together at$iminster from 1875-1880, their
disdain for each other was never far below theas@'f ("Power" 46). The two men
possessed very strong personalities. Editor ofrible National League's journdlhe
United IrishmenWilliam O'Brien described Power as:

a man of great resolution, with a merciless jaMiyrious temper

governed by a carefully studied urbanity of manaad a calm,

strong voice, that made the most common placereason

impressive; resolute enough in the ways of rei@huto have

himself headed raids for arms, and walked foryeader the

shadow of the gallows, but gifted also with a coom-sense keen

enough and fearless enough to guide him in tb&gen from the

impracticable to a wise and patriotic possibilisRecollectionsl40)
William O'Brien also illustrates the essence ofrfélirby pointing out his "indomitable
genius for being disagreeabl&dcollection15). With these members of Parliament,

equally obstinate, harmony was unlikely. Despgitrtshared vision of an independent
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Irish nation, Parnell's centralized approach cotétl with Power's allegiance to local
grievances (Jordan, "Power" 47). Having been nefito Parliament by Cork City and
anticipating return from County Meath, Parnell eatethe April 1880 election for
County Mayo against George Browne and John O'CoRower (Jordarl,and 257-258).
Although the public intention was to ensure theedefgainst long-time member
Browne, former Parnell secretary Tim Healy (anéd&tiP) indicated Parnell ran
"nominally against George Browne, but in realityimgt O'Connor Power, on whom he
wished revenge" (qtd. in Jorddrand 260). Drawing from the support of the small
tenant farmer, Power won the election with 1,64tes¢Jordan, "Power” 58-59). In May
1880, the strain of the Parnell-Power relationsl@pame public. It was on Parnell's
motion that Power's Compensation for Disturbandlewgis introduced (Jordan, "Power"
60). Jordan believes "ltis. . .possible that Blyrknowing that the measure would be
unpopular with advanced men, set up Power to mesbrunt of their anger” (Jordan,
"Power" 60). Power "accused Parnell of allowingh$elf to be made a tories' cat's paw"
(gtd. Jordan, "Power" 61).

Long-time John O'Connor Power supporter, editdhefConnaught Telegraph
and Irishtown and Westport organizer James Dalyasitlebar also "turned against the
league” (WaldronMaamtrasnal?7). In an historical retrospective of James g the
Connaught Telegraphyritten by John Garavan, Daly is credited with lgeithe most
forceful advoc[acy] for peaceful and lawful proceek . .constantly moderated[ing] the
radical and sometimes treasonable utterances ¢faghian speakers” (4). As a man

dedicated to achieving peasant proprietorship wipleolding civil obedience, "The
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decision to issue the 'no rent manifesto’ on 1®&mt 1881 only compounded Daly's
misgivings, as it inaugurated a further periodiofance and outrage” (Moran, "Daly"
202). In "The Forgotten Man of Irish History," & separation from the Land League
is attributed to [The Land League] "desert[ing] treup it was originally set up to serve
.. .critical of the organization’s finances, ahd drift towards physical force and the
centralization of the political movement” (2). Ahet bone of contention was "Daly's
unrelenting opposition to the Ladies' Land LeaguetdanLand298). Additionally,
Daly’s "locally oriented views [were] in direct cfhiot with Parnell” ("Forgotten” 2).
John O'Connor Power and James Daly of Castlelzardmimed the Central Land
League's ideology. Were Power and Daly simply oratients, envious of Parnell's and
Davitt's power? Or, was the evolution of the Leaguesult of differing political
agendas of its primary leaders? To begin to ergloese questions, Davitt and Parnell
must be examined. Although the initial objectiehe Irish National Land League was
to secure the "3Fs" for the tenant farmers (Kinddgw177), Davitt's personal vision of
the land question evolved considerably. In DeceriB&8, the night before his return to
Ireland from his first American tour, Davitt metl@arnia radical, Henry George
(Moody, Davitt 268). During his second American tour (1880), iDaeconnected with
George who had recently publisheobgress and Povertyn it, George "argued that the
root cause of poverty everywhere was private ownpesf land” (MoodyDavitt 413).
George became a personal friend of Davitt and shhgethinking (MoodypDavitt 413).

Ultimately, George's influence would yield Davitfsest for the nationalization of the
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land (Moody,Davitt 523). Dauvitt's line of thinking was in sharp c@st to the mission
of peasant proprietorship adopted by the Land Leagu

Another aspect worthy of consideration is the absend lack of interaction
between the League's front men. Although Michaalifd founded the Irish National
Land League and Charles Stewart Parnell servedeagipnt, the two found little time to
spend together. Figure 4 is a schematic thatiitess Davitt's and Parnell's whereabouts
from the October 1879 establishment of the Iriskidwi&@l Land League to the signing of
Kilmainham Treaty. As the table indicates, bottvilaand Parnell were at-large and on
the same continent for only six non-adjacent motitheughout the entire Land War. On
closer examination, the date in Table 1 indicdDesitt was either imprisoned or in
America for over 75% of the Land War. From a prattstandpoint, for the significant
majority of the Land War, Davitt was unable to mgm#he day-to-day operations of the
Irish Land League.

Aside from the logistical challenges faced by ilm@nment and fundraising
overseas, the question of commitment to the omerati the League must be raised. In
Davitt and Irish Revolution, 1846-188/loody states, "There were 68 meetings [of the
Central Land League] from 30 December 1879 to 2usely 1881, the last of which
Davitt was present. . . Of the officers Parnetl &8iggar each attended only 5 meetings
out of 68. .. Davitt (when he was in Ireland)eBnan, Egan, and Kettle were nearly
always present” (342). Granted, Parnell was a neemibParliament and he did
campaign for the April 1880 election (Haslip 11212 After excluding his time spent in

America, electioneering, and in Parliamentary sessihis availability was as follows:



176

Key

America
Oct.- | Jan.- | Apr.- | Jul.- | Oct. | Jan.-

%Jail
Dec. | Mar. | Jun. | Sept. | Dec. | Mar.

1879 | 1880 | 1880 | 1880 | 1880| 1881 | 1881 | 1881 | 1881 | 1882 | 1882

Davitt % %%7//// // // ///

\

Parnell

\\
\\\
\

Figure 4. Davitt and Parnell: Whereabouts DuthmgLand War; data gathered from
Davitt, Michael. The Fall of FeudalismLondon and New York: Harper and Brothers
Publishers, 1904; Haslip, JoaRarnell. New York: Frederick A. Stokes Company, 1937;

Moody, T.W.Davitt and Irish Revolution: 1846-820xford: Clarendon Press, 1981.

July 9-August 24, 1880; and September 8, 1880-3qr8ia 1881 ("Parliamentary
Debates'Hansard's Archives Yet, Parnell only attended five Land Leaguestimgs.

Irish historian Carla King states, "he [Davitt] gréritated at Parnell's frequent
absences" (18). Given Parnell's Land League ngeatiendance and presumed potential
to have attended more, there is room for speculaggarding his commitment to League
operations. Clearly, as president, he should aeé lbeen bogged down with detalils;
however, did he adequately lead the movement (esdjyeduring Davitt's travels and
imprisonments)? Or was the Land League strictlglacle to accomplish his

constitutional agenda? These questions certagmham unanswered. However, what is
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clear from this presented data, out of necessigytdDavitt's and Parnell's absences, the
day-to-day operations were assumed by other keybaesof the Central Land League.
Such day-to-day operations included long distanaeragement of overseas efforts,
collection and disbursement of funds, and commuieicavith local branches ("The
Moore" 2). These responsibilities were largely iefthe hands of staunch Fenian
Secretary, Thomas Brennan, Fenian Treasurer, R&gan, and veteran land reformer
Andrew Kettle (DavittFall 158; Moody,Davitt 122, 131, 342).

One of the most public examples of the day-totiaypagement of the "other"
League leaders (Davitt was in America and Parttedligh not in session, remained
publically silent on this issue) includes the hamglof a local president's request (Father
O'Malley, P.P. of the Neale). This example corently illustrates the Central Land
League's national priority over local wishes (Dalyfimary grievance). As discussed
earlier, towards the end of the "Boycott AffaithetCentral League directed Father
O'Malley and the Lough Mask residents to abandeir fflans to journey to Lord Erne's
estate in County Fermanagh during the Boycott ptot®'Malley responded to the
Central Land League's directive in hopes of conumm¢heir reversal of opinion:

We are deeply disappointed by Mr. Brennan's taleg People

here would be dangerously discouraged if somgteifective were
not done to counteract the effect of Orange eXipad. . This is not
a question of rents. It is a question whethegst@a Boycott or the
people shall win. If we succeed in displacing victory is complete

... Abandonment of the project, now that we @edged, would
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involve imputations which there would be no ansmge

("The Moore" 2)
Despite Central Land League, T.P. O'Connor reagni'no clergyman had done more
for the tenant cause than Father O'Malley," thegleavas critical of Father O'Malley's
leadership ("The Moore" 2). Central Land LeagueaBurer Patrick Egan gently
criticized O'Malley giving "credit for the very b@stention, but he [Egan] held that he
was very much mistaken in the course he had tak&h'e Moore" 2). The publicized
challenge of O'Malley's leadership ability did sdatwell with the Mayo peasantry for
"Father John [O'Malley]. . .deservedly enjoyed gpegpularity for his kindly nature, his
devotion to the poor, and jovial disposition. . viees one with the people in all their trials
and hopes, a loyal counsellor [sic] and a faitlfieihd (Davitt,Fall 275). For the Land
League to not support the beloved Father O'Mallegmhthe League did not support the
people of Mayo. Editor of the Irish National Leagijournal, théJnited Irishmen
William O'Brien recalled, "l don't believe the Lahdague ever had great power here [in
Mayo] after the Lough Mask expedition” (gtd. indan,Land 293).

Perhaps the final strike that splintered County®&om the Land League fray
was the positive endorsement of the Land Act ofli®8 John O'Connor Power, MP,
James Daly of Castlebar, and local Fenians. Theeneouraged "Mayo's tenant farmers
to take full advantage of the terms of the new laitigddespite the League's instructions
to the contrary” (Jordath,and 280). Many took the advice of Power, Daly, andybta

Fenian leadership: "During the first three weeksperation of the land courts, over
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7000 Mayo farmers applied to have their rents jadlicfixed" (qtd. in Jordanl.and
309).

The needs of the Mayo peasant were simple and imaeedTheir priority was
food and occupancy of the land in which to cultvaaid food. The significance of
Parnell's unrelenting constitutional nationalisnd #me radical idealism of Davitt were
dwarfed by these needs; these abstract conceptotmovide the peasantry with their
next meal. By subscribing to the benefits of Glads's Land Act, the peasantry realized
some immediate relief. County Mayo was uniquéhat tIn contrast to the national
pattern, League branches in Mayo had collapsedbefgye the suppression of the
League" (Jordar,and 310). Was Mayo, the cradle of Land League agitatihe first
county to feel the effects of internal polarizatmfi_eague leadership? Even prior to the
"boycott" and the passing of the Land Act of 188fne factions of Mayo fell out of
favor with the direction of the League: "by Jurie. 880, both Charles Stewart Parnell
and Michael Davitt "admit[ted] that they had '|déayo’-- Secret Societies had taken
over" (WaldronMaamtrasnal7). Yet, as League influence lessened in Mayw "
county's clergy was becoming more pronounced” @hgicand 307). In his 1893 article,
"The Priests in Politics," Michael Davitt staté$he political bond which unites the Irish
priest to the Irish peasant will never be brokel?)( If that assertion is true, what
happened along shores and the cliffs of Lough Mesthe Land War progressed? The
peculiar symbiosis of rising secret society acyiand the re-emergence of clerical
influence set the stage for some of the most, titim® most, heinous agrarian crimes of

Land Warr.



Chapter Seven
CLERICAL INFLUENCE: ELECTION AND INTIMIDATION

The region along the southern Mayo-northern Galb@yger is graced with three
trout-filled lakes. The smallest, Lough Carrahis tnost northerly; the largest of the
three is the most southerly, Lough Corrib. LougasMlis situated between the two. The
Keel River connects Carra and Mask and an undengrstream beneath the village of
Cong connects Mask to Corrib. To the west of Lolttsk lie the Partry Mountains. To
the east of Lough Mask is the market town and idistf Ballinrobe. The town of
Ballinrobe is a quintessential Post-Famine boomtowim 1862, Ballinrobe's
transformation was described as: "Some twenty
years ago, Ballinrobe did not contain a decent shop
now it has a good many large establishments,
evincing by their thriving and prosperous appeaganc
that there is an active and profitable trade cdroie
- here" (Coulter 165). In 1862, Ballinrobe's

~ population was 2,500 (Coulter 165). Due to the

fertile surrounding lands, it was known for its

Figure 5. Map of Lough Mask
Region. lakedistrictheritage.ie

"abundance and quality of its cereabps”

and for the excellent quality of sheep (Coulteb)16
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The repeal of the Corn Laws in 1846 left "Irelaratisicultural sector vulnerable,
especially to competition from pasture farming"r{aly,Death58). The repeal
expedited the transfer from grain production tatyes which benefitted some parts
of the country. This agricultural shift strengtkdrBallinrobe's economy. Following
the period of land consolidation, in Ballinrobe €Tfarge farmers have profited so
well of late years, in consequence of the highgsriaf stock and agricultural
produce"” (Coulter 170). Despite the picture ofliBedbe’'s Post-Famine prosperity:

The suburbs are large and poor, consisting ofl schay,

miserable-looking hovels, of the same descriptismre to be

found everywhere throughout the county [Mayohahited by

the labouring and artizan [sic]classes. Amongssé people,

who are very improvident and live from hand toutig rarely

making any provision for the future, even wheeythre able to

do so, there is always more or less distresg timind

(Coulter 166).
Ballinrobe served as the major market town fordaggazier farmer, small tenant
farmer, and peasantry found along the entire gecdtiy diverse shore of Lough
Mask. The face of Ballinrobe included yet anottiemographic -- the wealthy and
culturally refined.

The region’s natural beauty served as the bacKdrdpost-Famine vacation

homes for the period's gentry. In 1852, Benjamae Guinness of brewing fame,

purchased Ashford Castle on Lough Corrib throughBEhcumbered Estates Court
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("Benjamin™). Reverend William Jameson (brothetaw to Benjamin Lee
Guinness), member of the Jameson distilling fanalyned three townlands in the
parish of Cong (southerly end of Lough Mask) in blagony of Kilmaine ("Reuv.
Jameson. Dublin eye and ear surgeon Sir William Wildeht of Oscar Wilde,
summered in the village of Cong as a child andinaet to do so with his own
family (McGreal 1). In 1867, Wilde published avehguide for Lough Corrib and
the surrounding areagugh Corrib, It's Shores and Islands: With Nosicé Lough
Mask. Lady Jane, mother of Oscar Wilde, was a notaatenalist poet of her time
and regularly contributed to tidation(Casey 1). The immediate region was also
home to a significant Post-Famine political figewé&eorge Henry Moore.

Catholic landlord and notable horseman, GeorgeHglioore first sought
Parliamentary membership in a by-election in 1848danLand171-172). He ran
as an independent and his political agenda wagatatearly established; though
supported by landlord contemporaries, he did negive backing of the clergy as a
non-repealer candidate (Jordaand172). He lost his bid for the seat by 60 votes
(JordanLand 172).

Despite his loss, Moore channeled his desire ppat the public good by
serving as the Chairman of two Famine Relief Coreed, Ballintubber and Partry
(Moore 115). At the start of the Great Famine hGht landlord Moore allocated
considerable sums to relief and labor and redugetehant rents accordingly: "All
tenants paying less than £5 a yeatr][,] total remmssiAll paying under £10[,] seventy-

five per cent reduction. Those paying under £4@fy] per cent reduction. Moore
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ordered that no rent should be asked from any tesfdns to whom, as Chairman of
Relief Committee, he issued Government meal" (Md@4).

In addition, he, along with two other area land&rthe Marquis of Sligo (his
cousin) and Sir Robert Blosse, charteredMtagtha Washingtoro transport 1000
pounds of flour from New Orleans to the three estéiMoore 124). Tenant welfare
was a priority for Moore and he "had the satistattf knowing that not a single one
of his tenants, over five thousand men, women,duildren, died of want during
those dreadful years" (Moore 125). His charit @47 was extended with a land
donation in Tourmakeady to the Franciscan ordestablish a monastery;
Archbishop MacHale and local Curate of Partry, R&ster Conway assisted in this
endeavor (Moore 129).

During the Clearances, while other landlords edand consolidated their
land, George Henry Moore responded to the contrdvioore had never evicted a
tenant in his life, but had generously, if unwisd¢lken in a number of those who had
been turned out by his neighbours and divided antloggy grass farms, on which no
people had ever been settled before" (Moore 3DLing the general election of
1847, independent candidate, George Henry Moorenveaike a Member of
Parliament, this time with the clergy's backingfidm,Land172). His early actions
in Parliament included famine relief, tenants' tggland "leadership in the fight
against the Ecclesiastical Titles Bill" (Jordaand172-173; Moore 157). As such,
his popularity with his Mayo landlord supportenscfuding his cousin, Marquis of

Sligo) began to wane (Jorddrgnd173). There is no doubt, given his track record
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of tenant treatment and parliamentary actions, Meaas the darling candidate of the
local Irish clergy. Additionally, Moore's uncleglin Moore, had participated in the
insurrection of 1798 and subsequently held thef Bppointment of President of the
Republic of Connacht; John Moore died before fiégd begaft®* (Moore 2, 3). To the
nationalist Archbishop of Tuam, John MacHale, M&rationalist pedigree must
have been a bonus.

In referencing the immediate Post-Famine yearsyrida Moore writes, "In
Ireland the priests were the unquestioned leaddte@eople, and no social
movement was possible without their active asst&a(?31). George Henry
Moore's political momentum was no exception. Latefical influence is very well-
illustrated during the general election of 1852 t@e ballot, Moore was joined by
the other incumbent; George Gore Ouseley Higgirsav@atholic, liberal brigadier
whose family elevated themselves to consideralai@ iofluence because of their
diplomatic skill (Moore 161, 205-206). The othentender was the candidate of the
local landlords, Lieutenant Colonel James McAlgiderdanLand173). McAlpine
was supported by Moore's cousin, Lord Sligo (MA20&).

The general election of 1852 illustrates the gjtierof the clergy's electoral

43. It is worthy of mention George Henry Moonasther is of the Browne family and a
relation to Denis Browne. Denis Browne vindictiv@rosecuted John Moore following the fall of the
Republic in 1798. IAN Irish Gentleman: George Henry Moaadamily feud is referenced (Moore
3). Recall Denis Browne also ordered the execuidrather Conry, Archbishop John MacHale's

childhood teacher (Bourke 37).
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influence as it superseded the influence of thdltads. To accomplish this, Mayo
clergy were deemed to have used "great abuseritugpinfluence” Mayo Minutes,
18533). Mayo priests led their flock to gather in mashe polling sites. When
voters wielded their support for Moore and Higgitey easily maneuvered the
crowds in order to cast their votes and were clieeneby the mob at the priests’
requestsNlayo Minutes, 18521).

