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DECIES 12 Septenber 1979

OID  WATERTORD  SOCIETY

1. We wish to apologise to lrs.L.Gellagher for not including her neme in the
lizt of Committee Members published in Decies 11, Ilrs,., Gallagher was of
course elected to the Committee of the OVS .for 1979-'80.

2, For the three 1979 issues of Decies we offer our thanks once again to
Waterford Corporation for ftheir help and encouragement, end in particular
to Hancy Dunphy and Eileen Murphy whosc goodwill seems boundless, For
help with this issue we are also grateful Lo 8.0.R.T.Q0,.

3« We still need, however, the constructive criticism of the members of the
s, We also urgently need people who are willing to help to prepere an
index for Decies 1 - 14.

4. Ve shall shortly be losing Sr., Virginia, an initiator of Decies, one time
Hon.3ec, of the OWS , and present Hon.Press Officer, She will be missed,

5. e intend to reproduce scme of the illustrotions on pages 26, 29, and 33
of the last issue as frontispicces te Decies 13. We apologise to
llr,Themes Power that their poor reproduction had rendered then
unsatisfactory in illustrating his erticle on Rev.D.,A.Doudney's schools
ot Bunaschon.

()Y
.

These whose 1979 subscriptions are still outstanding will find a
Yreminder" enclosed with this issue. Those without such an enclosure
noy egsume that they are paid up for 1979. A full list of this year's

members will appear in Decies 13,

PUBLICATIONS OF LOCAT HISTORICAT, TNTEREST

Fassadinin: Tand Settlement and Society in South-Bast Irelend,1600-1850
By William Holan, Published 1979 by Geography Publications at £9.00 plus Vat.

Following his earlier book "Sources for Locel Studies", Dr,Nolan now
demonstrates how such sources can be used in his reconstruction of the past
geography of the cree oround Castlecomer. He was fortunate in having at his
disposal glso the Prior-Yendesforde pepers which helped to bridge many gops
in the 250 years studied.

The carlier chapters asscss the role of Irish,Anglo-Irish and now-English
in shaping settlement and sceciety there in the 17th century. Through the
18th and early 19th centurics, Dr.loloan traces the sociel and spatial
remifications of the estate systen on Fassedinin., In assessing the importance
of the "middleman" on the area he comes to the interesting conclusion that
Castleccmer was 2 "middleman town''s He z2lso decls with the socizl inpact of
the developnent of the coal rdnes there as well as withh the various other
strata that went to form a highly complex society.

I have long neintained that the most relevant gquestions in history are
now being asked - and answered- by geographers. Dr.llolan, o geographer as well
as becing a menber of the OW53, has in these well produced 259 pages supported
my contention and illustrated it with 56 relevant naps and figures plus 13
plates. He is to be congratulated on his initiative in publishing this researdh
which thus illustrates society, not only in Passadinin but as a paradign for the



entire South - east. The book is awvailecble at soue loeal bookshops, or direct
from the publisher at 24, Kennington Road, Templeogue, Dublin.

A Welk around Ardmore, By Sioban Lincoln. Privately published, 1979,

The inner title page uses the title "A Valking Tour of Ardmore, Co.
Waterford”, but eithey way the invitation is the some - to join Mrs.lincoln and
The va TlOUJ rerbers of her fa r who designed, researchod and illustrated the
bOOﬁlHE, around the ecclesiesticol core of Ardmore. Ve are regeled in our tour

by the observations, reminiscences and knowledge of the enthusiest.

It is most attrectively produced with a useful map and short bikliography,
the hend ecripiing adding much to its flavour. Ite thirty pages contain a
golection of dellbthul &cche“ a at 65p nu visitor to srducre should be
without it., It is available in shops there and from Bord Fzilte in Waterford,
irs.Iincoln, o ULnberq of the OU3, is to be congratulated on her initiative
in publishing this and it is wvery much to be hoped thet at some time in the
future every such locelity in this region will hove a similar inexpensive
meons of shoring in the insightes of such local enthusicsts.

The Helen Blake, the last Fethard Life-boo
Privately published, 1979, Price £1,50

t, by John Doyle.

On I'ridey, 20th February , 1914 the llorwegien Schooner llexico carryiug a
cargo of timber from South America to Liverpool was driven aground on the
Keeragh Islends in Barmow Bay by o South~eosterly gole, A life-boat was
launched from the Mexico, but wos swept eway with two of the crew. Thesc men
menaged to swinm ashore.

The Fethard life-boat was launched but when nearing the HMexico was
capsized by hecvy seas and smashed con the island rocks. JLﬂ& ui the crew were
lost., 4 line mas thrown from the stricken Schooner and nade fast by one of the
life-boat crew, This enabled the crew_of the Mexico to come ashore en the-
islend. ‘

The Dunnore, Kilmore and Wexford life-boats together with a Vexford tug
were unable to rescue the men narooned on the Islond until the feollowing Monday

Osing the records of the Royal Life-boat enthusiasts Society,contenporary
newspaper reporits, and newories of local people, lr.Doyle has built &
fescinating descripiion of the tragedy. He illustrates it with photographs
gy o r of Fi'n
alken by Poole's of Vaterford. ALl profits ere to go to Llft—DOmt funds,




MEDIAEV AL WATERFORDTD

A series covering different aspects of Waterford and
hinterland in the later middle ages (1200 to 1500 approx).

The standard histories of Vaterford tend to skim quickly over
the period from the errival of the Normans to the Varbeck
episode over three hundred years later. This series is
intended to help fill the lacuna. Ve open with Professor
Iydon's analysis of the role ol the city following the break -
down of the "Pax llormanica" and continue with Mr. McEnearey's
assessment of the trade of VWaterford and Wew Ross towards

the end of the "pax" as revealed in the trade dispute

between them. In future articles we hope to deal with the

edministration of Vaterford city end of the county, with

one of the more exotic mediaeval religious orders, the

Enights Templars, in the south-east, as well as with other
aspects of the pericd.

1. THE CITY OCOF WATERIORD IN THE TATER IEDDIE AGES

By James Lydon

About forty years ago = British historian wrote that in the middle ages
Waterford was next to Dublin the most important city in Ireland, "virtually e
self-governing state of the continental type, electing its magistrates,declaring
war and peace'!l lore recently another English historian,writing of the close
connection between Weterford and the port of Bristol, enthused about the
"harbour of the sun'' and the "extensive quay of helf a mile (where) no less than
sixty vessels could anchor'.” And to complete the catalogue, wore recéntly still
an Irish historian called it "virtwally an independant Anglicised outpost" at
the end of the 15th century.3 A 16th century map of the Bzitish Isles shaowed
only four cities: Tondon, Oxford, Edinburgh and Waterford, If this odd choice
of cities is eccentric, it does demonstrate the importance of Waterford in some
foreign eyes. In the lordship of Ireland she yielded place only to Dublin , a
fact which is perhaps best illustrated by the Irish rolls of Parliament., From
the time of the earliest roll to survive, the third statute of every
Parliesment formally confirmed the liberties and franchises of the three leading
towns, Dublin,Waterford and Drogheda, and always in that order.”? There is no
doubt, then, that in the later middle ages Waterford must be seen as a place of
some importance and the second city in Ireland.

That the city itself shared this view of her importance is easily
demonstrated, In March 13%75 the layor and citizens told King Edward 1I1 -
"if all your said land of Ireland should be gained by your enemies, which God
forbid, it would be regained better and more quickly Py your said city than by
any other city throughout your said lend of Ireland".” It seems that the
reason why this sghould be so, according to the lizyor, was that the city
contained only "seven scres of land within the wells, like a little castle".

Ty

We must ftherefore get our gcale right in viewing medieval Waterford :
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if it was the second c¢ity in Ireland, it was in truth a small place within its
walls., Not only that, the same petition of 1375 depicts & situation so
desperate thaet we are forced to conclude that the city was not only small,but
poor as well. It told of "divers slaoughters recently made by the enemies of
those parts" - on one occasion the llayor,Bailiffs, the Sheriff, Coroner and
twenty six of the better men of the city, together with eighty loyal Englishmen
from Coventry,Dartmouth,Bristol ond other places were slaughtered: six weeks
later another twenty four men of VWaterford were slain; they were aggrieved
because the country around was robbed, hurned and destroyed right up to the
walls; ships were teken at sea, so that now there were no ships or berges in
the city where there used to be more then elsewhere in Ireland; they compleined
of their great costs in repairing the belfry of the Church of Blessed Trinity,
which had been blown down by a tempest, to the great comfort of their enemies;
that they had to pay for the repair of the ancient wells of the city, which
had fallen through their weight; and also of the great costs which they bear
in defending the King's rights and inheritance through litigetion with the town
of Ross, which had lasted long and was still pending before the King in the
chancery of England - all of which had made them so poor that they cannot stay
there any longer without royal aid,

It is not to be bhelieved that the Moyor &and his leading citizens were
preparing to pull out of Waterford, or that the situation was quite es
desperate as depleted in the petition. Irish towns in the later middle ages
were more than adept at putting on the poor mouth when it suited them and on
this occasion the lloyor was looking for 2 gront of the custom known as the
coket for nine or ten yeors and the reduction of the annucl form of the ecity
from 100 to 75 marks, It is noteworthy, too, thot this was & time of great
disturbance in Munster and thot the government of the day, headed by William of
Yindsor, was not only proving singularly ineffective in restoring order (at
least according to its .critics), but was olso ottempting to reisc mency by
means of texation,to which Vaterford, like other towns, would have to
contribute.® Wevertheless it con be shown that Waterford was in difficult,and
even dangerous,clrcumstences ot this ftime and that this condition was
beecoming normel for the city. Thoe records of the central administretion contain
enough evidence to illustrete this focb and convey in vivid terms the real
dangers and privetions which the people of VWaterford had to face. So as to
convey an impression of reality I shell let the records speak for themselves
end so as to keep the catologuc of distress short I shall present only a few
examples from the late 14th and 15%th centvries. But it should be emphaosised
that this is only a sample, that the process of deterioraticn had begun much
earlier in the 14th century, and that the cumulative effect of the rcguler weils
of distress is +to make one wonder that the € ity survived at zll,

A petition of 1388 addressed to the Inglish council deseribed the'arsons,
homicides and thefts of the King's Irish enemies and English rebels and the
invasions of other enemies of parts adjacent'". As if that were not bad enough,
the petition continued with compleints of "the capture of ships,barges and
other vessels and the ronsom of their men by the French and Spaniards' and
finishes with & moan chout the'intollersble expense incurred in repairing the
walls and fortificetions of the city”.9 The reference to the French and
Spanierds is interésting: one of the most freguent couplaints as long as the
Hundred Yesars War lasted was of the loss of ships and cargoes coming to and
from Weterford. Vhatever about the high profits which entreprencurs could make,
the risks wédre great, In 1430 another complaint was that "the city has been
wosted by Irish enemies and Bnglish rebels ond by crmed Bretons,Scots ond
Spaniards coming by S22 seece goods ond chottels and shipping (have beon)
destroyed utterly".1l0 By 1442, we arc told, the "eity has follen into such
poverty as well through the robberies,destructions and oppressions done by the
Irish enemies and English rebels,Scots,Bretons,Spaniards, as becesuse of late
certein Bretons took o balinger of IFlanders cowming with merchandise to the
value of 4,000 merks 1o thc seid citizens... and their goods erc deily wastedV
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In 1448 it was scid "meny rebels in the counties of Kilkenny,Tipperery,
Weterford and Wexford, with an armed force of the King's Irish enemies and
divers other nations,traitors,rebels,felons and fugitives of those countries,
perpetrate invasions,sloughters, burnings, plunderings,robberies,captures,fines,
ransoms, hangings ocnd other intollerable misdeeds on fthe Mayor and commons and
other lieges of the King there by lond and water' 12 If this reads like an
extroct from one of the Irish amnnls, so that one 1s tempted to doubt it as a
sober stoatement of fect, 1t ot least produced zn interesting resuld:
permission wos given to the city that "by the assent of the Mayor (it) mey
gether 2ll persons whose estate or condicion is sultable, to ride or go on foot
as often as they will with stondords displayed sgeoinst the sald rebels and all
who favour,aid or victusl them, and spoil,burn and slay the same'. To merch
with stondards disployed was in normal circumstences treason, and it is an
indication of the crisis in Ireland,affecting towms like Waterford which
could no longer rely on the royal stonderd to protect them, that the English
coverrnment licensed whet was in ¢ffect private worfere, ™ As o final
exemple, it was reported in 1474 that "the city is impoverished for the past
sim yeors by 11l success in trode ond loss of goods of the citizens and the
death and capture of divers merchonts of the city and there is no laow, justice
or goverpment around the city bubt murder,vobbery ond wor by the Irish and
rebel English, so thet we con hardly leep the city or repeoir its wells and
port'.13

Ve perhops need to be reminded thot the city of Waterford waos a
community of pecople and thet it wos they, ond not some abstraction like o
Corporation or municipality, who suffered. Danger, even viclent death,loss
of property cnd privation was the lot of mony of them. Starvation must hove
foced the inhabitonts on occasicnS o fact which was Uph“"loud in 1450 when
an Irish Pcrlioment wos told thet both city and county were "destroyed ond
wasted as well by Irish encmies os by English rebels,; by continual wars
existing in the said city ond county, by which the commons of the said city
and county ore sometimes descloted in defau1t of corn,beccuse the land cannot
be tillea".'4  Another parlicment in 1474 wos told the scme thing: they
"connot sustoin themselves with grsin”.'j The only onswer, os Perlioment
receognised, was to allow §rgin to be dimported. Ticenses might be issued to
individus ls, O Zroups, to corry corn to the city; or the license might
cover o wide aren, os was the cose in December B +4, when the genercl
permiesion to bring victuals to Voterford covered the counties Vexford,
Tippercry and Kilkenny. 18 14 might cven mecn thot trode with the, rl%l hod to
be tolerated, on unpalotable foct which Porlisment hod to acce pt.l

If the situction was as bad ns the weight of ovidence already quoted
would suggest, then 1t must also be cdmifted thot dJoterford herself was in
some neasure responsible for the discster, The IOHQ end vexctious guoarrel with
Wew Qtoss, invoelving rxpnnﬁlwc litigotion end interrunting trade when violence
erupted , did not hrlp 20 The lowlessness ond violence which the clty cloimed
to be responsible for her stroitened circumstonecs weore sometimes exploited by
the men of Woterford ond sometimes even occasioned hy then . In 1449 the
Abbot of Dunbrodj, the Cistercian abhey ccross the river in Wexford , was
summoned to Porlianment. But “for ristrust ond denger of the woys' he refused
to core in person anﬂ sent o prouctor in his place, Later, however, he changed
his mind ond decided to risk the journey., ''"Peoccecbly reposing himself in his
chember the night before",we are told, o nunber of apostote nonks ond others
fron Wexford ond ”Ltnr1oru "with divers others unknown, with force and crms
against the peace of our sovereign lord, entercd the chonmber of the said
Abbot and there took hin priscncvr, ocnd took the goods and chattels of the said
Abbot out of the soid chbey, to the volue of £40, and carried the seid Lbbot to
Woterford, cnd there detoin hio priscner with .ru"f duress".?l I the
unfortuncte Abbot would hove been scofer to hove risked the dangers of the road
to Porlicment , and thus avoided the "grest duress' of his imprisonnent in
Waterford, it was-not the "intollercble hurt ocnd prejudice of the scid Abbot"



which alone distressed the government, nor even''the conteupt cnd dercgotion of
our sovereign lord and his Porlicment”, but rotier that it would be "to the
very bad exomple of others in tine to come, 1f it shall not be remedied at this
tlu“” TFor o2ll her comploints cbout others, Wetcrford does not seem to hove
been fusﬂy about meinteining the King's pecece cnd for all we know the Abbot of
Dunbrody noy have languished long in the city where it seens to hove been
possiblo for his captors to hold hin uanolested. And when Waterford
dignotoriecs conmploined obeut pirotes, they were tolerant of those who cane
fro“ their own city. Onec 2f the nore blzorre ccts of pirecy occurred in the
Jubilee Year of St.Jomes when 2 boot corrying 400 pilgrinms home fron
Compostela was returning to Hew Hoss and wos ottocked neor VWaterford by 800
"malefactors and pirates" in thrﬁe ships of the port; the boct, the owner,
the pilgrims and the cocrgo were all tolken to Youghol. 22 Uor did oll the
wediling about the depredotions of Irisk enemices ond Inglish rebels, ond in
perticulor the O'Driscolls and tne Powers, prevent Voterford merchonts fronm
brealting the low through illicit troding with then. The pursuit of profit led
gone into the country of the O'Dris col7r , bringing not only victuols but arms

as wells in 1450 Perliagnient hoed o duoroc thot "no uonner of person of the
sarts of Wexford,Weterford,Youghal,Cork or Kinsole, or any other liege peoople!

were to fish ip) h:Lu cmutr;s to trode with victual or orus, or to receive hinm
in Their town.

ades vos the lifeklood of fowns ilike Woterford in
the loter niddle ages it wos cgreed in Porlionent thot "the profit
of cvury nerket,city in this land depends principolly on t*y ru.aru ot
Irish people brﬂp theTr iw_CU"ﬁdigu 1o the soid cities ond towns'".”" This wes
crie=way traffic: trade the other wov was forbidden. But no cnount of
poarlicnentory legislation wos going to prevent the acrchonts from selling goods,
often inported at considernble cost, to the ncarest buyer, even if he were
technically an Irish eneny or Linglish rebel, Im its own muniecipel legislation
Woterford provides plenty of evidence of such troffic, which it attenpted to
regulate. A decree of 1465 scid thoet no one should "give,borrow nor sell bords,
i ron, pitch,rosin,morter nor other things whereby o boot Shunl@ be node, to any

Trode with thc‘

idle non of the counties of YWexford,Kilkenny,Tippercry cnd Woterford)' And
another decree of the barned the scle of ”eloth,w1nu,1run,salt,
wicopon or arocur, corn,victuczl' to any Yduring the tine of their unkindness or

wor with the city." sole, or cven the lending, of crossbows,
"gonnes smcll nor grente nether ponnpouder” to ony person,lrish or English ,
living outside the city,was Torbidden - though os the rider showed (”’1t10ut
licence of Meire ocnd counsclle for gfyue bayng" ) such trefiic could be
tolernted by the municipality.<®

The Dumlln Govermaent, of o'ursu, hed long since forbidden trode with
Trish enemies.2! But ocecosionslly it had to Toce reclities and licensed trode.
In 1463,for exanple,the furllhukut lifted the bon on such trode, but only
te_r_'-poraril,j,r.2'Q It was policy to control cnd regulate such troffic as port of
the Government's deternination to regulate relotions generclly with Irish
enemiecs end English rebels. The principle of centrolised control - the policy
of "“one wor ond one pecce' - hod been ennuncicted os for boeek os the 13th
century end it had never been cbondoned. In 1345, for exaople, Woterford wos
cllowed to trect with ond to noke truces with the Powers cnd "to do all other
things which were neccsscry for the good of the pvaoc“.dg But in the later
niddle ages such octteupts to neintoin centrolised control were no longer
realistic: whot hod been prociticoble in the heyday of the lordship in the 13th
cecnbury was in no woy opplicoble fo the circunstonces of 1life in the loter
riddle cges. For the groducl erosicn of the settlenent by what we coll the
"goelic revival" ond its cssocicted developnents orong the English settlers
which produced "rebel English', "degenerate English" and on ever dininishing
nuniber of "loynl English®, vicont thot Woterford, like nony other towns awcy fron
the environs of D“blin, reclle incerecsingly isoloted. ‘hot wes known in the

grophic terminclogy of the lote 13th century as the terra guerre ( or lond of war

)
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grew and the terreo pocis ( or land of pefcu) shrornk, The fronticr of one area
expoanded ond the frontier of the other shrankk, fAround Dublin o Pole appeared
ond another =zround Waterford But the picture,unfortunctely for the historion who
likes things neat, was not as simplu ag thot. Prontiers were constently shifting
ond marchlands, ot lecst in the costern port of the lordship, were everywhere.BO
Hevertheless, so foar as Waterford wos concerned, the grodusl isoletion and the
approoching frontier of the lond of wor becone foctes of life in the 14th century.
When Bdward 1V in 1462 confirned oll the Veterford Charters from 1205 onwards,
in ¢ grect iaspexinmus which covers nearly six pages in the English calendor, he
ndded his speciel groace and foveur because oi Vaterford's position " om the
frontier of our enemies and rebels".?! Reyond thet frontier the King's writ
hordly ron, the comon law wos yielding to march law or even to Brohon fW,Egﬂnd
the cuthority of the Dublin Govermient and its loeccl officials counted for less
than thot of the local nondorin,Irish or inglo-Irish., Waterford had to put up
with the situction os best it could and cope with the problens of isoletion fronm
Dublin. It provided a convenient stick with which to beat the government from
tine to tine. In 1441, in desceribing how the Powers,''troitors and rebels to our
lord the King", were cousing howvoe in the city ond 1tg hinterland beecouse "from
oy to doy (thuy) ride in the nanner of wor with bonners displayed cnd robyspoil
ond kill the King's licgeren of the P“id city of Yocterford"; the city comploined
that the recl couse of all this wos "thet the liecutenont and governors of this
land for the tine being hove not continually used to reside in the parts of
Woterford; and in defoult of chostisenent of the said troitors ocnd rebels,
according to the law of the Hing, the scid city is for the greater part destroyed
ond 1loid weoste', 33

This oceousoti of negleet by the governoent is not of immedicte interest to
us here; but the sense of isolotion which it portroys is  more te the point. I
is ¢ogy . encugh to show thot this isolation con be traced boek into the L.th
century. The methods which hod becn devised in the early days of the colony for
keeping o check on the locolities were groduslly te becone inappropricte in o
lJrﬂSQ¢p which was increosingly Trognented, where comrmunication was dangerous ond
souetines impossible, and where the force of the low sometinmes foiled o reach.
REegulcr proffers ot the excheguer, or cccounting, or the return of w“itsg could
hordly be hoped for as the cuthority of the ccntrr“ ux%fnﬂbnf begon to wecken the
further one moved from Dublin. Yet the syston reo unchonged uﬂd its offiecials,
like conservotive civil servonts ot 2ll tines, continued to plw according to the
rules os if the gome were still the scme, It wos insisted, for exomple, thot
after electicn lioyors should prescent thelselves in the exchequer in.Dublin to tzke
their ooths of office. But by 1331 the city of Voterford wos requesting thot the
moyoer night be zllowed to folte his ’;qh there ond not in Dublin "on account of the
distonce and the perils of the wey', >4 Frou then on the privileze wos confirmed
ot intervols, In 1400, toc, the prior of St.Kotheri uLu wos cuthorised to toke
the ooths of the Moyor ond constoble of the stople , "seeing thot by recson of
the distonce ond becouse of the Ming's Irish encodcs th”* ney not without o
costly power and peril of their life ond property repoir" to Dublin, 35 Thus was
once of fthe nost inporteont cheels on municipol authority removed., But even nmore
glgnificantly, the forn was no longer accounted Ffor ot the Dublin exchequer. In
1474 the excuse was that “the city of Yeaterford is sixty niles awoy froo the City
of Dublin ond there is nothing but rebellion,ourder,robbery cnd wer around",
Yet cnother sign of the breckdown in relotions between Veoterford ond the central
government wos the oceasionol foilure of the city to refturn representotives to
Parlionent bectuse of the scne difficulties ond dongers of cormunication, 37

This isolcticn cen be vividly illustroted by one more exoample. The Droghede
perlicnent of 1450 wae told thot the town of Corrickmogriffin in Co.Tipperory
was constontly in danger fron Buglish rebels:"in those lost fourteen yeors the
town was twice entirely burned" and "for the greatest pert 2l the people token
prisoners , and afterwcrds o genercl pilloge of ther nocde four times, ond oll this

wos done by English rebels"., It wos cgreed by Pcrli:nent thet the town should be
enclosed with new wolls,“"Tor oll uen thet go frou Woaterford to Clonmel,Coshel. or



Fethard, who cen have no resting place or lgdging in twenty miles of road
except only in the said town of Cerrick".”” Travelling out of Vaterford,then,
you could only move in safety from one fortified place to another through
hostile countryside which was in the control of Irish enemies or English
rebels, Ior was paSsage by sea to be recommended so long as hostile French
or Spaniards or Scots continued to be & scourge in the shipping lanes out of
Waterford.

