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Summary

The first quarter of the nineteenth century was a time of great change and 
uncertainty in Ireland. The rebellion of 1798 was followed in 1801 by the Act of Union, 
which brought about legislative and ecclesiastical union from Britain. If the Church of 
Ireland was ever to make a success of its mission in-Ireland, it was in these early years of 
the nineteenth century. On the eve of this opportunity Thomas Lewis O’Beime, an Irish 
convert and former Roman Catholic seminarian, was translated from the diocese of 
Ossory to Hie see of Meath. Availing of compensation monies, ecclesiastic bursaries and 
gifts or loans from the trustees of the Board of First Fruits, the bishop began twenty-five 
years of infrastructural change and pastoral reform on a scale not seen in any diocese in 
the history of the reformed church.

This study has not one, but two main concerns. The first is to set out, for the first 
time, a full as possible account of the infrastructural changes instituted and maintained by 
Bishop O’Beime during his time in the diocese of Meath. The second is to record by 
architectural inventory, what remains of the churches built or rebuilt during his 
episcopate. The latter is particularly pressing, as already, a number of those buildings no 
longer dress the landscape and several others, due to their current dilapidated state, will 
soon disappear.

In order to gain an understanding of this spate of church building and reform, it is 
first necessary to investigate the bishop himself, his background, career, views, political 
and religious associates. Hence, O’Beime is the subject of the first chapter. To fully 
appreciate the scale of O’Beime’s work in Meath and provide some historical context, the 
second chapter sets out the extent of the diocese and provides an overview of its history. 
This includes land distributions made at the time of the dissolutions, the resulting 
arrangement of parish patronage and tithe impropriations and the role of some of 
O’Beime’s episcopal predecessors. Chapters three and four concentrate on the 
infrastructural changes brought about by O’Beime. Chapter five examines the 
contribution of parish patrons, tithe impropriators, congregations and parishioners at 
large.
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Introduction
The first quarter of the nineteenth century was a time of great change and 

uncertainty in Ireland. The rebellion of 1798 was followed in 1801 by the Act of 
Union, which brought about legislative and ecclesiastical union from Britain. 
However, the Church of Ireland, though an arm of government and led by 
government appointees, many of whom were members of prominent Anglo-Irish 
landed families, in one key respect was not thoroughly united with the Church of 
England. While the fifth article of the union declared the Irish and English churches 
united as one Protestant episcopal church, the Irish element was to remain outside 
the remit of Canterbury. Despite petitions from the Irish hierarchy (an effort in 
which Bishop Thomas Lewis O’Beime played a prominent role) to place the Irish 
church under the primacy of Canterbury, the anomaly persisted, and the Church of 
Ireland retained its name and remained the established church in Ireland until it was 
disestablished by Gladstone’s Irish Church Act in 1869. Nonetheless the enactment 
of the union brought considerable financial benefits to the Church of Ireland and 
treasury monies were made available for purchasing glebe lands and building glebe 
houses and chinches. If the Church of Ireland was ever to make a success of its 
mission in Ireland, it was in these early years of the nineteenth century .1 On the eve 
of this opportunity Thomas Lewis O’Beime, an Irish convert and former Roman 
Catholic seminarian, was translated from the diocese of Ossory to the see of Meath. 
Availing of compensation monies, ecclesiastic bursaries and gifts or loans from the 
trustees of the Board of First Fmits, the bishop began twenty-five years of 
infrastructural change and pastoral reform on a scale not seen in any diocese in the 
history of the reformed church.

O’Beime represents the possibilities of what could have been achieved for 
the Church of Ireland. His career, from a Roman Catholic seminary to the Church 
of Ireland episcopate of the see of Meath, and his unsurpassed achievement in 
church building and pastoral reform, was symbolic of the state church’s capacity to

1 S e e  J o s e p h  L ie c h ty ,  ‘I r i s h  e v a n g e l i c a l i s m ,  T r in i t y  C o l l e g e  D u b l i n ,  a n d  t h e  m is s i o n  o f t h e  C h u r c h  o f  
I r e la n d  a t  t h e  e n d  o f t h e  e ig h te e n th  c e n t u r y ’ ( P h .D . th e s i s ,  S t  P a t r i c k ’s  C o l l e g e ,  M a y n o o th ,  1 9 8 7 ) .
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attract able and energetic converts and place them in leading positions, in this 
important period of the church’s history. This could have been expected to have 
earned him more notice than he has received, and it seems extraordinaiy that until 
now, Bishop Thomas Lewis O’Beirne has been so strangely neglected.