However, these mobs created a dangerous situatidAcAlpine voters.
When asked "Was the violence such as to deter pefsam going up without a
military escort?" Captain H.M. Archall of the Fif§yecond Regiment testified: "It
was not safe to go without itMayo Minutes, 1858). Mobs, led by local clergy at
Mayo polling sites, threw stones at the militarglat McAlpine supporters, some
were as big as fistdfayo Minutes, 18536,22, 26, 37). Soldiers were "knocked
about; one was bleeding very badly and a great suitthem were hurt with
stones" Mayo Minutes, 18522). Some McAlpine voters were intimidated toropa
their vote or not vote at alMayo Minutes, 185314-16). Transcripts reflect a
McAlpine supporter was held prisoner overnightsthct was credited as the "motive
that induced him" to change his voldgyo Minutes, 18535). When Captain J.
Floyd of the Third Regiment was asked, "did it agppbat there were any persons
who had control over the mob?" he responded, "Radvat | saw, the Roman-
Catholic clergymen had the mob completely in tpenwer" Mayo Minutes, 1853

22). When asked, "Did anybody appear to have obatter the mob?" Lieutenant
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John Inglis of the Eleventh Hussars replied, "Thegts did" Mayo Minutes, 1853
37).

Ensuring tenant voter attendance was paramouhetpriests' electoral plan.
Priests arranged transportation for the tenantdesrfMayo Minutes, 18587, 59,

80). This was essential for the tenants comingifremote distances; some traveled
as far as twenty miledayo Minutes, 18537, 59, 78, 80). But the Mayo priests'
hospitality did not end there. Lodging, food (unding "meat dinners"), beer, or
porter ale were provided to the tenants as Wy Minutes, 185365, 69, 70, 72-
75, 82). In some instances, whiskey, punch, ambit&de were servetilayo
Minutes, 185382, 84). For the tenant farmer (especially tmeate tenant), this
voting experience was a departure from their hurekistence; arguably, it could be
considered a very special event.

Perhaps the most impressive aspect of the Magsigtielection strategy was
in its organization. Priests and some laymen tetbthe Famine-era organization,
the Independent Club of Mays a means to collect and distribute funds for
electioneering costs, including hospitalitygyo Minutes, 18585). Priests took
leadership and membership roles in this repurposgahization llayo Minutes,
1853 56-57). An example of such leadership is ArchdeadcHale, parish priest of
Castlebar serving as chair of the Independent Gibayo (Mayo Minutes, 18536-
57).

In a highly unusual maneuver for the times, thiéfbtor Lord Dillon defied

his Lord's wishes: "Lord Dillon, who had giverrist orders’ to his Mayo tenants to
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vote for the Conservative McAlpine and on no ac¢donthe now-distrusted Moore,
found that his agent had allowed them to split Mowith the Liberal, Ouseley
Higgins'** (Hoppen 90). Moore and Higgins prevailed, "batpping McAlpine by
almost two-to-one" (Jordahand174). The highly organized clerical electionegrin
machine was successful.

Following McAlpine's defeat, Mayo landlord Sir RwgPalmer evicted fifteen
tenants for disobeying his voting directive (Whyteandlord" 749). Upon notice,
the soon-to-be evictees appealed to Sir Palmeméta response illustrates his fury:

... When tenants want favors or indulgencesngfsort it is
always to their landlord they apply and thereflode think

that tenants on their part [are] right to makmoant of following

any other person whatever. You and your fell@itipners
however did not do this; yawt onlyrefused to vote for the
candidatd supportedout you wentleadagainst meand gave

all your votes to the opposite party, in defianteny known
wishes and requestdlow you want me to overlook all this and to

forgive the way in which you set me at defiartng, | consider

such conduct deserves punishment. (qtd. in WHysndlord" 749)

44. Voters each received two votes to cast pubjlic®ptions were to split the votes
between two candidates or cast both towards ondidate. The latter option is referred to as

"plumping.” (Moore 206).
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At the conclusion of the election of Mayo 185Z McAlpine camp
challenged the outcome alleging it was an "undeeti€in and Return'Mayo
Minutes, 1853ii). Following an inquiry in April 18537 it was determined "[T]hat
George Henry Moore, Esq., and George Gore Ousdlpyirt$, Esq., are duly elected
Knights of the Shire to serve in this present Rarént for the County of Mayo"
(Mayo Minutes,1853). With the election results unchanged, thegslevere
tangentially vindicated. Instead of using cauiiothe next round, the Mayo clergy
merely used the general election of 1852 as a debesrsal for an even bigger
production.

The general election of 1857 was fraught with tsvisom the start. George
Gore Ouseley Higgins, MP, had aligned himself itk "Pope's Brass Band" (John
Sadleir, William Keogh et al). During the tenamights movement, Higgins,
"committed [a] national sin in the eyes of the ipeledents [by] accepting office from
the Liberals in reward for breaking his pledgedmain 'independent of and in
opposition to' any government unwilling to introéuegislation furthering tenant
rights in Ireland” (Jordar,and175). As explained earlier, political alignmernitiw
such a traitor was unfathomable to George Henryrglo€onsequently, Moore

embraced Tory candidate, Captain R.W.H. Palmerp$dime evicting landlord, as his

45. The Mayo Election of 1852 Petition (1853)htite Minutes of Proceedings used to
illustrate the clerical influence during said elestimpresses a balanced picture. Testimony used
herein was gathered from relatively "hostile" witges (i.e. laymen officers of thedependent Club of

Mayo) and the lack of rebuttal contained within.
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running mate (Jordabhand175; Moore 263).

The context of the general election of 1852 wass @ira united clerical front.
Given the Irish Catholic hierarchy's political chite in 1857° clerical unity was not
a reality (Whyte, "Clergy" 252). Higgins was nownamber of the "Pope's Brass
Band." As such, his agenda became that of Arcbpistaul Cullen. However, Mayo
was Archbishop of Tuam MacHale country: "the leaittl Mayo between Moore and
Higgins was part of the larger struggle betweerritred archbishops” (Jordahand
176). Mayo's clergy were divided; however, thearigy supported MacHale's
candidate, Moore (Jordaband 176).

Moore and Palmer both won seats in the generafi@heof 1857 (Jordan,
Land176). However, the results were soon contestddipgins on the grounds of
"undue election and return, case of riot, intimioiat undue influence, treating, and
want of qualification of Mr. Moore"Nlayo Minutes, 185#i). Prior to the election,
several witnesses indicated the active campaigoiipgiests during and after Mass
(Mayo Minutes, 18528, 44). Father Luke Ryan from Kilmena threatened

withholding last rites if the individual voted fétiggins Mayo Minutes, 1857153,

46. The catalyst for this clerical division is ted in the "formation of the Aberdeen
government in 1852, for one group argued thatatministration was the most sympathetic that
Ireland was likely to get, while another consideatidEnglish governments should be treated with
suspicion” (Whyte, "Clergy" 252). This rift widesh@nd continued throughout the 1870s as the camps
embodied the philosophies of their respective legad&rchbishop Paul Cullen (made Cardinal in

1866) and Archbishop John MacHale (Whyte, "Clerg§?2).
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199). In Ballinrobe, during the election peri@@0-400 people immediately exited
Mass and swarmed around the polling site in thebab intimidating voters to
renege on their promise to Higgindgyo Minutes, 185%). Those that held steadfast
to Higgins were verbally abused and in some casmedfa priest's fist being shaken
in their face Mlayo Minutes, 1858, 33). Throughout the trial witnesses testitied
stones, mud, and sticks being thrown at the Higgimsporters as they attempted to
place their votesMayo Minutes, 185%, 8, 14, 26, 29, 31, 66, 70). Higgins'
supporters were physically accosted: "l remembideenMr. Ward [Higgins'
supporter] came in, early on the Monday morninggw him taken off his car by
force by the mob; | saw him taken into Mr. Moor&'gl Captain Palmer's committee-
room. . .he was dragged in by force and draggestaips” Mayo Minutes, 18572).
Some Higgins' supporters were simply beatdayo Minutes, 18572). Some
shareholders were too frightened to vote withouitany escort; some electors were
scared off from participating in the election aktlger Mayo Minutes, 185717, 46,
48, 56). As a result of the mob violence, someghtigl supporters succumbed to the
crowd and flipped their votedayo Minutes, 18573, 77, 109).

During the trial, magistrates and deputies deedriihe Ballinrobe election
scene as the "worst in Mayo" and the "worst in ieenties" Mayo Minutes, 1857
17). Former high sheriff and current magistrateé@Ruttledge testified he had
"never seen such violencal@yo Minutes, 18570). According to one witness, the
contested Galway election (of 1857) did not reqtheeuse of militaryNlayo

Minutes, 18571.3). In the Barony of Claremorris, voters did need any protection



191

at all Mayo Minutes, 18525). Testimony left no doubt that this highly anjzed
Ballinrobe mob (Barony of Kilmaine) was led and totied by Father Peter
Conway, Curate of Ballinrobé/fayo Minutes, 185718-19, 56).

Father Peter Conway was a staunch supporter aigéétenry Moore. This
allegiance dates at least back to his work with Mamnd Archbishop of Tuam
McHale on the Franciscan Monastery in Tourmakea&hythat time (1847), Father
Peter Conway was a Curate in Partry (Moore 12@nway canvassed alongside
Moore (Mayo Minutes, 185866). He also accompanied Moore to the nomination in
Castlebarayo Minutes18572).

Leading up to the election, Conway used the stépss church's altar to
deliver not religious sermons, but political serm@viayo Minutes, 18544). So
incensed during Mass on Palm Sunday, a Catholigiksgsupporter actually jotted
down notes immediately following mass because €] knew it would give rise to
something" Mayo Minutes, 18541). The witness described Father Conway's post-
communion diatribe:

After eulogising the Messrs. Moore and Palmeth&highest
degree, he said, 'but as to Higgins he is thaé omsummate
scoundrel! He has deceived you in every pokery promise
he made to you at the last election, he has bfokie has sold
his country, his body, and his soul, yet he @8 presumption

to come and ask for your support. But believe time curse of
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God will follow every man who gives it to him.'

(Mayo Minutes, 18541)
Two witnesses that testified Father Conway speilfiordered his flock not to
"molest or maltreat police or soldierdlgyo Minutes, 1859, 37, 41). As a follow
up to the aforementioned comment, one witness Bcsted: "Feeling this to be a
permission to maltreat the freeholderslafyo Minutes, 18541).

The pre-election hype brought hundreds to thettrsurrounding the polling
site in Ballinrobe llayo Minutes, 185%, 54). Witnesses testified Father Conway
riled the crowd by speaking Irish perched upon H arad from hotel windowsMayo
Minutes, 1858, 9, 15, 23, 24, 31, 32, 47, 67). During oneisfdnowd addresses, it
was reported Father Conway told his flock: "Derolate the law, but that son of
Isidore Bourke [Joseph Bourke] deserves to be h(ivigyo Minutes, 18548).
Witnesses testified he repeated his directive @oys, boys! [d]o not kill a
policeman or a soldierMayo Minutes, 1859, 37). Father Conway rode horseback
through the streets and along the mobbed road Balimrobe to the Neale
shepherding and directing his flodld#&yo Minutes, 18521, 54). Father Conway
was reported to have spoken to escorted voterslimBbe-bound phaetons
informing them voters had been killed, suggesting mon-truth was used as an
intimidation tactic Mayo Minutes, 18587). When this warning was not heeded
Father Conway was accused of stating to the molvash my hands out of you"
(Mayo Minutes, 185%4). Then, as if on cue, men were pulled off cdragged, and

beaten layo Minutes, 18585, 56, 72). However, some of the most damning
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testimony against Father Conway came from Higgiqgperters that were
kidknapped and held captive.

James Moran, Michael Langhan, and Mark McTigheetied to Ballinrobe
with the intention of "plumping” for Higgind{ayo Minutes, 18585-87, 96). They
traveled by caravan in Higgins cars with a cavabgort with eleven or twelve
military men Mayo Minutes, 18585-86, 96). According to James Moran and
Michael Langhan's testimony, Father Conway appredt¢he cars and informed them
that three or four men had been killed in Balliredldlayo Minutes, 18585-86, 96).
Langhan estimated Father Conway was surroundechimgbeof 300 or 400 men
(Mayo Minutes, 18596-97). Moran, Langhan, and McTighe got down fridweir
cars with the intention of running away and headiagme Mayo Minutes, 18587,
97, 101). Instead of reaching their destinatitimsy were seized by the mdiddyo
Minutes, 18587, 97). Langhan indicated Conway asked his remdecross-
referenced it with a list; he directed the mob tieep that fellow [Langhan] in
custody” Mayo Minutes, 18587). The mob also captured Mark McTighe and then
"nabbed Tom O'Brien"Mayo Minutes, 18587). The group was taken to Peter
V[a]lkenburg's Inn in Cong where they were lock@dawer night ayo Minutes,
185797). McTighe successfully escaped from V[a]lkemplm in the nightayo
Minutes,1857102). Throughout their incarceration at V[a]lkerdds members of the
mob and Father Conway tried to convince Moran nge his votes. This is
illustrated in the following testimony:

Q: What did the mob say to you when you said would
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vote for your master [landlord]? -- They saidytieould do this
and that. Q: Tell the Committee what they shely would do
to you ? -- They said that | should vote for Moand Palmer;
unless | would vote for Moore and Palmer, | sdquay for it.
(Mayo Minutes, 18588)

Michael Langhan corroborated Moran's story withtegimony:
Q: When Father Conway came to you during thgittnior in
the morning, what did he say to you ? -- He agskatiwe should
vote for Moore and Palmer, and we made him awanthat we
would not. The whole of us made an answer tleatwuld not.
(Mayo Minutes, 18588)

At daybreak (Monday), the group was released frio@ir room at V[a]lkenburg's Inn
and found there were other detainees: Joe Hi/delgrtin Mallett, Walter Liner, and
Billy Ryan (Mayo Minutes, 18589). The Higgins-supporters were forced into one
car and then taken to Gillett's Hotel in Ballinrakleere they were, once again, held
captive Mayo Minutes, 18589). In order to regain their "liberty,” Morandan
Langhan told Father Conway they would vote for Moand Palmer Mayo Minutes,
185798). At four o'clock in the afternoon, Conwaykddoran and Langhan to the
court house to vote; but "the books were shMiEyo Minutes, 18580, 98). Conway
directed members of the mob to remand Moran andtham to his house for the

evening Mayo Minutes, 18580). Moran and Langhan spent the evening in Fathe

47. Joe Huddy of Creevagh will be explored integs this discussion ensues.
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Conway's kitchenMlayo Minutes, 18590, 98). On Tuesday morning, after Conway
left his home, Moran and Langhan escapddyo Minutes, 18591, 98). Following
their escape they elicited the assistance of adgoaiake them to the court house to
vote (Mayo Minutes, 18591, 98). Although they both intended to plump for
Higgins, the pair split their votes between Higgamsl Moore out of feaMayo
Minutes, 18500-91, 99). The transcript indicates Joe Huddy/Mark McTighe did
follow through on their plump for Higginddayo Minutes, 185700). Langhan and
McTighe, both small farmers, testified they weralnle to return to Ballinrobe to sell
their produce because they feared for their li\vgyo Minutes, 18599, 103).
Moran, a small farmer who sold stock in Ballinrobad his fear was realized when
he was beaten after being served to give testinfmmpis inquiry Mayo Minutes,
185791).

As their testimony indicates, Moran and Langhaneweld captive by Father
Peter Conway and his mob Sunday night through Taye@diayo Minutes, 18585-
100). Friends of the men had been inquiring ablmereabouts; Moran and Langhan
reconnected with their friends on Tuesday at MaReldic HouseNlayo Minutes,
185795, 99). It is reasonable to assume the pair dithear tale of captivity with the
friends that were looking for them.

On Tuesday evening, Father Conway authored anpldpéanted for
Wednesday morning). The placard read:

To the People of Ballinrobe and Barony of Kilmain

St. Mary's, Ballinrobe, Tuesday Evening.
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My ever dear Friends,
I never asked a favour of you that you did naingat once.
I now ask one favour more of you on this day, bask it in the name
of the glorious Queen of Heaven, The Immaculatehdr of God; it is
this-that no man, woman, or child shall appeathenstreets of
Ballinrobe, except a freeholder, on to-morrow,diesday, or any
other day, until | appear amongst you. Any[] evteo does not take
this advice, he is my enemy; the enemy of Momie: Ralmer; and the
enemy of our country. Victory is yours.
P. Conway. Nlayo Minutes, 18549, 52, 59)
The Ballinrobe printer received an order to prift0D placards for Wednesday
morning (last day of polling) conveying the abovessageNlayo Minutes, 185%3).
Multiple witness accounts indicate the people hddble wishes of Father Conway:
"All was quiet on WednesdayMayo Minutes, 18584, 66). Whether the timing of
the placard was a defensive maneuver followingipwslowledge of the freeholders
abductions, or whether it was coincidental is irsgmuential. What the placard and
the subsequent obedience clearly illustrate i€timtrol Father Conway maintained
over his flock.
Unlike the outcome of the challenged election&62, in 1857 "George
Henry Moore, esq. was, by his agents, found goiltyndue influence” and as a
result he lost his seat in ParliameMiiafyo Minutes, 185¥%). The Special Committee

also concluded:
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[4.] "That undue influence and spiritual intirattbn prevailed

to a considerable extent at the last electioniferCounty of

Mayo." [5.] "That in the exercise of such undofuence and

spiritual intimidation the Rev. Peter Conway &inel Rev. Luke

Ryan were so prominently active, that the Coneaitleem it

their duty specially to report their conduct toeTHouse, in

order that such steps may be taken as may se&€hetblouse

to be proper and necessaryMalyo Minutes, 185¥)
J. H. Whyte contends clerical influence, "was ratymot of equal strength in all
[P]arts of Ireland. . . It was an axiom of Irisblitics that clerical influence was much
greater in rural areas" (Whyte, "Clergy" 251). Hwer, the influence of rural
Catholic priests was not limited to the electofatecess.

Following the Mayo Election Trial of 1857, anothmlitically active priest
was assigned to the Lough Mask region. Like Fatemway, Mayo native Father
Patrick Lavelle was educated at St. Jarlath's Gelend Maynooth College (Blanck;
O' Flaich 129). This radical, nationalist priggést four tumultuous years at the Irish
College in Paris as a philosophy professor anduogir of Irish (MoranRadical4-
11; O'Fiaich 132). During his time at the Irishliége (1854-1858), Lavelle was
involved in an ongoing battle with the rector, Jolitey (Moran,Radical4-11).

This battle began before Lavelle's arrival duentfact Lavelle was appointed
professor over Miley's candidate (Mor&gdical5-6). Miley allegedly withheld

salary and reimbursement for teaching materiatg geientific equipment); Lavelle
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manipulated students in his charge to questiorchatlenge Miley's administration
(Moran,Radical7; O'Fiaich 133). Essentially, the Lavelle-Miliud was yet
another manifestation of the MacHale-Cullen rivdldyFiaich 135). Ultimately,
Lavelle and his colleague were refused re-entiy insh College in March 1858:
Confrontation followed. Lavelle tried to forceshway into
the college and was physically restrained bystérgants. He
was then handed a letter from Miley which satisceimployment
had been ended. . .he would not be allowed &nter it [College]
to collect his belongings, but could get thenotiyh a third party
. Lavelle refused to give in. .. Borrowiadadder. . .they climbed
over the back-wall and into the college groun@sice inside, a core
group of 15 to 20 of the students expressed shgiport for the two
professors, demanding the dismissal of thoseasé&swho had barred
them. . .they [students] refused to eat the pesgdared for them and
forced other students to be involved, and to aigetition to the board
that was critical of Miley. . . Eventually thepresentative from the
ministry of public instruction, Mr. Jourdain, geaded Lavelle and
Rice to depart by threatening that the police ldase force to remove
them. (MoranRadicall2)
Following this event, Lavelle returned to the Dise®f Tuam and served as curate to
the Mayo Abbey (O'Fiaich 135). But the serenityabbey life was to be short-lived

for this feisty cleric; Archbishop MacHale needectapitalize upon Lavelle's
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tenacity (MoranRadical15; O'Fiaich 135). In October 1858, ArchbishopcMale
appointed Lavelle to be administrator of Partry (ffgRadical15).