Anyone Tamiliar with the history of the Irish lordship in the later middle
ages will knmow that Waterford's position of isclation wes typicael of what was
happening as the 1%th centbury settlement collapsed, Barly 1l4th century
parliaments provide shrill evidence of the growing menace of idlemen,armies
of kernes and sattelites, protected by magnates and terrorising secttled
commuhities.39 Occesional forays by chief governors with smell armies did
nothing to weaken the conftrol exercised by the magnetes in the localities or fto
bring succour to communities at the mercy of Irish enemies or English rebels,
ot even the two great armies imported by RHichard 11 at the end of the 14th
century could restore the comparative peace end stability of what Orpen rather
guaintly called the Fax Hormanicao ¥ As the tide of disorder flowed in the
l4th century, Waterford and other towns survived 25 outposts on the frontier,
Carlow, which had becn made the virtual administretive centre of the lordship
by Licnel of Clerence in the 1360's, had to be left to its own devices
pefore the end of the 14th century.4l Trim, which in the great days of the
lordship of Meath had been its coput, surrounded by the land of -peace, found

itself a frontier town by the 15th century as the land of war threctened to
engulf 1t: when a Pale emerged sround Dublin, Trim become one of its fortified
outpoats.42 Wherever one looks in the later middle ages, one sces the towns
which manage to survive becoming iscolated from each other, in stark controst
to the 13th century when some of ther monaged to combine in representotive
assemblies, DIven Dublin was placed in a2 similer predicement by the growing
menace of the Irish of Leinster, and in perticular those of the mountains, By
the early léth century the Irish dominated much of the srea to the south of
the city and sometimes come right up to the walls,
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Vaterford, then, in fthe situction which we have described earlier was
typical of what wos hoppening in Ireland during two centuries of decline in
English power, It demonstrates in microcosm the history of Anglo - Ireland.

To judge by the evidence of the conpleints slready guoted 1t ndght almost be
colled a "riches to rogs' story. Tor if Weterford hed once before been a
frontier town in the hectic doys of the Anglo-lormon invasion (who will ever
forget the story of Regincld Macgillemory cmd the three great choins which he
stretched across the river os o boom o prevent the fleet of Henry IT from
entering Woterford 7)43 with the exponsion of the Leinster settlement Waterford
grew oand prosgpered ocnd become the most important commercial centre in the
south. The series of choerters from carly in the 13th century, the murage
gronts which are evidence not only of physical expansicon but of commercial
development s well, the accounts of the prisz of wines ond above 2ll the cccounts
of the Greot Hew Custom of 1275 - all bear testimony to the growth of Waterford
in the 13th century. The development of mines necr the city, with ossociated
smelting,nust have generoted o good decl of copitcol. * The cccounts of royal
purveyors show that the city was an outlet for large quantities of grein and
wine, drawing supplics of corn from the whole of south Leinster cnd ezst
Munster, This evidence of prosperity showis thot Woterford beforc the collapse
of the 13th century settlcment shared the prosperity which feudolism ond the
consequent growth in comnerce brought to Irelond, Theot this evidence may be
deceptive, however, ond thot ccononic decline may hove begun in the early

1l4th century is suggested by some other faects. VWhen the ecity wos granted
murcge in 1310, it was to "repeir the defects in the wolls"42, And the errvears
in poyment of the onnual form ot the excheguer moy olso argue for decline ot the
end of Bdward I's reign., In 1301 the arrecrs amounted to £43%6.105.5d.; the
city was able %o poy off this sum in the some yeor, though 1t wos s3till left
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with other debts which came to wmore than 2270.46 By 1315, the ferm wes in
errears to the sum of £486.2s5,0d. and if the city paid £422 to the excheguer
it was still left owing £423.12s.23d.

Ilevertheless the weight o%ygvidence certalnly confirms the picture of growth
in prosperity in the 13th century. The question we should ask is does the
later history of Waterford, the isclation, neglect and privation which we have
already seen, mirror cconomic decline ? In this connection it is instructive
to look ot the figures for the wool custom, em awcre thet there are many
pitfalls in using these figures and I would not be so foelish as to equete then
with the actusel exports of wool,fells or hides, Hevertheless we connot ipgnore
the pattern which they show. The very first account,covering nearly two years
between 1275 and 1277, shows llew Ross heading the list with £74% in revenues from
the customy Weterford next, ond o good bit behind, with £440; Corlk, just short
of this with £400,followed by Dublin with only £219, Drogheda £133 and ¥exford
as low as £10.48 lost of the wool, therefore, scoms to have been exported through

1 Ross,Waterford and Corle » The first two hecded the list beczuse the rivers
which served them were the naturcl highwoys for trensporting the wocel from the
‘ rich monors of Leinster ond becouse they were well placed for serving Flanders ,

where the demond for Irish wool wos growing. The lost account to hove
gurvived on the Trish pipe rolls covers neorly three years between 1342 and 1345,
Now Cork led with £247,with Dublin end Drogheda close behind with £219 each,
Waterford next with £177,followed by Ross which had sunk to £121, However
these figures are to be exploined,they do show o stortling deeline in exports
and on equally startling shift in the bolance of trade to the ports on the East
coast, At the very least they moke us recepltive to the idea thet Waterford
enbered o period of decline in the 14th century which is in line with the
general picture revealed by other sources, I said ecrlier thot 13th century
muroge gronts provide evidence of expansion since they were intended for the
budllding of new walls. It con be left to the ocrchoeologist to confirm if the
money wos cctunlly spent by the nuniecips) cuathorities an new gtructures. But in
the 14th century the situation wos reversed: grants were not intended for
enclosing cn exponding city, but for preserving old walls. From 1310 onweards
there is plenty of evidence for this, Waoterford seems to be heading for the
position of 1375, when the Moyor could compore it to o little castle,enclosing
) only seven acres. 1t is notoble,too, thaot mony of the petitions of the kind
guoted earlier mention thot the same wolls are in decay ond that the city connot
i afford +to keep them in repair. When the English government in 1430 granted
£30 o year to be cxpended "on the repair ond defence of the towm", it was scid
that "therditches,walls,towers,gates and porteullises are so old cnd ruinous in
mony ploces a8 to be 2ll but f£ollen to the orounah, 43 Again, if we toke such
evidence ot its face value, we must conclude that the economy of the city hod
declined sinece the grect doys of the 13th century. & cynic might suggest thot
for =211 the compleints and the reported cttocks by Powers,0!Driscolls ond other
noturel enemies of the city, & truer pilecture is presented by the evidence of
collusion between Waterford ond these supposed cnenies, so thet city wolls hed
become on expensive cnd perhops even unnccesscry luxury. The siege of Vaterford
| inl495 during the height of the Varbeck counspiracy shows thot the walls must
heve been in ¢ foir stote by ther : not only did the citg menage to hold out,she
helped (with the aid of artillery) to defect the enemy.5 So Woterford
rencined urbks intoctn, Jjustified her position as o frontler town, ond earned
J the gratitude of Henry VII who sent, he scid, "our right hecrty thonks,as we
hove singular esuse to do so w,ol 1t is inpossible to resist quoting here the
unlmown rnw%ﬂésbortly cfterwerds celebrated the glories of Waterford in verse:

Henry the Voliont, fomous of memoryea,

Well did he know by truc cxperyence,

’ Thy great fydelytie in tyme ol victorye,

fhen Lembert was crowned by false advertence,

And Perkin,allso,with nc lesse reverens,

§ Then only of this lond thow were enpresse -
Qude tu senper intocto monces, B
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Justificble loezl pride ond poetic licence con execusc the distortion of history
in having Perkin Warbeck crowned., DBut what of Woterford as the empress of
Ireland ? It has been said in the past that the existence of o royel mint in
the city in the 15th century is on indiecotion of the specicl stotus which the
city enjoycd, But the fomous gront of 1463, which allowed coins to be struck
in Régineld's Tower, was uncobiguous cbout the reason: 'the moyor,bailiffs ;nd
comicns cye from d:: to doy ond oftentimes enborrossed from want of coina'. 53

The foct thot Trim wos also given o mint, cnd for the scme reason, only
reinforces the conclusion thot Yoterford's isoloction was cousing economic
problens to the city.

On balonce, then, the weight of evidence secens to fovour the view that
Waterford city,while retoining its ploce ce the sccond city in the medicevel
leordship of Trcland, suffered o deeline in the later middle ages which mirrors
thot of the English settlement 28 o whele. But there are features which might
moke one suspicious of this rother simple view of risc ond foll., I hove orgued
elsewhere that in the lordship o8 o whole the cvidence of conploints of
poverty,ne;lect ond privotiongsuch o8 thosc Voterford ones which we have
examined, orc highly misleading, Hew segculoy crnd ecclesicsticol building
suggests thot the 15th contury witnessed 2 remorkable recovery from the
econonic regression of the L4th c:e‘:ttzry.y1r Tsglated trade records,such os those
of Bristcl ond Chester, certcinly do np} indicote flogeing compmerce in the
troditionsl Irish exports ond inmpords.”? Perhops the rost remarkeble evidence
of this ulni cones from Itoly where lorge numbers of hides were imported from
Irelond, 56 The trouble is thot in the 15th century we hove little of the kind
of record evidence so cbundontly ovelleble for the lote 13th and 14th centuries,
and so0 we are too lnelined to tcke ot their foce volue the petitions ond
coupleints widich went to the King or the Irish council or Porlicment from
cormmunities or individucls. And yet the student of political history knows that
in the 15th century o new stobility,bosed lergely on the network of lordships
which covered the islomd, provided the environoent for economic growth. It hes
recently becn shown that in the laote 15th ond emrly 16th centuries the royal
adoinistrotion was nerce active in o larger pert of Irelend thon hos herctofore
bheen susgeoted,57 In the ITight of cll this, is there loeccl Woterford evidence
which might justify suspicion thet the city was in foeot more prosperous then
the evidence we have clready extmined scens to suggest 7 Is there evidence of
growth ? Here we uust woit for the crchoeologist o coue up with naterial
evidence. But merely to read through the register of the chentry of Secint
Soviowr is to get on inpression of growtl cnd vigour. °8  The fact that Dean
Collyn should howve founded a chontry ot cll is o sign of life. Even the
creation of a hostel (¥the Goddes nen hous") denonstrotes the kind of ¥ ourgeois
welfore wnich denotes commercicl yroﬁuoll’y 59  The decision of 148l,recorded in
the register, that henceforth on the first londcy ofter the feast of the
Exaltotion of the Holy Cross in ecch yeaor, the doy set aside for the ocnnual
election of nmunicipal officers, nass of the Holy Spirit should be celebrated in
SteSoviour'!s chopel immedisctely preceding the elections g the Guildhall, also
suggests contimued developnent of nundeipol institutions,. As for new
buildings, when Jomes Hice decided to endow 2 chopel,he set the labourers to dig
the foundotions on 26th Morch 1481, 1oid the foundotion stone three daoys later,
ongd scw the DBishop of Ossory conscerote the finished building to St.Jomes ond
St.Katherine cone yecr and nine nonths loter.81  Thot this Jones Rice wos
wealthy is cleor and from this reglster clone it is easy to show that he
possessed considersble property in the city.oz Yhen he helped Decrn Collyn to
build o cnupul in Holy Trinity Church, he provided op on endownent six messuages,
three shops,two gordens and guerter of cnother gorden, rents worth 3%s/4d per
Qnﬂul? ond other property which unfortunctely commnot now be identificd,

Another benefoetor was Willian Lyncoll who gove four shops, two nessuages, ond
o line kiln with & vocant plot om the Quoy - clec %13 he too wos o non of nuch

property if he cculd afford to give cwoy 8o nuch, The inventory ottoched fo
the will of Dean Collyn shows hin possessed of nmoney, goods ond property, which

clso nmade hin 2 rich nan, 65 We have no way of knowing, of course, how typical

these nen were of Weterford's uen of substonce, though no doubt local research
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would let us know ; but they do suggest that the city was preospercus enocugh to
provide lavish endownment in one adnittedly snall ecse, FPut another woy, it
does not squoare with the picture of poverty ond decoy which the other evidence
revecled, It suggests vigour cnd growth,not decay.

The same con be scid cbout one other inportent piece of evidence., The
lucky surviwvol of nunicipel records fron the loter niddle oges presents o pieture
of o self-aossured oligorchy conducting the affcirs of o eify which is thriving
ond prosper0u3.6b It provides the evidence which led Agnes Conwey to the
conclusion (quoted ot .the cutset) thot Woterford was "virtuclly o self-
governing stote of the continentcl type”., If this is on exeggeration, it is
understandable when viewed in the context of the pert played by the city during
the storuy ecrly yeeors of the new Tudor dynosty in Englond and the obvious
relionce of Henry VII on the continued loyalty of the city.

The conelusion we nust cone to, then, is thot the conmplaints of the city of
Woterford in the loter niddle ages tust be trected with caution., If they do
illustrote in the 14th century the growing isolotion of Woterford in o lond
which hod becone inersosingly o land of woar, cnd by o sea which the Hundred Yeors
War hod turned into o battleficld of sorts, then they concesl the foet that in
the 15th century at least Weteriord, like so much of Irelond, learned not only to
live with the new situntion which followed the collaopse of the 13th century
English settlement, but alse to ecrsh in on the new (if risky} opportunities which
this offered to the enterprising entrepreneur.

T have used the following cbbrevictions:
¢.C.R (Colendor of Clors Rolls).
CIR (Colendar of Fine Rolls).
C.P.R. { Calendcr of Patent Rolls), _
D.K.Rept.(ReportS of the deputy keepcr of Public Records of Ircland). _
Bot.Pat.HibﬂRotuloru; Patentiun et Clousorun Cancelleorie Hibernie C:lendarium}.
Stats.John-Hen.V: (H.7. Berry,Ed,,Statutes and Ordinonces and acts of the

. Porlicuent of Ireland,King John to Henry V).
Stats.Hen,V.:(H.F.Berr{,Ed., Stotute Rolls of the Porlioment of Irelond,

Henry V+). . '
Stots.Ed IV i: EH.F.Eerry?Ed.g Stotute Reolls of the Parlioment of Ireland:
- 1 - 12 Edwerd IV),
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12 - 22 Edwerd Iv)
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(11). CATIEFORD TD “WEW TOSE TRADE COMPETITION, c¢.T1300

by ecmonn lcknegney,

Background of Royal Fawo ur:

By the time of the accession of Edwerd 1 in 1272, two ports towns were
in competition for the valuable trade of the Suir, Nore and Berrow hinterlands,
Waterford had long been the established port town and its charter from King
John gave it royal status. New Ross, however, was a comparatively new
foundation, its walls not being built until 1265.2 Both enjoyed equal
geographical adventage but the vigorous merchants of llew Ross seemed set to
take the bulk of the trade.

This rivalry had manifest itself in the early yeasrs of the 13th century,
On 3rd July 1215 King John greanted to Vaterford a monopoly on all shipping
entering the harbour.2 The first mention of opposition by New Ross came a few
weeks later on the 20th August when John ordered that ships should land at
Wew Ross provided no injury should theveby result to the city of Waterford.,4
The reason behind this change in emphasis by King John lies in the fact that
Williem Marshal ,Lord of New Ross, petitioned the King to allow ships to go
freely to his port. ( It is ironic that Villiem Marshal had acted as
witness to Waterford's Charter containing the exclusiwve privilege which worked
against his port of Ilew Ross5). Degpite the fact that William was one of
John's most feithful friends in & time when the King was much in need of
friendship and support, the king neverth;less refused to revoke completely the
speclal privileges granted to Veterford,.©

The 121% mandate from John authorising ships to go to New Ross implied
that an enquiry was to be held to determine the effect this was going Yo have
on the Xing's port of Waterford., It is unlikely that an enguiry ever took
place or that complaints from the people of Waterford, if they were forth -
coming, were listened to while the larshal wes alive. For in January of 1219
the King's justiciar of Ireland (i.e. his representative here), was ordered to
allow ships to ply through the lands of William larshall, Tarl of Pembroke,
by then the guerdian of the young Henry IIX. The influential position held
by W.larshal in the English government possibly helped fo postpoge the day
when an enquiry would be held, William Ilarshal died in May 12197, and in
hugust of that year the Justiciar of Ireland was ordered to prolong from
Michaelmas to the ensuing feast of All Saints (15t Hov.) the term which was
granted to his successcr for ships to touch as IHew Ross.? The extension was
given so that it might be ascertained whether or not ships could touch at
New Ross without hindrance to Waterford, Clearly the death of William Marshal
had paved the way for an enguiry and once the process was set in motion if
was not long before a decision was reached. On the seventh of November,
only six days after the extension granted fto the new Harl had expired, the
King ordered 'that ships shall as they used to, diverge at the port of
Waterford ", The reason given was because the city of Weterford would be
injured 1¥ ships with merchandise were allowed to touch at lew Ross.

The next reference to the dispute between the two towns comes in 1222 when
the justiciar was ordered not to permit eny ships with merchandise to touch at
the port of Ross apart from those that were wont to ftouch therein the time of
King John before the war betwecn him and his English barons,. Unfortunately
the nature of the ships which,touched at lew Ross before the barons war is not
specified, Tinally in 1227 ~“what séews To have been the policy adopted by
the Kings of England for the rest of the middle ages came into force.!3
William Marshall (son of William Marshall above), was granted a licence so
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that his ships with merchandise could freely go to his port of New Ross,
remain there and depart while other shi$s from Irelaad and foreign parts
would ply at Waterford. Again in 1230 and in 1236 19 the King sent writs
to*" the Irish justicier ordering that all ships except those from the Earl's
land shell touch at Waterford and not at Hew Ross. The 1236 writ stated
that those going to Hew Ross or the Island | O contrary to the King's

command did so uwnder pain of forfeiture, This continued to be the
punishment inflicted on those who did not comply with the regulations at
least until the end of Edward's reign.

Tor thirty years between 1236 and 1266 the sources are silent concerning
the dispute between the two towns, Howevex, s does not imply that the
residents of both towns were living in peaca/Och1stence, as the complaints
which emerged in 1266 uacover an explosive situetion. ! In that yeaer the
citizens of Vaterford sent & deputation to England to complain to the King
about the malpractices of the burgesses of Hew Ross. The complaint was a
serious one - not only were ships bypassing Waterford, but the men of New
Ross were, by force of arms, diverting trade to their own town., An enquiry
which was held in Waterford on the gixth of December 1266 was the outcome of
this complaint. 5 This enguiry revealed that some forty ships hed been
arrested by the men of lew Ross and forced to lend at that port to the
detriment of &he King and the city of Waterford. It was probably as & result
of this enquiry that, in 1267, the Lord Edwerd issued & general proclamation
to a2ll merchants and masters of ships who were not of the lands of Williem
Marshal's heirs and who came to Ireland with merchandise, warning that those
who bypassed Waterford in favou¥ of Iew Ross or the Island could have thelr
merchandise forfeit to the King.

Teaw Rome Lirputes Woterfordle Troding Monopolvy:

Edward the first reigned from 1272 to 1307 and under him medieval
administration may be said to have reached e high point, Within three years
of his ac¢cession he had teken steps to ensure that "his' city,Waterford ,
would not suffer by competing with New Ross for the lucretive wine trade,and
that previous proclamations be upheld, In 1275 the sherriff of Dublin was
given official sanction to enter the Liberty of Carlow (in which New Ross
then stood - sec note on Sources 24 & 25 below), to go to the town of New
Ross and take, es forfelt to the King, all ships with their wares and
merchendise which had lended there contrary to the king's lawfyl inhibition,20
The 1267 prohibition was re-issued in 1277 'and again in 129122. In April of
1292 & ship called the "Alice of Harwich' carrying 137 hogheads of wine was
errested at Wew Ross by the sheriff of Dublin on the Erounds that it had
bypassed Waterford contrery to the King's inhibition. 3 It was probably as
e. result of this event that the burgesscs of Hew Ross set sbout getting
support for an enguiry which was held in November of 1292 concerning
Waterford's monopoly.

Three great English magnates became involved on the side of New Ross
in this dispute - Gilbert de Clarc, Barl of Gloucester and Hertford, William
de Valence,liarl of Pembroke,end Roger Bigod ,HBarl of Norfolk and Msrshal of
England. 24 The involvement of de Clare and de Valence appears to have been
the result of letters sent to them by the burgesses of Hew Ross, requesting
them to petition the King concerning the monopoly held by Waterford. The
letters addressed to these magnates show how anxious the burgesses of lew
Ross were to gein support for their cause, for neither de Clare nor de
Valence.had any jurisdiction over the tow .25 The only associetion they had
with the arca was that they, together with the lord of lew Ross, Roger Bigod,
were the major landholders in whet was the liberty of Leinster before its
pertition among co-heiresses in 1247.2 The burgesses of New Ross were
secking the support of these magnates on the grounds thet eny injury to lew
Ross would affect the rights of the old Iiberty of Leinster, part of which
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they held. In their letter +o de Clare the burgesses clalmed that the
Liberty of leinster was much injured because the King had forbidden ships to
come to Hew Ross unless they or their goods were of that town or of the
Liberty.d7 In their letter to Williem de Valence they claimed that the
rights recently acquired by Waterford damaged his franchise of Wexford,
Clearly every cffort was being made to muster up as tuch support as possible
for their case, Although no record or letter from the Burgesses to their
lord,Roger Bigod, survives, they did in all probability send a letter to him
requesting that he petition the King on their behalf, The inguisition which
wes held in Dublin in Hovember of 1292 investigated whether or not the King
should grant to Roger Bigod permission for merchants end others with ships and
merchandise to touch at the Earl's vill of Ilew Ross, The findings of this
inquisition were in favour of Waterford retaining its monopoly. Despite the
fact that the burgesses of lew Ross had the support of three of the most
important magnates in England, the King still remained steadfast in his
support for Viaterford.