This study has not one, but two main concerns. The first is to set out, for the 
first time, a full as possible account of the infrastructural changes instituted and 
maintained by Bishop O’Beime during his time in the diocese of Meath. The 
second is to record what remains of the churches built or rebuilt during his 
episcopate. The latter is particularly pressing, as already, a number of those 
buildings no longer dress the landscape and several others, due to their current 
dilapidated state, will soon disappear.

In order to gain an understanding of this spate of church building and 
reform, it is first necessary to investigate the bishop himself, his background, 
career, views, political and religious associates. Hence, O’Beime is the subject of 
the first chapter. An early biography appeared in Richard Phillips’s Public 
characters o f 1799-1800.2 A later biographical piece was furnished by Canon John 
Healy in 1908.3 Another is James Kelly’s entry in the Oxford dictionary of national 
biography,4 Additional short biographical notes by other authors are acknowledged 
in the bibliography appended to this thesis, and the extent to which they have relied 
upon each other is obvious. The most recent biographical account of O’Beime has 
been published by the present author, aided by the bishop’s last will and testament, 
lately discovered at the the National Archives, London.’

2 R i c h a r d  P h i l l i p s  (e d ) ,  Public characters o f 1799-1800  ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 0 7 ) ,  p p  1 4 9 -6 5 .
3 J o h n  H e a ly ,  H istory o f  the diocese o f  M eath  ( 2  v o ls ,  D u b l in ,  1 9 0 8 ) ,  i i ,  p p  1 0 4 -6 3 .
4 J a m e s  K e l ly ,  O.D.N.B., T h o m a s  L e w i s  O ’B e i m e  ( 1 7 4 9 - 1 8 2 3 ) ’ 
f h t tp : / /w w w .o x f o r d d n b .c o m /v ie w /D r i n t a b le /2 0 4 3 8 1 ( 1 2  D e c . 2 0 0 5 ) .

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r ,  ‘B i s h o p  T h o m a s  L e w i s  O ’B e i m e  o f M e a t h  (c . 1 7 4 7 - 1 8 2 3 ) :  p o l i t i c i a n  a n d  
c h u r c h m a n ’ in  RiochtN a M idhe, x x  ( 2 0 0 9 ) ,  p p  1 8 9 - 2 0 8 ;  C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r ,  A m e n d m e n ts  to  
O x f o r d  d i c t io n a r y  o f  n a t io n a l  b io g r a p h y ,  ‘T h o m a s  L e w i s  O ’B e i m e  ( 1 7 4 9 - 1 8 2 3 ) ’ 
t h t tp : / /w w w . o x f o r d d n b .c o m ) . O c t.  2 0 0 9 .
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Contemporary and subsequent comment portrayed O’Beime as a 
controversialist and a man who sought and gained the acquaintance of the most 
influential figures of the tune. This is substantiated within the primary sources by 
several personal and official letters to holders of high ecclesiastical and political 
office. There is no great collection of O’Beime papers in any repositoiy, and all 
letters used in the following chapters have been found in the official or family 
papers of the persons to whom they were written. In his correspondence with 
various notables such as Primate William Stuart, Archbishop Charles Broderick, 
Edmund Burke, Lord Castlereagh, Earl Fitzwilliam, the duke of Portland, Lord 
Hardwicke and Baron Colchester, O’Beime, without reservation, voiced his 
opinions on the failings of government in matters relating to Ireland, the Church of 
Ireland and the management of the Roman Catholic church in Ireland. While all of 
his correspondence shows that he was a man of strong opinions, and was a giver 
rather than a seeker of advice, this is nowhere more obvious than in his lengthy 
letter to Charles Abbot in 1801.6 This letter sets out O’Beime’s advice on how the 
ecclesiastical affairs of all religions should be managed in Ireland. He pointed out 
the need for new legislative measures, to compel Church of Ireland clergy to reside 
and attend one cure. He stressed the need for new glebe houses, enhanced glebes, 
new churches and a school in every parish. O’Beime also recommended that 
Roman Catholic priests and ministers of the dissenting religions should be paid a 
government stipend.7 This letter also leaves no doubt that the improvements he 
intended to pursue in his own diocese were of his own initiative and invention. This 
is not to suggest that he intended to work outside the existing framework, but that 
the framework should be improved, in order to allow all Irish bishops to improve 
the state of the Church of Ireland within their dioceses. The letter is signed by 
O’Beime alone. There is no evidence to suggest that he consulted with other Irish 
bishops on any of the proposals he put forward at that time. Indeed, there is nothing 
to suggest in any of the bishop’s letters that he worked or consulted closely with his 
ecclesiastical peers or superiors, at any time.