Situated along the shores of Lough Mask and wighiew miles from
Ballinrobe, the parish of Ballovey (commonly retsirto as Partry) is found (Moran,
Radicall5). This parish was arguably the epicenter fosglytism in western
Ireland (MoranRadical15-16). Evangelicals (also known as Biblicalsglevas
well endowed with money as they were with fervdrdrkin, "Church and State"
303). Their quest was "to convert non-Protestamt€hristianity’ and to promote a
more 'evangelical' faith amongst Protestants thrdhg more extensive use of the
bible. Their over-zealous approach even brougintin conflict with the more high
church bishops in the Church of Ireland" (MorRadical15). In an effort to appeal
to the rural communities (especially the poverticken), these evangelicals even
printed their bible in Irish (Larkin, "Church anda®" 303). The most radical of
these Biblical societies set up camp in the sudmgareas of Lough Mask (Moran,
Radicall5). In 1856, thérish Church Missions Society to Roman Catholiese
"employ[ing] 697 people and expend[ing] over £30,00Moran,Radicall5). By
1858, Father Peter Ward of Partry was overwhelnyetthis evangelical campaign
(O'Fiaich 135). Given the context, it is of nomuse that Archbishop of Tuam John
MacHale transferred his dogged soldier to thisgbari

Because of his philanthropic efforts during thenkree, George H. Moore
accrued considerable debt. In order to settleléid, Moore sold his lands in Partry.

Six-thousand of Moore's acres were sold in the Briimred Estates Court (Moore
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131). The Tourmakeady portion of Moore's Balliriabestate was purchased by
Lord Thomas Plunket, the Protestant Bishop of Tugiftala, and Achonry (Moore
131; O'Fiaich 136). Plunket then purchased some flaom Sir Robert Blosse
totaling his Partry estate to 10,239 acres (MoRadical16). Bishop Plunket during
the Famine worked to convert his tenants by oftgfiee food "as a condition of
conversion" (Moore 131). It is Plunket who wasp@ssible for bringing the Irish
Church Missions Society to the area (Morgadical16). In an effort to expedite
conversion:

when he acquired the new property he evictednabeu of his

unfortunate tenants, replacing them by Protestamported

from other districts. Nice slated houses weferefl to those

who would adopt the new faith, and threats weteomitted if

they refused. He forced the children to atteRitciestant

school, and his Sisters used to search the hoofées pulling

the children from under the beds where their parhid them.

(Moore 131-132)

When Lavelle arrived in Partry he found "a hatfazen of those schools,
planted on the borders of Lough Mask, were fillathwhe children torn from the
very hearts of their parents” ("Bishop" 9). Laedlinmediately forbade his
parishioners from sending their children to Plurdatools (O'Fiaich 136). Lavelle
used the pulpit:

Sunday after Sunday, beginning on 20 October 1I8&&ttacked
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those people that continued to send their chiltibethe schools,

declaring that they could not still receive sateats. If they

persisted he would not allow them to come tachipel. . .

Where families refused to comply with Lavell@&smands, he

visited them and used every form of persuasimhtareat to

secure their agreement. (Mor&gdical18-19)
When his attempts to convince Plunket from takiciipa against the parents that
were no longer sending the children to his schfzled, Lavelle forged a more
drastic course of action (O'Fiaich 136). In adetb the editor of thilation Lavelle
justified his more aggressive actions: "You knawhearnestly | implored in several
private communications (reserved for publicatioh).ard Plunket to leave his
tenants at liberty. You know that | prayed the enobstinate he and his daughters
(spurred on by the arch-disturber, Rev. Mr. Towdrecame" ("Provinces" 6).

As nephew and namesake to the former offreithe Freeman's Journalthe

power and influence of the press was well-knowbhawelle (Furlong 1). Lavelle
used the nationalist press, namelyMegyo TelegraphTuam Herald theNation and
the Catholic Telegrapho wage a war of sorts with the Plunket family (fstio,

Radical20). He barraged the bishop's nephew and chaylai@. Plunket with

48. Patrick Lavelle was the first Catholic editdtheFreeman's JournglFurlong, 1). He
purchased this newspaper in 1831; it was sold #1X8llowing his death in 1837 (Furlong, 1). Fathe

Lavelle's education was financed by this uncle @hoRadicall).
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public letters to inform the public of tenant ewcis on the basis of tenants’
withdrawal of their children from the Plunket scko@Voran,Radical21). He
publically dared (unsuccessfully) Plunket to rewtbal identity of those who continue
to use the schools and those who had convertedafiMieadical21). W. C. Plunket
responded through the conservatiayo Constitutionbut his efforts made little
difference and he ceased his public responses bghMa859 (MoranRadical21).
Lavelle's writings depict a great deal of savide purposely sought to

present himself as a moderate, hoping not to distltee support of the less zealous
Protestants (MorarRadical20). Upon analysis of his subtle language, heamga
to be quite skilled in the veiled threat. Thesaarns are well-illustrated in the
following excerpt from the April 9, 1859 edition tife Nation

But as a lover of Christian harmony among allafemations of

religionists -- as a lover of "peace and good"winong men,

I would advise him [Plunket] to pause. Let hiaysas it best

for him even now to say "In peace in the self-samall | sleep

and shall | rest;" or else let him remember th#tthat take the

sword shall perish with the sword.” ("Provincé3"

Lavelle's counter-crusade extended beyond thes piids organized

demonstrations using his parishioners:

He convened a crowd of 100 people who succeeaded i

preventing the scripture readers from takingchiéren

to the schools. He was charged with unlawfuéassy
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before the Ballinrobe petty sessions for this faeind

guilty and fined. (MorarRadical23)
It was alleged Lavelle "assailed a protestant gi@i@n, the Rev. Hamilton
Townsend, by spitting at him" ("County Galway" #ather" 6). Lavelle ordered
members of his flock to dismantle a stone housecamy away the materials from
Catherine Plunket's estate:

Father Lavelle was sitting on a stone in the yeinén |

arrived, and the men were pulling down the houasked

them who ordered them to do so? Father Laveltétse did;

| said he had no authority to do so -- that, asRunket's

representative there, | objected to their talingy the stones. . .

Father Lavelle said he would show me he wouldwhidown the

wall himself, and he put his two hands againstesstones at the

doorway and pushed them in. ("County Galway" 4)
Lavelle led his mobs to commit acts of violencé certain Bartholomew Donnelly
was attacked and assaulted by a crowd led by Legwvaatid Michael McDonagh, a
scripture reader, had his house burned down whilard his family were asleep.
Their neighbors failed to come to their aid” (MorRadical23). The
aforementioned vignettes represent just a few otll@'s actions.

By February 1860, sixty families were to be euictinese families happened

to represent the "most vocal centres of opposttiddlunket's schools and were most

active in supporting Lavelle” (MoraRadical33). Lavelle fought to halt these
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evictions, writing to anyone who might have infleerover Plunket, including the
Secretary of State for Ireland (Mord®adical33). By deliberately "widen[ing] the
debate from its narrow religious angle and at #raestime broadening the popular
base to which he could appeal. He brought todhe litherto neglected area of
landlord-tenant relations which became more prontiiethe 1860s in Ireland”
(Moran,Radical33).

Ironically, Lavelle's suit and its counter-clainere@ mediated out of court by
the very controversial former curate of Partry &adlinrobe, Father Peter Conway,
P. P. of Headford (O'Fiaich 136). It was percdilsg Conway and Lavelle that
complete tenant amnesty was part of this "Castl8e#ttement” (MorarRadical
33). Plunket had a different interpretation oktkettlement (MorarRadical34).
Plunket's interpretation was that he had justiftcato evict fifteen tenants for
violating estate rules (MoraRadical34). Consequently, Lavelle's attacks on
Plunket intensified. Constabulary was assignqardactively take notes during
Lavelle's Sunday sermon as he incited parishicqilwetembat Plunket and his
evangelicals (MorarRadical34).

Lavelle sought to paint a picture of tyranny oe gart of evangelicals. He
brought suit against the Rev. Richard Goodisonemgman connected with the Irish
Church Missions ("Court" 4). Lavelle claimed befdhe Ballinrobe petty sessions
that Goodison used "insulting and contemptuousuagg towards him. . .
threatening to blow out his brains and presentifgpded pistol at him" ("Court" 4).

As a result of this allegation, Goodison alleged:
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he [Goodison] had been pelted with stones orethre

occasions in the streets of Ballinrobe, notwihsging a

large force of constabulary being then preséat, he had

also been pelted in going along the roads im&ighborhood

of said town, and such was the feeling existimprgst the

Roman Catholic population that person in the eyplent of

the Irish Church Missions Society could not, wstfety, go any

distance from their homes unless protected bynatabulary

force. ("Court" 4)
In early February 1860, Alexander Harrison, a ptougn for Lord Plunket was shot
and killed near his home. Shortly before his murtiarrison had been successful
with a conviction in his claim against a poacheRiunket's estate ("Dreadful” 2).

Despite Lavelle's intimidation tactics, in Novemi&60, with considerable
military and police presence, Plunket evicted feent tenants, totaling sixty-eight
people (MoranRadical35). According to Moran, "Plunket's actions artfy
opened up the debate over the power enjoyed Hylaigdlords” Radical 36).
Lavelle countered the eviction by dissuading tesm@noim occupying the confiscated
land; he also forbade his flock from working foet@hristian zealots (Moran,
Radical38).
These events in Partry were relatively unique beedhis post-Clearance time

period was one of relative harmony in Ireland; ttostributed to its vast exposure

(Moran,Radical22). As a result of the media attention, Lavell&ttle extended far
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beyond Ireland. Lavelle's public relations gerpogtrayed himself and his flock as
victims while vilifying Plunket (MoranRadical 37):

The publication by him of facts relating to thevprty of the

people in and around the Mount Partry districkafyo aroused

the sympathies of the then Bishop of Orleans, $itpror

Dupanloup, who on one occasion preached a semmame of

the Paris churches upon the subject of Partgnisnand their

sufferings. A princess of the Bonaparte famiig ather titled

ladies took up a collection for the relief of theferers.

(Davitt, Fall 145-146)
In an attempt to mitigate the growing attentionRantry, Plunket wrote to the British
ambassador in Paris, Lord Cowley, asking him t@akpéth the Bishop of Orleans in
the hopes of quelling any mentions of Partry (MoRadical37). As the
aforementioned passage indicates, the ambassadarmsaccessful. Dupanloup'’s
sermon netted over £100 (Mord®adical37).

Lavelle worked tirelessly to elicit funding to prde for his parishioners and
to educate their children (MoraRadical38-39). He successfully secured funding
from Catholic bishops citing that his battle waligieus, as opposed to political
(Moran,Radical39). He also cleverly published the pamphlet "\WapPartry” in
1861 and distributed it widely (O'Fiaich 137). ligions in this pamphlet include the
history of Plunket's acquisition of said lands, &#&’s own letters to Plunket, and

excerpts of transcripts of Plunket's tenants spegtki their treatments and the
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aggressive actions of the evangelicals (Lavelle®@4). The publicity of the plight
of Plunket's tenants provided much needed finascipport (MoranRadical41).
Additional benefactors included: Irish in Britairitish Catholics and exiled Irish
nationalist John Mitchel (Moramadical41-42). The Fenian Brotherhood also sent
contributions from America (O'Fiaich 137). The itiq of this money helped assuage
the near famine conditions in Partry due to therpadato crops between 1860-1863
(Moran,Radical42).

Moran writes, "Throughout his time in Partry Ldeelvas regarded as a god
among his people'Radical24). However, he was feared by most (MoRadlical
110). As such he exercised considerable contret bis flock. Perhaps this control
is best illustrated by Lavelle's physical assatiElten Walsh, Plunket tenant in
August 1861 (MorarRadical40). Walsh pressed charges against Lavelle but
withdrew said charges following a discussion widvélle (MoranRadical40-41).

Throughout his time in Partry, Lavelle used thart®to his advantage.
Whether he was a defendant or a plaintiff, he wias ®© garner much attention in the
press; sometimes the press was the target. Lditetlea multiple count claim
against John Bole, the proprietor of the conseredtiayo Constitutiorfor "gross
libels reflecting on his character and conduct'affl’ 4). His court room escapades
riled the peasantry; in fact, court procedures vadtexed in the interest of public
safety:

The petty sessions court heretofore [has] besayal held

on Monday, which is market day in Ballinrobe; buting to
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the danger to the public peace, arising fromndenation of
the people congregated in town, provoked by aession of
Jumper Prosecutions from the Partry district,niagistrates
have directed that in the future the petty sessamurt shall be
held upon Tuesday, instead of Monday. ("Thraatgnd)
It is worthy of mention that Father Peter Conway Wwaown to lend his support to
Lavelle at legal proceedings ("Threatening" 4).

Much to the chagrin of the evangelicals, "the t®discharged most of the
summons against Lavelle and his supporters” (MdRanjcal24). Perhaps his legal
success could be attributed to securing top ledgabaoccasion such as Isaac Buitt,
MP ("County Galway" 5). Or, it could be attributeanother reason. As discussed
in a preceding chapter, George H. Moore was notiaiper of Parliament during this
time. However, he did serve as magistrate andireadactive in the Ballinrobe
petty sessions ("County Galway" 5; "James" 4; "atening" 4). Moore and Lavelle
were politically aligned and a deep bond develdpetsveen them (MorarfRadical
85, 94, 97; Lavelle 3-4). This bond is evidencgd.bvelle dedicating his bookhe
Irish Landlord Since the Revolutida the former statesman (Lavelle 3-4). Arguably,
this relationship may have benefitted Lavelle ia tiourts. InJames Knox Gildea vs.
Patrick Heneharthis bias may have been apparent. Patrick Henehservant of
Lavelle, was charged with "cutting turf without \eaon the property of James Knox
Gildea" ("James" 4). Moore indicated to his fellowvagistrates that this case had

been forwarded to a legal adviser and it was deterana "mild case” and a fine o 1
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should be imposed ("James" 4). This finding waalehged by other magistrates:
"Mr. Lynch and Mr. Griffin were pressing their vievef the law, when Mr. Moore
insisted that they should desist, as the case e@det" ("James" 4).

Despite the evangelicals' financial advantage toaal parishes in mission to
convert the peasantry in the West, their impact wsignificant. As indicated by the
census in 1861, "there were fewer Protestantseimlibcese of Tuam than in 1834
when the previous survey had been undertaken" (M&adical44). This is
particularly significant when this fact is considdralongside Famine-related deaths
and mass emigration amongst the Catholic peasaBy\y1862, Lavelle was
victorious, Bishop Plunket left the area (O'Fiai@d¥). The lands were purchased by
less controversial Yorkshire mohair manufactur8uenpury 1).

Given Lavelle's nationalist slant and rebellioaBams, it should be of no
surprise he was drawn to the Irish Republican Bndtbod. In 1861, he was elected
to serve as vice-president of the non-oath bouotgoBrotherhood of St. Patrick
(Moran,Radical53; O'Fiaich 137). This newly created organizaserved as a
public facade for the I.R.B. (O'Fiaich 137; Bunbjy His participation in the famed
McManus Funeral brought him in direct conflict wiainchbishop Cullen (O'Fiaich
138). In May 1862, the Irish hierarchy issued anivey against secret societies;
demanded Lavelle resign from his post in the Bnatloé St. Patrick; and indicated
Lavelle publically apologize for his Fenian actiqg@Fiaich 140). Cullen spoke
directly with Pope Pius IX regarding the matterHi@ch 140). A letter to MacHale

sent from Rome required some disciplinary actiowata Lavelle (O'Fiaich 141). As
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such, MacHale prodded Lavelle to resign from thetBers of St. Patricluring the
summer of 1862 (MorarRadical55; O'Fiaich 141). Although no longer a member,
Lavelle did not divorce himself of the organizatsprinciples (MoranRadical55).
In 1864, Lavelle experienced the fragile existeoicie Irish tenant through

the eviction of his mother and sister from Sir Rogalmer's estate (O'Fiaich 146).
Lavelle, fueled in part by the very personal ewiotipublished his bookhe Irish
Landlord Since the Revolution 1870 (Lavelle 5). Irish historian Tomas O'Elai
writes:

Despite his shattering personal experiencesnafiéadism,

however, and despite reference to the landlsd®gitorial

monsters' and 'murderers’, the book is not vafical in the

solutions which it proposes. He demanded figityenure for

the tenants and the abolition of tenure at Wi#i;demanded also

compensation for improvements and the fixing tdiarent

periodically by the Government. But while he thlat peasant

proprietorship was very desirable as a long-teoiation, he

did not think that Ireland was ripe for it yetrrior land

nationalisation. (146)

Lavelle would remain in Partry until 1869. Durihgg final years in Partry he

raised funds to feed his parishioners and attenmptedvance national issues (Moran,
Radical114). He was heavily involved in elections throogt Ireland; he was

instrumental in the return of his friend George kyevioore to Parliament in 1868
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(O'Fiaich 144). He also was dedicated to the catisenian political prisoners
(O'Fiaich 144). In October 1869, Archbishop MaaHmhansferred Father Lavelle to
Cong, the second wealthiest parish in Tuam (Bunbyry

The aforementioned anecdotes illustrate the samgqudwer over the peasantry
in the Lough Mask region enjoyed by Father Convirkagher Patrick Lavelle and to
some degree, George Henry Moore. However, it agptiests' religious fervor
coupled with Moore's political savvy that yieldeg@verful synergistic influence
over the peasantry. This religious-political foveas amplified by their relationship.
This relationship remained strong until Moore'stdedn April 1870, it was Lavelle
that was beside Moore's deathbed; in fact, heiedtifia telegram Moore's wife and
wrote to A. M. Sullivan (editor and proprietor ¢ietNation) of his passing by stroke
(Moore 376). Conway wrote to Irish politician aMéyo native Sir John Gray
informing him of the circumstances surrounding Mo®passing (Moore 376-377).
It is interesting to note on Father Conway's pagsindune 1872, he left his gold
cross, watch, and gun to Moore's sons, yet: "Tmwlbrothers and sisters, and other
relatives, | leave my blessing and pray they magkveait their salvation and an
honest industrious livelihood by the seat of theows with perseverance, energy,
and industry, never forgetting their duties to Gaxlj their oppressed country,
namely Ireland” (Blanck). Due to the financial pio of the family, Moore's sons
were not left wanting. By overlooking his own fayniConway's gesture appears to

be quite symbolic.
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J. H. Whyte states "Before the end of the sixtesyever, there were signs
that the hitherto unquestioned leadership of teetets by the clergy was beginning
to breakdown" ("Clergy" 253). Similarly, historidhichael Hurst contends "When
Bishop Moriarty of Kerry wrote to William Monsell March 1868, claiming that
‘The minds of the Irish people are in the handbefirish priests’, he was badly out
of date" (332). Yet, during this time clericalluénce was still thriving in the area
surrounding Lough Mask, especially in the Countywaa portion of the region.
This continued local clerical influence is beatisirated by the Galway by-election of
1872.