During this ingquisition it was claimed that the city of Waterford had not
received 1ts monopoly rights until the time when Robert de Ufford was justiciar
(i.e. 1267;80 or 1276—818, thus ignoring Waterford's claim t0 a charter from
King John.””  Egually strange wos the statement in the petition of 1302
whereby Roger Bigod again asked thet ships should be allowed to lend at New
Ross without hindrance,91 as on this occasion it was cleimed that Stephen
Fulbourn’“was the instigator of Waterford's monopoly rights. When the
inguisition relating to this petition was held in Waterford in 1362-3, the
Jury cleimed that Stephen was the nen from whom the city of Waterford received
its monclopy on trade., Another strange feature of this enquiry was that the
jury claimed, for the first time, that the loss incurred to Waterford by
allowing all manner of ships to geo to lew Ress would, in feact, be counter-
acted by the gain to the King and the town of Ilew Ross, This was qualified
by the provisicn thet customs and prisage would be paid, the implementation
of which was acceptable to the Eerl, The reliability of those who gave
gvidence at the inguisition nust be questioned, for they, like the Eerl,cleaimed
that Stephen Fulbourn was the man responsible for placing Wew Ross in a
disadvantaged position., Ancong those who gave evidence the presence of two
men called le Poer suggests thet thouse called to testify at the inguisition
were from the county of Waterford and, in all probebility, cared little for
the welfare of the city. Indeed it is not beyond the realns of credulity
that thosc who gave evidence were in fact bribed. When we consider what was
at stake,any money spent by either the burgesscs of Iew Ross or the Farl could
have peid hendsome dividends if the findings of the inguisition were favoureble
towards lew Ross, Despite the fact that the inguisition favoured llew Ross
the King did not pey nuch heed to its findings. Although the decision of the
king concerning the inguisition of 1302-7 has not survived, it is clear that
there was no chenge of policy, for the monopoly rights of Waterford were still
a live issue in 1339 when the next major enquiry was held,

Effectiveness of Waterford's Monopoly :

The questicon which rust now be answered is how effective were the
restrictions placed on Vew Ross during Edward's reign. G.H.Orpen claims that
the constant repetition of the orders forbidding certain ships fr%E landing
et llew Hoss shows how successfully the King's orders were evaded, This
interpretation of events is not acceptable. The advantage to be gained by
ships going to lHew Ross is that they were free from the levy of certain
customs and prisage which were collected from imports in the king's port of
Waterford. It should be noted that the rate at which these duties were levied
was not very great.35 Those who stood to profit most from ships going to lew
Ross were the burgesses of that town and not the shipowners or traders. The
1266 inquisition proves this,pointing out that forty ships were brought by
force of arms to Vew Ross. Clearly the men of Wew Ross had more to gain from
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ships calling at their port thet the unfortunate masters and merchants who were
forced to go there., J°

~ One cannot deny thet the orders preventing the bypassing of Waterford were
relssued but it would be an exaggerotion %o clain thet this was a constent
ocecurrcnce, Our sources provide us with only two oocaS%onS during Edward's
reign on which the order was reissued - 1277 Tond l2913t. On the other hand,
i1f the restriction was too easily side-stepped how does one sccount for the
two petitions made by the lords of new Hoss to Kigy Edwerd to allow shipping
to go freely to New Ross 7 The petitions of 1292--and 13024D show that the
restriction on shipping going to ew Hoss was in fact effective, 4if this were
not the case why were the lord and burgesses of New Ross so anxious to end
Waterford's monopoly 7

Despite the geography of the horbour which made the bypassing of the port
of Weterford a relatively casy task, I would nevertheless suggest that evasion
of the regulations was not practised to any great extent. I feel sure that,
had evasion becn & common occurrcnce, the King would have come to some
arrangencnt concerning the collection of the prisc of wine and other duties,
especially when E?e lords of Hew Ross seem to have been willing to
accomodate him, The number of ships bypassing the port of Waterford nmust
also have been reduced by virtue of the fact that if they were apprehended
entering Hew Ross, their goods could be forfeit to the king. Our sources tell
us of three occesions when positive attenpts were made to arrest ships which
had bypassed Waterford contrary to the King's orders.4? I would suggest that
the risks involved in going to lew Ross were so great and the ultimate profits
so small, that most merchants and ship nasters were discouraged from bregking
the regulations., Clearly it would be unwise to suggest thet evasion of the
regulations did not take place, however it would be totally unfounded to
state that the prohibition had little or no effect., GCenerally speeking, it
seems that the King waintained and cnforced the monopoly rights of Waterford,
thus helping the city to maintain its position ez the greatest importer of
wine in the colony.

TABLE , showing custom collected on wool,woolfells and hides exported from New
Rogs and Waterford between 1275 and 1322, (From G.MacNiocaill,op.cit. in
Sources, p.527-528., These nay not be a complete record of exports due to the
vrew teéqace of smuggling).

Custom Collected

between and Tfrom Hew Ross Trom Waterford
4/ 5 /1275 11/ 4/1277 £743, 17. 5% £440. 9, 11
16/ 4/ 1277 29/ 9/1278 £771. 0, 23 £592, 13, 4
29/ 9/ 1278 13/10/1279 £564. 4. 8% £388. 8. 1g
29/ 9/ 1280 3/4 /1ego% 460 7, 1l. £454, 11. 9%
5/ 4/ 1282 15/10/1282%  £420. 9. 5 £238. 6, 3%
1/11/ 1286 1/11/1287 £361. 17. 9% €314, 0. 0%
1/11/ 1287 1/11/1288 £451, 13, 63 £363. 15. Tz
1/11/ 1289 1/11/1290 £49%, 6, 2% £434, 2, 3%
1/11/ 1291 WLl el £369. 12. 2_ £426, 10, 7
1/11/ 1292 1/11/1293 £259, 1. 13 £226, 4. 113
1/11/ 1293 1/11/1294 £8%., 0. 8 £ 86. 1l. 11%
20/5/ 1297 1/11/1297 £289, 1%, 8% £600, 10, 2%
1/11/ 1297 7/ 6/1299 £126, 4. 1 £142, 18B. 9%
21/ 5/ 1301 10/ 6/1302 £189, 2. 6% £194, 10. I3
10/ 6/ 1302 26/ 5/1303 £120. 6, 8 £127., 16, 11=
26/ 5/ 1303 30/11/1303 £167,. LT, 9; £ 18, 15. o%
1/ 2/ 1311 29/10/1312 £333, 19, 1l £227, 12. 9%
12/10/1320 12/10/1322 £141. 4, 4 £147. 19, 1

(% Approx.)
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Conmpetition for Exports:

The Hew Ross/Viaterford dispute was concerned only with imports at official
level , as Waterford's monopoly did not extend to goods leaving the harbour,
The question we rust now answer is to whet extent did Wew Ross impinge upon
Waterford's export trade, If we base our judgement of the colony's export
trede on the customs reeelpt for wool,woolfells and hides we will note thet
between 1275 and 1292 Ilew Ross was the greatest exporter in the colony.43
However, from 1292 until the end of Edward's reign the figures reveal a great
similarity between the quantity of exports leaving Vaterford and those
leaving Yew Ross, The clese proxinity of licw Hoss did aot help to increase
Waterford's share of the export trade, it would however be incorrect to say
that the city suffered by having to shere with llew Ross, the Colony's closest
harbour to Burcpe. Until 1292 the conbined gquantity ol wool and hides
exported from both Hew Ross and Waterforg was greoter than the total exports
from the other nine ports in the Colony.” The dominence in- the export trade
held bl6ﬂow Ross and Vaterford wos never sericusly challenged during Edward's
TelSXle

The decline in exports suffered by the port of Waterford in the latter
helf of Tdward's reign was not the result of internal competition. Ivery port
in the colony with the exception of Drogheda experiedeed a siniler decline in
exports. The export Tigures for Drogheda renained fairly constant until the
end of the 13th century.  'Nor indeed is the reeson for the decline to be found
in internel strife or other adverse conditions which might affect the wool and
hide trasde in Ireland., The decline can in &ll prchebility be accounted for
by increased competition from English wool., The English wool trade suffered
from an outbreak of a severe epidemic of scab anong sheep flocks in the
1270's end 1280's.48 Consequently on failing to find sufficient quentities of
wool in Englend, the wool nerchents turned to Ireland in an attenpt fo-
supplenent the reduced supply. In actual fact what Ireland wes experiencing
during the 1270's and 1280's was an artificially high demand for Irish wool.
Then the Inglish wool trade begen to recover during the 1290's the denmand for
Irish wool fell drastically ., The rccovery of the English wool trade ocan-be
seen from the custons revenue the Wing received fron wool and hide exports
there. In the yesrs 1286-1290 the sun received from the wool custom was
£43,801.18.9, while the figure for the next four years was £46,25€,19,0,%
Although this represents only an increase of some 22,455.0,.,3. it was probably
encugh to account for the decline in exporis sustained by the Irish Vool and
hide exporting ports. The reason the denwnd for Irish wool fell so
dramatically in the 1290'snay be due to the quality of Irish wool., With the
recovery of the DLnglish wool trade, the coerse Irish wool could no -longer
compete,

Althoush competition frow Hew Hoss did not adversely affect Waterford's
exports, the guantity of the llew Ross exports shows the great prosperity which
that town was. enjoying. The noncpoly rights held by Vaterford did not in
theory impinge upon exports condng fron Wew Ross, yet in practice, it nust
have helped Vaterford's exports., I would suggest that Waterford's export
potential. vis-a-vis Ilew Ross was aided by virtue of the fact that ships
coriing to. Waterford with such commodities as wine did not return to the
Continent enpty but laden with exports, thereby helping Vaterford to meintain
its position as the second best cxporter in the colony. Given the prosperity
of lew Rose  and Waterford, and the fact that both shared the same harbour
it is hardly surprising that an intense rivalry existed between these two
towns., Equally understandable, is the support given by Edward I to Waterford,
degpite the fact that throughout his reign the town of ew Ross had the
backing of nany influential English magnates., It would be incorrect to clainm
however that Edword's support for Waterford rested solely on inport duties
which could be gained fron the port, Ve know that Roger Bigod was willing to
allow the collection of custons on inports if the King reitwoved the ban on
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Toreign ships Poiqg to lew Hosz”, On the other hand it would be naive to
suggest that Idward protcctc’ Waterford purely out of loyzlty to his city,
because in the finol analysis the prosperity of the city affected the king -~

for exenple, a poverty stricken community could not pay its farn, or indeed,
fulfil any of its obligations to thé king. Turing his reign, Elward I
instigoated nmany changes which helped to advonece the trading potential of
Weterford city. Perhaps his grentest favour to Waterford wuu the change he
did not make. By allowing the c¢ity to meintein ite nonopoly over trade
entering Weterford herbour he increascd ite prosperity. Adnittedly he goined
from thot prosperdity, the noturce of this gein will be discussed in the next
section.

BdwerdI and Weterford

Iron the foregoing it would appecr thot New Ross was 2 strong challenger
to Waterford for the role of premier city inm the south-eost and that the oain
reeson Tor Waterford's ultinate success wos the patronage of Edward I ., It

therefore remcins to wonder whot the King had to pgain fron Waterford,
porticularly aos_haolf his potential inconme on wine iluports through Waterford

was lost to hin“end custons' income frow exports.of wool and hides was

greater from lew Ross. Thie letter is clear from the table on Page 19

but the King's loss on the wine trade needs further expleoining.

One of the methods used to asscess the inportation of Wine into Ireland

in the middle ages was based on whet was colled the prise of wine, This wes

tax peid to the King collected in tihe Hoyol ports fron every ship
which unloaded & coargo of wine, The prise was levied by choosing for the
king one ton of wine from before the nast of the ship and one ton from behind
the nast., In our rﬁcorﬁs of the prise Of wine every two tons are equivalent
to one shipload of wine hoving entered vhe port. The guentity of wine
imported conunot be assessed,os the sane prise was exacted fronm every ship
regordless cf the quantity it was corryi However, when compering the record
of the prise of wine relating tu Veterford with thet of any other port we must
be very cautious, The Woterford figures are slways cquivelent to only helf of
the cctuel prise of winc levied in the port of VWaterford. The reason for
this is to be found in Henry I1d 's cherter of 12%2 which conferred upon the
city the right +c one of the two tons of wine which were taken as the king's
prisc of wine. 22 Beforc we refer tc the figures for the rrise of wine we
nust elways multiply those given for Voterford by two. Accordingly we will
find that for the periocd 1269-1283% Vaterford was not a "very poor third" but
in fact the leading iuporter of wine. 53 Although evidence reloating to the
prise of wine does not exist for the letter part of Edword's reign we can
nonetheless soy with some degree of certointy that Weterford retoined i1ts leod
in the ficld of wine inportis, In 1310, of the twenty eight Irish ships
carrying winc fronm DBordeoux, the nmein port fron which wine was exported to
Ircland, thirtecn of the ships originally coue fron Woterford and Tive each
frou bdth Limerick and Cork, Despite the fact thot the destinotion of these
ships does not appear on the Bordeaux custons accounts, thiose coming fron
Waterford did in a1l probebility reburn to that vport, 5U"thlﬂt that
Jaterford retocined its leadership in the field of wine inports throughout
Ldward's reign. 4 Weo connmot cttribute tho positicn Yeterford held in the
Tield of iuporte solely to the restrictions placed on lUew Ross's iunport frade.
art of VWaterford's success uust surely lie in the geogrsphically
cdvoantageous position of its port WLLuL placed it closer o the Furopean
nainlend than any other port in the colony.

O

Unlese there are other itens of trade which have gone unrecorded, it seens
that the King's Patrﬂncsz ul Veterford was based on other ootives, I neintain
that the uain advantage Fdward saw in Waterford was the facility with which
his revenues could be clehCItu. In Hew Rosg end elsewhere the Xing relied on
paid officials to collect his verious custous,tolls and levies — o gysten open
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to ouch sbuse,consequent appecl end litigotion, Waterford's charter provided
for such nonies to be collected by officials elected by the citizens and i%
was port of the responsibility of the lloyor, clected ennually, to ensure that
this was deno without abuse of the kirng  's o ﬂ~y.55 By the late 13th
century this systen appears to have becone gquite efficient, revenue being
collected and transferred to the roycl cxcheguer without undue effort on the
part of royal officicldou.

This systen could of course hove becn sbused in turn, with the Mayor end
eitizens providing false returns., However, there were soue checks against
this as the Mayor end other officials were nade personclly responsible for
the collection of revenue and could be nade pay eny shoritfalls frow their own
regources, The King had o further sanction gpoinst a royel eity defoulting
on texes - he could suspend their privileges and liberties, sending an
qfflﬂlwl to adodpister the eity oo his behalf., _This heppened te Waterford in
l??BJL 1285 ,util 149ﬂ37aﬁ alse in 1305.”° On the first two occasions
it was cdninistered by Valter®de la Hoy,sherriff of Vaterford and later
escheator of Ireland., On the third oceccosion Dustoce de la Poer seens to have
talken over the adninistration., The exact cffect of this action by the King
on the eitigens is difficult tu cssces and there appears to be no surviving
record of why such drastic cction wos tnkun ageingst the eity. Hevertheless
for nost of Edward's reign his revenues seen to have been collected
efficiently, ond the greater the volune of trade through Waterford the
greater his incone appecrs +to howve been.

While fuller defails of trade here do not eppear to have survived, o
nuregze grant of 129177 throws mch 1ight on the kind of commercisl traffic
handled by Vaterford ot that tine. It comprises a list of speciasl toll
charges on commodities entering the city, the revenue from which over a

period of four years was fto go towards strengthening the walls

"Grant to the bailiffs and nwn of aterford , for 4 years Trom
the feaost of 54. Peter ad vineula next ensuing,in aid of
inclosing theilr city, Tfor the iuprovenent thercof,end the
security of the nen of parts odjocent, of the following
custons,nanely: - Trou voch scen of wheot for sale, 3d.; each
horse and uﬂre,oy ond cow,sold, yde; each hide of horse and
riare,o0x ond cow,selt or tenned, %d.; each coart carrying
nout,oalt or och,]*n.; 5 hogs, ﬁd.; each salrion,fresh or
salty I d,9 10 sheep,gosts or p}gs ld,; 10 Tleeces, 1d.; each
100 slkins of sheep and goats 5d,; ench hundred skins of lmabs,
hares, rabbits,foxes,cats and sguirrels, 4d.; each sean of
cloths, 3d.; each whole cloth, d.; each hundred of linen cloth,

]

convas,cloths of ir\lem?G’TLPlcug and worsted, 1ld.; eech
hogshead of wine and cinders, 1.5 cach seciy of honey,ld.;
ths brought bv carts,

-
2d.; each secan of cloth, »sr of other diverse and minute

-~

S 1 N
articles, 3d.; each hundred of iron, ; coch seon of dron,
1

c;
eoach sack of woolqu., ench truss of clo
Bt
|
;L’
zd.; each ”PlLﬂt of 1 cartlead, ld,; cach cartload of tan, by
. s . 1
the week, ld.; each quarter of wond,2d.; 2,000 onions ,7d.;
1
B sheoaves of T“rllcy"d.; cach erPlP 5, =d,; cach sean of
hs La i o
Tish,5d.; each 100 boords, d.j coch qu—rter of salt, dd., each
woy of cheese ond butter lu., each cortlend of IerNJJd and
coals,sd.; by the weck; coch 1 OOU neils, 4d.; ezeh 100 .
horse—-shues and tires for clxtu,nn., ugcn guarter of tan

each truss of any kind of wores cxceodi the value of 2s

100 gods of Steel?bu.; ecch hundredof ubordcnkﬁ 1d.;
L

eceh hundred of stuckfish,wd.; 10 stone of conves,zd.; 10
flegons of Dil,%d.; cnd cach pill-stone i,y ilandate thet

the custou aforescid uoy be token for 4 yecrs fron the feast
of 5t. Peter od vineculo next ensuing,end that on coupletion of
this tern it shall cease ',
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THE EMERGEUCE OF TRAMORE

This ie an amended extract from a study entitled,
"A Social and Economic Study of the Origin & Growth
of Tramore,Co./aterford”,by fiwe Third Year pupils
of C.B,S., Tramore - IMichsel Clarke,liem Holland,
Thomes liconey,Michael Power and Cormac Treacy,
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Tramore today is = seaside resort and dormitory town for Vaterford,with
a population of about 5,000 swelling in Summer to about 30,000. In 1659
"Tramore" townland had a population of ten and was second smallest in its
parish, Drumcannon, This townlend appesrs to. have nothing in it %o
encourage settlement - except the three miles of beach from which it got its
name. It still serves no important industrial or commercial need. Could
modern Tramore have emerged merely because of a sand-spit 7 That is what
we tried to decide,

Beginnings :

In the 60 years after 1659 the only mention we have found to Tremore is in
the published summaries of the papers of Lord Donerail,the landlord,” In
these Tramore . is merely listed among the many townlands in his possession
and there is no indication of any parti%ular development Fere nor is it shown
on the fairly crude maps of the period. The first indication of urban
existence appesrs on & map of 17574 showing five stylised houses here bear%ng
the legend "Town". This must have been an exaggeration, however, as Smith
nine years later is content with the term "village' and the pbrasg " some
houses". Iater references suggest that this was a fishing village Wut Smith
makes no specific reference to this,simply describing Tramore as being " A
Village....(being) in summertime a pleasant retreat for the citigzens of
Waterford and others who assemble here for the purposes of the salt water'.
His map shows only & tower here, but this is explained by Pococke, 'in 1752 who
tells us that the Rev.Thomas of ILismore hed recently built here"a turret...
with one large room up one pair of steirs end great conveniences under it",

In the twenty five years from 1752 two msjor factors contributed to the
continued use of Tramore ''for the purposes of the salt water'". One was the
publication in that year of a translation of Dr. Russell's popular book " A
dissertation concerning the use of sea water in diseases of the glands”B.
becondly was the egergence in Waterford of a class that had grown rich on the
HDewfoundland trade” and presumably had time and money enough to be able to
worry &bout their "glands", It wan probably these who weére responsible for the
fact that in 1778 Taylor and Skinner'® considered the road from ¥Waterford to
Tramore to be of sufficient importance to show on their series of individual
road maps of Ireland., They also chow about twelwve houses,

This map is the first positive dndication we have had of where exactly
Tranmore began, The turret 19 not marked but the crude representation of
houses shows about tweclve of them to be in approximately the area of the
present Lodge's corner where they could enjoy a good elevated view of the bay
without being too exposed to surf or spray,., This accords with local tradition
and with the continued presence of five Gecrgian houses there close to the
entrance to the present Sweetbriar Estate (this name may go back to the 18th
century). The fact that these appear to have been served by & common gate-—
lodge seemz to suggest that they were bullt by one individual to sell or
let.

These then were the beginnings of Tramore as revealed by the limited
amount of evidence available., A dozen houses or so perched near the fop of a



hill overlooking & bay with little commerciel potential seemed an
unpromising start to the present town., It might m-wer have developed had
locel initiative not evailed of outside influences to cause it to grow,

Growth:

noe was none less than the Prince of ¥Wales,
g bestowed himsclf on Brighton and suddenly sea
« The local dnitiative was provided by a
Weaterford banker called L 2w Rivers who by 179311appears to have
invested heavily in what he sup)ugwd to be the future of the area., In
imitation of EBrighton he build an issembly Rooms'< for the amusement of the
Sweetbriar residents. Their path to it forms the straight line from Lodge!
Corner to the foot of Fatrick Strect where the sad remains of this once
ashionable building still stand.

