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CHAPTER 9

The Turmoils and The Troubles

Tussles of conscicnce and conflicls of loyvalty continued for the Irish inhabil-
ants unbil near Lhe end of the seventeenth century. They were made worse by the
attempts of the English te convert the people and Lo Lreal Treland as a colony. ‘The
efforts of the Crown to change religious (and thus the national) allegiance of the
magses were manifold,  One ploy was to plant, as already described, loyal Protestant
Friglish, and Scots too, in all parts of the counlry. A preat effort was made to
establish the latter, the Scots, in HUlster, in the north-eastern counties, atier Lhe
"£light of the Earls' (1607). These were the Earls of Tyrone and Tyreonnell who lost
Lheir nerve and abandoned the struggle. The renewsd waves of this land plantation
here and elsewhere, produced fury aml resentment as well as actual physicnl sullTering
among those who had to make way. The theory was, of course, Lo dilute the menace of
Cathsliciem in Ireland by means of good healthy English Protestant settlement. King
James 1 gave the key order, 'Plant Ireland with Puritans and then secure it.' Plant-
ing served another purpose. Shortage of money in Tudor and Stuart times meant that
the soldiers' pay was usually in arrears. land grants provided a way of discharging
this debt, ie grants of land belonging to the Irish. Massacres were as nothing,
Lhough there were those too, compared with the evil caused by plantations.

But there was plenty more in the way of evil visited upon the people of luckless
Lreland, The laws of inheritance were tampered with in such a way that Catholics
could only inherit property from a deceased owner if it was equally shared by all the
family, unless one turned Protestant in which case he received the lot !

Then Lhere was 'souping': this was the gift of soup and other Tood to the
starving peasantry on the condition that the recipients turned to Protestantism ! This
repulsive practice olained for many years. There was more, of course. The law at
the hepinning of the eighteenth century decreed that s Roman Catholiec could neot hold
any office of state; nor stand for Parliament, nor buy land. He could not lease lamd
tor more than thirty-one years and so on. In 1641 che '0ld English” and the Irish
Catholics united te recover their lost lands., There was a wide-spread rebellion and
much loss of life.

It must be said te the credit of the lourth Farl of Clanricarde chat the silual-
ion was a little lbelter in Connacht, at least in his time. Dudley Fdwards (46)
records, in the reisn of James 1,

In the west, Richard Burke, lowrth Earl of Clanricarde, became sufficiently
anpglivised to exercise a considerable influence over Connacht, which to
some extent kept in check the exactions of the new English official.

lt seews, howsver, that the MacWilliams did not cscape the Lrauma of transplantation
altogether. OTHart (47) notes:-

Among perscns Lrausplanted in Ireland, 165334, the following otocur in
"Transplanters’ Certificates, City and Counry of Limerick: McWilliam
(Christian names) Connor, Daniel, Donnagh, Fdmund,... "

Maybe Lhese transplanters werc only remotely conneclLed with the de Burghs ¢of Connacht,
just as theoy were separated by distance and fortune,
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It is interesting to note in John O'Hart's (48) Irish Pedigrees:—

The following have been the noble families in Galway and Reoscommon since

Lhe reign of King James I (1003-25): In Galway De Burp, or Burke, earls

and marquise of Clanrichard; Bourke, viscounts of Galway, and Barons of

Dritas.
This wonld be the Richard Burke, or De Burgh, fourth Farl of Clanricarde, who in the
peerage of Ireland, is shown as having been created a peer in England on 3 April 1624,
It is reassuring to note that this same peer encouraged the literary arts, for L is
recorded Lhal Lhere was a poet attached to the household of MacWilliam of Clanricarde
during the reign of James I. Ilis name is given by E.MacLysaght (49) as Urian MacUOwen
O'Donnellan who flourished round aboul 1610,

Next 1s the interesting story of Ulick Bourke, 'otherwise de Burgh', Larl of
Clanricarde. He succeeded his brother, Richard, Lo Lhe earldom when the latier died
on 12 November 1635, He was unequivocally a Roman Cathelic, but when the great
rebellion by the dispossessed, mainly Roman Catholics and ancient Irish, and Cheir
aympathisers hegan in 1641 he sided with the English government of Charles I. One is
able to understand that, as a great landholder and having personally resisted Fairly
effectively the transplantations in his own Provinee, his inclinations, not to say
gell inlerest, lay with the establishment, Ilis efforts on behalf of the government
were evidently noted with gratitude, for he was raised to the Marquessate in 1646, His
convicLlions were, however, more than skin ileap, for he ;_}ppns‘.e{i Oliver Cromwall at the
heal of a considerable force. Ilis resistance to him was to no avail. Illis estate was
scquestrated by the Parliamentary government and it is astonishing Lo noke that Lhe
value of its income was officially put ar £29 000 a year. Many who took a part in
oppogsing Cromwell in Ireland were later granted a pardon under the Act of 12 Augusl
1652, It is indicative of the effectiveness of Ulick Burke's resistance to Cromwell
that he was selecled as one of Lhe few Lo he exeluded fron the general parden.

Leaving behind him the massive anguish caused by Cromwell the Earl departed fram
Treland For Kent and in July 163537 the Marquessate became extinct, though the earldom
of Clanricarde continued. The records further show that Ulick Burke was succeeded in
the Earldom by Bichard in 1657, by Willism in 10666 and another Richard in 1687, Tt is
specially informative to learn that this Richard Bourke, Earl of Clanricarde, was a
Privy Councillor to James II and that after the King's flight from England in 1684%, he
was outlawed on 11 May 1691 according to the records. He Tived on til1 1702 and died
on 17 October of that vear.

The =uccession wenl on, howsver. The next Earl (17047) was John Bourke who was born
in 1642, 1Ile fought on behalf of James II and was taken prisoner at the DBattle of
Aughrim (12 July 1691). He was accused and arraigned of high Lreason, Nolwilhstand-
ing the evidence he was by Act of Parliament (1 Anne, 1702) acguitted of all treasons
antd allainders and restored "in bloed and estate'. lle had by this time conformed to
the Fstablished Church and one supposes that thisz had much to do with his lenient
Lreatment. Who can hlame him ?  After all he had everything to gain, wealth and life
itself, and nothing to lose - cxcept, perhaps, his self-esteem and his repulation as a
man of principle.
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