When Captain John Nolan, an evicting landlordgébtio forge a political
career he recognized he needed to redeem his tieputath the tenantry (Moran,
Radical126). To do so, Nolan secured the arbitratioliss&f Father Patrick Lavelle,
A. M. Sullivan of theNation, and Irish nationalist politician Sir John GraydMn,
Radical126). Nationalist Bishop Duggan of Clonfert l&ng support to this effort as
well (Bradley 132). Nolan's strategy was heavilplicized as this settlement
welcomed back tenants to their original farms avpgted compensation (Moran,
Radical127). The "Portacarron Decision” angered Noltilsw landlords as Nolan
had established a new precedent (MoRaical137). On the heels of the
Portacarron agreement, Nolan was declared theydergndidate for the election of
1872 in County Galway (McCaffrey, "Federalism" 13Jolan was a Home Rule
candidate, supported tenant rights, and was inrfavdenominational education

(McCaffrey, "Federalism" 13). The "picked cand&laf the local gentry" was tory-
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minded Captain William Le Poer Trench (Comerfordv&Caffrey, "Federalism"
13). County Galway, home of Archbishop MacHalesaa unlikely locale to elect a
tory candidate, especially with the momentum oftdoene Rule movement in the
early 1870s; the deck was stacked against Trefbk. Galway election boiled down
to which body had the greater influence over tinamés, landlords or clergy (Moran,
Radical139). Nolan voters outnumbered Trench voters byenthan four-to-one;
Nolan earned 2823 votes, Trench 658 ("Galway Elatt8; Moran,Radical 140).
However, Trench challenged Nolan's victory citimglue influence and intimidation
(Minmutes Galway Electior). In his petition, Trench stressed Captain Nolans'wa
guilty of such intimidation and undue influencednd through certain Roman
Catholic clergymen acting for and on behalf of $hel Captain John Philip Nolan,
who both by addresses from the altar during Diweevice and by other means,
threatened loss and damage, and in other manngigedintimidation upon several
of the electors, members of the Roman Catholicyaesisn, in order to induce them
to vote, or to refrain from voting, at the saidatien” (Minutes Galway Electior).
Galway priests' tactics were similar to those udathg the Mayo Elections
of 1852 and 1857. Incessant stone throwing, teréatning the offspring of Trench
supporters by "being branded hereafter wherevenilent,” and alter coercion such
as, "those who would vote for Captain Trench ouglite shunned, as if they had
typhus fever or small pox" were standard opergtiregeduresNlinutes Galway

Election14, 68, 71, 85, 86, 99). Amongst the Galway cterihere were two veteran
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characters, Father Peter Conway and Father Pasmiaddle. The following anecdotes
speak to the influential "specialties" of the twaepts.

Despite the judgment in tidayo Election Petition of 185Tonway (now
parish priest in nearby Headford, County Galway) ribt hesitate to resort to his
usual upfront and personal threats and intimidatioavelle, though parish priest in
Cong, County Mayo, involved himself by channeling gifts of media manipulation
and oratory grandstanding.

Magistrate Mr. William Joseph Burke (whose fathad testified against
Conway in theMayo Election Trial of 1857provided testimony of his experience
during one of Father Conway's masses: "at lafChaway] ended with words which
| never could forget; that he trusted that the wawld arrive when a landlord who
would interfere with his tenants would be hung yghe neck, which would be too
good for him, but by his heelsM{nutes Galway Electiod53-155). When asked
about the state of the country [Galway] duringehection period, Burke responded,
"l never saw it in so excited a condition; on th&sendays in the chapel, the people
seemed to be boiling over with excitement, theyenigerally mad” Minutes Galway
Election153). Burke's response was followed up by, "helReverend Father
Conway himself speak in an excited and warm wayRh(tes Galway Election
153). He testified "In a most excited way; it vé&asply impossible to be more
excited on several occasiondlifiutes GalwayElection153).

Mr. Pierce Joyce testified that during the eletperiod, "The celebrated Rev.

Father Conway, and the mob shouted at me, and dhcarte called me a ‘jumper,’ in
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the open square of Galway. . .they [mob] shoutedeatvhen they saw him [Conway]
waiving [sic] his hand in most measured ternMinutes Galway Electiod41).
Joyce further testified Conway told him he wasemé&gade Catholic” and that "I [he]
had sold my [his] religion"Nlinutes GalwayElectiorl41). According to Joyce,
Conway's words "I sold my religion" and "renegadgh@lic" were hooted to him
from the crowds as far as 15-20 miles from Galwdin(ites Galway Electiod41).

Father Conway's activities did not cease followtimg election. Roman
Catholic gentleman Charles Blake indicated thah@hesupporter and large landed
proprietor Denis Kirwen had suddenly taken ill ggased away a week after the
election Minutes Galway Electiod2). On the day Kirwen died, the mourning
witness' car was stopped by Father Conway and tera rifthe testimony indicated
Conway stated, "He [Kirwen] is down, he is dowmill put you and more of you
[landlords] down" Minutes GalwayElection18-20). On Palm Sunday following the
February election, Conway sent a silent messagertwe of his parishioners. Mrs.
Barbara Burke, wife of Trench supporter William &ois Burke, testified the Burke
family pew in Father Conway's church was signiftbabroken. Worshippers were
forced to walk around the wooden debris as theyguaated in MassNlinutes
GalwayElection158).

In 1872, Lavelle was still publically relevant dieehis work in Partry, his ties
to Fenianism, the publication of his book on lamdiem in 1870, and his
involvement with the home rule movement (MorBadical133; O'Fiaich 147).

Lavelle wrote prolifically on behalf of Nolan (MaraRadical137). The Nolan camp
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"spent close on £100 to ensure his letters andchpsen the election were published
in the newspapers, especially theam News(Moran,Radical137). Lavelle was
busy "behind the scenes to win over other clefiosthe Nolan camp (Moran,
Radical137). Lavelle "left no stone unturned"” as he deddhe wives of his flock to
refuse "to cook, sew or tend to their husbandsisé&dahey voted for Trench"
(Moran,Radical139).

Catholic Baronet Sir Thomas Burke distributedraudar at a Trench rally in
Loughrea (County Galway) on December 13, 187 1¢itwailar highlighted the
differences between Trench and Nolan (MoRadical138). The flier indicated the
belief that a landlord has the right to influeneeants' votes (MoraRRadical138).
Needless to say, this claim did not go unanswered.

On New Year's Day 1872, there was a meeting at @avhich Father
Lavelle spokeNlinutes Galway Electiod7). In his speech, which was published in
the January 5, 1872 edition of the Tuam News, La\sthted:

Then Sir Thomas Burke, to be a little unparliatagn

is a liar (a voice, 'He is, and a df[amne]d )dof Sir
Thomas Burke has declared that he would make them
[his tenants] and all his friends vote for thenraghom he
likes, and in his own words, that he would médien
slaves; and with a truculency worth of himsetig avith
an impudence unworthy of the great baronet (g)pdhat

he would make them vote just as he would wisH,fehad
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had the effrontery to say that if they did notvete he would

evict now, as he had evicted beforblinutes GalwayElection47)
At the trial Burke denies ever coercing his tenantgote for his candidate and
similarly refuted the accusation that he threatenezlict if they did not vote his way
(Minutes Galway ElectioA7-48). In his speech, Lavelle accused Burke of
"unfold[ed] the blood-stained banner of extermindtigMinutes Galway Election
48). But the above excerpts were mere rhetorienndompared with the Lavelle's
assertion that Burke had sounded his own "deathikiMinutes GalwayElection48).
Following the "deathknell" reference, Burke movesifamily abroad ¥inutes
GalwayElection48). Fearing for his life, Burke appealed to Anshiop MacHale
for interferencelinutes Galway Electiod9). Burke articulated his interpretation of
Lavelle's "deathknell” reference in his correspamdewith the Archbishop (dated
January 8, 1872): "But there are many who woubd lopon Father Lavelle's speech
as a clear order to shoot me, and if that is nateempt at intimidation, | know not
what is" Minutes Galway Electiod9). In a January 11, 1872 response, Archbishop
MacHale responded:

As | was reading in that report the passage nedeio in your

letter, "that Sir Thomas Burke sounded his owatllenell," a

most respectable gentle man who was preseng & oint

meeting, and heard the speech referred to, haggercall and

on his attention being turned to the above pasdsgdeclared

that immediately after the words just quotedritheerend speaker
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added, "I mean his political deathknell," whiakjumct you will

admit strips the ominous phrase of its alarmiggiicance.

(Minutes Galway Electiod9)
MacHale further excuses the term "liar" by inforgnBBurke that it was meant in the
parliamentary sense: "Whilst this explanation Isisigou against a foul imputation,
at worst it could only expose himself [Lavelle]ttee possible reproach of indulging a
harmless vanity, by comparing himself and his aurgito one of their representatives
addressing the House of Commondlir{utes Galway Electiod9). After addressing
the semantics, MacHale turns the table on Burke:

In your letter, you ask whether the language of the

reverend speaker at Gort does not manifestlyegage

intimidation, and yet you appear to be uttergeinsible

to the more terrible and sweeping intimidatiolmfuated

against a whole people by a few landlords, witleoparticle

of right to justify the threatened vengeanddin(ites Galway

Election50)
Captain Nolan's brother Sebastian allegedly "bdeatel he insisted that Father
Lavelle was invincible"Minutes Galway Electioid9). Perhaps with the support of
Archbishop MacHale maybe Lavelle was invincibledad.

Michael Hurst identifies the activities associatgth the Galway Election of

1872 as "the startling contributions to Irish ebeat history in the years before the

secret ballot" (342). The Ballot Act of 1872, fimmplemented during the general
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election of 1874, instituted the secret ballot (Mp0'Fenianism"235). Intuitively,
voting privacy can be construed as a major steutdsvliberty. However, Hurst
argues the "Secret ballot had been needed for Hitemance of law and order, not
for the sake of Irish freedom” (335). A clauséha Ballot Act of 1872 increased the
number of polling stations from four to twenty (Way"Clergy" 255). The secret
ballot coupled with a polling site "divide and carq" approach rendered much of
the priests' election period activities obsolete.

As one attempts to rationalize the masses' steiaalfagiance to the priests'
demands, the following passage may be of assistddagng William Joseph
Burke's testimony during the Galway Election Toall872, he shared an interaction
with some of his tenants as they discussed théoes#candidates, "They [a group of
William Joseph Burke's tenants] declared they woulg for Nolan; one of them
said to me, 'how could | prosper if | opposed thegis?" Minutes Galway Election
153). This tenant's honest response indicates poiess, especially Conway and
Lavelle, ruled by fear. The preceding pages pm@ilidstrations of priest-induced
fear. In "Rule By Fear," political philosopher Qoey Kavka analyzes the social
condition and the idealized state of the "perfecnny” (602-603). Kavka defines
"perfect tyranny" as "a polity in which fear is thele motive of obedience to political
authorities" (603). While his discussion is in fi@itical context it certainly applies
to the political role of some priests in rural Canht. Regarding social condition,
Kavka contends, "given reasonable assumptions abtanal fear, it does turn out

that citizen ignorance of a sort is a prerequisitperfect tyranny” (606). Kavka



220

further asserts, "obeying out of fear does notireqane to believe that one surely, or
very likely, will be punished for disobedience.ottly requires that one's awareness
of the risk of apprehension and punishment suffioeeduce one to obey" (603).
Due to their isolation and meager existence, th&l peasants of the Lough Mask
region provided an ideal context for leadershigywgnny. Arguably, the leadership
style of Conway and Lavelle are consistent withghgect tyrant.

The preceding pages illustrate that from at 1&85@ through the early 1870s,
the clerical influence in the Lough Mask vicinityagssignificant. Often this influence
descended into violence. In essence, if you ctbagwiest, in the Lough Mask area,
it was prudent to anticipate bodily harm eitherhig/followers or in some cases the
priest himself.

The Mayo elections of 1852 and 1857 and the Gaklegtion of 1872
provide the backdrop for examples of collectiveemze and intimidation, especially
in the form of a mob. Sociologist Roberta Senededh Roche states "Given an
‘excuse’ [election] a 'mob’ vents its anger noth@treal source of its misery, but at the
most vulnerable targets in the immediate envirortrf@pposing voters]” (99). De la
Roche further points out "collective violence iseof an extreme form of self-help, a
species of social control that entails the handiihg grievance by unilateral
aggression” (101). This unilateral aggression joies/ collective liability placing
distance between the individual and the act ofevioé (de la Roche 102). Through
the leadership of Conway and Lavelle and the doigns&ucture of the Roman

Catholic Church this desire for "self-help” wasidsarnessed and highly organized.
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Senechal de la Roche categorizes collective viel@mo four forms: lynching,

rioting, vigilantism, and terrorism (105). To ct#fy the form of collective violence
"breadth of liability and degree of organizatios'considered (de la Roche 105).
Figure 6 illustrates the four forms of collectivielence and their respective degree of
liability and organization. Using the classificatisystem indicated in Figure 6, the
mob's collective liability coupled with the sustaihorganization provided by the

church via Conway and Lavelle indicate a terrazifirm of collective violence.

Liability
Individual Collective
Low lynching rioting
Organization
High vigilantism terrorism

Figure 6. Four Forms of Collective Violence; d&lache, Roberta Senechal.

"Collective Violence as Social ControBbcial Forum 105.

Sociologist Jeff Goodwin indicates a gold standdefinition for terrorism is
difficult to come by; however he contends all défoms contain this element. "The
deliberate use of violence in order to influencesa@udience (or audiences)" (2028).
To the uneducated peasant along the shores of Lidagk, violence at a priest's
encouragement was probably perceived as the waBodf religion being a common
justification for terrorist activity (Tessler andBbins 307-308). Considering this
example of collective violence as a form of tesorimay prove difficult given
contemporary perceptions of terrorist acts. Howeafiter one sheds his twenty-first

century bias, the aforementioned vignettes cestapply.



222

Despite the passing of the Ballot Act, in the Lbiask vicinity, the ethos

honed by Conway and Lavelle endured. Over tweatyy of violent behavior left a
legacy. Human aggression psychologist Jeff Vidt@iresses, "Bandura's social
theory of aggression suggests that violence follolaservation and imitation of an
aggressive model” (18). Without question, the dotzs discussed herein indicate
aggression. In applying Bandura's theory, violdnegets violence. Furthermore,
political scientist Leonard Weinberg asserts:

terrorist groups do not emerge from thin air, dorthey

necessarily disappear into the air at the coratusf their

adventures; rather their appearances and disagyynes

often are associated with developments intemaddividual

political parties and to changes in the systethiwiwhich they

pursue their various objectives. (436)
As the upcoming chapter will indicate, the actioh€onway and Lavelle during the
immediate Post-Famine era essentially "primed timaggd for the next generation of

violence in the Lough Mask region.



Chapter Eight
CLERICAL INFLUENCE: TRADITION, OPPOSITION, AND MUBRER

The Province of Connacht did not initially embr&@nianism: "The [Fenian]
movement had little appeal to the nation's farmespecially to the small farmers of
the west, since it was unwilling to support a caigpdor agrarian reform, fearing
that a campaign for social reform would dilute tfagional struggle for Irish
independence"” (Jordaband184). Ironically, it was not until the mid-186(@srca
the time of the non-insurrection of 1865 and thieasde of 1867) that Fenianism took
hold in County Mayo (Jordaihand183). This time also coincided with a shift in
Fenian leadership structure. The summer of 18&%7alsa reorganization of
American Fenians into the unified Clan na Gael @e239; MoodyDavitt 135). In
Ireland, following the failed uprising in March 1B@he autocratic structure
established by Stephens was eradicated in favar'@presentative governing body"
-- the Supreme Council (Moody and O'Broin 287).e Téte 1860s essentially
witnessed a Fenian renaissanceRé&tollections of an Irish Rebdlohn Devoy
indicates "In the reorganized movement Mayo was#st in Ireland” (33). How
does a region initially indifferent towards the EBenmovement quickly transform
into its most zealous?

In 1869, Father John O'Malley (of the Boycott ajfaerved as curate of both

Cong and the Neal€gatholic Directory 186992). In the autumn of 1869,

223
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O'Malley welcomed a new parish priest to Cong thEaPatrick Lavelle (Moran,
Risel74). The pair shared more in common than lovéhie Lord. As presented
earlier, Lavelle was more than a Fenian sympathi@@Malley too, was "well-known
for his Fenian sympathies" and was connected byiagarto a very high ranking
Fenian leader (Moramisel75). On December 20, 1870, O'Malley's sisteridMar
married J. F. X. O'Briéfl (Moran,Rise175). O'Brien had been convicted for his
leadership role in the ill-fated March 1867 risiizevoy 207, 312). He was
sentenced to be "hanged, drawn and quarteredhisugeéntence (the last of its kind
ever passed) was commuted to solitary confinenmemthich he spent fourteen
months” ("In Memoriam" 60). O'Brien was released 869 along with other Fenian
prisoners due to amnesty efforts ("In Memoriam" @@Connel 48). George Henry
Moore, MP for Mayo led the charge for the releaisinese political prisoners (Moore
335-348). Following his release, O'Brien visithd tough Mask region frequently,
especially between 1869-1870 as Father O'Malleyareal the couple for marriage
(Moran,Rise175). According to Devoy, "Before Kickhdfhbecame Chairman of the
Supreme Council of the reorganized I.R.B., Jame& R'Brien, who was afterwards

a Member of Parliament, filled that office for sotimae” (Devoy 312).

49. John Devoy recalls Recollections of an Irish Rebiilat James F. X. O'Brien as "The
principal letter writer to thérish People who was convicted for his part in the Rising éatdr became
a Member of Parliament. His letters were alwaygyland well written and were signed 'De I'Abbe’.]

He had lived in New Orleans for some years and kikemch very well" (44).

50. Charles Kickham served as |.R.B. Chair fr@%2Luntil his death in 1882 (Biletz 227).
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O'Brien's service as chair coincided with his cshig and early years of marriage
(Biletz 227; Devoy 312). lIrish nationalist, joulisé and politician William O'Brien
recalls James F. X. O'Brien's sentiments upondiease:
Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien was risking his popularity tvithe more
violent spirits in his own ranks by forcing themgive fair-play to
a constitutional public movement for a friendly qanomise with
England, he was at the same time so convincededhtpossibility
of arresting England's attention by conciliatorpeals alone, that
he all the time persisted calmly in his preparatitor theultima ratio
of armed rebellion. Fresh from the Malebolge aigleservitude, he
risked liberty and home and a station of honour@rdfort again to
import arms and reform the shattered "Circlé®dollection98).
As such, it is of no surprise "Police reports iradigca rise in Fenian activity and the
importation of arms into the Cong-Neale districthrs period [1869-1870]" (Moran,
Risel75).

As the preceding passage indicates, upon hisseldaF. X. O'Brien
prioritized arms acquisition, yet he championeamastitutional approach. On the
surface O'Brien's philosophy may appear contradictmowever, his philosophy was
shared by other high profile figures in the LoughdW{ region. As indicated, both
George Henry Moore, MP and Father Patrick Laveleeyat minimum, Fenian
sympathizers and "They did not oppose armed reeliroviding it had a reasonable

prospect of success" (MoraRadical97). Lavelle wholeheartedly believed in
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Moore's ability to manipulate Parliament for theéio@alist cause (MorarRadical
97). Given the close relationship between Lavatid Moore and between Lavelle
and O'Brien (MoranRadical156-157), it is highly likely there was a tranai
acquaintance between Moore and O'Brien. It is temgpo speculate the potential
symbiotic influence of the leading Irish constitutalist, one of the most notorious
clerics, and the chairman of the Supreme CoundiRaB. upon the Lough Mask
region prior to Moore's death in April 1870.