6 O ’B e i m e  to  A b b o t ,  A p r il  1 8 0 1  (T .N .A .,  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  1st B a r o n  C o lc h e s t e r  p a p e r s ,  1 7 9 9 - 1 8 1 4 ,  
M S  P .R .O . ,  3 0 /9 / 1 6 3 ,  f f  1 3 8 -6 4 ) .
7 Ib id .
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O’Beirne’s other correspondence for the period under study has facilitated 
an examination of his plan to increase the visibility of the Church of Ireland in the 
most physical sense, by budding glebe houses and churches throughout the 
diocese.8 This material sheds considerable light on O’Beime’s efforts to secure 
funding on a large scale, not only from First Fruits but also from a number of long 
forgotten episcopal bursaries. The letters have been found in several repositories in 
Ireland, England and the United States of America. Full details are contained in the 
bibliography.

O’Beime’s views on the absolute necessity for clerical residence, dedication 
to pastoral care and the importance of religious observance were made clear in his 
published sermons, charges to the clergy in the dioceses of Ossory and Meath, and 
in his visitation observations. His printed works are housed in the National Library 
of Ireland, and episcopal visitations at the Representative Church Body library, 
Dublin.

To fully appreciate the scale of O’Beime’s work in Meath and provide some 
historical context, the second chapter sets out the extent of the diocese and provides 
an overview of its history. This includes land distributions made at the time of the 
dissolutions, the resulting arrangement of parish patronage and tithe impropriations 
and the role of some of O’Beime’s episcopal predecessors. Sixteenth and 
seventeenth century manuscript sources from Lambeth Palace Library, the National 
Archives, London and Daniel Augustus Beaufort’s contemporary survey of the 
diocese are the main primary sources used here. Gwynn and Hadcock’s works, 
Hogan’s Onamasticon goedelicum and Brendan Scott’s recent study of the Tudor 
diocese of Meath are among the printed sources used to impart some idea of the 
chronological development and management of the diocese from early times to the 
end of the eighteenth century.9

8 O ’B e i m e  to  A r c h b i s h o p  S tu a r t ,  2 1  M a y  1 8 0 4  ( L .B .C .A .,  W y n n e  o f  T e m p s f o r d  p a p e r s ,  M S  W W Y  
9 9 4 /3 6 ) .
9 A u b r e y  G w y n n ,  The m edieval province o f  Armagh from  1460-1546  ( D u n d a lk ,  1 9 4 6 ) ,  A u b r e y  
G w y n n  &  R .N . H a d c o c k ,  M edieval houses: Ireland  (L o n d o n ,  1 9 7 0 ) ;  E d m u n d  H o g a n ,  Onamasticon
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Chapters three and four concentrate on the infrastructural changes brought 
about by O’Beime. Numerous manuscript sources are used here to illustrate the 
bishop’s approach to stamping out pluralism and non-residence among his clergy, 
and the opposition he met in implementing his intentions in that regard. However, 
his efforts were aided to some extent by supportive landlords and the treasury. The 
former offered glebe lands and sites on which to build glebe houses and churches. 
The latter, through the trustees of the Board of First Fruits, provided gifts and loans. 
However, parishioners and congregations also contributed towards the building and 
rebuilding of churches by means of a cess. This was a vital element in the process 
that has, until now, been given little consideration. The Representative Church 
Body library houses several important manuscript sources relating to O’Beime’s 
improvements in Meath and all have been extensively used here. However, all these 
documents are official in nature and nothing offering a personal perspective on the 
O’Beime period has been found. There are many documents concerning the 
condition of several parish churches, the collection of parish rates and papers of 
licence regarding the transfer of clergymen.10 ‘The returns of Protestants in Meath 
diocese, 1802-03’, was commissioned by O’Beime and used as an aid in his 
reorganisation of the diocese.11 Although only half of the entire survives, it is 
nonetheless a valuable source. A diocesan volume of proprietors, denominations of 
land and observations compiled by John Pollock of Mountainstown, under 
instruction from O’Beime in 1811,12 and a visitation notebook in the bishop’s own 
hand entitled ‘The state of the diocese of Meath in the year 1818’ greatly contribute 
towards a better understanding of the state of individual parishes and the 
improvements made during the period under study.13 There are also a number of 
records relating to individual parish visitations throughout the O’Beime 
incumbency, including a personal account, found among his private papers, of a