The mein outside infl
(later George I?) who in 1
bathing bescme a2ll the rag

2

A necessary step in the developnent of Tramore in days before
supermsrkets and decp-freezes was the establishment of a regular merket here,
snd this too Rivers did.12 To complete the SF_Jr_nlties he may also hawve built

hotel - oorbaps the present Grand Hotel. He seerns to hawve anticipated
the present amusement area by building en embanknent at the Baclt Strand to

old back the sea, but this was reported to have been in ruins by 1824,
A guide book'? of 1805 describes Traumore at the turn of the century as being
"on a declivity of hill.... built in & scattered irrsgular manner but is
deily improving.... . Several clegant small edifices with a handsome market
house, assembly rooms etc. have been built,...." . Rivers is given full
credit for this and for having "diffused 2 laudable spirit of industry
among the inhabitants.”

The bankruptcy of Rivers in 1795"&005 not seen to have hindered the
growth of Tremore, Ve don't h“ve devails of this growth over the following
twenty years but the establishment of two churches and & post office over
this period probably added a uegr&c of pernanence to the resort. The
permanent population may not heve incre %El greatly to judge from the Catholic
marriage registers between 1783 and 1802 and few people may actually have
lived in Tramcorc over the Hinter . This wes apperently the case in 1814 when
the Rewv, Cooke reported "After the month of October there is nothing... antil
the beginning of the Junc following“TT. He gives the population then as
almost & thousand, but docs not tell us at what time of the year,

Over the following 17 years however, the population appears to. have
tripled reaching nearly 3,000 (1rh peak for COJbufy) 8 For this periocd
we have quite 2 lot of detail about the physical development of Tramore butb
little about the people behind it, In 1824 it could be described as M A
neet,well-built villag;e“.1 By 1819 a road branching off the Leodge's Corner-
Assenbly Rooms axis {d.e. Summerhill & Patrick Street , was lined with houses,
giving the basis of the present lain 5trc¢t.20 Perheps this wes because
the gredient herc was less stecep for those preceeding to their bathing boxes
on the beach!? {these boxes were hore by 18l4) and sometime before 1830
access to the beesch wes improved by the eddition of 2 storm wall o Although
the promonade had not yet been built, the beach itself was used for "regular
races which are encouraged by the proprietors of the village!

Ve'ld like to know more about the sctivitics of these anonymous .
"proprietors'. The asctusl owner % Tramore at the time was Lord DonerailgaT
who built & new walled market place” (“tlll stending behind the Grand Hotel),
Thether he was involved in the rapid development of the lower pert of
Tremore we don't know but not sleone had the Strend BStreet aree been built
between 1818 and 1830 but new roads hed appeared to service it, Over the next
few years indeed a new roed wes laid to Tramore from Yaterford, so that
"great facilities of intercourse with that city arc offorded by numerous
vehicles',22
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Above, one of the residences built for the
Fentry and merchsnts in the lste 1Bth cent.
#nd, right, the ruins of what may hsve

been the houzes of those who served in
such resicences,

Below, the sad remaine of the o0ld Assembly
Eooms. (Wote the 14ight brscket over door)

Below, some of the houses thet sppeared during
the rapid exrsnsion of the 1820s.
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Yarious institutions had followed this cxpension £0 thaet by the mid
thirties Tramore not cnly had its two churches, bul alms houses (still extant),
a dispensary, a police berracks, aggost office, o petty sessions court, and
"many comfortable lodging houses'. To meny,no doubt, the future of Tramore
geemed secure -~ but troubled times lay ahead.

Struggle for survival, 1840-'70,

) : . e % C %
Lewis™"published in 1837 gives no hint of these troubles. He refers to

iIr. Rivers'! hotel a2s being "on an clevated site above the village'. Tourteen
yearsg later this villege had disappeorced, as had the entire population at the
top of the town in the zres around the Catholic church,23 Possibly the
famine was to blame for this, but even before the famine a dramatic decline
in population had begun. In the decade up to 1841 the population of Tramore
"town" dropped by helf, falling from 2,224 in 1831 to 1,120 in 1841,23 What
was heppening 7

In brief, we don't know. Changes in townland boundaries do not account
for the drop although they may account for- some minor facets of it. It is
of course possible that the censwvs of 1841 and of 1851 coincided with very
bad weather so that those who rormelly resided in Waterford stayed at home,
However, this can hardly have continued over each of the next six censuses
which record & progressive decline sg,that by 1911 over the entire area of
Tramore there were only 1,644 people ”,about helf the 1831 population. The
famine may have added to this decline but it secems to us most likely that
the. fortunes of Tramore werc so linked with the fortunes of Waterford City
and hinterland that any decline there meant an immediate cutting back on the
luxury of & Tramore residence, Certainly the Tewfoundlaend trade had declined
by the 1840's but as an cconomic history of Waterford a2t this period does not
seem 10 ‘have been written, the exact explanction for the decline of Tramore
mist remain e . metter of speculation.

2l

Whatever happened is not apparent fron the 0.8 .Map of 1841.25 By then
a Methodist chapel had been added and an Anglican 3chool as well as a baths.
Sometimes afterwards the houses along Priests Road were added although 1t is
herd. to reconcile theébe fins residences with 2 declining populetion. The
overall population of Tramore incregscd very slightly between 1841 and 1851
but obviously some very strong social forces were 2t work that entire
populations disappecred &5 recounted above. The implications in the eearly
1850's would seem to have been that if some drestic steps were not taken to
safeguerd investment in Tremore, all would be lost.

businessuen. They collected £75,000 to build a railway from Waterford to
Tremore, 1t was opened in 1853. To encourage new housing in Tramorc the
railway conpany offered to carry all building naterials free and anybedy
buying & house in Trowore was given & free five year railway pass.20 Thus
presumably, it was hoped to revive Trapore, The schene was not a
spectacular success however, While 52 new houses were built over the next
cight years the populetion barely increased between 1851 and 1861 - fron
2,245 to 2,365 and by 1871 it was stillo only 2,489.27 Nevertheless this
nodest Increcase in the population figures would probably have been replaced
by a drestic decrease were 1t not for the railway.,

In the early 1850's the first steps were feken, largely by local
1

Conclusion: .

Could Tramore have energed merely because of a sand spit 7 This, we
have decided is only partly true., The first houses were sited to enjoy the
prospect of the scenic bay. Proximity to & prosperous Jaterford was another
very important factor., Most important, however, is the initiative by



Bartholomew Rivers and others in developing Tremore a8 & resort and amenity
area eround 1800 and the further initiative shown in the early 1850's when
Tremore seened faced with extinetion. Iven in the last decades of the 19th
century end the early years of this, 2z the population slowly declined
initictives were being taken which ensured the survival and eventual revival
of Tramore -~ the rance course,prononade,; places of entertainment,onusements,
golf coursc etc. While the revival of Tramore nust have seened
agonisingly slow to those that invested here (not until 1961 d4id +the
population surpass the 1331 figure ), there is no doubt but that is now
rapidly under way. Once again it seems directly linked to the renewed
prosperity of Waterford end a greater national prosperity puts the emenities
here within easier range of a wider number of people. By 1991 it seems that
our sand spit will have attrected a population of well nver 8,000 souls, 2/
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KITMACTHOMAS  “/ORKHOUSE, 1875.

1Ty

by Decie"

Few workhouse records for County Weterford are availseble for
consultation. 1 heave thercfore availed of an opportunity toe inspect
a '"Tfine Minute Book" for Kilmecthomes Union to meke the following
notes.

The book consists of weelkly worlhouse statistics running from
10th April to 4th Oct., 1875 along with summaries of correspondence
from the Poor Law Commissioners, minutes of meetings of the Board of
Guardians and reports from ooctur;, inspectors and from the workhouse
master whose nome dces nol appeor. Frow hie reports it is possible
to get an imsight into the day-to-day protlems in running a rural
workhouse in this relotively prosperous periocd for agriculture. The
capacity of the workhouse was 562 but the average number of immates
wasg about 140. About 200 others were given outdoor relief.

The most frecquent item to appcar in the mester's reports are
requests from femole inmetes for clothes to encble them toe leswve the
worlkhouse, The Boszrd genecrally grants szbout 10/~ worth of clothes

although some applicants are turned down without LFplunutl“n. A
rendom selection from the lizster’s reports follows (with the Bocrd's
decision given in brockets):-

Received, < possc certificate snd order for 10/- for John Hayes,
on inmate, from his fother who is in America. The boy will require
some assistence from the Cuordions. (20/~ granted).

When changing the clothes of the old wen of the house found on the

clothing of Terence NMcDonnell £4, 'hat is to be done with the
meney 7 (Decision here not clear - "MocDonnell to be admitted
by way of lozn').

The clocks belonging to the establishment reguire cleaning and
repoairs. (Tu be repoired).

Meary Mulecchy of Knockmahon is willing to toke the foundling child
sent inteo the House by the Relieving Officcer. (Refused)

On Wednesday evening last an inmate, Bridget Tracey, struck him with
o guart and cut him for preventing her leoving night prayers., Gave
her in chorge to the police, She was committed teo gaol for a
month (Lpproved).

Medical Officer recommends the healthy inmotes get potztoes three times
o week. (Sanctioned.)

Some estimate of the averoge workhouse diet at this period mey
be mede from the food orderced for this avercge week (3rd to 10th July)
for 136 immates: 1010 1bs breod, 95 lbs beef, 6 heads, 810 quarts
millk, 112 1bs. sugor, 1 doz cges, B doz beer (1) cnd 5 doz. wine {(11).
The last two may have been some consolation to the paupers for the
lack of mead ond eggs.
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THE RE-FORILATION OF THE LABOUR MOVEWEIT I WATERFORD
FROMT HEW MODEL UNICIISLI TO LARKINISM.

Dy EIMET O'COINTOR

Introduction:

The ineuguration of the Vaterford Uaited Trades and ILabour Council in 1909,
which wes the centrepiece of Labour activities between 1908 and 1914, was part
of a general swing towerds radicelism effecting orgenised labour ll over
Ireland at this time. Tollowing the disappointments of fthe late 1890's, the
unions in Waterlord reflected the guietism of the wmovement netionally, It is
extremely unlikely that they would hawve had the cepacity to resume the offensive
had it not been for the impetus gencrated by events in Belfast,Cork, and
Dublin. These iw turn had largely been triggered off by the presence of one men,
James Larkin, Yriting about the pregmetic conservatism of the trade union
movenent during the early years of this century, Charles licCarthy goes on to
comment about the years after 1907

"But the following yeer there was Lerkin and Belfast, there was the new
unionism erriving in Irelend a generation lete, and there was what amounted to =
civil revolt rather than a trade union strilke, a sudden uppurge of feeling in
response to the strike organiser; find all at once a new dimension was given to
trade union affairs.... there was neverthelesg in 211 this something difficult
to deny; the socislism of the new endeavour, 1ts proleterian cherscter, and the
sheer denapgogic coumittoent pf Larkin to the iluprovement of the lot of the
unsliilled and the deprived!',

* P

Hew undonisn , or Lerkinism, &s 1t was nore eppropriately called in
Ireland, expressed itself chiefly in terms of the extension of trade unionism
to the unskilled, and previously unorganised,workers, Hut the role of the
agitator was its hallmark. It was to him that the employer mostly objected,
advocating as he did not only & more exbtensive and rigorous application of
trade unlon practices, but social ideas tnd a new concept of the role of the
Labour movement, in socicty and politics. After 1910, the enthusiastic reception
of udelC&llbb ideas in Iritain d¢upbtﬂhed ripples of radicslism across
St. Geurvc s Channel, Together with the espousal of industrial unionism by the
I.7.G.W.U, they contributed significantly to the growing mouentum of Lebour,
jevcrtheless,Redm@nﬂism reugained a powerful force in trade union circles -~ mest
especially in Yaterford - and the new deporture did not eliminate its influence.

Mew Model Unionisw - in Pursuit of Aceceptance:

Since its formation in 1890, the Vaterford Federated Trades and Labour Union
had from time to tine addressed itsell to the urgent social probleus with which
the city wes beset. The chiasf of thesc were unewmployment and housing., An idea
of the extent of poverty in Vaterford at the turm of the century can be grasped
from the following tobles.”

The Hunmbers in receipt of relief in Veterford City 1892-1896:

1892 1893 1894 1895 1896
Indoor 836 845 813 779 769
Cutdoor 3 1,465 1,390 1,219 1,068 1,0%6
TOTAL: 2,301 2,235 2,035 1,847 1,805

Bxpenditure of the Vaterford Union on Outdocr Helief 1892-1856:

1392 1893 1854 1895 18396
£4,028 £3,939 £%,892 &5y 3 £%5,420

S

u AT
(* Tor note on terms used , see v, Tl
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Considering that the population of the city in 1895 was 20,852 souls”, the size
of the problem con be cppreciated. IHowever, the influence of the Labour
movenent in this area wos very limited, The notion thet workers ocught to backle
sociaol deprivation throughn industrisl actlon only came with James Iarkin and as
yet wes a concept foreign to trade unionists.

The firn oomnittuent of the unions to cou=operation rather than confrontation
was as much a part of their psyche as their conviction in the necessity of free
labour orggnlsatlon. The intreduction to the report of the Fourth Annual Irish
Trade Union Congress, which was held in VYaterford ia 1897, illustrates the mood
of trade unionisn at this time. Its author, P.J.Lleo declared that the Congress

"has shown the employers that thoush representiag such & powerful army of
workers s 50,000 men, that the demands set forth are just end reasonable boths
that the representatives of the workers of Ireland are tolerant and brosdminded;
that their motto is "Defence not Defiance's; that the object of every trades
Congress is to promote.and cultivate better reletions between the employer and
erployee, and to such an extent has this becn sppreciated and understood in the
city of the Urbs Intacta thet Y+those who come to laugh reusined to pray

The concern to win recognition for its tolerance and respectability was
clearly shown in the proceedings of the Congress, which opened on llonday the 7th
of June at 10,00 =,

"Shortly after ten o'clock, when the delegates were ell in their places,
the layor of Weterford entered in stete, attended by his sword and nmace beerers,
and accompanlpd by (b procession of aldermen,Councillors, and local notables),
for the purpose of extending to the Congress a hearty welcome te Waterford. As
the civie perty took their seats upon the pletfora they were waruly greeted by
the delegates",b
One pmember of the nunicipel representatives encapsulated the senlinents of
dignatories and delegates alike when he said,

"If carried on in e spirit of tolerction, meetings like that would result
in an essential benefit to employers and cuployees ?hudl h_ar) There was _
nothing in their agenda paper that sny ewployer could OuJCCt to (hbg¢,thr) f

The presence of the civic group was evidently very much appreciated by the
Congress. In seconding a motion of thanks to the layor and his party, a Belfast
delegate explained why.

"(He) thought it was a matter for congratulation that the chief lMagistrate
of Waterford ceme there in his official capa01ty to welcone the Congress (hear,
hear). They lkmew how nen in representative positions were very liable to forn
wrong conclusions of the proccedings of worikingrnen; but if they looked through
the agenda they would see that they were not there in antagonism to any class,
but to further their own interests , and clain justice for themselves",S
Expanding on this thene, P.J.lec outlined his vision of future labour
development in the Loagrnus report,

"7ith the prowing intelligence of the workers of Ireland and consequent
expansion of their idess regevding thelr duties and responsibilities, 8 better
feeling is certain to prevail between capitel ond labour, and the old ftine-worn
end barbarcus methods of strikes will soon becone so obgolete as the hand-loon
or the flint-=lock. Mutual confidence and mmatual self-respect are both
important factors in bringing about this rmuch desired end., Trades Unionism is
nerching repidly on the roed of progress; its influence is felt in every land,
and is as boundless as the ocean, and its power, il used judiciously, is as
irresistable ez the waves that bresk upon our shores,'
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Leo's moderate hut optimistic aspirations for Lebour were not to be
realised (at lcast not in the short terE). The next ten years was a2 decade of
retrenchnent. The WVaterford Federated Treodes and Lobour Unicn net regularly
pagsing notions cn iszues effecting the interests of the affiliated trades, and
occasionally subnitting resolutions to the Corporation on the broader working -
class grievonces, such as housing cenditions, or the sale of bread by weight.
The employers end peliticians noted these meatters and assured the workers of
their synpethy, but offered nc substoential assistance, 1ot only was Labour
noking no progress, but its stock wes sinking lower all the tine. The failure
to change the charscter of lunieipsl politics efter the reform of the local
government systen in 1899 had disillusioned the workers. 'O The extinguishing of
the socialist presence deprived the novenent of energy and tolentl!  The
W.F,T.L,U, was reverting to the role of the old Trades Club, which it was
originally founded to replace. Since the deuise of the sanalpanated Soeciety of
Porkbutchers, the Federated Lebour Union had logt its foothold in industry, and
its exclusive association with the craflt unions wes creating an inage '
incompatible with thet of a proper Trades Council. fecordingly, when the
Unions finally begen to sheke off their lethargy, they thought in terms of
forming & new tredes couneil rather then attempting to reforn the virtuelly
noribund V.F.T.L.U.

Hew Unionism and Terkin:

The flame of new Uniondsu wes 1it in Waterford on Wednesday the 14th of
October 1908, at o neeting in the City Holl. The purposc of the ueeting was
the organisation of dockers, and the mein spesker was to be Japes Larkin, then
an officiszl of the Liverpoeol based ilational Union of Docl Labourers, orldin
had slready orgenised dock workers in Belfost and Cork. His advent in Weaterford
was regarded with great interest by 2ll sections of the comwunidy. The
Assenbly Roon wes packed to cepacity, the erowds spilling out onto the lall,
The establishnent too, were there in strength. The IIigh Sherrif of the City
presided, and six other nmenbers of the Corporation sat on the platform along
with the President of the Trades and Lebour Undion. In addition, on unusual
nuriher of peoliticicns end businessmen occupiced the front rows."é However, .in
many respects this was gquite normal. Politiciens and o few cmployers, hed

3
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always liked to identify theusclves with the working classes. The attendance of
so many of then revecled a synpathy with lobouring nen, ut clso e desire to
show Mr.Llerkin thot harmonious relations prevoiled between the closses in
Waterford, and whilst his ideas had some norit, there wos little need for then

here.

It was not long before the spirit of the new times becone evident. Shortly
after Lerkin rose to speask violence erupted in one corner of the room, Chairs
were broken up and used o8 weapons. One nan wog seriously injured before
police end firenen intervened to restorc order.'? The disruption was caoused
by henchmen of the local Stevedores and Cool Herchants who werce bitterly opposed
to Lerkin orpgaonising their enployces.1* The attenpted sebotage faziled and

erkin went on to deliver a ficry address, advocatbting union nembership, and
talking about the need for the worldng class to iuprove its conditions. The
rhetoric proved too strong for scoe, one rother respectable - looking
gentlenan repeatedly interrupted with the gquestion,'Why should there be any
class ?"5, After Lerkin, 2 Cork trode undonist spoke compering the dockers
rates in Waterford with the nueh more fovourable ones in Cork.- The neeting was
a great success end the mucleus of a broonch evrolled afterwoards. Despite its
ausplcious beginmings however, the bronch rencined wecls, and was unable to
inprove wages or conditions. Ilembership was confined to the cross-—channel
coal fillers, and casual docl labourcrs rendined unorganised. Y llevertheless,
g start hed been made on which to build o stronger labour novement. The
effect of this on e¢ity workers senerally was to prove of real significance
the following year.
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In 1909, the W.F.T.L.U, canvassed the idea of forming 2 proper trades
council, and met with a favourable respense. The lfayday celebrations were well
supported that year, and it wes at a aecting that night that the proposal was
formally nede public. although Lebour was beginning to flex its nuscles, it
was not done without the benign assistance of the Rednondites, The imprimatur
of Hednondism waes clecrly wvisible i the proceedings. The usuzl gquota cof
city councillors and dignatories edorned the platforu,(L&rkin was invited but
had telegrairied his apologies), and in his nayorel address Ald.Vhittle geve
his encouragenent to 2 new departure thet was cvidently not intended to be all
that different from old Unionisum,

"Gentlenen, let you not be mervous about this thing.(The setting up of &
tredes council 3. I know that sometines there ig en idea in the uinds of the
skilled and wnskilled labourers thet if they sttend a neeting of this kind
they will be marked by their employers. To ry nind, I think that the
employers will heve nore regard and rocsgpect for nen who attend neetings of
this kind and unite as one nan to do justice to all concerncd,"17

The resolution to form a trades council wes duly pessed by the assenhbly.
The inaugural necting of the Weterford United Trades and Tebour Council took
place on Monday the 24th of May at lo,8 Dallybricken, the hone of llichael
O'Connor, Branch Secretary of the inalgamated Society of Rallway Servants -
a unicn thet hed long been advocating this nove. Delepates frou the
following bodics were present: the V.IL,T,L.,U., the A.5.R.53., The Drapers
Assistants issoclation, the Typographicel Lssociction, the 4.3. Tailors and
Tailoresses, the Yostuens Union, the Stonecutters Society, the Coopers Society,
the A.5. Corkeutters, the ...8. Pipenakers, the Reilway Clerks Association,
the A.5. Coachmakers, the Cabinet llakers Society and the Bridge Artifices
Society.'® The I.T.G.W.U., the 4.8, Corpenters and Joiners, the Ancient Guild
of Incorporated Brick and Stone Layers, the Grocers'issistants Association, and
the Hational Federal Union of Bskers and Confectioners, were represented at
neetings later on in the year.

If the cetalogue of unions bears a sirong rescublence to that of the
WePFeToloUs it the 1890's, the new trades council was ot leest prepared 1o taoke
up Labour grievances with 2 good deal nore vigour, and was firnly commdtted to
a couprchensive extension of union uenbership. The council canvessed warious
local groups, including the Corporation , the Irish Industrial Developuent
figsociation, and the United Irish Leapguc, to support the Fair Wages Resolution,
then being debated in Parlisment, It alsc petitioned John Redmond M.F. to have
the Sunday Observance iLct applied te the whole of Ireland, as part of its
canpaipn to hove sunday work for cocl-fillers ended,'? Tocal issues werc taken
up with the Corporation in a more concerted woy, end practical proposels,such
as the establishnent of 2 coal cnd boot fund, ond the pruvision of ploygrounds
and open speces, were prescented to the City Couneil in an effort +to inmprove
working cless living conditions. The old chestnuts of the scle of bresd and
coal by welght were teken up -~ with the some old results, the councillors
weoxed syupathetic and then referred the natter to their legel advisors, or a
sub-counittes, where it was convenicently forgotten about.