Despite the magnitude of the aforementioned evarite Lough Mask
vicinity discussed in the previous chapter, thery@amediately following the
Famine were relatively calm in the West of Ireld¢ddrdanLand182). Donald
Jordan asserts, "[D]uring the first two decade®fahg the Famine, County Mayo
experienced little if any agrarian agitation” (JamgLand 182). However, this placid
time in County Mayo did not last as the end of1B&0s brought a "sharp increase in
agrarian disorder" (Jordaband 183). Post-Famine transplant farmers were tatigete
during this time of outrage: "In January 1870 &gim Scottish and English farmers
holding land near Ballinrobe and Newport petitiotieel Lord Lieutenant requesting
protection in the wake of threatening notices" ddor,Land 187). Even
philanthropic, nationalist landlord George Henrydvi®was not spared. In April
1870, the following notice was sent to Moore's tega

IMPORTANT. CAUTION.
Notice is hereby given that any person who pays

rents to landlords, agents, or bailiffs above the
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ordnance valuation will at his peril mark the

consequences.

By order,

(Signed) RORY.

To THE TENANTS OF MR MOORE'S PROPERTY

AND WHOM IT MAY CONCERN. (Moore 374)
This was the personal business Moore needed tudaibenvhen he abruptly left his
Parliamentary obligations in England to returnidstate in County Mayo (Moore
375). Moore arrived home on Friday, April 15 (Gderdtlay) and suddenly took ill
on Monday, April 18; he was pronounced dead on dangsApril 19, 1870 (Moore
376).

This was not Moore's first encounter with "Rorg,pseudonym for the local
ribbon society; this type of rent threat began868 (Moore 370-374). Moore left
the previous negotiation to a team of arbitratonsctv included Father Lavelle,
Father Shea, A. M. Sullivan (editor of tNation), and John Martin (Moore 372).
"Rory's" threats are well documented in the neuislas of 1869 and 1870.
Examples are not limited to rent abatement:

This day several flocks and herds belonging &zigrs near
Tuam, who held farms in Mayo, were driven homéowners
by the several herds in charge, on the groubhdsalleged, that
they have got warnings from Rory of the Hillssome of his party

not to tend stock for mere grazing farmers amgés. Fires are
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kindled simultaneously, and without any appacemicert, over

extensive districts in South Mayo and the norihgart of Galway.

("Outrages" 4)
In an open letter to Richard J. M. St. George, B$tleadford and his tenants, Rory
launched a second and final demand stating "y¢t[sigive back to the old tenants
their holdings. . .and that before long, as theeen@ Orange laws will to death
prevent or stop us till we get rid of landlordsatyts, and murderers" (Rory's
signature was accompanied by a "mark of a coffifiR)chard St. Georges" 1). Rory
of the Hills' name was even used by Miss Eliza Barp revenge her sister's former
employer for discharging her: "[to] remove a naias lot of girls out of the mill,
and if he did not that same morning he would getcbincerns in a blaze as 'Rory’
often visited people who did not deserve it as m&hounty Mayo" 6). It appears
"Rory of the Hills" was used to rectify collectia@d personal grievances. Am Irish
Gentleman: George Henry Mogrgloore's son sheds his perspective on the make-up
and resurgence of local ribbon societies:

After the downfall of Fenianism the local ribbsocieties,

whose object has always been agrarian, took fasis in many

parts of Ireland. These societies are not boagdther by any

common bond, and seem to spring up spontaneaastyding

as circumstances favour their growth. Sometirnesnot always,

they are caused by the acts of some ill-advisegrannical landlord,

whose estate becomes the centre of disaffectioithey are rarely
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men in the lowest ranks, but generally the sdmsem of intelligence

... Very often they are the sons of bailiffsstewards, who have

been employed for a long time by a landlord, dihg in a

comparatively good position, have escaped theftthe spade and

the plough, and cannot readily adapt themsetvedtered

circumstances. The sons of bailiffs have generaltgived a fair

education, and being raised somewhat above the oh#iss peasants,

expect and receive a sort of deference from treghbours.

(Moore 370)
In The Fall of FeudalisimMichael Davitt contends Ribbonism's "original edtj was
more protective than aggressive” (41). Howeven tia& seeming collapse of
Fenianism, the trials and punishments of 18674%®afgrarian spirit asserted itself
again" (Davitt,Fall 42). But the Fenian-charged ribbon societiehefdarly 1870s
were not satiated by cattle stealing. They cranigder game -- landlords, agents,
and bailiffs.

In February 1869, in response to the escalatiolgnce, the Most Reverend

Dr. Paul Cullen, Archbishop of Dublin "renews hiamings against" secret societies,
Ribbonism, and Fenianism in a Lenten pastoral (tée'h5). In his companion
Lenten pastoral, Most Reverend Dr. John MacHalehBishop of Tuam focused on
politics and denominational education ("Lenten” 5).May of 1869, the Most
Reverend Dr. Patrick Leahy, Archbishop of Castesl,dn "earnest appeal to the laity

of his diocese on the murders which had been rigcemtnmitted in the County
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[Tipperary]. . . The archbishop implores his paiosers to abstain from blood"
("Archbishop Cashel" 3). Even staunch tenant sgtitvocate, Most Reverend Dr.
Thomas Nulty, Bishop of Meath, presented his pasitn the new brand of ribbon
societies very clearly to his parishioners in alighied pastoral:
But to process-servers, cattle dealers, and homes who refuse
to part with their properties, or surrender ttiearms -- because
somebody else occupied it twenty or thirty yesags -- are the
classes from which Ribbonism selects its victimi take away
the life of a man who has not unjustly assailed, either in your
person or property, to take away the life of ajust aggressor,
when you have other means by which you can saftdgsdefend
your property, and preserve your life, is to catrthre awful crime
of murder. . . The circumstances, therefore, ¢hied Ribbonism
into existence, and that ever lent to it evemapearance of justice,
have now passed away forever. Hence the prmopaggregation
in the Ribbonism of the present day is not a psepof necessary self-
defence but a purpose pbsitive and unjust aggression. Now, a
secret society that blasphemously arrogatesadf the awful power
of life and death, and under the pretext of resirgy public wrong,
actually enrols [sic] its members with the hdeibbject of taking
away the life of every man that differs with, abgys, or displeases

them -- is in reality, a society organised fag thabolical purpose of
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committing murder. By the very fact, therefasépecoming a
member of such a society, a man constitutes Hiraseurderer in
intention, and contracts at once in the eyesauf,@&e accumulated
guilt of the murders which he may be subsequaralied to commit.
Hence, to sanction such a society or to lendesmtpuragement to its
propagation -- or even not to oppose its progreken you can do
SO -- is to cooperate positively or negatively hithe murderous
designs of its members, to participate in theitt@nd to share the
judgment that awaits the assassin. ("LandlordischRibbonism™ 7)
It is conspicuous that in the annals of Metionand theé=reeman's Journah
published condemnation of Ribbonism from the Mosté&end Dr. John MacHale,
Archbishop of Tuam cannot be found. It is inconmgrmsible that someone as learned
as Dr. MacHale was unaware of the agrarian cri&igoss Ireland agrarian offenses
totaled 160 in 1860 and increased to 767 in 1888¢ged Crime" 4). By 1870, the
number of agrarian offenses rose sharply to 1,328e@ged Crime" 4). Figure 7 and

Table 8 illustrate Connacht, Tuam's province, watsmmune from Ribbonism.
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Figure 7. Total Offenses Against Person or Prgpé&@70; data gathered from

"Alleged Crime in Ireland."Freeman's Journa8 May, 1871; 4.

Table 8

Increase in Select Crimes in the Province of Connac

1867 1869 % Change
Attempted Murder 5 25 400%
(includes shooting and
stabbing)
Assault Inflicting Bodily 26 54 107.7%
Harm
Sending Threatening 3 21 600%
Letter (e.g. burn house)
Threat By Letter to 0 11 Cannot be calculated
Extort Money

Source: Return of Judicial Statistics, 18662; Return of Judicial Statistics, 18695.

Arguably, MacHale chose not to publically condetme agrarian outrages.

Instead, during this period, MacHale channeleceffizrts towards segregated Irish

Catholic Education, the fledgling Home Rule Asstioig and the Galway by-

election of 1871 ("Galway Election" 3; "Home Ru™Irish Education" 14-15;

"Lenten” 5; "On Monday night" 1 ). To not censtine agrarian outrages against a

backdrop of such public clerical condemnationsloariewed as an action in itself.
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It is reasonable to believe some Connacht Ribbornmegnhave felt they were given
permission through omission. Any degree of peextipermission from the man the
Nationdeemed "the foremost man of our race" could egassiyfy and validate the
most heinous of agrarian actions ("True" 9). Thisspecially true of the Ribbonmen
in the Lough Mask vicinity who personally withesdeather Lavelle (and Father
Peter Conway) execute terroristic acts and espagiggian outrage.

During this time, agrarian outrages included mumde¢he Ballinrobe region.

In January 1870, Galway landlord John Walsh wasgdered ("Murder Walsh" 4).

His niece testified he had previously receivedradtening letter and subsequently
was "obliged to accept the escort of police onday home from Ballinrobe markets™
("Murder Walsh" 4). In August 1872, process-seiama court messenger Martin
Tunbridge was shot in the back of the head (Deldneyt was reported Tunbridge
had served a Notice to Quit to Mr. John N&iigf Balla on the behalf of Sir Robert
Lynch Blosse (Delaney 1). Both cases remain uesb{Delaney 1; "Murder Walsh"
4).

By 1873 the number of agrarian outrages had dsedesignificantly
throughout Ireland. In 1870, there were 1,329 @anadisturbances ("Alleged
Crime" 4) and "the yearly number of agrarian outsagn an average of 1873 and
1874 was 233"Return of Judicial Statistics, 187491). This downturn in agrarian

offenses coincided with the apex of livestock piaad the electoral success of

51. It is worthy of mention John Nally was the lenio Fenian leader and Land Leaguer P.W.

Nally and his brother "Scrab" Nally (Delaney 1;d&am,Land219).
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the Home Rule League (Pim 457; Lee 65).

The general election of 1874 was the first Irildcegon which implemented
the secret ballot (Moody, "Fenianism™ 235). It vedso the election that saw the
candidacy of the Connacht Representative to tipeedue Council of the I.R.B.--
John O'Connor Power (Moran, "Daly" 190). This @tatprovided the backdrop for
an interesting and conditional alliance betweenHbme Rule League and the I.R.B.

Galway-born and resident of England John O'CoRmover traveled to Mayo
in 1868 to establish Fenian centres (Jordamd 188). During this time O'Connor
Power contended "he approached George Henry Mboree-rule M.P. for Mayo
with a proposal for co-operation between the irettfonal and constitutional wings
of Irish nationalism” (qtd. in Jordan "Power" 48abDonaghHome114-115).

During the early 1870s, O'Connor Power continuasdshudies at St. Jarlath's College
in Tuam while managing Connacht Fenian activitlssdanlLand 188). St. Jarlath's
was a "major centre of Fenian activity in the wafdreland™ (Jordan, "Power" 50).
During his tenure at St. Jarlath's, O'Connor PdWwecame one of the principal
smugglers of arms into Ireland for the fenians" (MMgRadical146). By 1873,
O'Connor Power formally declared Fenian provisiswgdport to the Home Rule
League (Jordan, "Power" 48). However, not all Hddaders welcomed the Fenian
partnership, namely some clerics, especially Faagrick Lavelle (MoranRadical
144-145). Ironically, one of the most vocal Fensgmpathizers of the Irish Catholic
Church was wary of this union (MoraRadical144). At the November 1873 Home

Government Association conference O'Connor Powapgeed "MPs should
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regularly account for their parliamentary condydforan,Radical147). He also
publically "Alleged there were groups within the vement who were opposed to this
new departure. This was a reference to Lavelloatih he was not specifically
named. It was being suggested that Lavelle fedmedrowing influence of these
fenians within the Home Rule League” (Mor&adicall44). Shortly after, in
January 1874, O'Connor Power announced his desisptesent County Mayo in
Parliament (Jordan, "Power" 49). Refusing to ac@@onnor Power, Lavelle and
other like-minded priests approached Thomas Tighe&jmproving landlord who
held advanced views on the national question" (MdRadical145). In February
1874, Archbishop MacHale and the president of &tath's College Canon Ulick
Bourke traveled to the clerical election assemblZastlebar with the intention of
endorsing their pupil O'Connor Power and sittingmber George Browne (Moran,
Radical146). Prior to the arrival of MacHale and Bourkayelle and Bishop
Conway of Killala endorsed and received the assgmblpport for Tighe and
Browne (MoranRadical146). An angry MacHale was essentially forceddoeat to
the endorsement and O'Connor Power subsequentigneiv his name (Moran,
Radical147). However, "The election was invalidated oocpdural grounds and a
by-election was called for May 1874" (Jordan, "PoVvid). In an effort to avoid
another mass Tighe endorsement, MacHale chose hold another clerical
assembly prior to the new election (Jordan, "Pow@): Lavelle intensely
campaigned against O'Connor Power. In a lettésaac Butt, Lavelle contends

O'Connor Power "is the bastard son of a policenaaned Fleming from Co. Cavan,
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and a house painter by trade who has managedetotihis wits and the gullibility of
others and myself for years!!!" (gtd. in JordangWer" 52 and MorarRadical147).
Lavelle and other anti-O'Connor Power priests cagmeal throughout Mayo for the
Tighe and Browne ticket (MoraRadical147). While campaigning in Ballinrobe,
O'Connor Power was "given a very poor receptiord' ‘dravelle's treatment of
O'Connor Power greatly enraged the advanced sewttbim the home rule
movement" (MoranRadical147, 149). In the end Browne was returned and
O'Connor Power defeated Tighe to win the second(8eedan, "Power” 53). The
elections of 1874 brought about Lavelle's "polidahthknell.” His actions were not
only shunned by the Fenians, but his manipulatidheclerics' electoral candidates
fractured his relationship with his biggest supgort Archbishop MacHale (Moran,
Radical151).

The election of 1874 sent a high-ranking Feniawastminster and it
marginalized a notorious, nationalist cleric. Hoe® it also illustrates the enduring
influence of the clergy upon the Catholic massaténLough Mask region: "The
south of the county, where Lavelle was situated; tha heartland of Browne and
Tighe's support. . . O'Connor Power's supporter@wnainly situated in the north
and east of the county" (MoraRadical147). Yet during this time, County Mayo
Fenians were deemed the strongest and "best antteé(Devoy 33). Regardless of
Fenian influence, Lavelle managed to once agaloente his locale.

The parish of Cong was one of the wealthiest pagsn the diocese of Tuam

(O'Fiaich 145). One of the primary landlords idamound Loughs Mask and Corrib
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was Sir Arthur Guinness, Lord Ardilaun, of the fah@uinness brewing family?

Sir Arthur Guinness of Ashford Castle owned 33,26&s straddling Counties Mayo
and Galway which produced "rental income of 12,00ted among 670 tenants of
whom 316 are rented at less than 5£ per annum” gaéh Though absentee,
Guinness was an improving landlord and servedraajar employer in the area. He
frequently employed 400-500 local artisans andrafsoto improve and maintain
Ashford Castle and its grounds (Dun 247). Guinwess actually criticized for too
much improvement. Some of his tenants complaineeiviheir simple dwellings
were replaced with "new substantial stone anddlateises, often two storey, to
which some are removed, are complained of as @o Ai Garracloon the people say
that they have too much light [windows] and carke#p the places warm" (Dun 248;
gtd. in Jordarand 164). Protestant Sir Arthur even provided a fezg-home for

the newly transferred parish priest of Cong -- Eatlavelle (MoranRadical160).

Lord and Lady Ardilaun treated Lavelle with greespect: "He was also one of those
constantly with the landlord while he resided imGpoccupying one of the principal
positions at the top table at the many banquetsiw@uinness held for his tenants”
(Moran,Radical160). Since his arrival in Cong, Guinness esabytjave Lavelle a
taste of the good life. He did not treat Lavelf@sdecessor Father Michael Waldron
nearly as well: "His predecessor had to take @dgihgs with some of his

parishioners" (MorarRadical60). Arguably this differentiated treatment oivede

52. Sir Arthur Guinness received the title Barawifaun (Lord Ardilaun) in April 1880

("London Gazette" 5).
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may have been strategic on Guinness' part in antééf avoid the headaches Plunkett
faced during the early 1860s. Regardless of intetGuinness-Lavelle relationship
was mutually beneficial. Lavelle lived more contédaly and he elicited money from
the Guinness coffers to further Catholic initiatweithin the parish of Cong (Moran,
Radical160). Lavelle in turn, publically heralded thedbphilanthropist. An
example of such a defense is a letter, written éyelle, to the editor of the
Freeman's Journal

Your correspondent may sneer at the "golden poeseof

Sir Arthur in Cong; but would God the presencealbthe

other landlords (10 in number) of this parishevequally

"golden.” Would that the presence of all thedlands of

Ireland among their tenants were of like charat¢ken the

Irish begging-box would not be held out to thévarse.

("The Rev. P. Lavelle, PP" 7)
Another illustration is in a published letter, stghby Lavelle and other local leaders,
proclaiming best wishes on Guinness' recent nigptial

Your generous expenditure of capital in the camist

employment not alone of your own tenants, buhefe

strangers to your extensive property, has beémcafculable

service to hundreds of families who would havesowise

experienced serious want. . . Your affabilityie humblest

who wants to approach you has earned for yourayuat of
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personal esteem which few command; but even thare

this, your confidence in the future of our deamenon country,

as expressed in your princely investments of yaypital in her

industries, both territorial and commercial, prewou to be a

true son of Irish soil. ("Yesterda®)
Father Lavelle even remained silent on tenantsathgctheir children in Guinness'
schools with a Protestant teacher (MoRadical160). It is of no wonder why
Lavelle's ardent nationalist reputation diminiskieding the 1870s (Moramadical
160).

Lord Ardilaun's financial favoritism towards Laleekenraged the radical
Father Walter Conway, Catholic administrator frotor@ur (MoranRadical166).
Lord Ardilaun's holdings straddled the parishe€ohg and Ross (Clonbur), the
latter representing a larger portion ("Guinness iBéjn Irish historian Gerard Moran
specifically attributes the animosity between L&ahd Conway to Coway's "failure
to get a contribution from the Guinness family fepairs to his church in Clonbur.
Instead, Lavelle used the money for a new chapébatamona, between Cong and
Clonbur" Radical166).

As Lavelle faded from the nationalist limelightcther local priest emerged
to take his place as the nationalist, clerical nrgithe people of the Lough Mask
region. In 1875, Father John O'Malley left hisatarposition under Lavelle to serve
as parish priest of the new St. John the Baptisir€hand Cavalry of the Neale (the

village situated between Ballinrobe and Cong) ("Neale" Mayo Walks 1).
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O'Malley was a popular figure in the area due ®"kind nature, his devotion to the
poor, and jovial disposition" (DavitEall 275). O'Malley was committed to the
people of the Lough Mask region. Examples of toisimitment include O'Malley's
supporting presence during criminal investigatiand in the courtroom as members
of his parishioners defended themselves ("Allegsdatilt" 3; "The Lough Mask
Tragedy" 11; "Remand of the Prisoners" 3). Thepteappreciated O'Malley's
commitment to them: "The parishioners and margnfis of the Rev. John O'Malley,
The Neale, have presented presented [sic] himanitattering address and a purse of
sovereigns on the occasion of his return home oddwalth after a lengthened
absence" ("The Rev. O'Malley" 5). However, hisyapty was rewarded with more
than complimentary words and monetary gesturesa thkhe when clerical influence
during elections was declining rapidly (Whyte, "@i¢' 255), O'Malley remained an
integral political player in the Lough Mask regimnthe general election in April
1880: "Power's reelection in 1880 can be attrithtie{James] Daly and Father
O'Malley, parish priest of the Neale" (Moran, "Dat@9). O'Malley was a political
powerbroker in the Lough Mask region.