goedelicu m  ( D u b l in ,  1 9 1 8 ) ;  B r e n d a n  S c o t t ,  R elig ion  & R eform ation  in the Tudor d io cese  o f  M eath  
( D u b l in  &  P o r t l a n d  O R , 2 0 0 6 ) .
10 P a p e r s  r e la t in g  to  in d iv id u a l  p a r i s h e s ,  1 5 3 7 - 1 9 5 6  (R .C .B .,  M S S  D 7 /1 0 /1 - 4 6 ) .
11 R e tu r n s  o f  t h e  P r o te s ta n ts  o f  M e a t h  d io c e s e ,  1 8 0 2 - 0 3  (R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 /1 2 /2 /2 .2 ) .
12 P o l lo c k  s u r v e y ,  1 8 1 1  ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 /7 /1 ) .
13 T h e  s ta te  o f  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h  in  t h e  y e a r  1 8 1 8  (R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 / 1 5 7 ),
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visit to the Athboy Union.14 While the unavailability of original First Fruits funding 
manuscripts persists, tire board’s returns to government and returns of the auditors 
of public accounts are used in these chapters and are detailed in the bibliography. 
Neither is free of the error of omission. However, the gaps can be largely filled by 
the Representative Church Body’s collection of vestry minute and account books. 
In fact it is in the vestry minutes and parish accounts alone that the scale and true 
cost of parochial infrastructural improvements is most clearly seen. Vestry minutes 
have also proved invaluable to the substance of chapter five, which examines the 
contribution of parish patrons, tithe impropriators, congregations and parishioners at 
large. Again, it is these particular manuscripts that provide flesh for the bones of all 
other relevant sources.

To place O’Beime’s ecclesiastical reforms in the context of their time and 
broader environment, state papers, government bills and statements of account 
pertaining to this period in Irish and Church of Ireland history have been used here. 
The Rebellion papers at the National Archives of Ireland contain some entries 
relating to areas in the diocese of Meath.15 The Bill for enforcing residence of 
spiritual persons on benefices in Ireland, 180816 is a single example of a series of 
sources throughout the period that offers information relating to church funding and 
reform.

Samuel Lewis’s A topographical dictionary of Ireland has been useful in 
some respects.17 However, the volumes are not without error, particularly in respect 
of amounts disbursed by the First Fruits and the dating of churches. Other 
directories used here include John Bateman’s The great landowners of Great 
Britain and Ireland, U.H. Hussey De Burgh’s The landowners of Ireland: an 
alphabetical list of the owners of estates of 500 acres or £500 valuation and 
upwards in Ireland. Burke’s A genealogical and heraldic dictionary of the peerage
14 A th b o y  v i s i t a t io n ,  n .d .  ( R .C .B .,  O ’B e im e ,  p r i v a te  p a p e r s ,  M S  D 7 /2 /1 /1 ) .
15 R e b e l l io n  p a p e r s  (N .A .I .,  C a l l e n d a r  [s ic ]  1 0 6 , 4 .  n o .  2 7 ) ,  p . 3 9 6 .
16 Bill fo r  enforcing residence o f  spiritual persons on benefices in Ireland, 1808, H .C . 1 8 0 6  (1 8 ) ,  i, 
1 3 .
17 S a m u e l  L e w i s ,  A topographical dictionary o f  Ireland  (2  v o ls ,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 3 7 ) .
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and baronetage of the British Empire and A genealogical and heraldic dictionary of 
the landed gentry of Great Britain and Ireland have been consulted to verify the 
names and holdings of a number of landlords in the diocese.18