The Tradcs Council net with lindted success in these canpaigns but its
initiative on the industrigal front was nuch nore spectocular. It was 1910
before the efforts to iuprove wages and orgenisction reelly begen in earnest,
it & neeting in Jenusry the council agreed to ask Lerkin, now with the
I.7,G.W,U,, and Con O'Lehanc, an official of the Irish Dropers Assistants
Agsociation, to coue to Waterford to orgenise non—-union labour on the docks and
in the drapers shops. O'Lehane addressed o mecting in the City Hall on the
%0th of the month at which he stated thet his association had over 120 fully paid
up ueubers in Vaterford, but that there were still cbout 100 assistants outside
the Union.‘qgtteupts to inprove or;jenisation on the docks met with very strong




-5 b -

resistence from the enployers - perticulcrly Edwoard Tlurphy, & coal nerchant
In 1911 the situation becane nore favoursble ond in August of thot yeer

P.T. Daly succeeded in rcforming the I.7.G.W.U. broanch end in enrclling new
menbers. The branch extended 1ts uenbership to ineclude cartcrs as well as
dockers, IMichacl 'LOﬁntr was oppointed part tiue secretery, and full- tine
seceretary in 1913.° DBut strikes were the engine of new unionisu; it wes the
industriael unrest of 1911 that wrenched the Labour novenent out of its old
ways. 1911 was the pivotal ycar, that "lturrd the neture of the novement in
Waterford., It was not the end of old unionism, but was very definately the
beginning of the new,

1911: The Turning Point:

The action of the dockers and nsport workers in JrltLlﬂ had a bpig
inpact on Woterford in 1911, The previous yeor the veteran lebour leader
Teon lann, rccently inspired by French syndicalisn, had returned to Englend and
encountered a surprisingly enthusiastic reception fto industrisl unieonisn anong
ftrade union leeders and ucobers alike, Syndicalism defined industrial unrest
in clags tertls and saw the strike weapon as an inportont political instrument.
Whilat not accepting 21l of its implicatiocns, the workers innediately grasped
the practical advantages of this theory, The first zalvo in the new class war
was fired by nenbers of the %thL“B‘ and Tirenmens' Unioy. who refused to
operate the 5,5, Olympic, the la st liner then afloot, as she lay i
Southempton ready for her rfturh VOYS”C to New York. On June the lqth the
union as a whole tock up the dewend for woge incereascs, and the strike wos
declared national,. The stoppage was fully supported by the Waterford Trades
Council, and the port workers expressed their solidarity and refused to handle
diverted wvessels, Although Waterford played but & very snmall part in the
Seanen's ¥ictory, the success and speed with which if was geined infused a new
spirit into the city, bringing Waterford nuch closer into line with the pain-
strean of industriel unionisn, Militaney quickly spread to other sections.
Torl Mann's achievement in welding the certers and dockers of ILiverpool into an
efficient strike force wes one of the inspirations that induced the Weterford
gartere tc join the I.T.GW.U. at this tine,22

However, the nest important duvelopmcnt ir Vaterford that yeor was'
undoubtedly the Roil Strike, There were 1n fact two strikes, of which the
second was the nore significant. On the 18th of August, faced with wounting
pressure froo their own neubers,; the L.08.R.3. executive declered o national
strike in protest sgainst the inadeguscies of the Coneciliation Boerd end the
tardiness of the Raoilwoy Coupanies in deoling with the nen's grievances., The
intervention of Lloyd George, whu appealed for netionel unity in a tine of
crisis (the Agedir affoir threctened to bTL‘ Aritein into war with Germany),
brought about 2 coupromise setflenc two deys. The second dispute,
which was a purely Irish one, broke out on the 11lth of Scptember. The cause
of the trouble stemnied fron the refuscl of workers in Kingsbridge to handle
goods from o strike-bound tiuber yaord in Dublin. The men in question were
irmediately dismissed by the Great Soutiern and Western Hedilwey Coupany, and
the A.8.R.2, 8truck in support of thelr re-instetecuent, One hundred
reilwaynen in Vaterford were affected.

=

This strike uncovered o side of the city thet had 1ong been subnerged - 80
long thet nany thought it did'nt exist. The workers rallied round the
roilwaynien, fully convinced of the le dtinccey of .the indtiel action taken at
Kingsbridge, Indeed they theaselves regorted to syupothetic action on one
cccasion - when goods were diverted by barge froin the G.0. & W.H, nershelling
yvards at Newrath, to the Great Weslorn jett the G.V/.R, doclkers, all nenbers
of the 1.7.G.,7.U, refused to handle then.<’ DBy contrasi, the bstdblishnent saw
the affair as a vcry grove challenge to the exdisting systen of thin"ﬁ In
their eyes the syupathetic strike wes whot the ne

dizvel church called
novelty and synonomous with ancrchisn, V,.P.Ryan illustrates the naturu of the
culture shock .
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"Po the employers these articles of feith end practice, so far as they
sericusly considered then at all, werc not only revolutionary, but inconpre-
hensible. They regarded the social and industrial systen they khew-as part—
of the order of nature:.... Workers as co-operctors and controllers of industry
was sonething outside the range of thelr conscicusness, but they could understand
working nen and to sone extent even.: working worien ) desiring nore wages, for
fron tine to tine they had cone up ageinst this hunger of the proletariat. Dut
there was a regular way to  prevent thesc deuands, end if ever the wilful and
wanton expedient of a strike was to be forced, it should of course be in due -
form, like a national or inperial decleration of war after diplomats and
negotiators had failed. The sudden “"synpathetic sirike", the impudent refusal
to handle "tainted goods", and 81l such ncthods of "Iarkinisn” and Connollyism,
were on & par with conspiracy end assassination, 20

There is no doubt but that the press, politicians, and the authorities
over~-rcacted, grossly overestinating the threat which they detected in the
dispute, The worst instance of this occurred ca Friday the 22nd of Septenmber
(by which tipe the end of the sftrike was in sight), when police and soldiers
bacled by a troop of dragoons blocked the route of a strike procession,forcing
the men to disperse, wkich they did, peaccably.27 Fron the beginning the press
hed strongly condemned the strike, Articles were published debating the
question of sympathetic action, concluding for the most part that it wes inspired
by "socimlistie and British Lebouristic ideas,that it was foreign to Ireland;
undoing the work-of Parnell; repelling investment and danaging the prospects of
Home Bule by showing the Unicnists thet the Irish were uwnfit to govern then-
selves, Troo this point onwards Editorial cotment and reportage of industrial
relations narkedly contrasted with the benign condescension of earlier years.
The press was not enti - labour por se however. Reports of “straight forward"
disputes, i.e. where Lerkinisn or syupathetic action were not invelved,were
fairly objective. Occasionally the Editorials camne out in favour of strikers'
denands.

The nanner in which the Rail sitrikc ended is as worthy of attention as
its origins. On the 20th of Sentenber, the Dublin tinber dispute ended in
conplete defeat, The Rail stoppage was reinstated simultaneously. In Waterford
the G.5.& W.R. demanded that their enployees return to work on the company!s
terns, Initially the 4.5.K.5. brench agreed to renain out until such time as
agsurances were given that there would be no victinisation, However, on the
2nd of Ocdober, the locoriotive nen returned- to work on their enployers terus.
This undermined the position of the remeinder who werce forced to do likewise,
Mest recelved their old Jobs back, but sixteen nen werc taken on at reduced rates
of pey.28 - Hevewtheless, the morale of the raoilwayuen remained high., They were
confident that they would have won had it not been for the unilateral action of
the ten loco nen. BShortly after this, Ilr, Halls, =n orgoniser of the Railway
Servents, received a warn recchiion at 2 branch neeting at which he pledged the
Unicn's committment to inproving wages and conditions. The nmenbers for their:
pert, told Hells thet the action of the loco ooen was totally unrepresentative of
their position and tkat they were ready and eager to come out again if need bedd

Dur;ng the next two years the new found confidence fully menifested
itself and began to pay practical dividends as regards wage rates. 1913 was the
high water nerk of achievement . In lay, the carpenters in two building firums
succeeded in winning an extra 3/- per week on the existing rote of 30/~ and
iuposing o noxioun working weelk of 58 hours in Summer and 51 hours in Winter,
The following October, after a two rionth strike, the Masons won parity with
the woodworkers. The teilors werce successful in their cenpaign to have all
shops. pay the Union rate. The bakers in the llodel Pakeries, and cazsual
labourers in Graves tinber yards also struck.” This was an apprenticeship in
nilitancy not to be forgotten. Although tho next three years brought decline
and disorganisa%icn, the experience of 1910/1913 ensured that trade unionisn
in Waterford would never quitc be the sone agoin.
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Tabour and FPolitics:

POllthul developnent proceeded at o slower pace. - The maturing of
consciousness was very nuch the preduct of industrial ublt tion and lacked any
philogophicel foundotion. In Ireland, industriel unicnisn hed always incorporated
a-political dinensien. Comnolly's syndicalisn differ bd gignificantly from that
of the. British and Trench uovenents in this respect. Fron iis foundation the
T.T.G.W., U, hed regarded politicel action a5 one of ifts najor Ob]@othpS.Bz By
1911 the socialists were beoginning-to win control of the 1,7.U.C, The following
year they succeeded in passing & rescolution at Congress cripowering the executive
to forn e Iebour Party os an adjunct to the orgenisation. A48 on the industrial
front, this political edvance was due largely to the calibre of the socialists,
of whon the nost cutstanding was larkin,

"Larkin's achievement - and it was Leorkins ouch riore then Connolly's,
despite lotter doy opindon - was to raisc the whole of industrial trade UDlon
activity to e high level of significonce, to involve ndt merely the

proféssional trade unionists bvt the greot nass of the people, with the result
that the trade union ;vﬂau¢9&t1u4, thc Congress , could declare itself to be as
well the independent Labour Party of Ircland, as long as it held firnly to the

prineiple that all its rtgrLJtuuktlvu) (st be trade union uenbers and
authorised to act by the frade unions. Iorkin hed instinctively found the
enswery 1if one could come to terns with the diverse party political tensions
then-one set out to dominzte then' 33

It was via this Jothﬁﬂwla“y thet the Lebour Moveuent gradually becane
politiecized. In places like Waterford where no adru of socialists existed to
guide trade unionists towards political action, it tock the sheer ‘eXuberance
of '"Darkinisn to induce the workers o have their an—Loumd powey caérried forward
into polities. The new ftrades council addressed itself %o this guestion almost
immediately. AT its second moceting, in Junc 1909, a2 full discussion took place
on the issue of whether or nct to contest the loeal elections the following year.
Soue delegetes thought this move to be prencture. Others were nore Tavourable
but stressed the need for pledge-bound condidates, One nan put His finger on
the. dause of the general hesitancy.

"Prom our experience in the past we heve no reoson to have confidence in
the so-called Lebour represcntetives. It is o comnon phrase,;'you can buy a

A

labaur vote for a pint of keer'. 34

The following nonth a council neetin decided to field twe in the coning Tocal -
elections, but in the event the nmotter wes'nt pursued and ILabour abstained fron
the contest. The tredes council did however support the candidature of Janes
Collins, branch secretary of fQL T.7.G.%, U, who stood on an independant labour
ticket, with little success,

During the next two years, the councils politics begen to chenge. The
industrial unrest was creating a body of socialists within the trade union
novenent. This developoent was acknowledged and oecepted by the workers.
Occagicnally opposition was ra1sei9 such 23 in Jenuory 1910, when the proposal
to invite O'Iehene end Lorkin to Weterford wos denounced by o delegate from the
Pipenakers Society. “The delegate objected on the prounds that the two nen in
guesfion were socialists. He stoted that the Pipenakers were a Catholic body,
28 was the trades couneil, and neither should have anything to do with
socialisn, He went on to say thot he was aware that therc were sbae socialists
on the council but they had nc right to be there. The neeting overuled ' this
objection. It was agrecd that the socialists present were there as trade
Unionists , end thet the delepates politics werc thelr own affair.’6  This
surmed up the general view on the subject.
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Waterford shered in the national revivel of labour representation in
1912/1913, The trades council sponsored three candidates iu the local
elections of Januery 1913. Twe of thoeu, Janes Gleeson President of the Counecil,
and Richdrd Keane, an sctive 2euber of the A.53,R.S. won scats, hlcegon did
particulerly well, topping the poll in the Tower Yard with 373 votes. ( it
is possible that Glecson's triw ney have been due to purely local
circunstances. Three candidotes stood for the two vacancies. The defezted
nen was the outgeing Councillor, Potrick Gilligen, & businessman. Gilligan's
canpaign net with strong opposition fron the 120 jarvies who objected to his
attcupte o 1ntruducu a cthna—buﬂusservicc fron the Torth Station to¢ the
clty contre) % Once this start had- been made ¢, there was no going back; the
tradition of Labour represcntotion was naintained. However the sceialist
presence was not strong cmougn to sustein the nooentwr of these years. lational
and overseas influences had stinulated the re~formation of the Lebour novenent.
48 those influences flagged, or becane conservative, so did Waterford Labour.
Even on the political side of the wovenent, sufficient cohesion anongs the
candidates 4id nct exist to prevent a resurgence of itraditional Labour
conservatisn in funicipal politics.

Redmondlem:The Force for Stability:

Meanwhile, despite the dranatic inproveuent in Lebour's position,
Redeoondisi: had not lost nuch of its old resilience, and still retained its
ability te eccounodate end contain the Labour challenge. Thérc were two
reagsons for its successful pemeation of the Lﬂ““jr rovenent., Firstly, at
ilunicipal level, the politici evoided o head-on clash with the working
class, A nunber of then had indecd becone aplete lr elicnated froo the trade
unions. In 1910 Mayor Hackett refuscd to chair the annuel Iayday public

eting becsuse "he did'nt consider the trades council represented the truumj’
interests of Labour and because the trades council had supported & ”UOﬁus
Labour cendidete’ in the Llocal Qleotians”.3? (This wes aliost certa ainly &
reference to the Council's backing of Janes Collins, the I,T7.G.#W.U.'s branch
secretary). However,most city councillors were still willing and eager to
identify with the unions - thou h not with Lorkinisn - and for their part the
unions were glad of their ossistance end good wishes . A8 we have seen, the
srowith of class consciousness does not necessarily dimply & corresponding
inerease in cless confliet, The Rail strike of 1911 brought about &
conprehensive sharpening of class awareness, but the erticulation of socia
antagonisus was larpgely, if not exclusively confined to the middle class.
fccordingly, the Trudes council ¢id not feel inclined , and those councillors
who relied on working class clectorol support did not fecl it politic, to
nanifest these antagonisns in any partisesn woy. Few politicisns criticized
Labour without drawing a distinction between legltinate trode unionisn (ﬂs they
sew it) and Larkinist. In addition, the coneensus that hed developed in the
city since the healing of the schisn in the Parlianentary Party, served to
inpose certain confines which restricted the introduction of controversy
inte the political arena. 1t simdlarly created & hostile soceial atnosphere
which labour could sonetines westher, but freguently had to acknowledge. Tor
exanple, the trades council was less than whelehcerted in its support for the
Dublin I,T.G.W.U. during the 1913% lockout. Doth the Cathelic and Protestent
clergy in Waterford condenned the ?EEQC unions for not disassociating thenselves
from the Dublin transport workers,4V

5 hed

Secondly, John Reduoond wes consolideting e stoture as o perlianentary
leader ot this tine. Opposition to his policies or position was out of the
question in Waterford, The Lebour nmovencnt openly supported Redoond and his
party in Westninster, Scue of the socizlist trede unionists were inelined to
take & uore criticel view of the Irish perty's perfornence,particularly on
social legislation. They would heve preferred the trades council to lean &
1ittle more towerds the Dritich Porliamentery Lebowr Party. However the
Couneil refused to indiccte a preference , even on social issues, and rezorded
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both Lebour and the Home Rulers os ropresenting its interests.4! In any cese
Rednond wes inching closer to.his life long goal at this tine. By 1913 11 was
confidently anticipated that before long Waterford would have the honour of
being represented in the new Irish Parlianent by the Prime Minister. lMobilising
= challengo to Rednond ot this stage was unthinkeable. =

But what dld Redriondism now wpean in local terms ? It had certainly
iellowed since the stormy deys of the 1890's, Yet the fundamnental ingraedients
reneined  unchanged, although by now Hednondiso hed fully energed froo its
Pernellite chrysalis, John Redixond hinms Llf surized it all up in qrptCuOEI 1908
when he told a meeting of his constituents

- "I have .been akble +to do very 1little for the city of Woterford, but I
heve done ny best, and I can anyway say this for nyself, that I have udade the
nane of Vaterford respected not only in the British Parliament, but wherever
the Irish rece arc to be found® throughout the world. I an dee le grateful to
the people of Waterford for their fidelity., They nay rest assured tha .danv
though iy shortconings are, end I think I o ;letty well awa re Df thw : ysc?f
they can confidently count on rny Ffidelity to 11Lm 42 .
In other words it was still e guestion of loyalty, end an undenanding loyalty
at that - based not on any meterial inCQAtiv&s, or ecven the prospect of any
future achievenent, it was centred on historical circunstonces, a.shared
cxperience, end an ipagd of Dunicipel greatness that no longer conforued with
eclity. '

Conclusion:

The onset of the Great War had a debiliteting offect on trade union
organisation in Waterford. DIut the wortiue hardships together with notionsl
and international events 1917/1919 ushered in & new era of nilitancy that was
to nark the zenith of radicalisii in Irish, znd Waterford, history. 1913
therefore,saw the culmination o only the first phede 'of new unionisp. In
surniing up the events 1908/1913 lt is worth peying periicular attention fo two
factors. IPirstly, the iapact of contenporeary developuents in Britain, which
Irish historians,even Lebour historians, hzve tended te i.more. Secondly,the
relative lack of infiluence of nationalisia on the course of new unionisu. The
rise of Lerkinisn occurred simultatecusly with & heiphtening of national
sentiment,both culturally and politically, The Waterford experience shows that
notionalisn did not present any obstacles to Lebour's advance, 1t does however
show that the wey in which people releted to their loecality was iuportent. And
that a powerful intesgrationist force like Hedunondisn could- becone a bulwerk of
conscrvatisn, because it had becoune conpletely fused with the history, traditions
and Sﬁcial-politicai culture of the city. CC“rﬂiﬂﬁl?sWhllhtIﬂP” unionisn
arried with it its own terns of referencey,and o syndiczalist nythology,
ﬁdUdeTulv articulated 28 they were, they could not hepe to more then dent the

1ple, but nore evocative uythology of Redmondisy — which had by this time
b conie the heritage of Waterford. : ‘

U\

® a8 0 00Caeaaedar" 8388183880800 s B P



-47 -

UOTE O TERMS:

Hew Model Unioniso:

The form of trede unionisn thot developed in Britain fron the 1850's onwards.
Up to then workers' organisztions were regerded with suspicion and hostility
by the lMiddle Class. The llew nodel unions sought to breck with the redical
tradition of the Labour novernent and gain acceptance and legal toleration,

by their discipline,noderation and respectobility. The motto of the new
nodel unions was "defence not defience',

Analgenated Society (4.S.):

Most of the new nodel unions styled theuselves in this way, as they were usually
founded by an zualganation of locel societies. The first such union wes the
A48, Engineers (est.1851). 1t was followed by neny others such as the 4.3,
Carpenters and Joiners, the A.5.,Reilway Servants ctc.

ew Unionism:

Up to the late 1880's trade unions cctered aluost exclusively for skilled
werkers, An upsurge of nilitoney by non—-unicn workers between 1829 and 1893,
led to the formation of general unions- who catered for all categories of
eriployee, The general unions also tended To be wore nilitant than the
craftsnen's crgemisations, Jim Lerkin introduced this spirit into Ireland in
the years after 1907.

Irish Trade Union Congress (I.T.U.C@>
Founded in 18%4. Up to then Irish trade unionists were affiliated to the
British T.U.C. (founded 1868),

Syndicalisn:

A nilitent form of trade unionisn which originated in France in the 1890's,
Its ain was to transform political power frow the state (i.e.the ruling cless)
to the trade unions, who would then Dbecome the representative institutions of
the people. ILarkin never consciously edvocated Syndicalisn but he agreed with
nany of its charescteristics, such as direct action,the creation of one big
uion for all workers {the D.B.Uu), the promotion of a eloss solidarity which
would fornn the basis of a distinctive working class culture etc. One important
aspect of Syndicalisn which Loerkin disegreed with was the wuyth of the genernl
strike,after which power would pass to the Unions., ILerkin regarded strikes

as "necessary evils" which offercd no vision of how the new society night be
created,

S OURCES:

1. Charles McCarthy,"Trode Unions in Ircland 1894-1.960Y I.P.A.,Dublin,l977,
pp.l3-14 .

2., The termns "llew Unionisuend"Larkinisn " are synoncnous.

3. Waterford Wews, 19.12,'96

/I'

5

le Slater's Directory, 1896, p.336
. J.D. Clarkson,"Iebour and Wationalisn in Ireland" {Ams Press), Hew York,
1970, p.166

6. Souvenir and Guide I1.T.U,C. Weaterford 1939, Introduction.

Te dden.,

8. ide Lo

9. dJ.0.Clarkson,op.cit. 2.194.

10, This was ftrue of wost perts of the country, In the 1903 local electicns,
"Tabour was routed sluost everywhere except Belfest .... narking the end
of initisl atterpts 2t trade union end Lebour representation', (AMitchell
"Tebour in Irish Politics'1890-1930"(Trish university Press), Dublin,
1974, p.19 ). The snell Irish craft unions were @lso on the decline,being
absorbed by the English analpanated Unions (iduu).
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11, For & discussion of the decline of the Waterford branch of the Independent
Lebour Porty, ond the ercsion of Iebour's identity generally, see Decies
Ho.10, Bp %7_;2,

12, "Waterford ol

Tder.

b M
1%,
14, Plommy Rye ;',I.Tnﬁ...J. papers,eterford,
15, "Wotserford Tew:', 16.10.!
rfocd Wewn!', 16 .
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170
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19,
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soroush Council Minutes. pp.280ff. 6.4.10., Sinl
ploced before the Corporeticn since 1889. cf p.3
), O ‘*{ IJe ﬁzrporgtipn sgreed to these proposals in 1915,ef pl.297

H

77 55 SR 2 S 5 1
22, ”Ton;y VV;W WﬁnaubE'ﬁ” ope. cit.

ey

ifficulties overcone by llann in the Liverpool strike
aninosity between the carters— who nostly came fron
ound, and the dockers - whe were largely of Catholic

rn regarded their acticn ag the rost inpressive display
ntered. (Ton Hann's Memoirs,lleGibbon
203)

had ever encou
pp.202/!
Lo

s Tubour Movenent', Talbot Press,Dublin,1919,p.195.
3.9 11,

9 idenr, Hells received gulte & different reception fron the authorities
and the public. On his arrival by trein fron Corlk, he was net at the
orth Hlation by pelice armed w1uh carbines, who escorted hin to the

Jrd.on Hall iwn Bellybricken, On the way he wes Jeered and shouted at by
the crovwd. Hhe poliece officer in charge pointed out thet the escort was
ection. Halls strongly protested, erguing that it was
attenticn to hin ond ueke hin look like a criomdnal in

ibid, 1“ e

s Hliohull. Faxt
Charles McCarthy,op.cit,: pp.2L/22.
MoterTord 7L’U” 26.5.'009,

ibid. 14.1.10, 21.1.10.

ibid, 2l.1.10."
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ASPECTS OF PASDAGE TDAST | Port TIT1

The Churches of Passage
By Julian C. ¥Walton.