At the June 1, 1879 Land League assembly at Krnocknty Mayo a
"respectable tenant farmer" made it quite cleapbsstion with respect to the clergy:
"He said he would be very sorry to say anythingedigectful to a Roman Catholic
clergyman, but this he would say -- Don't standveeh the people and their rights:
If you do, you must be prepared to accept the apreseces” ("Monster Indignation”

3). As illustrated by Table 9, clergy participatiat land meetings in and around
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Ballinrobe was not immediate. It was not untili&atO'Malley chaired the
Ballinrobe demonstration (October 5, 1879) thatgyten the immediate Ballinrobe
vicinity were credited with meeting attendarntanith a crowd of approximately
Table 9

Detail of Land League Demonstrations within 12 Mitd Ballinrobe

(Since Irishtown-Boycott Affair)

Date Location Documented Key Clergy Fr. O'Malley's
Land League Documented Documented
Speakers on Platform Attendance
June 22, 1879 Mayo James Daly None No
June 29, 1879 Carnacon, James Daly None No
Ballintubber
July 6, 1879 Hollymount James Daly None No
July 27, 1879 Shrule Michael Davitt | None No
J.J. Louden
James Daly
J. Nally (W not
noted)
August 15, 1879| Balla Michael Dauvitt None No
J.J. Louden
Mr. Harris (Matt?)
October 6, 1879 | Ballinrobe Michael Davitt Fr. Lavelle PP | Yes (chair)
J. O'Connor of Cong (spoke)
Power, MP Fr. Ganley, CC
November 9, Kilmaine J.J. Louden, JamesNone No
1879 Daly, J.W. (letter of apology)
Walsh[e]

53. Just beyond the designated region of stuéyy#ry Rev. Canon Bourke Ulick Bourke,
P.P. of Claremorris chaired a land meeting at @tareis on July 13, 1879 ("Meeting at Claremorris"

2).
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Date Location Documented Clergy Fr. O'Malley's
Key Land Documented on Documented
League Platform Attendance
Speakers
December 28, Mayo Abbey James Daly None No
1879 J.W. Nally
January 25, 1880 Port Royal, Michael Davitt, | Fr. Mylott, PP of | No
Mount Partry J.J. Louden, J.W/, Partry (chair)
Walsh[e], James| Fr. Moran, CC
Daly, P. J. Nally,
P. W. Nally
("Scrab")
February 22, Ballinrobe J.W. Nally None No
1880
July 11, 1880 Cong Matt Harris Fr. Lavelle, PP off Yes
James Daly Cong (chair) (spoke)
J. Walsh * Fr. W. Conway
J. W. Nally sent letter of
apology citing
"professional
etiquette”
indicates feud
with Lavelle
September 26, | Clonbur J.W Nally Fr. Hosty, PP of | Yes
1880 James Daly Clonbur (chair) | (during Boycott
(held within one- James Redpath | Fr. W. Conway, | Affair)
half mile of the CA
assassination Fr. McHugh, CC
location of Lord
Mountmorres the
day before)
October 3, 1880 | Tourmakeady J.W. Nally Fr. Myl&te No
Partry (chair) (during Boycott
Fr. Fahy, CC Affair)
Fr. Connolly,
Aughanower
November 1, Shrule J.W. Nally None No
1880 (sent letter of

apology/explanation

(during Boycott
Affair)
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20,000 people, the Ballinrobe demonstration wadatgest demonstration since
Irishtown and it was one of the first meetings vehire spiritual and secular
leadership combined forces (Mord&adical164). In his chairman address on
October 5, 1879, O'Malley stated:

There can be no doubt that meetings of this chara

are absolutely necessary to expose the grievariche

struggling tenant-farmers of Ireland, and to demtied

immediate redress of the wrongs under which they ar

labouring. The agitation of the land question Iesn

objected to on the ground that everything shoultefig¢o

the landlord's sense of justice, but | regret thith a few

honourable exceptions, well known to you all, #wedlords

of this country have been greatly wanting in patsympathy

with their suffering tenantry. ("Ballinrobe Demdraion™ 7)
He also exclaimed his pleasure upon seeing the mienab the masses carrying
banners with "the glorious motto, 'The priests padple forever™ ("Ballinrobe
Demonstration” 7).

On July 11, 1880 an Anti-Eviction meeting withegach of Lord Ardilaun's
demesne at Cong assembled. One of the principakeps, Father O'Malley of the
Neale, exhibited his passion for the Land League:

He stood before them as an Irishman and an priglst, and,

viewed from either side, he wanted to know wheas the man
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who would tell him he had no right to be thergplause). He
thought he would be able to show them to-day ttiabnly
temporal salvation of the Irish nation was as$ tmoment centered
in success of the Irish Land League. Since heawehild he had
watched political movements, and he did not retvemany that
was worthy the name or held out and substantipétior the
regeneration of the Irish peasant except the LLaadjue (applause).
("The Cong Demonstration" 7)
Not only did O'Malley espouse his personal pas&wothe League at the Cong
meeting, he proclaimed it was the duty of the Ipsiests to lead the charge:
Talk was cheap, but what was wanted was actieb.every
parish in Ireland have a branch of the League they would
have a barrier against the tyranny of landlor&erever the Irish
people were fighting or contending their jushtgthe proper place
for the priest was to be not alone with the,diuheir heads
(applause). He maintained that the people imygparish had a right
to ask why their priest was not at the head eit thranch of the Land
League, and they had a right to be answeredomsas the principles
of the Irish Land League were open and fairdpeated it was the
duty of Irish priests to aid them (applause)Angi-Eviction" 2)
Compared to his landord-centered address at tHmi®dle demonstration on October

5, 1879, O'Malley's speech at the Cong Demonstrgfioly 11, 1880) demonstrates



246

increased enthusiasm for the movement. It isghssion for the Land League that
fueled O'Malley to take the helm in managing thterimationally reported Lough
Mask 'Boycott." As discussed in a previous chapidévialley engineered the
ostracization of Captain Boycott and his family'Malley's goal was to have Boycott
removed from Lord Erne's estate (Lough Mask Hou&iyen the magnitude and the
potential for mass violence, it is a credit to Ollyathat only two, non-fatal, agrarian
outrages are attributed to the Lough Mask Boyastbwing Lord Mountmorres'
murder (see Table 10).

It was mid-November 1880 when the Central Landgueachallenged Father
O'Malley's leadership with respect to the Lough KMBeycott Affair (“The Moore™
2). The Central League forbade O'Malley from mgviorward with his plan for the
tenantry to travel to County Fermanagh to convinmel Erne to discharge Captain
Boycott and in return the tenants would settlerthemts (Jordar,and291). The
Central Land League capitalized upon the publicftthe Boycott Affair and their
overarching objective would be undermined if Lom&s tenants paid their rents
under those circumstances. However, accordingNtallzy, the ostracization was
never about rents; it was about Captain Boycdigimiiny” (“The Invasion of Mayo:
To the Editor" 6). While he abided by the Leaguéshes, he publically disagreed
with Central Land League's decision ("The Invasidio the Editor" 6). However,
O'Malley continued to utilize his influence withetipeople of the Lough Mask region
to curtail any violence as the Orangemen and saldvéhdrew from the area. In a

distributed placard addressed to the "Men of May#f: the name of the Lough
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Mask tenants, and for the sake of the cause whehdre so manfully upholding,
you are earnestly entreated to permit the Orangemdrihe English Army to take
themselves out of your outraged county unmolesteduanoticed” ("The Invasion:
'Men of Mayo™ 5). The people heeded O'Malley'sheis ("End of the Boycott" 3).

Table 9 provides details of the land meetings ketlin twelve customary
miles of Ballinrobe. From the first meeting ashiiown (April 20, 1879) through the
conclusion of the Boycott Affai{December 1880) there were fourteen land meetings
in this designated vicinity (Table 9). While thevere nine meetings held in Mayo in
1881, none were held within twelve miles of Baltihe (Jordan,.and331). It
appears as Father O'Malley became disenchantedheittentralized leadership of
the Land League (mid-November 1880); the peopth@ilough Mask region
mirrored his sentiment. Similarly, the Land Leagueested their efforts elsewhere
as they "shifted away from the small tenants inviket to the larger 'graziers' of the
midlands and the east” (Waldraviaamtrasna312).

At the Riverstown Demonstration near Boyle in GguRoscommon near the
Sligo border, a principal speaker indicated "Thsvement [Land League] has kept
those who were driven to the most desperate exydrom resorting to those wild
deeds known as the 'wild justices of revenge™\&rRtown" 6). Unfortunately, these
words did not ring true for the Lough Mask regidhile the Land League may have
temporarily curbed the number of agrarian offengeld not stop them. Table 10
illustrates the reported agrarian offenses (inclgdnurder) in the Lough Mask

vicinity. The shaded portion indicates the perddime Father O'Malley questioned
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the centralized mission of the Land League. Tihis 6f demarcation indicates
significant outrages in the region under both daesal and League program as well
as a disheartened one.

Father O'Malley knew the challenges of the regief. As a well-known
Fenian sympathizer, O'Malley was very familiar witie area's thriving ribbon
societies. He tried in earnest to use the Landjleas a weapon to combat the
violence of the secret societies that plaguedegen (WaldronMaamtrasna312).

On April 5, 1880 O'Malley was reminded of the temsi@agrarian situation as
Ballinrobe land agent David Feerick was fired upéieerick survived the attack, but
on June 29, 1880, his assailants were successfsli¢ttumbed to his injuries on
August 14, 1880Fpecial Commission Act, 188&85). The Feerick shooting on June
29 predates the Cong Demonstration (July 11) by/tlesn two weeks. Perhaps
O'Malley recognized the magnitude of the secreietpactivity after the shooting

and his concern translated into publicized pasfiothe land movement. Similarly,
his call for other priests to become leaders imtlseement may indeed be motivated
by a need for assistance from his neighboring aglies (this notion will be revisited
in upcoming pages). Regardless of his elevatdtusigsm for the cause, his
knowledge of secret societies is well illustratedhis appeal to the Central Land
League's decision not to endorse the journey td Eone: "People here would be
dangerously discouraged if something effective wetedone to counteract the effect

of Orange expedition ("The Moore" 2).
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Reported Agrarian Crimes (including murder) in Yheinity of Lough Mask for the

Duration of the Land War (Irishtown Meeting-Kilmaiam Treaty)

Date District Offense Victim(s) Specifics of Presumed
Crime Motive
Oct. 31, Ballinrobe Maiming Small Farmers:| An ear was cut| The victims
1879 Cattle (sheep)| James Garry, | off 17 sheep paid their rents
(45 yrs) belonging to prior to court
Patrick Bird, victims. proceedings.
(50 yrs)
Michael
Henaghan,
(56 yrs)
April 5, Claremorris Firing at a David Feerick | He was fired The victim was
1880 (included Person (28 yrs) upon while agent to Mr.
because victim Farmer and returning Browne who
was returning Land Agent home. evicted a tenant
home to The victim was
Ballinrobe) blamed and
disliked.
June 29, | Ballinrobe Murder David Feerick | Three men This was the
1880 (28 yrs) fired ten shots | second attempt
Died: Aug. Farmer and into victim as | on the life of
14,1880 Land Agent he was walking| the victim.
home.
July 20 or | Clonbur Cutting Cattle] Thomas WalshWalsh's cow To deter the
21, 1880 (70 yrs) Farmer| and Joyce's victims from
John Joyce (45| bullock were grazing on Lord
yrs) Pound- stabbed in the | Mountmorres'
Keepers side while land.
grazing on
Lord
Mountmorres'
land.
Sept. 25, | Clonbur Murder Lord While returning| He was having
1880 Mountmorres | home to Ebor | land disputes
(55 yrs) Hall, he was with tenants and
murdered on a | obtained
commonly ejectment
travelled road. | notices against
two tenants.
Nov. 14, | Ballinrobe Firing into a | Patrick Harte | Two shots werg This was an
1880 Dwelling (55 yrs) herder | fired through attempt to force
his house. the victim to

stop herding for
Capt. Boycaott.
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Date District Offense Victim(s) Specifics of Presumed
Crime Motive
Dec. 24, | Ballinrobe Firing at Thomas While checking| Hartigan stayed
1880 Persons Hartigan (20 rabbit traps in | at Lough Mask
yrs) Medical the evening, the House as the
Student victims were guest of
Robert fired upon. Boycott's
Wilderspin (25 | Wounds were | nephew.
yrs) Groom not fatal.
Feb. 28, Ballinrobe Firing at a John Hearne | While looking | The victim
1881 Person (65 yrs) Clerk | at his fields he | evicted tenants
of Petty was shotat 6 | in May 1880.
Sessions and | times; 4 bullets
Land Agent hit him; 2 were
in the head. He
recovered.
Mar. 13, Ballinrobe Firing into a | Patrick A shot was The victim's son
1881 Dwelling Farragher (60 | fired through worked for
yrs) Laborer the victim's Capt. Boycott.
door.
May 18, Ballinrobe Firing at a Robert Pringle | Three shots The victim
1881 Person (26 yrs) fired at the replaced his
"gentleman victim while he | land steward,
farmer" was driving who was
with his wife arrested under
and mother. the Protection
to Person and
Property Act,
with a
Scotchman.
July 19, Ballinrobe Firing into a | Thomas Fahy | A shot was The victim was
1881 Dwelling (45 yrs) Farmer| fired through caretaking an
the victim's evicted farm.
door and a
threatening
letter was
posted on said
door.
Aug. 26, | Clonbur Firing at a G. Robinson The victim was | The victim was
1881 Person (60 yrs) Land | fired upon perceived as a
Agent while driving target due to hig
along a profession --
mountain road | land agent.
by two men
waiting for

him.
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Date District Offense Victim(s) Specifics of Presumed
Crime Motive
Sept. 27, | Ballinrobe Maiming a James Dolan | The victim was| The victim was
1881 Person (45 yrs) Farmer| dragged from | in a dispute
his house by 5 | with his cousin
men who cut | over possessior
off his left ear. | of a parcel of
land.
Jan. 3, Clonbur Murder Joseph Huddy| Victims were | Victims were in
1882 (70+ yrs) murdered and | the process of
Bailiff; John thrown into serving writs on
Huddy (17 yrs) | Lough Mask. Lord Ardilaun's
Grandson Their bodies tenants.
were weighted
down with
stones.
March 17, | Clonbur Murder Thomas The victim and | The victim's
1882 Gibbons (24 his mother father was a
Died: Nov. yrs) Farmer were returning | caretaker for
19, 1882 home from a Lord Ardilaun.
pattern when | It is also
they were reported that the
attacked and | victim was a
beaten by 3 gamekeeper for
men. The Lord Ardilaun.
victim died
from sustained
injuries.
Sources: "The Clonbur Outrage-teeman's JournaB0 Jul. 1883; 6.

"The Lough Mask Tragedy.Freeman's Journa® Feb. 1882; 11.

The Special Commission Act, 1888: Reprint of Slamd Noted890; 623, 624, 628,

629, 635-640, 642

Waldron, JarlathMaumtrasna: The Murders and the MystefQublin: Edmund

Burke Publisher, 1992; 18, 20.
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As Table 10 indicates, the final two entries iradécthe murder of Thomas
Gibbons and the double-homicide of Joseph and Biigdly. The table also provides
a common element between the two crimes -- Lordldwd. Gibbons was identified
as Ardilaun's gamekeeper ("Clonbur Outrage" 6sepb Huddy was an experienced
bailiff employed by Ardilaun; John Huddy accompahies grandfather on that
fateful day (WaldronMaamtrasnal8). None of the other agrarian offenses during
this time period were directly associated with ilegoriously philanthropic Lord
Ardilaun (Table 10). These crimes stand out; theygest something was awry with
Ardilaun's relationship with his tenants. The gaador this hostility may be a result
of a fairly public feud between the Ardilaun-Lavettamp and the radical Father
Walter Conway of Clonbur. As previously discussednway resented the financial
favoritism bestowed upon Lavelle by Guinness (MpRedical166). Conway also
resented the conditions placed upon Guinness' ten&onway asserted the increase
in rats amongst the tenants' parcels was due tGtineness' ban of dogs; this ban is
attributed to the preservation of game at Ashfoagtfe (MoranRadical165). In
Twilight of the Ascendencguthor Mark Bence-Jones contends, "In those ofys
large estates and no shortage of keepers, theispaotreland was as good as the
hunting” (5). Sir Arthur and Lady Olive Guinneser& known for their shooting
parties; Ashford Castle was famous for its woodd@@#nce-Jones 5). His
recreational shooting and fishing prompted Guinneseaintain a rigid "no

trespassing policy" on his demesne (MoRIse277).
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Prior to his assuming a position at Clonbur (Rosgler Father Hosty, P.P. in
1879, Conway served as curate to Father McMan@svdy and Balindoon (Clifden)
(Sadlier's 1876, 1878, 1879, 1881As illustrated from this 1881 passage writtgn b
Father Patrick Frealy, P.P. of Clifden, County Gajwthe poverty and land quality
were extreme: "The potatoes are very bad in sam, lat least two thirds are rotten.
If the small tenants of Connemara had the lanahédining they could not live. The
holdings are so small & the land so sterile thatghople will be always steeped in
poverty" ("Letter from Patrick Frealy"). Given Goay's experience prior to his
arrival in the outskirts of the wealthy parish @i, it is not surprising he negatively
judged the lifestyle of the rich and famous.

Father Conway chaired the Land League meetingaanvion October 3,
1880 ("Demonstration Maam" 3). However, Moran eowls "For people like
Conway, the Land League was a pretext to vent patgrievances against
neighbours and others they dislike®adical166). Lord Ardilaun was at the top of
his list. Under the auspices of the Land Leagweawvay encouraged Guinness'
tenantry to demand rent abatements during the sumirid879 (MoranRadical
165). In March of 1880, Guinness indicated he Iaadhe rent by thirty percent
("Sir A." 3). As the Land War progressed, Ardilaexperienced hostility; he felt,
given his generosity, this was unwarranted. Degpanating £3000 for the purchase
of meal and seed potatoes due to the near fammaitmms during the winter of

1879-1880 (Dun, 249), Guinness was publically @zgd regarding the Mansion
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Relief Committee's method of distribution of rel{gRev. Mr. Coyne" 8). Guinness

flatly refuted this claim ("Sir A." 3).