The fifty-seven churches long attributed to the O’Beime episcopate and the 
additional twenty identified by the present study are the most evocative symbols of 
what it was possible for the Church of Ireland to achieve at the beginning of the 
nineteenth century. The immediate environment and architectural composition of 
each church indicates the influences of its broader historical framework. Most 
church sites had been long established, some since early Christian times, others 
since the formation of the civil parishes in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. This 
pre-existing arrangement was largely left undisturbed during the O’Beime 
episcopate, except in cases where the parish was over-large and presented problems 
of proximity for the congregation and clergyman. The simplicity or complexity of 
the style of church buildings, their size and ornamentation were greatly determined 
by funding. As is shown here in chapter five, the financial wherewithal required to 
build, furnish and maintain a church was often little connected to the means or 
extent of the Church of Ireland congregation. Urban churches of the time were 
generally larger, spired and more externally ornate than their rural counterparts. To 
address these issues, one must consider the contribution of not only the Board of 
First Fruits, but also the financial assistance raised from within the parish. All 
churches have been located and photographed by the author, and are presented here, 
together with architectural descriptions, in the final section. Casey and Rowan’s The 
buildings of Ireland: north Leinster and the Office of Public Works National 
inventory of architectural heritage have been used as aids.19 Errors and omissions 
in both are noted here and appropriate amendments made.

18 B a te m a n  ( r e p r in t ,  L e ic e s te r ,  1 9 7 1 ) ;  H u s s e y  d e  B u r g h  ( D u b l in ,  1 8 8 1 ) ;  J o h n  B e r n a r d  B u r k e  ( 1 5 th 
e d .,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 5 3 ) ;  S i r  B e r n a r d  B u r k e  (4 111 e d . ,  2  v o l s ,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 6 3 ) .
19 C h r i s t in e  C a s e y  &  A l i s t a i r  R o w a n ,  The buildings o f  Ireland: north Leinster ( L o n d o n ,  1 9 9 3 ) ;  
National inventory o f  architectural heritage ( w w w .b u i l d in g s o f i r e la n d . ie /n ia h ).
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The current state of research and bibliography of the Church of Ireland for 
this period comprises many valuable works. However, no work relates the aspects 
of church-building and material Protestant culture within the environment of change 
immediately following the Act of Union. All secondary works consulted during this 
study are included in the bibliography. Some have proved invaluable in providing 
background information, thereby contributing towards the contextualisation of 
O’Beime and the diocese of Meath. They require particular mention here. Desmond 
Bowen’s work emphasises proselytising leaders and the divisions and suspicions 
between Protestant, Catholic and convert.20 Toby Barnard’s A new anatomy of 
Ireland: the Irish Protestants, 1649-1770 examines the life and experience of Irish 
Protestant peers, squires, gentlemen, soldiers, shopkeepers, servants and women. 
The ways in which Protestants sought to retain their social and economic 
ascendancy are examined. Although the work ends in 1770, it is invaluable as an 
indicator of the legacy of life and living passed on to Irish Protestants, of whatever 
social group, in the nineteenth century.21 Barnard’s Irish Protestant ascents and 
descents, 1641-1770 also proved most useful on two counts. First, it is an 
invaluable collection of essays exploring the lives of ‘ascendancy’ Protestant living 
in Ireland from the seventeenth century to 1770. Secondly, the origins and 
connections of several prominent Meath families are given attention.22 In addition, 
the same author’s A guide to sources for the history of material culture in Ireland, 
1500-2000 has been of great use, due to its references to church architecture, 
building materials, funerary art, estate houses and demesnes.23 Barnard’s assertion 
that details of furnishings are hard to uncover, have proved correct.24 Apart from the 
R.C.B. inventory of church plate, there is nowhere any catalogue of furnishings to 
be found, and only in cases where gifted furnishings carry neat brass plates with the 
name and date of the donor is there any way of knowing from whence it came.