Crook 01d Church:

This was the largest medieval church in the barony of Gaultier, snd may have
been built in the 13%th century by the Knights Templars, who held the manor of
Crook, In the Visitations of 1607 =nd 1615 it is described as being in good
repair, but it is not mentioned in the Down Survey (1655). Probably by this
time it was in ruins; certainly it was ruined by the time of Dr. Smith (1746).

The remains have been described by Cgnon Fower in his article on the ruined
churches of Gaultier (Journal of the Royal Society of Antiqueries of Ireland;ﬁﬂl}
The three graceful lancet windows in the east gable are the most interesting
feature, and the draughtsman G. V. Du lfoyer thought them worthy of sketching
when he visited Pagsage in August 1862 (see Du loyer collection in R.S.A.I.
Iibrary, I11.64) Unfortunately they ere now obscured by ivy, which is growing
so profusely that it threatens the whole wall (it brought down part of the south
wall a couple of years ago); its careful removal would be a worthy act of
conservation., The south wall has a low Gothice window, & piscins, and a curious
holy water stoup formed of a single block of conglomerate, Scarcely a trace
survives of the north wall,

Between the churchyard and the remains of Crook Castle is a holy well, which
according to Canon Power was''sacred to 5t, John the Baptist, in whose honour
before the Rebellion a greet pattern was held here on June 24th. The occupation
by yeomanry of the neighbouring barracks of Wew Geneva made popular gatherings
here unsafe after 1798, and thus the pattern died out'.

The greveyeard is perheps the most interesting in Gaultier, In 1973 I transcribed
all the inscriptions, in accordance with a scheme initiated by the Irish
Genealogical Research Society (it is hoped that copies of the transcript will
soon be available in Waterford Municipal Tdbrary; meanwhile, 1t may be consulted
in the Genealogical O0ffice, Dublin Castle). There were then 1%8 monuments,

the commonest surnames being Power (13 stones), Paul (11), Hearne/Heron (7),
Kavanagh (6), Toole (5) and arphy (a). A number of prominent or interesting
pecople are commemorated here, from an unusally wide selection of socizsl classes,
both Protestant and Catholic; landed gentry, soldiers from Geneva Barracks,
fishermen from Passsge, Waterford tradesmen with local connections, and so on.

An unusual number of stones have epitaphs or other curious comments on the
deceased, and several monuments bear fine pictorial decoration. The inscrip-
tions menticn numerous placenames, mostly loeal, but alsc from as far afield as
Englaend, Herway, Havape and Australia. Among the occupetions given are a
bootmaker, & clergymen, & cord waincr, two customs and excise men, a malster,

g Member of Parlisment, three priests, a shipwright, a teacher, and numerous
ship's captains, sailors and soldiers. As one would expect,nauticel references
ghound, and at least five inscriptions commemorate deaths by drowning.
The oldest monument is a ledger (horizontal slab) in the chancel, dated 1710,
and commemorating Ralph Pilkington. It bears the family coat of srms, crest

and motto. The arms are & rather plain cross, btut the crest and motto are most
strange. The crest shows a lknight wielding & scythe, and the motto is "Iow
Thus Now Thus'', They are meid to have originated when a medieval ancestor,

flecing from a battle 2nd being hotly pursued by the victors, was concealed by
a band of reaping peasents, who clad him in a smock, put a scythe in his hands,
and gave him a rapid reaping lesson ('now thus, now thus'')!

Cloge by this slab is a small grave-marker, painted white, which despite its
humble appearance is the best-known monument in the place; it marks the alleged
burying=place of the Croppy Boy ("4t CGenevae Barracks that young man died, And at
Passage they have his body laid....').
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The oldest headstone, as opposed to horizontal slab, is near the south-west
corner of the church. The headstone is rare in Ireland before the 1730s, and
this is the earliest example I have found in east Uzterford. 1t commemorates
Jane, daughter to Henry liecc llurraen of eterford, who was "drowned by an
accident" on the 18th of iarch, 1718, aged 18. Ln unusual feature is that the
year is written as a fraction, "1717/8"; prior to 1752 the new year begen on
25 Ierch and net on 1 Jenusry.

Inside the Church, neear where the north wall stood, is a large tomb in a railed
enclosure, inscribed with poetry. It was erected by Benjamin Conn of FPassage
in memory of his daughter Fliza, who died in 1842 aged 2

G.
Close by is &n iron cross with an inscription in Italian to the memory of
Pietra Velcich, who died in 1892 aged 47. He was the captain of a ship from
Trieste, the Herbina, who died of = heart attack while directing his ship
during a storm. Local tradition falsely connects him with the Alfred E.Snow,
which was wrecked on Hook Head .at the same pericd.

The churchyard contains several examples of the local styles of decorated
headstone., A stone of 1766 bears a crucifix flanked by angels' heads, and

g monument to the Rocket femily deted 1822 alzo has a crucifix. The commonest
style of decoration throughout the second half of the 18th century in this area
was & gelection of objects connected with our Lord's Passion (cross, spear,

hammer, nsils, etc.). It CGrook there are three stones bearing symbols of the Pas-
sion,one of which (outside the south-west corner of the church) is particularly
fine.

Annexed to the graveyard 1s an enclosure conteining a number of ledger-slabs

and a large vault. This was the burial place of Geultier's most prominent
landed family, the Pauls of Ballyglan, It also contains pernaps the most
moving inscription in the graveyerd, which runs: 'Here lies the body of Dorothea
Wallis who dyed Pebruary 6th 1812 in her 14+th year. She wes an angel upon
earth: we hope and trust in God she is an angel in heaven.,"

So far, there is no evidence of wvandalism. Perhaps it was not always so, for
two inscriptions include reguests that the deceased be left in peace. An
undated headstone of the 18th century cormmemorates illieam Davis, son to

John Davis, "who requeste thet no one will disturb his grave"; and the monument
to Anne Field (died 1800 aged lB), having listed all her wvirtues, concludes:
"Reader, it is hoped that as long as these virtues are respected this stone

will remein uninjured”. in even more alarming indication that the local
populace in days gone by were not always as upright as one might hope is
contained in the inscription to Captain Patrick Kavanagh (died 1799 in his

31st year), which assures us: "He was an honest men,” Ilot the only one,I hope |}

Finally, = mystery. -4 ledger-blab sgainst the west wall of the graveyard is
inscribed thus: 'Here rest the remains of lleils Petterson, from Arondahl in
Worway, who by an unlucky accldent died dJune 15 1774, This erected 1781 by

one who greatly laments his loss," One cannot help wondering whot lir.Petterson
was doing in Crook in 1774. Vhat was the "unlucky accident" that caused his
death ¢ VWho erected the tombstone 7 Wy was he br she ?) S0 anxious to
remain anonymous ? And why the gap of seven years before the monument was
grected ¥

Crook Catholic Church:

This church was built during the pastorebte of the Rev. Martin Flynn, who was
Parish Priest from 1837 to 1844. The parish registers contoin entries of
Baptiswms and larriages from 1839, and are on microfilm in the lational Library.
Before this date the area was included in the registers of Kill S5t.ilicholaes and
Killea, which date from 1780 - an unusually carly date for the commencement of
a rural Irish register.
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8t. Anne'!s Church, Passage:

During the Middle Ages, the land west of Passagé Was formed into a manor named
Coolmacsawry, which was owned by the family of Bruys, apparently in virtue of

a grant from King John, In a deed dated 1284, Matthew de Bruys of Coolmaesawry
and his wife largery, who were evidently of pious disposition, granted to the
Master of St. Mark's Hospital in Bristol six acres in "Coluerwysaur" together
with "the site of the oratory being built in the name of the blessed fnne on
the east side of the said six acres", and other lands; in return, the laster
end DBrethren were to recommend especially in their prayers the souls of Matthew
end largery and their families (sce Irish Genealogist, V, 264-5), Incidentally,
one of the witness of this charter is Hoger de Lom, perhaps the earliest
recorded Ilayor of Vaterford.

The oratory of 5t. Anne is undoubtedly the predecessor of the present St.Anne's
church. It is shown in ruins on the panoramic view cof Passage and Ballyhack
in 1685 by Thomas Phillips (see Decies 11, p.21)

By 1746 & new church had been built on the site, which according to Dr.Smith
was having "constent service in it", When was it built 7 The beginning of
e parish register often indicates the foundation of & church (as in the case
of Crook R.C. church, above); the St. Anne's register dates from 1730, which
could thus be the date at which the church was built. This suggests that it
was one of the churches erected at this time by Bishop Milles, who also built
3t. 0laf's, Killotteran, and other churches. It would have been the only
operational church in Geultier at this period. As further evidence of this,
a chalice and paten still exist, both inscribed " t Anns Chappel -~ Passage".
The paten is undated but bears the mekers mark, R P , in a rectangle, The
initials also appear on & chelice dated 1719 given to St.Patricks (C. of I.),
Waterford by Bishop Milles in 1723. He possibly had the paten made on the
rebuilding of St. Anne's 23 a cover for a  -~helice bearing the date 1641.
which had possibly previously belonged to the ¢ld oratery , ( - see "llotes
on the Church Plate of Waterford Dioccese" by C. B, Varren in R.5.A.I,journal,
Vol. 97, part 2, 1967, pp 119 - 127). Incidentally, this chalice is the
vldest piece of church plate in the diocese,

Beme- timel tnthe early 19th century, the church was extensively restored. An
eatate map of 1821 at Curraghmore calls it the Uew Church, while it is deseribed
in 1836 as having been "lately repoired...,built many yeers ago"

It continued in use until very rccently, and was put up for auction by the
Church of Ireland in August, 1978.

St. Anne's is 2 gem of Georgian architecture, with its little -wooden gellery,
its pews and other fittings, and its sexton's cottage attached. Moreover,

it is superbly sited on the hill overlocking Passage, with Ballyhack opposite
end & view down the river to Duncannon, It was highly rated in a recent
gurvey . by An Foras Forbartha of post-1600 buildings in Co. Waterford.

The parish register dates from 1730 and is amorig the oldest in the diocese.

It records Baptisms, Marrioges and Burials throughout eastern Gaultier
(Passage? Dunmore, R&thmoylan)? an area of exceptional interest &t this_ period
beeause of its social veriety (sée inder Crook 0ld Church, above). Moreover,
the register has been indexed. The originnl books are kept by the Rector at
Durmore; they have been microfilmed by the Public Record Office.

Conclusion:

Passage 1s an area rich not only in history but in documentation. The
inscriptions at Crook heve been copied; +the parish registers of both churches
are unusually old (in the cese of the Church of Ireland register, we are lucky
to have it at all -~ most of the rural C. of I. registers were destroyed in

the Record Cffice in 1922). It would be out of place here to list further
source material, but such does exist. I¥ is time this moterial was put to use
in further studies of the Fassage area,
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HECCRDS OF VESSELS WRECKED TIT TRAIORE BiAY, 1816 to 1899

By lMeurice J, Wigham,

The Records:

Edward Jacob, of srdview, Tramore was born in 184% and died in 1924. As
Lloyds! Agent,representative of the Shipwrecked Ifariners Association, and as
Heonorary sSecretary of the Tramore Lifeboat he had a particular interest in the
hazards of the bay. This led him fo make many notes and gather news cuttings
commected with local shipping, and it is {rom these records that I have
abztracted the following information.

There are several reasons wny Tramore Bay was the site of so many wrecks.
It is the-only substantial opening in epproximately 25 miles of jJjagged cliffs,
stretehing from Dunmore almost to Dungarven. Irom the sea it is difficult to
distinguish 1t from Waterford Harbour which vessels in distress would normally
try to reach. The Pillars on Browvnstown and lTewhtown Head were placeé” there in
1822-'23 in order fo prevent this confusion, but were easily obscured by
darkness and bad weather., Once & sguere-rigged ship was in Tramore Bay it was
often too late to "'wear ship" and get onto a tack which would clear one of the
headlends, Facing south-south-west the bhay gave insufficient shelter from the
prevailing winds to meske anchoring effective . Only the Rineshark at the Iorth-
east corner.of the Bay provided potentisl shelter but there were severe tides
and the entrance was complicated by sand bars. In some cagses attempts to reach
safety were made by beaching vessels on the long strand.

In the 384 year spdn of Hdward Jacob's records these conditions led to mo
less than 83 gshipwrecks with the loss of 440 lives ()63 of these were from the
1816 wreck of the Sea Horse). The records fall into two sections - 1816 ( the
Sea Horse) to 1858, when the Tifeboat was established, and 1859 to 1899, The
earlier section was compiled by Jobn W.Meher first Jeoretarv to the Tdfeboat,from
contenporary notes "taken upon each occasion of wreck', After 1858 the Foxwa1n
of the Lifeboat kept a Journal of all wrecks end rescues. The map on page 4@
ir & simplified version of the 6" 0.5, map on which Edwerd Jaccob recorded the
exact position of wrecks where the details were known.

Wrecks 1816 to 1868 :

The following list has been published at least once before, appearing in the
"Weterford Mirror and Tramcre Visitor™ on December 4th 1874. It begins with the
wreck of the Sea Horse, details of which are too well known fto repeat here.

(see Wo& S.E.I,A.S, Journal Uol.Xlsﬁo.E). For illustrations of the wvarious
types of wvessel,see pages 2 & 4%9.

Year ame Type Carrying T'rom Saved Lost
1316 Sea Horse Ship Troops 11 363

Apollo Erig Clothes 7 —

Fanmy Schooner  Salt 5
1817 fgnes Brig Cotton All

Oscar Ship Mour Baltimore AT

Fox Brig Pruit 9
1818 Shamrock Brig Ballast A11

Enna B%iﬁan— T'ish Hewfoundland 5

1me

Rose Bloop Potatoes all 7 37

1819 active Schooner  Barley Dungarvan all

James & Henry Brig Cotton Brazil A11
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Year tlame Tvpe Carrying From Saved Tost
1820 Eliza Brig Flax all
Darit Schooner Ballast B
1823 Harmeny Brig Timber Aberdeen all
1824 Bridget Brig Ballast )
1825 Plora Schooner Ballast Brixham 8
Hary S1loop Furni tura Youghal all
Ellen Bmack Potatoes Glendon 4
(Spanish) Tugger Fruit & all
wine
Kitty Sloop Flour Cork all
1828 William & llary Brig Ballast Bideford ell
1829 James Smack Ballest Rose all
1830 Maud Brig Vine Sunderland all
- Brigentine Cozl Worth Shield all
Diena Brig Cosal ewport ' all
Hound Sloop Swansesa all
1832 ° - Sloop Ballast 3
1835 Two Sisters Schooner  Tallow Hentes all
1836 Cuba Brip Cotton Liverpool all
Grecian Brig Cotton ohile all
1837 Sir Edward Brig . Cozl Liverpool ell
' - Yacht Cork all
18338 Aetive Brigantine Corkwood Poole all
Swean Brig Ballast lioss all
Breeze Yaclhit g
Brothers Schooner Coal INewport ell
Speculator Brig Ballast St.llalo 7
1839 Letitia Suaclk Culm Cardigan all
Prince Regent Bargue Passengers Liverpool all 41,
Jane Brig Coal Swansesa all
1842 Willdem Smaclk South Wales 2ll
Abraham Brig Cotton lMobile 3
1844 Kate Smeclk Potatoes Glendon all
1845 Dove S1lo0p Brick Hoss all
LElizabeth Brig Ballast - Tewport 1
1846 Joseph Smack Tish Dungarven all
1847 Casket Sloop Ballast Cork ell
lystery Brig lgize Portmadoc 13 1
1848 Dartagnan Tugoer Corn Hantes all
Petit Alexre. Tugger Corn ilantes all
Lomville Tugger Corn Mantes ell
St.Vincent Brig Corn Hantes all
1852 Achilles Bargue Ballast Hew Ross ell
Anne Brig Corn Shields all
1856 Flize Brig Coal Cardigen all
1858 Ia Capricicuse Brig Coal St.Malo 6 1
Heptunus Scheoner  Ice Horway A1l o,

In view of the freguency of these wreclts it is perhaps surprising
thet ne local effort was made to selb up & rescue service, leaving the onus
on local boatmen to venture Lforth on rescue missions, usually in the wvery
worst. conditions. This happened in Jauuary 1858 when the French brig,
' Ta Capricieusc', got into difTiéuvlties on the bar of Tremorc strand. A
local bost from Rineshark put to sea in an effort to rescue the crew, Their
boat was capsized however and two of them were drowned. This shocked local
opinion and & committec was sct up to collect money to assist the families of
the two men. Some of the members of this committee wrote to thie Royal Hational
Lifeboat Institution explaining the position and asking the R.U.L.I., to consider
setting up 2 lifebost station at Tramore. There was an immediate response and an
inspector ceme t0 consider the conditions. He selected a site for the lifeboat
house which was then built,
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The -Tifeboat:

The Iifebozt Station in Tramore was fherefore founded in 1859 when the
boat house was completed about 4 miles fron Tremore on the crest of the beach
about 100 yards beyond high weater. It wasg built of sandstone and faced with
Cerlow granite. The bullding was token down in 1299 and rebuilt in Long House
Lene where it now stands.

The first boqt was & six-oered Iifeboat built by lessrs.Forest of Limehouse,
It was replaced by = 10 ~oared boat in 1865. This was the most successful
"Tom Dgan"., The nclt boat was 2 ten-oared sclf-righting and self-discharging
"fl1fred Trower' which came in 1880 and wes replaced a few years later by the
patent Wolf unsubmergable ten-oar boat,'Henley', which proved a disastrous
failure, - It filled and slmost sank on its triel trip ! 4 new boat was
ordered from G.L. Yatson of Glasgow., This was a self-discharging ten-oared boat,
not self-ripghting. It wes also celled '"Henley" and proved successful in bad
surf, which it sooun encountered' &t the wreck of the"Womuiouthshiire" in 1894.

The first sccretery of the Lifeboat was John Waters llaher, followed by
James Budd, Joseph Robinson Pim, and Edward Jacob. The following is a 1list of
crew members talken frowm the Coxwaln's Journal commencing in 1861, The original
spelling has been retained and the date of first uention is given in brackets,

Richard' Johns (COK.), dJohn Joy, John Keoghan, Larance Keoghan,
John Kelly,James Hurley,Thos.Karney (cox,‘? 3 L&raﬁce Keoghan
Willien Walsh, Pat.Power, Henry Higging,James Keoga ('64),
Pat,.Hearn ('6)) Thos .Morrissey (! 7> Dtephen LlthGf (Cox. ’?1)
Jeames bﬁhll James | 1Hlllpun?lh0uefﬂll’l tlickle Downey, John Dun,
IMiclkle llu y,John Keohan Jun, (! u?) John Tous, John Kirby,
Jogseph L.¢1m (168), Patrick Brye _1lutr10k Power, Jemes Kirwan,
Martin Horris (cox.'99), bhurleu Harris,ilicheel Klrwhn ,Henry Long,
Josiah Merks, 1lichacl lrphy,John Power,llichacl Daldwin, Thomes
Keoghan, Charles Spinks ('71, Cox.'85), Pat Joy, John Hurley ,
John Keily (‘75) obn Kirwin, John Walsh, Michael Cantrell (O)
Jemes Morrisy, flCu&Td JHltu, liichael Ilemming (’?q),Jont Phelan,
Richard Grubb, Capt. Wm. Heyden ('85), Robt.londrigan, T, Power,
Pat Keoghon ('91) - Sherky, Jas. Towery, -~ McCoy, Thos.Duggan
Michael Bysn, Pat.Kirwan (’fd) Iiicheel Hearn,John Spence ('945,
Edward Winter, Jas.Kent (lully_nd GDK.), JIGLTuon Power,

YWreclks, 1859 to 1899 :

By the end of 1860 two years had passed without Turther wrecks, but over
the following eight years the Lifeboat went out to no less than 14 vessels,
saving at le=st 120 lives., It 18 noticeable that the number of wrecks
recorded in the list below for the 1880's and 1890's is comparitively few,
presumably because ol the more widespread usc of steam

Yeor ilame Type Carryving From Saved Lost
1861 Tycoon Bargue Cotton -~ -
San Spiridion Frig Coal 4 6
Voadore du Voga Schooner laize B 0
Ilency Drig Ballast & larseilles & 0]
salt
1862 Tairn Brig R'wy. Iron ILeith 5 1
1363 Marinatta Brig Ballest 10 0
Westock Schooner Tungarven 4 0
1864 Sarah Schooner oy & 6 0
Turnips
1865 Stefarria Brig Coal Palermo 12 0
1866 Jane Brd pontine Cork 5 0
1867 Anerione Schooner Fig Tron ilentes B 0



POSITIONE OF WRECKS PLOTTED BY EDWARD JACOB.
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Haay

l.Dartag

2.Young Alexandey
3.Tomville
4.3t . Vincent
S.Achilles

é.Anne

T.Eliga
8.IaCapricisuse
9.Neptunis ‘
10.Tyeoon
1l.8an8piriden
12.Voadore de Voga
13.Naneoy

15,.Marinatte
16 . Westook
17 .8arah
18.8teffaria
19.Jane

20 .Anemone
21,¥ildHorase
22.08pis

23 .Mea

24 .8tranger
25 .hdelaide
2% . Fanny
2§.Aurorsiustralis
28.Pevieur

29.Camilla
50.R ona
31.X ia
32.%ug
3%.Petrel
S4.A1lbext

35 .6ariand

%6 . UnknewnS teamer

1. of the lake

38.. M outhghire

39.8p0tt Harley

40.Unicorn :

41.Christianna
Davis
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Year ame Type Carrying from Saved Tost
1867 Wild Horse Barque Petroleun liova Scotia 10 0
1868 Oasis Ship Iinsecd Liverpool 27 2

lea Bargue Meige Trieste 17 0
1871 Stranger Scheoner salt Hewfoundland 3 0

fdelaide Brig Coal Waterford 8 0
1875 Panny Schooner Coal Salcomb 7 0
1876 hurora Australis Berque Sugar Sunderland 13 D
1879 Pevieur Trawler Tenby 5 O
1885 Camillea Brigantine Coal Cork 0 5
1891 Albert Brigantine Coal Youghal 7 6]
1892 Paul Lrlg Fit wood Hewport - -
1891 Garland Cutter Slates Cork 3 0
18394 Mommouthshire Barque Cogl & 20 0

Machinery

Scott Harley Steamer Coml 12 0

1899 Unicorn Schooner Coal 4 0

Deteils of these are given in the Coxwein's Journal., The following seem to be
of more than ususl interest @ -

"inemone", of lentes, a 100 ton schooner with & crew of five was seiling
with a cargo of pig-iron from Glasgow to llentes when she ran into difficulties
off the south-east Irish coast loging her sails, BShe made for VWaterford
harbour cn  6th January 1867. There was a moderate south-westerly breeze and
very heavy sea, After anchoring for & period she let go of her anchors and
struck on the Rineshark Bar. ill her crew were teken off by the Lifeboat,and
each of the Lifeboat's crew received a medal from the Emperor of Frence, Louis
lapoleon.,

Another award from abroad came at the tine of the rescue of the 17 man crew
of the 600 ton Austrian barque "Mea', on 24th lovember 1868. She was coming
from g41ing to Yaterford with maize and had been ftaken in tow by a tug which
then mistook Tramore Bay for Waterford Herbour, There was & moderate Socuth -
scsterly gale and a slight mist. The Lifeboat was launched but the tug
managed to keep the bargue under tow. The wind then rose to a storm from the
South-south—~east, the hawser parted and the berque drifted ashore. The Lifebosat
was launched again at 3 p.m. but was driven ashore by the storm. It was again
launched at 10,30 p.m. and after being driven back six times eventually reached
the wreck at 1145, 411 +the crew were taken off and the ship fell over on her
beam ends an hour later when every sea washed over her, The Austrian
Government presented go.d watches to Capt.Butler,R.l, who was in charge of the
rocket apparatus and to Edward Jacob, Honorary Secretary of the Iifeboat and
sent a money reward to the Lifeboat crew,

The "Oasis" was a full rigged iron ship of 1,116 tons with a crew of 29,
bound from Demerera to Liverpool with linseed. She struck just below the
Metal Man on Sunday night, Janusr, 12th 1868. The weather was thick with heavy
rain and e moderate gale from the South-east, 5ix of the crew put off in
the ship's bost and eventuelly reached Slade in Co., Wexford. The Iifeboat took
about an hour and & half to reach the ”W531”“ The jib-boom was pointing
seaward and the crew were able by the jib down-~haul to reach the boat., 411
those thought to be alive were taken off, On return to the beach the weather
had deteriocrated and the seas were very high. By use of a drogue ( Sea ~
anchor), the Iifeboat was beached successfully. HNext morning another man was
seen o be on the "Dasis'", This time the Tifeboat went out in a Torth -
westerly gale and the tide was low, Martin llorris, seaman R.U.R., had to. board
the ship, bend a rope around the man who was then lowered and dragged through
the water to the boat. Two men were lost.