During the summer of 1880, the feud became inarghspublic. In July

1880, at the Cong Demonstration, Conway declinednvitation to attend citing

"professional etiquette” as the reason (Lavellgeskas chair of this meeting). His

letter of apology reads as follows:

| regret extraordinarily that | am prevented byawvl may term
professional etiquette from attending your megtihregret it the
more as | am determined to avail myself of tigpartunity of

making public certain disgraceful conduct of tysawho have been
who have been held up in the locality as typesodel landlords. |
must for the present be content with saying kihalve never
witnessed such callous and heartless indifferemtiee moral and
religious as well as the social and physical Weihg of the people as
I have since | came to this parish. If landlendihere is to be taken as
a specimen of the institution | would say untasigly, "Away with

it -- cut it down." Give them what they would rgrant their
unfortunate serfs -- compensation and let thenongdr cumber and
curse the sacred soil of Ireland. Nor can you v@iorrow
arguments for the suppression of the fell syst&iou have only to
look around, and from the very platform on whicluygand you can

see the waving forests which here supersededelus fof waving corn
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which was prepared for food by those mills whickiéhahared the fate

of other sources of employment and which are n@eddo the earth,

or standing idle and silent as the tomb. ("Cong Destration™ 7)
Conway chose this venue to voice his grievancesaitdsvArdilaun's conspicuous
consumption. Conway judged Ardilaun's wasteful aisgrime farmland for lush
landscaping. His words are especially criticahadilaun's redirecting a stream to
provide water to Ashford Castle and its fountaiM®i@an, Rise277). Conway
blamed Ardilaun's stream-stealing for the failuf¢he@ milling industry in Cong.
Conway's bold move enraged Lavelle and a battieonfls ensued (MoraRadical
166). Lavelle coaxed a Cong mill owner by the naih€homas Walsh to sign a
letter for submission to the newspapers; the lettes penned by Lavelle ("Lord
Ardilaun” 7; Moran,Radical166). In the ghost-written Walsh letter, the mill
situation is justified: "There were three millsikimg in Cong some twenty years
ago; one of these was then completely burned demother was worked by a
respectable gentleman who, through no fault offaiked, paying every man 2t
the pound. |took up his business, and after edipgrarge sums I, too, had to give
up milling, having lost in one year alone £700"d¢rd Ardilaun” 7). The letter also
speaks to Conway's claim of Lord Ardilaun's "cafl@nd heartless indifference” by
reminding the readers of his generous donatione#lto Father Conway's
parishioners ("Lord Ardilaun” 7). Incidentally, the letter "Walsh" raises this
guestion: "Father Conway says he was preventgudigssional etiquette from

attending our Cong meeting | ask, | take this lpef asking him why did not his
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sense of "etiquette” keep him at home; and why &fiding his brand on priests and
landlords in Cong in the clear hope of having apl@sion, did he, accompanied by
another priest, present themselves at the meetinvghich however, they were never
noticed?" ("Lord Ardilaun” 7).

Arguably, Father Conway was not a man of peanea published letter dated
July 25, 1880, Conway lashes out againstRteEman'’s Journdior censoring
portions of his letter criticizing Lord Ardilaun:ln my opinion 'tis scarcely consistent
with your professions of fair play to have suppeessome very material facts
contained in my letter, and to have delayed pubbodrom the 20th to the 24th. |
did not want to provoke this controversy. | mergtigted a few well-known general
facts, which none but a blind admirer of Lord Aadih would attempt to controvert,
and if | have used strong language | believe tloasion provoked it" ("Rev. Mr.
Conway" 6). Thd-reeman's Journalesponded accordingly: "The portions of the
letter we suppressed were, in our opinion, grodséllous [sic]" ("Rev. Mr.
Conway" 6). In addition to his accusations towdrdsd Ardilaun, he was known to
have physical altercations as well. He was broughtn charges of assaulting a
sheriff's bailiff named James McGrath on a Lougbrfid] steamer ("Case of the
Rev. Mr. Conway, Clonbur" 5; "Chancery Division". ZDpuring Conway's inquiry
"Major Traill, the chairman, announced that therttvad come to the decision of
sentencing Father Conway to two months' imprisorimath hard labour” ("Case of
the Rev. Mr. Conway, Clonbur" 5). Conway filedapeal and in the interim

"McGrath the process-server, and the police wh@ gawdence against the Rev. Mr.
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Conway, have been boycotted, and are compelledttaligsupplies from Galway
("Case of the Rev. Mr. Conway, Clonbur " 5). Wirailed to the witness stand at
Conway's appeal, McGrath "said he did not wishrasecute” ("Case of Father
Conway: Reversal" 15). Following the announcenoéihe reversed sentence,
Conway was carried through the streets by a pleassdd ("Case of Father Conway:
Reversal" 15).

The alleged McGrath assault was not an incidergdlation. It was simply a
component of a much bigger issue. Shortly aftersgntence was overturned in
October 1881, Conway penned a letter toRfeeman's Journareprinted in the
Nation) detailing the specifics of his remaining legalttea

the only litigation | am involved in consistsnmy being served,
at his lordship's suit, with a writ from the Qu&eBench, ordering
or compelling me to remove a certain causewaygwtobstructed
his right of way, flooded his mountain lands,".&and that | owe
Lord Ardilaun nothing accept thanks for his kingitations to
dinner, &c., which | declined, and for the proen& a site, together
with assistance to build a church, which pronhisénas not yet
fulfilled. ("Case of Father Conway" 3)
As illustrated by Conway's passive aggressiondeelined dinner invitation and
promised church site), he would not submit to Axdil's charms like Lavelle. In the
same published letter, Conway capitalizes upondpportunity to vilify Ardilaun:

The causeway, | may remark, consists of a pileage stones,
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heaped up according to the plans of the eminegineer, Mr. Nimmo,
and intended as the foundation of a passagddgebacross a deep,
dangerous ferry in a certain part of Lough Ma$kis construction
has been raised at the expense of over £10Guppdied by my
venerated Archbishop and the Land League Rebefi@ittee. It

gave employment without demoralising with chadtying three or
four weeks of last year to over one hundred fiasil. . The necessity
and the utility of the work may be judged frone flacts that scarcely
a year passes without one or more deaths beusgdalirectly or
indirectly by the want which was attempted to bepdied; that the
250 families who reside inside this ferry had, jowas to its
construction, no other means of crossing excengil boat; and
when bringing stock to fair or market, even in tlepth of Winter,
they had been obliged to swim them at very conalalerrisk, and not
infrequent loss. . . The very first call | atteddeside the ferry was to
the mother of a large family whose sickness anthdeare caused by
being obliged to stay out all night. In Februastlyear's poor widow,
who was detained here waiting for her dole of feheal till late at
night, proceeded as far as the ferry on her wayeho8he tried in vain
to awake the ferryman, and was obliged to remaithershore all
night. Next morning she endeavored to reach ke Gabin, situated

high up on the steep mountain side, but was urtalpeoceed further
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than a neighbor's house at the foot, where sheilicarkd died in a few
days, her death having been caused by fever braugby hunger and
exposure. ("Case of Father Conway" 3)
The image painted (perhaps intentionally) by Conveaoing the crossing of River
Styx as the ferryman delivers their poor sould@rtwretched "underworld,”
certainly adds dramatic flair.
Conway ignored the court order. In January 1882 matter returned to court
as Conway (and Patrick Kearny of Clonbur) was foumnd
contempt of his lordship's court in not desistiragn allowing
a certain causeway or building or embankment wthey had
erected to continue over as inlet of Lough Mals&,same
embankment being an obstruction to the navigaifdhe lake
and the plaintiff's right of way. Judgment ordgrthe removal of
this embankment was made by his lordship on fjth2Zune 1881,
and the writ of injunction was issued on 19thyJallowing. The
case, it may be remembered, excited a good dé&ateoest, one
branch of it being the prosecution of Father Cayat the local
petty sessions for an alleged assault upon dfpdédmes McGrath,
who went to serve a summons upon him on boardtdamer
Eglinton, on Lough Mask, at which petty sessibtagor Traill, R.M.
imposed a sentence of imprisonment on the redggentleman,

which was afterward quashed. ("Chancery Divisin
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At the proceeding in January 1882, Mr. Campion, &pigeCounsel:
read an affidavit sworn by Lord Ardilaun's agent Mim. Burke, and
filed on the 7th December, in which he showed tipato the present
moment his lordship's decree had been set at defiaythe
defendants. In the sixth paragraph Mr. Burke saydotwithstanding
said decree and writ of injunction the defendaiatgenot removed the
said obstruction or say part thereof, and they lzdiogved the
causeway, buildings, and works to remain on the kd to obstruct
its navigation, and they have wholly disregardeglibjunction of this
court." The affidavit further stated that the aefant believed it
would be impossible to effect personal serviceryf motice of motion
on either of the defendants, and that James McGtathld be in fear
of assault if he attempted to do so. ("Chancery ivisidn" 2)
Mr. Campion, Q.C. asked the Vice-Chancellor ofghaceeding to "call in the terms
of the notice of motion" ("Chancery Division" 2J.he Vice-Chancellor asked "if
there were any appearance for the defendants. CdMnpion replied that on the 2nd
of January a notice of this motion was served eir tolicitor, who did not appear to
be in attendance now" ("Chancery Division" 2). Miee-Chancellor indicates he
"could do nothing because it is not endorsed. &igeno statement in the affidavits
that the copy of the judgment bears the endorsermeguoired by the general orders.
So that | can only make an order as regards thteofvimjunction” ("Chancery

Division" 2). Surprised by the Vice-Chancellorg uwd such a technicality, Campion
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points out "Before these orders were served | darhere, and called your lordship's
attention to the fact that endorsement was noeth&our lordship thought the
endorsement unnecessary on account of the neghtwacter of the orders.
However, we will be content with your lordship'sler as regards the writ of
injunction” ("Chancery Division" 2). The Vice-Challor replied:
That it will be for breach of the injunction thaty seek the
attachment? Mr. Campion-Yes. The Vice-Chancallm-have to
contend against absurd rules in this court for mirig mandatory
orders. This court shutting its eyes to the 'seidiistance of things'
merely hints. Instead of saying, 'l command yotetaove' such a
thing, we say, 'l command you to desist from caritig to allow so-
and-so to remain’ (laughter). Itis a great deffeciur administration.
| think the safest thing would be to give you adesrfor the
attachment against the defendant for breach ahfbaction, and to
say that that shall not issue provided that witiie month from this
date the obstruction be removed, and let copig¢lsi®rder be served
on the parties through the post by registeredrlette
("Chancery Division" 2)
Why is it the Vice-Chancellor utilized a loophoteavoid enacting the consequences
of Conway being in contempt of the court? Whatttiel Vice-Chancellor mean
when he stated, "shutting its eyes to the 'reattauioe of things'?" The "real

substance" is clearly a veiled reference to thiewime found in Conway's wake.
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Specifically, it was a reference to "Lord Ardilasibvailiff [Huddy], who served the
writ of injunction, [who] was one of the persoresently murdered within a very

short distance of this locus in quo” ("ChanceryiBion” 2). The Vice-Chancellor
made the connection that if you crossed Conway,wene either beaten or dead.

At approximately nine o'clock in the morning omuJary 3, 1882, Joseph
Huddy?* aged 74 years and his grandson John, aged apgi@yni7 years, left their
farm in Creevagh, County Mayo and set out to sezméprocesses on some of Lord
Ardilaun's tenants in the village of CloughbraClounty Galway ("Lough™ 10).
Joseph (approximately aged 41 years), the eldedyisidon, indicated he wished to
accompany his father on this trip; Joseph contefidedsked to be allowed to go
with him, but the old man refused, saying thataind look as if he wanted
protection” ("Lough” 10). The two men were drivenMichael Coyne ("Lough”
10). According to the driver, the pair dismountiee car about ten o'clock just prior
to reaching the village, approximately five Englisiies from their home in
Creevagh ("Lough" 10). Joseph asked the driveng¢et them about one-half an
English mile up the road ("Lough” 10). The drivestified he waited for hours, until
four o'clock, despite the fact the estimated timedrve all of the notices was
"perhaps half-an-hour” ("Lough”10). At four o'clo€oyne drove about and inquired

about the pair with the police ("Lough™ 10). Wisses, other than Coyne, testified

54. ltis highly likely this is the same Josephddy of Creevagh that was kidnapped by
Father Peter Conway that still "plumped" for Higgaturing the election of 1857 (Griffith's

Valuation).
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they heard gunshots between noon and one o'clanigfl’ 10). The police searched
for the bodies, but to no avail; they concluded/threist have dumped into Lough
Mask ("Lough” 10). The Queen's gunboat namadtererwas brought to Lough
Mask to conduct the search for the bodies ("Loud))! After "The search was
continued for more than a fortnight without succéss at lastabout eleven o'clock
on the forenoon of Friday last [January 27]" thelibe were found at a depth of
twenty-four feet ("Lough" 10). Huddy's grandsoohd was found first. He was
placed in a bag, head first and was weighted doimavstone ("Lough” 10). Bailiff
Huddy was not placed in a sack; "They merely wrdgdge own overcoat around
him, and having firmly fastened a large stone rokisdegs and threw him into the
water" ("Lough" 10). In the news account it waseabthat the bodies were
remarkably preserved ("Lough” 10). This fact wis® aoted in Sir Alfred Turner's
Sixty Years of a Soldier's Liféthey were not in the least decomposed, owinipé¢o
action of the peat which formed the bottom of tieel’ (61). Cause of death for both
was gunshot; John received two bullets to the lagaidloseph received five bullet
wounds, one being in the middle of his foreheaa(th" 10).
In Maamtrasna: The Murders and the Mystelgrlath Waldron references:

The great boon of a makeshift bridge by the indainle Fr Watt

Conway of Clonbur, although honoured in song iargtory had,

unfortunately, been swept away by a flood invieter of 1881,

thus returning two hundred and fifty homes tartf@mer isolation.

In effect, this area of Joyce country was totkdlydlocked.



264

Maamtrasna was remote and inaccessible; abandiyn€tdurch

and State, the people were left to their own deto make their

own laws and to meet their own crises and felddwy were left to

fashion their own codes, their ethics and mo(aig)
Waldron makes reference to Father Watt Conway ohklr. Upon examination of
many Catholic Directories for Ireland, Father Watinway of Clonbur (or Ross)
does not existGatholic Directory 1838Batterby's 18521853 1858 Sadlier's 1855
1864 1871, 1879, 1881lrish Catholic Directory 18651866 1869 1872, 1873
1874 1876 1878. As such, it is reasonable to infer the passpgaks to Father
Walter (Walt?) Conway of Clonbur. In comparing \Wfain's passage to Conway's
October 29, 1881 letter in tih@eeman's Journalthey are similar in that they both
reference exactly 250 families being isolated withibis causeway/bridge and that
the location is consistent with the location of Heddy murders ("Chancery
Division" 2) and the "Béal a tSnamha (Ferry)" lagatas indicated on Waldron's
map of "Maamtrasna Country" (inside front covefjaldron indicates Conway's
bridge provided the isolated people of Joyce Cqunith access to villages and a
market place. The people were indebted to Conw#asyillustrated, Conway loathed
Lord Ardilaun. This hatred no doubt was amplifledLord Ardilaun taking
measures to remove the causeway, thus returnirgbthéamilies to relative
isolation. As Waldron stated, "the people [of Jo@puntry] were left to their own
devices to make their own laws and to meet their omses and feuds” (10). During

his testimony to the Parnell Commission, Land Leagul. Louden credited the
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murders of Feerick, Lord Mountmorres, Lyden, aralfuddys to a Joyce Country
secret society: "the murders were the work ofcaietesociety which was at enmity
with the Land League, and which was known as tleedsi League,’ a society which
was especially strong in the wild region knowntss Joyce country” (Macdonald
285).

Following the Huddy murders, the Honorable D. RethMP (a
contemporary of Lord Ardilaun) indicated the deeeh3oseph Huddy was "popular,
despite the calling which he pursued" ("The LougimRet" 3). Plunket also stated
"there was no hardship in this case" and thatt&hants had not been asked for three
years to pay any rent" ("The Lough Plunket" 3). ollacal curates took exception to
these statements and were unable to let these \WerdBelow is an excerpt of their
letter that was published in tke@eeman's Journal

As a matter of fact, the great majority of thedeom Huddy was
serving with ejectment processes, or "death wigsyaowed no more
than one year's rent last November, excludinguhaing half gale, as
appears from the processes themselves. Neaty day we meet
some of the tenants, and we believe that in & wf Ireland there are
not such wretched objects to be found. Nor balie a matter of
astonishment, seeing that in most cases thditfg@onsiderably over
the valuation, in some cases nearly twice, arathers up to nearly
four times the valuation. In reference to Hudgyopularity, we are

sorry to state he has been always the most uhggopiuan unpopular
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class, and his unpopularity is on no recent gnowde has been

unpopular ever since the great famine of '47., ¥¥eourse, deprecate

the murder, but it is not right that hon. M.Bhf®uld make erroneous

statements, and we trust that the hon. membédddbtin University

will in future speak from more correct informatio

-Mark Eagleton, C.C. Michael MacHugh, C.C.

("The Lough Plunket" 3)
While the degree of sensitivity shown to the gmgviamily roughly six weeks after
the murder is certainly questionable, it is thenaigres that are worthy of mention.
What is absent from the excerpt is the home pdoisthe two reverend gentlemen --
Clonbur. Fathers Mark Eagleton and Michael McHugine colleagues of Father
Conway ("Lough Mask Our Reporter" 5; "Lough Maslagedy" 11,Sadlier's 1883
"We have received a communication..." 5). Thiteleto the Editor of th€reeman's
Journalbears a marked resemblance to Conway's newspamgagyn to discredit
Lord Ardilaun.

Not only did Bailiff Huddy serve Conway with theiwof injunction on

behalf of Lord Ardilaun, but the date of the musjelanuary 3, immediately followed
Conway's solicitor being served on January 2. griaesome method and the trials
that followed earned the Huddy murders internatiati@ntion. But there is another
reason the murders received so much attention.HUidely murders took place near

the vicinity of Lord Mountmorres' murder in Septeanti880, which falls within
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Father Conway's parish. Conway is connected sorthirder as well, in a most
interesting way.

Lord Mountmorres’ murder took place on Septemberdl380. On
September 26, 1880, the very next day after theleruthe village of Clonbur hosted
its first Land League demonstration of which Conwaas a chief organizer
("Clonbur Demonstration” 3). In his demonstratspeech, Conway stated:

As he [Conway] was coming to Clonbur to say Mgssruthat day

He [Conway] observed a pool of human blood anddeeisia corpse
of that unfortunate nobleman, through whose vdiesblood coursed
as freely on the previous day as in those of arth@h. As a minister
of peace he [Conway] could not too strongly depeeeasassination,
but he should also say that the charge broughhsagtie Land League
in connection with the matter must have emanatau fiell. The
Land League was a peaceful and constitutional betlich would not
countenance murder as part of its programme. dttvee that the
deceased was a bad landlord, but he was also bedyirmany other
respects, as they all know. ("Clonbur Demonstréti)

The Clonbur Demonsration was a relatively high ieaheeting due to the

fact American journalist, James Redpathas a principal speaker (see Table 9 for

55. American journalist James Redpath was aneagptvticipant in the early Land League

movement (Hannen 59). He was present at the Ctdbbmonstration (“Clonbur Demonstration” 3).
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other principal attendees) ("Clonbur Demonstrati®n" As such, it was most likely
to warrant journalistic presence. However, thedeuof Lord Mountmorres the
previous day ensured press coverage at the Clddmostration. Was the timing of
Mountmorres’ murder and the Clonbur Land League d@stration merely a
coincidence? Or is it possible, the murder wagtino heighten the dramatic flair of
Conway’s Land League demonstration.

Lord Mountmorres’ murder, it appears, did not haegative effect upon the
villagers of Clonbur. In fact, despite a roadditteod stain, it was reported to be a
jovial atmosphere: "Mr. [James] Redpuai#s serenaded at the residence of Father
[Walter] Conway in the evening by two bands andematgconcourse of people” ("Mr.
James Redpath” 7).