20 D e s m o n d  B o w e n ,  The P ro tes ta n t cru sade in Ire lan d: a  s tu d y  o f  P ro tes tan t-C a th o lic  re la tio n s in 
Ire lan d  betw een  the A c t  o f  Union an d  d ises ta b lish m en t  ( D u b l in ,  1 9 7 8 ) .
21 T o b y  B a r n a r d ,  A  n ew  an a tom y o f  Ire lan d: the Irish P ro testan ts, 16 4 9 -17 70  ( N e w  H a v e n  &  
L o n d o n ,  2 0 0 3 ) .
22 T o b y  B a r n a r d ,  Irish P ro tes ta n t ascen ts  a n d  descen ts, 1 6 4 9 -1 7 7 0  ( D u b l in  &  P o r t l a n d  O R , 2 0 0 4 ) .
23 T o b y  B a r n a r d ,  A gu id e  to  so u rces  f o r  the h is to ry  o f  m a teria l cu ltu re in Ireland, 1 5 0 0 -20 00  
( D u b l in ,  2 0 0 5 ) .
24 T o b y  B a r n a r d ,  A  gu ide  to  sou rces ,  p . 4 9 .
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The notable work of Alan Acheson has provided a valuable example of 
denominational history, examining the general situation throughout the history of 
the Church of Ireland.25 His chapter on the Georgian church between 1730 and 
1822 is an important piece relating to the general state of the Church of Ireland 
during the period studied here; its evangelicals and the overcrowded, lobbyist, 
nepotistic clerical order.26 This particular chapter also includes detail of the 
church’s machinations and clerical organisation from the lowest curacy to the 
heights of an archbishopric. D. H. Akenson’s The Church of Ireland: ecclesiastical 
reform and revolution, 1800-1885 is another excellent general history that provided 
much background detail and aided the process of contextualisation.27

A. P. W. Malcomson’s work on Archbishop Charles Agar, though bordering 
on the hagiographical, often at the direct expense of O’Beime, is a valuable 
biography of Agar in the context of the religious and political environment during 
the opening years of the nineteenth century.28 The family power base of 20,000 
statute acres in Kilkenny, was directly related to the five seats the Agars could 
control in the Irish House of Commons and is indicative of their considerable 
parliamentary advantage. Agar’s ancestry and familial connections offer a striking 
alternative to those of his contemporary, Thomas Lewis O’Beime and thus 
Malcomson’s work enhances rather than debases O’Beime’s accomplishments, 
albeit unwittingly.

John Healy’s History of the diocese of Meath, 2 vols (Dublin, 1908) is a 
most important work on the diocese. The volumes comprise episcopal biographies, 
useful lists of clergymen, church buildings, notable items of plate and commentary 
on the state of affairs in the diocese over time. However, Healy’s work was written

25 Alan Acheson, A  h is to ry  o f  the C hurch o f  Ireland, 16 9 1-2001  (Dublin, 1997).
26 I b id . ,  p p  6 6 - 1 3 7 .
27D.H. Akenson, The C hurch o f  Ire lan d: ec c les ia s tica l reform  a n d  revolu tion , 1 8 0 0 -1 8 8 5  (New 
Haven, 1971).
28 A.P.W. M alco m son , A rch b ish o p  A g a r: chu rchm ansh ip  a n d  p o lit ic s  in Ireland, 1 7 6 0 -1 8 1 0  (Dublin 
& Portland OR, 2002).
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more than one hundred years ago, and the ground covered is in need of some 
correction, a fresh perspective and considerable updating.

Riocht Na Midhe, the annual publication of the Meath archaeological and 
historical society has published numerous articles relevant to the research project. 
Several authors have contributed pieces on the many landed estates of counties 
Meath, Westmeath and Cavan. Useful pieces have also been written on civil 
disturbance and rebellion, Catholic and Protestant clergy and the sectarianism of the 
nineteenth century. These include Brian Gurrin’s ‘The Union of Navan in 1766’ and 
‘Navan, County Meath in 1766’. The articles are a study of the 1766 religious 
census, conducted by the parish rector Daniel Augustus Beaufort, and they have 
been most useful in offering approximate figures on the numbers of Church of 
Ireland members in the diocese.29 Gurrin made the reasonable point that as Beaufort 
had a great interest in demographics, his census returns are likely to have a higher 
degree of accuracy than those made by most of his contemporaries.30 As a 
statistician, Gurrin provided an excellent database. His interpretation, explanation 
and use of the returns have been invaluable in understanding the religious 
composition of the area at that time.

The purpose of any research project is to examine the current state of 
research and produce an original work that contributes to the current bibliography 
of the chosen topic. As seen here, there exists an amount of primary material 
relating to Thomas Lewis O’Beime’s reform of the diocese of Meath from 1798 to 
1823, much of it created by the bishop himself. His correspondence, clerical 
charges and observations indicate his views on all manner of religious and political 
situations pertaining to his diocese and to Ireland in general. In order to produce a 
study of the diocese of Meath during the first quarter of the nineteenth century, 
many other factors required consideration. The examination of church buildings and 
their funding and the study of contemporary sources generated by parliament,