The record closes with two further wrecks in 1911 and 1914, In 1924 the
station in Tramore was closed, the Lifebcat being transferred ic Dunmere. The
present inshore rescue bhoats al the Bove, Tramore date from 1964-'65,

B o o W e e e e o
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NOTES ON SOME POETS OF THE DEISE.
B ry FRANK HEYLIN

It is estonishing that the same areca of county Waterford should have produced

at the seme time two poets of netional eminence, followed two generations later

by a third and that none of them were native to this region. Tagh Geelach < 'Sull-
leabhain's ©origins are obscure but he lived most of his life in the Rathgormach-
Kilmacthomas area. Donnecadh Ruadh was born in Clar e, . His family may have

been merried into the Powers who were transplanted there by Cromwell. With

the partial restoration of some Power land by Charles IT it is probable that
various members of the Maclamara family came to Waterford to live, The trad-
itiens begun by these twe men centinued, as we shall. see, well inte this century,

Of the earlier pair Domnnecedh Ruadh,it secms, was more destined in youth for =
life of sanctity. He entered the church and studied for the priesthocd in
Rome while Tagh remained in Waterford living a life of gaiety and frivolity.
However, Domnacadh was expelled from the seminary for a "youthful in is retion'
(according to his biographer, 0'Daly) and arrived back in Kilmacthomas. Here
he lampooned a spirited local lady who retalisted by setting fire to the school
he had established there. He seems next to have turned up in Seskinan where,
aged tuerntyTivehe set himself up as a teacher of Greek, Latin, Gaelic prosody
and the threc Hs,

It would appear, however, that this life lacked glamour for him becsuse at some
stage afterwards he embarked for Newfoundland. His experiences here he
celebrated in an epic poem of 360 versges, Describing his lodgings in the Quay
in Waterford he begins:-

Go Portlairge den stalir sin teim-se

Comh farranta le Conon na Ieinne,

Glacaim mo loistin, bord, bidh is feasta

A thbéair na h-og mhna ba chorai in Birinn —-—-
This poem is one of great technical complexity with its alliterative rep titions
and subtle half-rhymes, In translation it becomes a mere jingle:

"Egge seven score, no boasting -

For frying or btoiling, poaching or roasting;
A crock of butter packed full tightly,

A piesce of bacon fine end sightly.

A barrel therc wes of the best fthen growing
0f new potatoes - Munster's sowing.

4 keg of ale - all hail who brew so,

"Twould liven the dead if aught could do so.

While there he wgote one of his most celebrated poems - the bilingusls"As I was
walking one evédng fair". It seems that Donnacadh was drinking in a tavern
in S+4. John's, Hewfoundland, with some of his fellow countrymen when a group
of English soldiers Joined the party. He was requested to compose o poem
.extempore for the occasion, which he did, singing it in alternate verses of
Irish and English. In the latter language he flattered the soldiers and seng
the praises of their nation, but in Irish he damned them and wished them and
their work to perdition.
"Ag T was welking one evening fair
Agus me go deenach i1 mErile Sheain,
I met & gang of English blades
Agus iad g5 dtrashadh ag neart s nemhed.
I ote and drenk both late and early
With those courageous men of war
's gy bhudre. liom na Sesanaigh ag rith ar eigin
s gan de Gael ann ach fior heagig,

Wewfoundlund iz a fine uluntqtlon-
¥ w1ll mv station unt 1
8T bbihc&rr 13

bheltl in Eirinn
Ag EIOE Gulr eiri no §un
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In o different vein is his fomous "Ben Cnuic Drin Oigh' which is, of course,
given in most anthologies of Irish poetry. Donnacadh here would appear to
be rather homesick, {The tronslotion is by Cherles Voxigen) :
Plecsant in that place the sweet song of birds
As a soft znd gentle herp bewailing the Gael,
My fote is to be o thousand miles away
From the fair hills of holy Ireland.

On his return to Irelend, Donnacedh scems to hove settled down once more in
the Kilmocthomos area. . Here presumsbly he estoblished contoet with Tadhg who
by middle age hed sbandoned frivolity for metters rceliglous. Tedhg's poems

ave a strange spirituelity for that era ond he secems in mony ways o forerunner
of Francik Thompson and the loter mystics. His best known work 1s in most
anthologiem - "Gile mo Chroi'. The quelity of his poetry was recogniscd dn his
own time and he was upusual among Gaelic poets in that he lived to see some of
his poems in print.

Donnacadh never did. The closest he mey have got to building up a circulation
was the famous "pass' he issued of the sterling qualities of one Risteard
Mac Gearailt.
In Ath na scoile de brigh go Bhfuil agus go dtainig an brasaire
beal-chaoin egus an clessaire cluicheach,clo-tharghtha,cas—
curathe, crodha, calma, cliabh-scaoilte, etc.,etC....

Some time later Dormacadh ub?ndoncd teaching to become verger of the Church of
Irelond ot Jewtown (Kilmacthoues). Whot Tadgh thought of this tronsition is
not recorded but they rust hove remcined on good teras as, yecrs later, when
Todgh died (thon aged 80) it was Donncodh who conposed the epitoph in Lotin
which still stands over his grove of Dallylanecn:

"This is the rprove of 2 poet, Oh Wanderer
Glance here in sorrows
farious he wos and beloved. VWeeds shode bin how, ond grey dust.
He is gone, he is congucred by fote's invineible arrow,
Yet hath his spirit fron ezrth soored to the stors '"mid the Just.”

This is his locst known work but he lived on for ocmother 15 yecrs. Going blind
he wandered the roods, o pathetic figure it seems, whose work wcs not appreciated
by those in o position to bestow fame on hin, The exoct site of his grove wos

unknown but o later generation decided to honour hin by publishing his works ond
erecting the fine limestone grovestone to his neuory in Jewtown churchynrd.

In the BO years following Tadgh's decth ot least nine different printers sow
fit to publish his works (- see WSEASJ, Vol 1X, Io.l pp 68-70). Much of
Donnecadh's posthunous felie, however, was blographical - lergely because of the
cdventurous 1ife he hcod led. Included in this would bu Tornos O'Planngheile'’s
edition of Eachtra Ghiolls an Amhran as well os the biogrephies of John Flening
ond Risteord O!'Foghludha, Much interesting backeground noterial ig to be found
in "Ceathair Port Loirge cgus ne Deise" by Sean 0'Cadhln.
Trrespective of these publicotionsz, however, the poetlc traditions of the Deif:
seern to hove lived on into this century. One of the tronsoitters of this
culture wos o fellow county-ncn of Donncadh, ond likewise & school teocher -
J_un° Purjodv. The man wost responsible fol perpetucting the tredition wos
Bob Weldon. Born in 1837, he saw both the decline of the langunge ond the
upsurge of nationalisn in the 1880's and '90s. DBy then ¢ nore appreciaotive
audicnee was availabloe. The newly founded Olircaochtos provided a “uit;ble
mediun for his tclents and there he was duly honoured, cnongst other cwords
goining the Donn Oir in 1900. The poetic tradition was then token up by &
younger non, Podraip O'Milescdha of Tournaoneena (born in 1877).  Returning
hone in 1922 ofter 20 yeors wining in Woleg he devoted the next gquorter
century to giving literary cipression to the Geelic culture of the county. He
died in 1947 but we hope the trodition did not die with hino.
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BARTHOLOLEY RIVERS OF WATERFORD, BANTKER, AND HIS KIUDEED.

By Hubert Gallwey

Eorly History of the Kivers Femily:

lost of our readers will have hezrd of the banlk of Hayder and Hivers which
operated in Waterford in the late 18%th century, but few will know anything of
the Rivers family, on which nothing hes so far been published. The reason for
this may be that the name seems to have become extinct in Irelesnd when the last
of this family died in 1884, In England, however, the Rivers surname is still
extant; there are 78 in the present London telephone directory.

according to Reaneyfkthe name is telken from one of the places in France

called La Riviere, meaning the river, and most likely from the one in Calvados
or from that in the Pas de Calaisi” The Tirst recorded tearer of this name in
Fngland, Gozelinus de la Riviera in 1084, must have come in with the Norman
Conquest in 1066, or socn after it, andm may have fought at Hastings. He
appears agein in Doomsday Book, 1086, with . land in Somerset., In 1150 we have
Walter de la Rivere and thirty years later the name sppears among those of the
early orman settlers in Ireland., Hugh de Ryvere witnessed a grant of churches
in Delvin by Gilbert de Hugent about 1180, and Peter de la Ryvere was a witness
to a grant of tithes in Urich (Louth) between 1177 and 1191, whilst Richard de
Riveres, among others, attested Prince John's Charter to the. citizens of Dublin
in 1192, In the following century the neme occurs quite frequently among those
of the witnesses tb charters by which religious houses were endowed. The
registers of Llanthony Priory in Gloucestershire, which had much Irish property,
and of the FHospital of St.John the Baptist in Dublin contain many examples.
fmong the lmights mentioned are Sir Ilobert de la Ryver about 1230, Sir Nicholas
de la Ryvere in 1252 and 1260, 3ir Roger de la Ryvere circa 1260 to 1285, They
are egpecially associated with grants of lands or tithes in and around Duleek,
Co, Meath., Riverstown in Duleek parish is probably called after them., Sir
Roger is occasionally given the Latin form of his name, de Ripariis,( Ripe =
river bank). In the next century they are still associated with the north of
Co.lleath and with the town of Droghedz. John Ryvers senior had a2 messuage in
Drogheda in 1349-50 and John Junior was an attorney practising there in 13593,

Of significance in the light of ocur leter story are the records in 1300-01 of
Bartholowmew de Rivers, described as cne of the Kings'! Gescon merchents., Although
mentioned in DWECtuaﬂ‘S Calendar of Documents rclating to Irelasnd,l cannot see
any Irish connection. The christien name,nevertheless,is worth noting,

After its auspicious start in Ireland the family seems to have dwindled
away until the name beecame extremely rare, 1 have found only two references to
the neme in the 15th century - and they both seem to apply to the same person -
and in the 16th century the only onc noticed is Gyles Rivers, who was one of
the sheriffs of the City of Dublin in 1516/17, ond . an official of the
Corporation for meany years after, but never llayor. There is not a mention in
the fiants or inguisitions of Tudor times. Among the patent rolls of James I
however, we have cne reference which shows that the femily had survived in the
Dublin area, By & deed dated 19th February, 1618, Bartholomew Bellew of Weston
of the 1iall, Co.Dublin, and John Rivers, his sole feoffee, sold and assigned
to Bertholomew Rivers of the same place lands in Counties Dublin and Meath
including “Yeston itself,Kilmainham end Clondalkin near Dublin, Duleek, and
several other denominations in fieath, for a specified sum of money. The Civil
Survey of 1654 shows these lands in the hends of their proprietors, so that
Bartholomew Bivers oy his heirs must have disposed of them before 1641,

L Dictionary of Dritish Surnames.
Another derive tion mooted is from Reviers, & town in Normandy.
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After this trensection of 1618, inrolled in 1622, we have an interval of
50 yeers without a record of the Rivers family, They were no longer landed
proprieters,; 8o do not figure in the Civil Survey or other records of the
Cromwellian or Restoration periods concerned with confiscetion end restitution .
of land. Dut the City of Dublin hesrth money rolls for 1666 - 67 show &
Stephen Rivers with four hearths texed at 8 shillings.

The registers of some of the Dublin City parishes give us the next view of
the family. In those of S%.0atherina's we meet Kimbo Rivers, daughter of
Bartholomew and Jane, born Z24th Tuly, lmptised the following day, ond buried in
Decenber 1687. On 23rd October 1688 Bartholomew, and on 28th April 1691 William,
sons of Bartholomew Riwvers were christened. The registers of St.lMichan's tell
us that on 1l4th larch 1697 ths burial of Bartholomew Rivers, "kild by fall of
ve glasshouse'', took place. TFour others are said to have bo1n killed in this
accident, and two more to have been "burnt in ye glasshouse"., DPresumably they
were 811 glass blowers. One might identify the Bartholomew who was killed in
1697 as the father of three children nentioned above, /[ obstacle,however, is
that St.Catherine's has an ent?y under December 1699: "Dorcus ye dtr of Bartle
Rivers beptised 26th". However this may be, I think it fairly safe to assume
that the Bartholomew Rivers who was christened in 1688 became the tobacconist in
Thomas Street whom we first meet in 171% when he was made overseer of & will by
one John Billop. He is mentioned agsin in a will of 1718, end when directories
begin to be published, he appears in the lists of wmerchants and traders of

Dublin, with premises in Thomas Street right up to his death in 1753. If born
in 1688 he would then heawve be=n 65, His will mentions a son Charles, a niece
Jane Smalley, & nephew Coleb Smalley znd Jane Rivers, deceased grandmother of
same; that is, his own mother. After his death the business in Thomes Street
was carried on for a further bten years under the name of Rivers -and Smalley.,

It is virtually certein that the three Rivers brotiers who seftled in
Dungarvan in the 1720's were related to Bartholomew the tobacconist, but the
exact relaticnship cannot “e siated. He might be their father but, if born
in 1688, it would require two dLl; marrizges in succession, because the banker,
who would then be his grandson, born about 1730, The coupling of an
uncommon Christian name wi a rore surneme (RBertholomew ond Rivers) is alweys
strong evidence that those who bezr the two names are of the same femily. In
this instance one of the three.brothers in Dungarven wes nemed Bartholomew ,
end he had en sunt in Dublin according to his will, Moreover, the fuct that
Bartholomew, the future banker, married a wife from a Dublin family, in Dublin,
sugzests . that he had connections wivh that ciby.

Before treating of the fawmily in Waterford, let us Tfinish off the Dublin
line. Valentine Rivers, e secular priest of the Dublin diocese, was officiating
in St.Michael's parish La 1693, being obliged to say lless in the chapel there
and nowhere else, Ocddly enough he appears once, in 1720 , in a Protestant
register as officiating clergyman at a norricge., He died intestate in or
shortly before 1744. Charles Rivers, the son of the tobacconist, appeors as a
Dublin merchant in many re decds of the 17)1‘Jj 760's and 1770's, Next
comle two distillers with separatec addresses. Patrick Rivers of Church Street
appesrs in directories from 1762 to 1781l; Jeohn Rivers of 24 Cooke Street, sppears
from 1770 to 1799. dJohn married Susanne Plunket in April 1766, but the name

Rivers doeS not appeor in * directory lists of Dublin residents, nor in any
registered deed relating to u1b 1iny _AtuJ 1799. The parish registers that I
have seen and the Dublin Grants Indesx, contain several individuals of the name

besides those thaet I hove picked out bufcre 1800, They include a labourer, a
plasterer, & boker, & marincr, = mcrch&ut end Buphemia Rivers (1728), wife of
Hark Synnott of Drumcondréa. Theve are none et all from 1800 onwards. Evidently
the name had died out in Dublin by the end of the 18th cenlury.

The hivers Brothers of Dungorvan:

iy
&
+

As already mentioned, three brothers settles in Dungarvan, County Waterford,
in the early 173%0's. Their namés were Michael, Patrick and Bartholomew. We do -~ °
not know their order cf séniority, but” we will take Bartholomew first,



BeoBuse he was the first ‘Yo die, He merried anne, daughter of Isaac Quarry of
¥Knockane, Co, Waterford, and by her had three daughters, Mary, Elizebeth and
Anne, Mery merried Bdward Galwey of Dungarvan,merchant, and had issue,
This Bdword was 2 brother of John Galwey of Cerrick on Suir, and they were
descended from the Galweys of Lota, Co. Cork, Elizabeth married Patrick Brennocck,
e merchant in Co, Tipperary, ond fmne lived in Dungarvan,unumarried, end died in
1759, Bartholomew made his will on 26th July 1740 and it was proved on 22nd
March 1742, He mentioned his deaughters and brothers, ond his brother-in-low,
John Quarry,

The other two brothers, both of then merchants in Dungorven, narried two
sisters, Michael merried lary,daughter of Hichard Stritch of Clommel,merchant,
and Patrick mervied her sister,Blizabeth. Doth couples were married before
Stritch made his will in Januvery 1733, and probably ten years or so before that
datg. IMichael Rivers was merried to = second wife, Jene Osborne, by 1746, through
whort he acguired 2 leosehold interest in land in Colligan,near Dungsrvan. DBy a
deed of 2nd Mey 1747, he conveyed this interest to Deminick Farrell of Waterford,
and that is the last we hear of him., He is probably the father, by his first
wife, of Bartholomew the benker and his brother, but it is =lso possible that
Patrick Rivers and Tlizabeth Stritch were the parents.

Patricl Hivers evidently lived longer then Michael, for he is recorded in
1749,1750,1756 and 1764. He wes probably the father of Richerd Rivérs of
Main Strect, Clommel, brewer and temmer. If so, he could not be the father of
Ba‘,aolocuw the banker, because the latter and Richord of Clormmel were not
brothers. This Richard hod a lease of preudses in Dungarven from Patrick Rivers
in 1764. The meworial of the deed concerned does not mention o relationship
between them; but it is likely that they werc father and son. Patrick also had
two daughters (not 1amed) who married Thomas Plansgan and Charles e Carthy.

atrick Rivers, the son of Hicherd, moy be the student of thet name
who wos attending 13 lkenny Acadeny in 1791, In 1843 he was a
menber of Clonmel Corporation -- ore of the 18 councillors . He died
6th January 1846,Llecaving £5 a year towards the maintensnce of the
Presentation Convent schools in Clomnel, He was the last of his
name in thet town and was probably ummarried.

We now return to the remaining brother of the first generation in Dungorven,
Michael Rivers. By his first wife,lory Strich, he was probably the father of

1. Bartholomew, the banker of whor below.

2, Richard, who died at Carricl on Suir,2nd December 1790 and
was described in the Clonmel Gozmetie as brother of
Bexrtholomew Rivers of Waterford. He,or one of his brothers
(but not Bortholomew) rmust be the ”prlquH from Weterford
listed in an official re turn of the foreigners resident in
Bordeaux in the year 1756,being shown as clerk to a
Mr,CGernon {rom Dublin.

3, Micnael, of whom we shall trezt later.

4, Joseph, w1T had & legacy of £20 fron his brother ilicheel in

1807,

5. Thomas, of Dungarvan, who had legocies frowm his brothers
ITichael (1 307) end Bertholomoew (1809). Thu latter left hin
his clothes.

1. Kate,who narried McDermott of Cork and died before 1808,

2. Cu01ly,mﬂg merried John Russell of the eity of Waterford, The
narriage articles are dated 27 llovenber 1756 and are Wltﬂ ssed
by Bdwsrd Galwey of Dungasrvan,Bortholomew Rivers of Waterford,
and Mory Rivers,the sister. The Russells were brewers and wine
merchants in Waterford,cccording to Lucas's Directory,1787.

%. Mary,of Dungarven,Spinster. She was a witness to the above

nentioned articles in 1756 and to a deed of Potrick Rivers in
the same year.
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Bartolomew klvers, Bonker:

Jertholonew Rivers, probably the eldest son, wes married in 1753, so he nust
have been born at least as early as 1732, and perheps several jyears before that,
His childhood wes spent iwn Dungarvem, but by the Time of his marriage he was
elready in business in Waterford., He married Mary, deughter of Philip Blake of
Dublin, penmeker, The morrioge articles are dated 10th August 1753. HMary had a
dowry of £500.