While investigating the murder of Lord Mountmorrageporter wrote the
following:

At nine o'clock | proceeded in my car, in whichad jaunted from
Tuam to Ebor Hall [Mountmorres' estate], for thepose of making
more inquiries respecting the deceased and laiaes with his
tenantry. That road -- a particularly lonely engvas lined at certain
points with men evidently of the labouring clasbose attention to
one as he passed was particularly striking. [Jefstre reaching the
scene of the murder | was overtaken by the Ratheéf Conway,
Curate of Clonbur, the parish in which the deeddsed. The priest

who has made himself very conspicuous among twbseare
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agitating for a reform of the land laws, verylimgly dismounted at
the spot where the deceased fell, and gave hisongirfireely as the
cause of the crime. He utterly repudiated any afedhe man
Sweeney, who is in custody on suspicion of the muyrdeing in the
least degree associated with the crime. He toldhaeSweeney had
rented some land from Lord Mountmorres, and had b&i rent by his
labour as herd. Recently, however, there had heabfierence
between his lordship and the man, which resultddna
Mountmorres desiring the person to quit his serviceFather
Conway assures me that he thinks Sweeney's innedertlce
perpetration of the crime to be well establishex] lae attributes the
outrage to a well-organised scheme on the panajégsional
agitators. Said he "I could have believed that Swg might have
been capable of molesting him with a stick, butrpoan, | know he
is in no way versed in the use of a rifle and with@ doubt a rifle was
used in this case. Then, again, he is a simpléediman, while that
spot selected for the commission of his crime iatdis a well-learnt
lesson. You will see from the pool of blood tHa tleceased fell at
the blow of a steep hill. His horse, whatevepitsvers, must
necessarily have walked this hill. Thus the murdast have been

planned to be perpetrated while the horse was gaiiagvalking pace,
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and without doubt, while the deceased was off haxd." ("The

Murder of Lord" 6)
The degree of crime specificity Conway conveydasting. One cannot help but
wonder if Conway's pontification is nothing moranha narcissistic exhibition of his
own genius or is he trying to defend a man he knewsnocent. Arguably, it is
reminiscent of the Lavelle/Walsh insinuation of @@y attending the Cong
demonstration in secret in order to watch the "esipin” after his letter of apology
was read.

After reading his interview regarding Lord Mountiress' murder, Conway:
complains that his statements have been mistemess and that
words have been put into his mouth which are #ddiy only an
inference from something he did say, and an @mfeg which he says
could not reasonably have been drawn from higlg.0All that he
did say in reference to the probable actorsan thurder was that it
did not appear to be done locally. On this vegorted that he
"attributed the outrage to a well-organised sahemthe part of
professional agitators.” Father Conway staté®only that he used
no words, but no words that could possibly bestmed into such
meaning. Father Conway adds that there are rsop&in Ireland
at present to who the term of "professional agit could apply
except to the Land League, and he himself is mipee of that body,

so it would be most unlikely he would have saigithing like what he
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is reported to have said. ("The Murder of Losjl"
Assuming the journalist used some poetic licertgs,tnlikely (but possible) he
would have completely fabricated the explicit detaitten in the article. Secondly,
the emphasis of Conway's recant is focused upophtese "professional agitators."
He contends only one organization can be considgredessional agitators” -- the
Land League. However, a "secret society" fitskilenicely. Recall, J.J. Louden
attributes Lord Mountmorres' murder to the Joycer@xy Herds' League
(Macdonald 285). Perhaps Conway used the rudeedfdnd League to cast
suspicions away from the local secret society.

As previously mentioned, Father O'Malley of thealeknew the potential
violence of the local secret societies. In hisasgioned Cong Demonstration speech
in July 1880, O'Malley emphasized it is the dutyafish priests to become leaders
in their local branch of the Land League. As emithdl by his efforts to eliminate
violence associated with the Boycott Affair, O'Malifought to undermine the
violence of the secret societies. Arguably, hisfoa priests to become Land League
leaders was an attempt to find allies in his figginst the agrarian violence plaguing
the area. Father Conway answered his call andhimgg Clonbur's demonstration on
September 26, 1880.

The Clonbur Land League Demonsration was an aypaend League
meeting due to the fact it immediately followedighhprofile murder. Its chief
organizer, Father Walter Conway maligned the viainthe demonstration by calling

Lord Mountmorres a "bad landlord" and indicatingwess "also bad in very many
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other respects” ("Clonbur Demonstration" 3). Coyie/disdain for local landlords
did not end with Mountmorres. Following his arfit@the Lough Mask area in 1879
(Sadlier's 1878, 1879 onway wasted no time in villifying the philantipic Lord
Ardilaun. Their battle became increasingly pulthimoughout 1880 and 1881 ("Case
of Father Conway" 3; "Chancery Division" 2; "Congtonstration" 7; "Lord
Ardilaun 7; MoranRadical166; "The Rev. Mr. Conway" 6). The battle oveyck
Country's causeway illustrated Conway's penchantifdence (assault upon
McGrath) and defiance (court order) ("The Caseathér Conway: Reversal" 15;
"The Case of the Rev. Mr. Conway, Clonbur" 5; "Gteny Division” 2). The
causeway controversy also illustrates the uncathtisupport of some of the
peasantry whose use of ostracization led to thersal of Conway's sentence ("The
Case of Father Conway: Reversal" 15; "The CaskeoRev. Mr. Conway, Clonbur"
5). As the litigation surrounding the causewagmsified, Lord Ardilaun’'s veteran
bailiff Joseph Huddy and his grandson were murdaretdisposed of in Lough
Mask near the causeway in question ("Chancery Divi2; "Lough" 10). As
illustrated by the actions (ignored Conway's comgeatf court) of the intimidated
Vice-Chancellor in the January 188&dilaun vs. Conwayproceeding, Father Walter
Conway enjoyed considerable influence in the LoMgisk region and this influence

may have manifested itself in the form of violence.



Chapter 9
CONCLUSION

Archbishop John MacHale's reign in Tuam lasted émty-seven years
(Waldron, "Making" 88, 96). Irish historian T.W.dddy asserts the archbishop was
"the most beloved and respected public figure inf@aht" Davitt 303).
Accordingly, this nationalist prelate wielded tremdeus influence. As indicated, the
dissention between MacHale and his nemesis thebgsiesbp of Dublin Paul Cullen
(made Cardinal in 1867) extended to the seculatigadlarena (Bane 46-47; Larkin,
Historical 73, 81). The Mayo Election of 1857 illustratess ttonflict as MacHale
fought vehemently against Cullen's candidate --rGe&ore Ouseley Higgins
(supporter of the "Pope's Brass Band") (Jortland 176). As discussed @lerical
Influence: Election and Intimidatiofrather Peter Conway led MacHale's charge
against Higgins (Cullen) utilizing violence and exguerrilla tactics to accomplish
his mission flayo Minutes, 185718-19, 56). As evidenced by the Conway-induced,
collective violence of the electoral mob, membdrghe mob were Conway's pawns
(de la Roche 99, 102, 105). Perhaps, Father Bet®vay was MacHale's pawn.

Since the days of Hierophilus (c. 1820), MacHaleght the battle of the
"Biblicals" (O'Reilly 76). As previously presente@artry was the epicenter of

proselytism (MoranRadical15-16). In 1858, MacHale sent the dogged,
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controversial Father Patrick Lavelle to Partry tiaek these recruitment efforts
(Moran,Radical15). Lavelle led a very public campaign whereskidfully

harnessed the media and regularly employed intitidli@actics ("Court" 4; Moran,
Radical20-23; "Provinces" 6). Lavelle, himself was a#ldly assaulting at times
("County Galway" 4; "Father" 6; MoraRadical23). The Partry parishioners heeded
Lavelle as they, too utilized violence to suppaaielle’'s agenda ("Dreadful” 2;
Moran,Radical23). By the time he was reassigned to the pafi€fong, the

Biblicals had not gained any ground (Mor&adical44). Prior to his transfer to
Cong, Lavelle was one of, if not the most ardentdcHale's soldiers.

Archbishop MacHale was an early supporter of tbenl Rule Movement
and fought tirelessly for denominational educafitfiome Rule" 6; "Irish Education”
14-15; "Lenten" 5; "On Monday night" 1). DuringetiGalway Election of 1872,
Captain John Nolan was MacHale's candidate aspposied both initiatives
(McCaffrey, "Federalism" 13). This election betedi from the union of Father Peter
Conway and Father Patrick Lavelle. Intimidatioctitzs similar to those used in the
Mayo Elections of 1852 and 1857 were employed imced with Lavelle's savvy use
of media Minutes Galway Electiof4, 68, 71, 85, 86, 99, 141, 153-155; Moran,
Radical137). When Thomas Burke sought the assistanéecbibishop MacHale
with respect to Lavelle's "deathknell” and "liaeferences, MacHale "clarified"
Lavelle's true intentioninutes Galway Electiod9). Essentially, MacHale
defended LavelleMinutes Galway Electiod9). What is clear is that in the Diocese

of Tuam, intimidation tactics, threats, and violeneere tolerated, provided they
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benefitted MacHale's political agenda (Larkitistorical 107, 128). Two of
MacHale's most radical "perfect tyrants” -- Convaayg Lavelle -- domiciled in the
Lough Mask region (Kavka 602-603). Conway and llaved their parishioners
through fear and their tyranny forged a cultur@ést-sanctioned violence (de la
Roche 99-105; Kavka 602-603; Tessler and Robbiis38®8). This mindset shifted
the onus of responsibility away from the individ(aé la Roche 102). As discussed,
the followers conceivably did not believe they wenépable if their actions were in
the name of their priest (Tessler and Robbins 318)-3

St. Jarlath's College in Tuam was arguably ortbe@fnost active Fenian
centres in Connacht (Jordan, "Power" 50). Cons#fyéts students were active in
the smuggling of arms (MoraRadical146). St. Jarlath's College is under the
Archbishop of Tuam'’s jurisdiction (Jorddrand 188). It is inconceivable MacHale
was unaware of this high volume Fenian activityt tbak place under his nose,
literally. As such, MacHale has been deemed aidresympathizer" (Larkin,
Historical 107; Moody,Davitt 45). Concurrent to the period of arms smugglihg,
Province of Connacht experienced a sharp increaagrarian violence between the
late 1860s and the early 1870s ("Alleged CrimeJatdanLand 183). Fenian-
steeped Ribbon Societies sought to avenge thewvamces, often under the guise of
"Rory of the Hills" ("County Mayo" 6; Moore 374; 'ifrages” 4; "Richard" 1).
MacHale's peers condemned such violence, but notHislle ("Archbishop Cashel” 3;
"Landlordism and Ribbonism” 8; "Lenten" 5). Macklalconspicuous silence may

have been perceived as the nod of approval by sugbties.
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MacHale's permissive attitude toward nationaligteavors fostered an ethos
of radical clericalism and parishioner acceptantheis culture was not sudden, it was
honed over time as his archiepiscopal began in {B&de 45). And it is in this
culture that Fenian sympathizer Father John O'Maifehe Neale and Father Walter
Conway of Clonbur were schooled (Mor&isel75; “Solemn Requiem” 6).

O'Malley's influence was presented at length withie context of his Land
League presidency and the Boycott expedition. Hewat is worth emphasizing
that O'Malley's influence was greater in the Lolgsk region in the spring of 1880
than Charles Stewart Parnell himself (Moran, "Ddl99). Again, this is evidenced
by John O'Connor Power garnering the most votéisargeneral election of 1880
(Parnell's tally was second and Browne was ousted)}o O'Malley's campaign
efforts (Moran, "Daly” 199). O'Malley found in th&nd League a non-oath bound,
association for the improvement of tenant condgi@Ballinrobe Demonstration” 7;
"Cong Demonstration™ 7). To O'Malley, its non-vaot program seemed the perfect
outlet to channel the covert activities of the laecret societies ("Anti-Eviction” 2;
"Invasion” 6). Under O'Malley's leadership, theyBatt affair received international
attention (Moran, "Origins" 55). The conditionsre&eipe for riot, but O'Malley
controlled his flock ("End of the Boycott" 3; "Ins@n of Mayo" 5). The Central
Land League's decision to not support the trekai@ IErne in Fermanagh was seen
as a betrayal of the League's founding mission€"Moore" 2). It is through
O'Malley's response to this betrayal that his feagsrding the prevalence and

influence of secret societies are articulated ("Muoore" 2). But as O'Malley was



277

concerned about a swell in secret society act{Vithe Moore" 2; Waldron,
Maamtrasnal?), his neighboring colleague appears conspidyaisse to such
activity.

The Vice-Chancellor presiding ovArdilaun vs. Conwayntimated that
violence was imminent if you crossed Father Waltenway ("Chancery Division"
2). This premise is of particular interest whearaing the murders of Lord
Mountmorres, Joseph Huddy, and John Huddy.

Father Walter Conway of Clonbur is tangentialhked to the murder of Lord
Mountmorres ("The Murder of Lord" 6). Conway's owaords indicate he was
unsuccessful in convincing Mountmorres to reschreddviction of Patrick Sweeney
prior to the murder ("The Murder of Lord" 6). FaNing the murder, Conway was
found at the scene of the crime blfr@eman’s Journaleporter ("The Murder of
Lord" 6). Conway proceeded to describe the mundir startling specificity ("The
Murder of Lord" 6). His description even includediances to the landscape that
would yield the most efficient kill ("The Murder abrd" 6). His words suggest only
a man of "well-learnt lesson” could plan such altredught out assassination ("The
Murder of Lord" 6).

In the fall of 1881, sheriff's bailiff James Mc@rattempted to serve a
summons on Father Conway ("Case of the Rev. Mrw@gnClonbur” 5; "Chancery
Division" 2). Conway assaulted the bailiff and veabsequently sentenced to two
month hard labor ("Case of the Rev. Mr. Conway,nBlg" 5). On appeal, shortly

after, the sentence was rescinded due to McGratiuisal to prosecute ("Case of
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Father Conway: Reversal’ 15). McGrath's "chanfgeeart" was attributed to the
widespread ostracization he and the others whifiéelseéndured following the

verdict ("Case of Father Conway: Reversal" 19)e @ssault demonstrates Conway's
propensity for violence. The ostracization illasés Conway's network was

relatively vast ("Case of Father Conway: Rever3a). McGrath et al were afraid of
Conway ("Case of Father Conway: Reversal" 15).

The Conway-Lord Ardilaun conflict surrounding theugh Mask causeway
escalated during the latter months of 1881 ("Cas&ather Conway" 3; "Chancery
Division" 2). Conway's refusal to acknowledge tioairt ordered removal of the
causeway forced Ardilaun's hand ("Chancery Divisidn The timing of the January
2, 1882 serving of the notice of motion to Conwaghcitor and the January 3, 1882
murder of the Huddys is striking ("Chancery Divigi®; "Lough™ 10). Returning the
families of Joyce Country to relative isolationdtigh the removal of the causeway
could certainly be construed as a motive ("Cadeatiier Conway" 3). Recall, the
Huddys were murdered in close proximity to the neaigstene of Lord Mountmorres
(Waldron,Maamtrasnanside cover). As indicated earlier, Land Leaglér Louden
attributed the Lord Mountmorres and the Huddy mrgde the work of the secret
society, Herd's League of Joyce Country (Macdo28k).

Considerable effort has been placed herein eshtabyj the tradition of
peasant violence in the name of their priest inLinggh Mask region. Assuming this
assertion is true, Lough Mask clerical leaders @sssd tremendous influence in

manipulating local violence. Father O'Malley, &otime, successfully manipulated
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his followers to curtail violence during the Boytcekpedition. Yet, it appears Father
Conway not only engaged in violent acts personélly,he was well aware of the
secret society violence within his own parish. #afly, through his actions he
encouraged the violence of the local secret saciety
Whether Father Walter Conway participated in os wagnizant of the
planning of the Mountmorres and Huddy murders resianknown. However, what
is known is that in the Lough Mask region, as ailtesf the entrenched culture,
Father Conway did indeed possess the power to miatgphis flock away from such
violent acts. But he chose not to do so.
The murders in and around Joyce Country did notvégtidJoseph and John
Huddy in 1882:
On the night of August 17 1882, a party of men broke into a
house in this village [Maamtrasna], occupied byaanmamed
John Joyce, murdered him, his mother, wife, andumger
daughter, and inflicted upon his two sons, the ather
occupants of the house, injuries so severe, thmbbthem died
the following day (Harrington 7).
The Maamtrasna Massacre received internationaitaiteand the circumstances
surrounding the trial and subsequent executionkectyged the methods and integrity
of the British legal system (Harrington 7-15).
It is interesting to note th&adlier’'s Catholic Directory, 188%ublished

January 1, 1883, indicates Father Water Conwaynedsnger affiliated with
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Clonbur (53). Father Walter Conway was reassigadte parish of Knock and
Aghamore in Ballyhaunis, County Mayo under the cimn of the Archdeacon of
Tuam the Very Reverend B. Cavana§adlier's 188%2-53). By the time of
publication of theSadlier's Catholic Directory, 188@onway was once again
reassigned, this time to the parish of Killeen pid8al, County GalwaySadlier's
188452). lItis curious Conway's transfer occurreddaihg such local violence.
Aside from theSadlier Catholic Directorythis author has been unnable to locate any
public reference to Conway's transfer to Knockisrdeparture from Clonbur in the
Freeman's Journabr theNation Due to the fact Conway had a considerable
following, it seems odd not to be mentioned. lpegrs to have been done quietly. It
begs the question, was Conway reassigned purptusbb/supervised by the
Archdeacon Cavanagh? While the scope of this relsemncludes with the Huddy
murders, it is clear the story of Father Walter @aw is far from complete.

Born in Claremorris, Father Walter Conway waseadiamongst the Mayo
peasantry ("Solemn Requiem” 7). Having been osthat Maynooth in 1873,
Conway’s was exposed to a nationalist extra-culargorogram (Larkin, "Church,
State" 1255; "Solemn Requiem" 7). His nationastit endured and is evidenced
in his involvement with the Gaelic League and lismitment to rejuvenating the
Irish LanguageKull Report Oireachtad, 5, 14). Conway conducted lecture tours in
Great Britain and the United States to "collectd®ifior churches and schools in the
parishes he ministered” ("Solemn Requiem" 7). é&a@onway lived twenty-two

years beyond his retirement from the parish of @teaddy, County Galway. He
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died in 1941 at the age of ninety-three ("Solemgukem" 7). It appears Father
Conway ultimately channeled his nationalism towacdsdemic leadership and
parishioner welfare. However, Conway'’s journeydaing the murders in the
Lough Mask region up until his death is ripe foaenation.

Gerard Moran first recognized the complexitieshef priest-parishioner
relationship in the Lough Mask region with his pening research on Father Patrick
Lavelle. Father Jarlath Waldron reawakened popatarest in the Maamtrasna
Massacre with hiMaamtrasna: The Murders and the MysteArguably, both
works call for extended regional resear@piritual Tyranny?: An Examination of
Post-Famine Clerical Influence in the Lough Maskji@e attempts to illustrate
significant clerical influence and its coexistemdgéh agrarian violence in the Lough
Mask region. However, the examples contained hexed far from exhaustive; there
is still much work to be completed. Similarlyjstdifficult to believe the Lough
Mask region was unique. Clerical influence andtamt priests certainly extended
beyond Connacht. Perhaps similar examinationhergbrovinces could highlight

regional nuances.
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