By the 1760's Bortholomew had built up o thriving business and was one of
the principal merchants of Waterford. His ammouncenents in local nkvsp pers
give o good idez of the nature and scope of his trede, Jrom Finn's Leinster
Journal of Tth Decenber 1767 we leecrn that he hed fitted up & warehouss in
Kilkenny to hold porter,which he sold in hogshends, tierces and RKindirkins. BHe
hed slso renewcd the lease of his wholesale grocery warchouse in Waterford and
added several iuprovements. He was inporting and selling wines,spirits,hops
tecs,sugars,spices ete. In the same paper of 9th January 1768, he announced
that,"At his great wholesale wafehouse in Broad Street,Veterford, he sells teas,
coffees, wines, rum, brandy, hops, olls, etc. Extraordinary encouragenent to
those who buy for ready money". Bartholomew was also a ship owner. In the same
paper of 13th July 1762 he advertises that his vu‘ﬁels The Zarl of Tyrone , has
just errived. from Rotterdam. She is to return to Holland et once end will teke
freight end pessengers reascnably. And so it went on, until in 1777 he decided
to open & bank., At that period, as & Catholic, he could not be head of a bank,
g0 he obtained & Protestant pertner in the person of Henry Heyden of Snowhill,
Co.filkenny. Darthoelomew then announced in the September snd October pepers that
he "intended declining Mercentile Businesszs' eand requests that 211 debts dus to
him be paid before 1lst November 1777. His late clerk Mr.John Waelsh, will dispose
of his present stock in trade, "on very cncouraging terms to the Buyer;which
Stock consists of choice old wines of ﬂll"rﬂnt kinds in Wood and Bottle,Rum,
Brandy and Geneve,london Porter, new iincrsal Yater,Teas,Coffee and anculﬂbe,
Saltpetre, Hedsins, Figs and Alnonds, finc Prunuk Tndi;u? Medder, Redwood,Logwood,
Sumeck and Galla, Sallad,Repe end Lintseed Oyle, Painting Colours,Crown Jlnd ow
Glass, choice Leaf Tobacco etc. "

The bank cpened on lst November 1777 under the neme of Hayden and Rive
Two days previously & notice had appeared in Remsoy's ”qterfurd Chronicle ,
Tinn's Teinster Journal , and no doubt in the other locol papers of the period.
The partners ammounce the decisicn to open the banlk, " '1 the house where said
Rivers dwells". They beg leave, " to offer Llckuulvea to the Favour and
Protection of their Fricnds and the Publieclk". Resl send personel estotes of
considerable value will be vested in the hends of the trustees in a pledge to
ensure the confidence of the public. The sdventoge to a commercial city of
bank erected on & solid and substantial besis is stressed. The Directors
"unconnected with Perty, pledge themselves to the Publicle, that they will do
everything in their power to¢ promote and duprove the Coimereial Interest of this
City". "Hours of attendance at the Bank will be frou Ten to Two, as at the
Banks of Corke"

Local pepers of March 1778 cerried the following advertisement: "To be let,
the house and offices on John's Hill, coumonly celled '"The Turret", which
Bartholomew Rivers lately occupied". I+t seens,then; thet the bank was at first
located on Jolm's Hill, but, four wmonths later, moved to Barronsitrand Strect.
Bartholouew nay have moved his private residence to Traomore about the same tine,

It is from 1778 onwards, after he had becone a bonker, thoat Bartholomew
acquired prupurt3 in Tranore Und begaen to take an interest in the developuent of
the plece &s o scaside resort. The idct of 1778 k,k)cllAr Catholies to take long
leases would have encouraged hin. His activities thercv were zlready well
advanced by 1786, when the second edition of The Postchalisce Companion was
published. This corly guide hook nskes the followiag stotement under Traomore.
"The town, which formerly consistced of fisheru:en's huts, was built in a scattered,
irregular nenner; but is daily inproving under its present proprietor ,
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Bartholomew Rivers Esq. Severcl elegant snall edifices, with & handsone narket-
house, assendly-roon, etc. heve been there built at Mr. Rivers' expence; who
hes diffused a laudable spirit of industry emong the inhabitants! (o reference
to this had been nade in the first edition of 1784). In Ramsey's Waterford
Chronicle for 26th February 1788, Dartholomew advertises the letting of several
Tots~oLland suitable for building, in Tramore. Cenon W.P.Burke, History of
Clonmel (p.340) says that &t the +time of the collepse of the bank, he had
projected a large reclamation scherne on the Back Strand. The failure of

Heyden end Rivers' Bank in «pril 1793 put an end to the schenes and enterprises
of Bartholomew Rivers, He 1lived guietly in Tramore for the rensining sixteen
years of his life.

Finn's Leinster Journal for 27+th July 1793 lists the properties offered for
ale in the natter of the bankruptcy of Hayden & Rivers as follows:

m

1, IIr, Hayden's house and becantiful denesne of Snowhill,Co.Kilkenny,l160 acres,
fin estate in fee simples subject to a life annuity of £200.

2y ~ adjoining Snowhill, 65 ocres,

3. Cellarstown in the liberfties of Kilkenny, 186 acres,

4, Terevire (?). Queen's T0. 248 iAcres.

5. lMr.Hayden's holding in Tramore, yearly profit rent £8.3.6 .

6. Coolrahene and Cartnagrege,Co.Kilkenny, 400 acres.

Tia Ballyshoneen,Co.Waterford, 143 acres.

8. Knockenduffe,Co., Waterford, 164 acres,

9. Ballyuolla,Co.Vaterford,(? Ballymollal: ).

10, Ballyfin, Co.Corlk.

11, Three fields at Uewtown in the liberties of Waterford,

12, Crobally, Co.Waterford, 132 acres.

13, XillLragh , Co.Tipperary, 82 =acres,

14, Mr, Rivers's holding in Thopastown,Co,Kilkenny,which contained o will,
an inn and an island, 23 =ecres,

15, Ballygunner, Cao., Waterford, 170 acres.

16, Tittle Island, Co.Waterford, 176 acres on which is a dairy of 76 cows and
the whele set to a2 dairyman. The cows and interest in the land to be sold
together., Nine years of the leasc to rTun,.

17, Mr.Rivers's interest in scveral houses in Waterford,

18, Houses and concerns Tfornerly in possession of Janes Lennon in Yaterford.

r

Samucl Roberts
Attorney for the Trustees,

Snowhill was perhaps the only bolding in fee 3iuple. The rest were all ,or
nearly all, leaschold interests, acguired, not inherited. 1t is odd that the
Tranore property of Bartholonew is not included.

In o letter to The Linerick Reporiter of 141th October 1856 regording the
winding wup of the bank of Hayden ond Rivers, J.l.Rivers, a great-nephew of
Bartholonew, states that in aApril 1793 o bankruptey wos declered: in Moy five-
trustees were appointed; in June they submitted a report o the Lord Chencellor
in Dublin saying that they had received £98,000 of assets and the liabilities
were £87,000, yet the estote was kept in choncery for 57 years and frittered away
on Tictitious mobions" until thers was nothing left. According to J.M.Rivers
the patent clerk who settled the accounts got the preposterous sum of £17,000

1 out of the assets, Roberts the attorney got £11,000 for the winding up end amwother
attorney received £3,000. He goes on to y that he, as the heir at law of
] the Rivers fanily, never saw & shilling fron that estote. We uay ask, why should
he ? Bartholomew had direct descendants. Why should his assets go to the
descendants of his brother 7 They were not an inheritance, entailed on the nale

line, but the reword of his own industry.
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Jartholomew Rivers had one son and two daughters surviving. S5ix other
children eppear to have died in infemcy. The son, Joseph Hlvrrs, (baptised =t
St.Patrick's on 21lst March 1772) beceme & licutenant in the Gaultier Cevalry
(militia) from 1793, and died wmerried at the end of 1797. In his will,dated

9th llovember in that year he says: "iAs my sister Kate Power has generously
supported me and my father, mother and sister inne since my father'!s failure in
business, end hes promised to comtinue to do so, I leave her ny leasehold
interest in Lower Crobelly, Tramcre, and everything else'". The sister Kate had
married, in May 1783, Nicholas Power of Ballinalcill, and was sncestor of the
Powers of Bellevue and Paithlegg and therefore of tne present writer., ©She had
her brother Joseph, her sister Anne (baptised at St.Petrick's y24th April, 17u3)
and her mother living with her at Ballinskill, she (Kate) hav1nL become & widow
one year  after the failure of the benlk.

tlery Rivers,nee Blake, the wife of Bartholomew, died at Ballinakill in
October 1799, ipert from a legacy "to the IHouse of Industry for poor Females
now building at Hemnessy's Road ", she left everything to her daughter, Kate
Power.

Bartholomew Rivers died in Tramore "at a very sdvanced age" on Wednesday
27th September 1809, .In his will, which is dated 15th Novenber 1806, he directs
that debts incurred since June 179% are to be peid in the f£iret instance., He
impeaches the conduct of his trustees to whom he then conveyed his property,
viz, Robert Dobbyn, Zimon Wewport, Humphrey Ilay, Alexander Wallace and
Robert Power, "Only for their pgross neglcect these sixteen years there was
ample to pay all my debts, Henry Hayden's to ne and to the bank were
considerable”, He mentions properties held for him by Hdward TLee and then
continues: " I leave and bequeath g1l my property to my beloved daughter Kate
Power,aliass Rivers, subject to Z70 & year to my daughter Ann RivErS, seesses
I desire that my daughter Kate do reserve uy dwellinghouse in Green's Lene,
Tremore, known as Green's House, and all laand and garden belonging thereto, and
furniture,for her own use and recesidence'. Ile desires to be buried in the vault
of his unecle,Bartholomew Rivers of Dungarvan,

It is clear that Dartholomew had not lost all his property in 1793,and his
having & prerogative will means that he possesscd assel:s worth £5 or over in
more than one diocese, e.g. Ossory as well as Vaterford. It is not knowm
whether Kate Power ever took up residence in Yramore., She was 2t Ballinakdill
when her father died and moved to Faithlesg after her second son had purchased
it. ©She died at Feithlegg House on Tth llarch 1871 aged 76,

N

The Fomlly of Milchoel Kivers of Corrick on Suir:

We now revert to Dartholomew!s younger hrother Michael who also had
interest in Tremore. He had 2 hardwarc business in'IHichael Street according to
Tucas's Directory of 1737. In 1784 he was a signatory to & petition for a
mail pecket between Vaterford snd iHilford Heven. The Weterford Herald of 27th
September 1791 announces his sale by auction of several houses, lots of land
and stebles in Tramore and gives his private address as Lady Lane., In April
1792, together with Bartholomew and Joseph Rivers, he signed the Catholice
Declrr 1tion, end & year later he signed the Address presented to George ITI
by the Catholics of Vaterford., IHe merried lazry White of Clonmel early in 1764,
and died on 4th Novemnber 1807. His will was proved on 28th Deceuber following.
He left £500 to his wife Mary, S8 & year to his brother Thomas,£20 to his
brother Joseph, £40 a yeer to his daughter Alice, £20 to his nlece Mary Russell
of Dungarvan, and £10 to his niece LKate Power. He left £10 to the child or
children of his deceased sister,XKote licDermott of Cork, and one shilling to his
"lying,malicious and undutiful daughter Mery Tobin", but £10 to each of her
three children., Tinally, he left £20 for the education of poor children in
Tremore. is son Michael was the executor, who proved the will,
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. The "undutiful"daughter Mary had married Robert Tobin of Clonmel in 1796,
(merriage erticles dated 27th June), who then settled in Waterford and
established a grocery business in lMichael 3treet. He i1s listed in Pigot's
Directory, 1824, as grocer and tea dealer., He died on 25th February 1840,
having been 40 years in business in Waterford. The Yaterford Mail of 2nd
Jeptember 1840 publishes the following notice: -~ To let, the house at the corner
of dohn Street and Lady Lane in which the late Robert Tobin lived. Apply

Jd., Rivers, Tybroughney Cestle.

Hchaoel RBivers of Tybroughney Castle, near Carrick-on-Suir, is the only
recorded son of IMichael the elder. In 1804 he contributed to the fund for the
building of the Catholic church at Carriclc., In 1807 he proved his father's
will, as we have seen. In fthe Census of 1821 he is described as:-

Mighael Rivers,49,Gentleman,70 acres, agent to Fower of Hellevue; lives at
Tybroughney Castle* . His wife Helen is seid to be 49 also, and one son and
four daughters arc listed with their respective ages.

Tybroughney Castie and estate (652 acres) was leased in 1783 and purchased
in 1792 by Hicholas Power, the husband of Katc Rivers. ITicholas left the
Tybroughney property to his eldest son Patrick Power, later of Dellevue, near
Slieverue;Co,Kilkenny. Patrick evidently made his mother's first cousin,iichael
Rivers, agent for the property and lezsed him the house and 70 acres,

The Weterford Mail of 24th February,l1830 published a letter from Hichael
Rivers, Tybroughney,promising his support to Lord George Deresford at the
forthecoming General Election. Since the passing of the Catholic Emancipation
Act in 1829, he said, he had no cause for opposition to Lord George. He carried
out his promise, and the same paper of Tth April following rceported that he was
attacked at the Chapel,Carrick-on-Suir, the previous Sunday because he voted
for Teord George Beresford, TFurthermore, the same paper of 1st lisy reported
that Iichael's son Joseph hed been Ffollowed by & crowd in Carrick-on-Suir '"and

ca'led opprobrious names" recause his Tather had voted for Tord George.

Micheel probably had property neer Cappoguin for we find 2 notice in the
Weterford Mail of 19th November 18371 as follows: - To be let for such term as
may be egreed upon, the corn stores of Mr. Rivers with lkkiln and a dwelling house
attached, Situated on the Blackwater, one mile from Cappoguin,

Michael married in 1795 Heleno Catherine Cormeck, and died in Waterford on
23rd larch 1834 "of gout in the stomach", at the age of 64. His widow died in
May 1845 at the house of her son-in-law,Dr.A.Ryan in Carrick-on-Suir. The
newspaper notice makes her 84, so that she would have been 9 yeers older than
her husband, if their reported ages arce correcet, The 1821 Census, as we have
geen, glves them the sane age (49), which would meke them 62 and 73
respectively when they died, Recent informetion indicates that Michael was baptised
on 13th June, 1771. The had issue:

1, Michael 5t.John, who succeeded his father in Tybroughney, but
died at the castle in early llarch 1839, apperently without issue.
2, Joseph Michael, who succeeded his brother.

1, Amme, aged 17 in 1831, It is probably she who merried Dr.A,.fyan
of Carrick-on-Suir end was elive in 1858,

2, Harriet, who married on 5th July 1823, Ddwerd Whitby DBriscoe of
Harristown,Co.Kilkenny. She was alive in 1858 and he in 1884,

3, Wilhelmina, aged 13 in 1821, who married,- on 27th Hovember 1830
Thomas Charles Garvey,l,D, She was probably dead by 1858.

4, Eliza, aged 9 in 1821, became & nmun in Clonmel and was living
in 1858,

5. Dorothea or Dora, aged 8 in 1821, She was unmarried; in Augusit
1858 there was an inguiry into her mentel state,ond she was
found to be of unsound mind and,we presume, committed to en
institution. It was stated at the inguiry that her next of kin

*¥3Bee Irish Geneawogist, 1978, p.648
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vere J.M.Rivers ,her eldest brother, and four sisters, who were
named.

6, Catherine, a nun &t the Presentotion Convent, Clonmel. OShe died
there on 27th February,l254. Her brother Joseph Michael was her
axecutor.

Finally, o younger brother wos menticned, but not named, in the
inguiry on Dors Eivers, but not counted &3 one of the next of
Itin, Nothing further is known of himn.

Joseph [ficheel Rivers, the sccond son, succeeded te the family property and
other interests possessed by his father when his elder brother died in 183%9. He
was aged 21 In 1821, He ﬂarriod in December 1838 llarienne Louisa,nee Steele,
widow of Robert Hackett of Birr, and was living then ot Crobally TLodge,Tramore.
He sold the furniture af tnc lodge in 1840 when he moved o E}brOughnLy Castle.

+1c man 2nd his career from the newspaper
Butler and now in the Hational ILibrery. In
Lgricultural Soeclety on the manner in

i "possessing neither capital nor cheracter"
attennt a system of robbery ageinst the farmers. In February 1842 the

ploughing natch orgenized by the Iverk TFarming Society was held in & field given
by Joseph Rivers of Tybroughney. In June 1844 s mecting was held in Carrick
which drew up an address, to be sent tﬂ Daniel O'Comnell in prison. The
chairmen was J.0i Rivers., This is the first record of him in politics; there
were nore to cowe, since he became agsceiated with the Young Irelanders soon
after this.

e can build up =2 picturc

announcenents colleeted by llattl
1834 he wrote & letter to the ¥
which a few Waterford butter

In June 1848 Rivers was a subscriber to & tLatLLOLlﬁ to John Mitchell,
On 22nd July, at o neeting in Cearrick, he proposed & resolution condemning
the arrests of iitehell,lleagher,Gaven Duffy and othuras ond made a leng speech;
and a week. leter, on the day after the skirmish ot Dellingerry,Co.Tipperary,he
left Carrick. The Preemcn's Journal of 12th September, and The Tipperary
Vindicetor of 16th hﬂpdenba: oported thet J.1.Rivers, for whose arrTest on a
ch”*gt of | high treason & war: was  issued after Ballingerry, hed arrived in
France, On lst ”ﬂvpm“ﬂv he wos reported to be et Boulogne-sur-Mer.

he Tipperary Vindicat of 4th July 1849 published a letter from Riwvers from
Paris, We learn from this that he left Carrick on 2?th July of the previous

year to avold arrest. Yith this letter is a copy of a letter from Thomes
Irancis tleagher dated 19th June 1549 i Richoond frlson, in which lleagher!
states that of all the men connectad with the events of 1848 there was not oune
of a character more truly honoureble or of & purpose more determined, than Joe
Rivers ol Tybroughney, The same peper, of  5%h Scptember 1849 reports that

J Jl.Bivers has returned to Tyhroughncy Castle. IIis tensnts welcomed him home
with nusic 3 bonfires. Ie had presunably been granted o perdon, so that he
could return without fear of ocrrest.

In Janvary 1850 Wicholas lshon Power,i1,P, of T“Ltblcng,bropusc& oy
friend Joe Rivers' as County Coroner viece Thomes Gemble deceased, Other
candidates were Johln Hewport Barron, Dr. Thomas Pyne and James Delashunty. The
final voting was Delahunty 49, Rivers 44; so Joseph had the consolation of being
runner-up, 1Ln Hovenber that year Joseph attended o great Tenant Right'!' Meeting
in Ballybricken,Vaterford.

he Munster Express of 1lth Herch 1864 prints & notice headed Crobally,

TrenoTe, i vers toy Town budlding ground. It states that J.J1.Rivers,Tramore is

prensrod to let building lots in this unrivalled site close to the strend and
eilwey stotion. In July of that yeocr we are told that sports events took

ace 1t iverstowr 1@ property ol J.00,Hivers, and ne was 1e prinei T ECN]Ser.
pl 1 R torm, the propert J R rs, d he w th rineipal org
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However, the Rivers connection with Tramore was drdwing to d clése. Eighteen
nonths after the sports meeting Rivers announced that he was selling his
Tremore estate piecemeal; he would sell each field separately, After this he
seenis to have lived mainly in Carrick, the lease of Tybroughney having been
sold or given up, Oor having simply run out. The rental of his estate when
intact had amounted to £236 per emmun and included,-Crobally Upper,Riverstown *
and some sites in Tramore, Tybroughney (held under Nicholas Alfred Power of
Bellevue), Carrigeen and houses in Lady Lenc,Vaterford.

A% the re-cpening of the Catholic church in Carrick,Joseph presented a
window in the aisle, He died at Carrick on 29th June 1884, without issue,aged
86, and was:buried in the Iranciscen churchyard, Carrickbeg, His as the first
funeral to pass over the then new (Dillon) bridge at Cerrick. Probate of his
will was , grented on 17th September following to his brother-in-~law,BEdward
Whitby Briscoe, the residuary legatee, So far as I can ascertain, he was the
last of the Rivers family in Ircland.

Sources (Additioncl to those mentioned in text).

Calender of the Gormenston Register c. 1175 - 1397

Chartularies of St. Mary's Abbey, Dublin. ed.Gilbert.

Celendar of Ancient Records of Dublin. ed. Gilbert.

Irish Record Commissioners! Calendar of Patent Rolls. {in Latin),ed Treshem,

Registry of Deeds, Dublin : Abstracts of Wills, 1708-1785, 2 wvols, ed. Bustace.
PROL: Betham's Abstracts of Prerogetive Wills.

Memorials of deeds registered at the Registry of Deeds, Dublin.

Abstrects of wills token before 1922 by E.Walsh Kelly, Tramore

Burke, Irish Priests in the Pepnal Times.

Journal of the Watsrford and 5. L, of Irelend.hircheological Socilety.

Irish Genealogist, vol. iv

Cork Hist. & -Arch. Journal , 'The Galweys of Munster' by Sir Henry Blackall.

NII MSS. 9503 (Matthew Butler's notebooks)

¥ Riverstown probably takes its name frem the family, It is ignored_in Cancn
Power's Place-Names cf the Decies.
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Winter Programme 1979-'80

All lectures will be held in the Teachers' Centre, 31, The lally
Waterford at 8.00 p.m.

Bept. 2lst: Development of Irish Country lecture by
Houses, 1600-1800, Mr. W. Garner,M.A,H.Dip,
(e 19th: History of Irish Farm lecture by
© Machinery, 1700-1950. Dy My B Offferniils
ov, ‘16thY Viking and KMedieval Dublin lecture by

Results of Excavations Mr. Brendan O'Riordan
' (Director of Hat,Museum)

Hov. ., 30th: The Knights Templars and their lecture by
Houses in the WaterTford Aree. Mr. Tom Nolan.(member)
Dec. 9th: Apnual Tuncheon of the 01d

Waterford Zociety.
5] % - L - - - -
(Separate notice will be sent to members.) 5

Jan, 4th: Irish HouSes and Castles illustrated lecture by

= : © their Arts and Furnishings Hon.Desmond Guiness,
mid, Jan. ~* Publication of Decies 13

Bubscription to 0./.2.for 1980 now due.

Feb.. b als s on , illustrated lecture by
memorials of the dead . Mr, Julien C, Walton
(further details in next issue) (member).

March 14th: Agrarian Unrest in lecture by
Viaterford, 1917-'23% Mr. Emmet O'Connor (member)

March/April : Annual General Meeting of the 0ld Vaterford Society
(Separate notice will be sent to members)

April 18th : Earlier Castles in South Bastern lecture by
Ireland Mr. David Mewman Johnson.

mid.Kay : Publicaticn of Decies 14

* Decies 13 will be sent post free te all members whe are fully paid
up for 1979 (see item 6, page 3, this issue) as well as to new
members joining for 1980, The sub. remains unchanged at £2.50
p.2. and should be sent to the Hon. Treasurer of the 0.V.S.

Mrs. R. Lumley, 28, Daisy Terrace, Waterford.

Correspondence re Decies should be sent to:-
Noel Cassidy, Iisacul, Marian Park, Waterford.(313%0)

: "
end editorial matter to:-

Des Covman, "Knocksne", Annestown,Co.Waterford.(96157)
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