29 B r ia n  G u r r in ,  ‘T h e  u n io n  o f  N a v a n  in  1 7 6 6 ’ in  R ioch t N a  M idhe, v o l  x iv  ( 2 0 0 3 ) ,  p p  1 4 4 -6 9 ;  B r ia n  
G u r r in ,  ‘N a v a n  c o u n t y  M e a t h  i n  1 7 6 6 ’ in  R io ch t N a  M idh e,  v o l  x v  ( 2 0 0 4 ) ,  p p  8 3 - 1 0 0  r e s p e c t iv e ly .
30 G r in in ,  ‘T h e  u n io n  o f  N a v a n ’, p . 1 4 6 ,
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parliamentarians, government offices, Protestant and Roman Catholic clergy and 
landed families, have provided additional material that has enabled an examination 
of the broad and narrow context at parochial, diocesan and national level.
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Chapter one 
Thomas Lewis O’Beime c. 1747-1823

The physical evidence of the O’Beime episcopate is well illustrated by the 
many glebe houses and churches that still stand, many in their entirety, throughout 
the diocese of Meath. In this first chapter, die bishop’s character, influences, 
attachments and views are examined by way of his published works and the 
surviving manuscripts relating to his visitations and correspondence, the 
correspondence of his immediate family and some letters to and from lower and 
higher clergy. The majority of his surviving letters were written to Earl Fitzwilliam, 
Lord Castlereagh, O’Beime’s longtime patron the duke of Portland and Archbishop 
William Stuart of Armagh. The material throws light on his position in the whig 
circle and indicates the use he made of his offices and political connections and the 
use those connections made of him.

Thomas Lewis O’Beime (Illustration 1.1) was bom into a Roman Catholic 
farming family at Famagh in Longford about the year 1749. Following some years 
at the Jesuit seminary of Saint Omer in France, he left for England, where he 
attended Trinity College Cambridge, was ordained in the Church of England and 
embarked on a career that took him to America during the War of Independence. He 
was a noted scholar, orator and political writer, who sought and gained the 
confidence and friendship of leading political whigs of the day. Although he 
abandoned Catholicism and often criticized the superstitions of Romish practice and 
clergy, he aligned himself with politicians who were sympathetic to some measures 
of Catholic relief. His talents and contacts gained him the bishoprics of Ossory and 
Meath, where he earned a reputation as one of the most effective reforming bishops 
of the first quarter of nineteenth century Ireland. No record remains of his parentage 
or their connections but the careers and marriages of his siblings reflect affluence 
and social standing which indicates that they too were Protestant.
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Illustration 1.1 Thomas Lewis O’Beime c. 1748-1823

A n d r e w  D u n n ,  c. 1 8 0 0  N .G .I . 6 3 1 4

As mentioned in the introduction, O’Beime’s earliest biography appeared in 
Public characters o f 1799-1800.1 In the extant edition, Phillips noted that several 
important corrections relative to ‘material points connected with the early part of 
his Lordship’s life and connections’ were included. One can reasonably assume the 
corrections were furnished by the bishop himself. This suspicion can be well 
justified by the nature of the corrections, all of which denote O’Beime as being 
chief of one of ‘the most ancient and respectable of the Irish families of the 
province of Connaught’.2 There are many genealogical and contemporaneous 
claims in the Phillips biography that, due to the absence of official evidence, are 
impossible to either verity or discredit. In the interests of objectivity, one must also 
be wary of attributing these details entirely to either O’Beime or Phillips. One such 
claim states that Thomas Lewis attended the Roman Catholic diocesan school of 
Ardagh in Longford town.3 There is no record confirming the existence of a 
diocesan school in Ardagh during the period in question, but there are few records

1 R i c h a r d  P h i l l i p s ,  P u b lic  ch a ra cters,  p p  1 4 9 -6 5 .
2 I b id . ,  p . 1 5 0 .
3 I b i d ,  p . 1 5 3 .
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relating to any aspect of the Ardagh diocese at that time. One assertion cannot be 
considered other than erroneous. It is clamed that O’Beime attended the school 
‘until the class to which he belonged went off to Trinity College, Dublin, in the year 
1763’.4 Trinity College did not admit Roman Catholics until 1793. Without 
exception, boys attending a Roman Catholic diocesan school were of the Catholic 
religion and ineligible for a Trinity education. They were in any event, most likely 
to continue their studies at a European seminary, as was the case with O’Beirne and 
his brother Denis. Whatever the reliability of Phillips’s work, it is worth continuing 
with the details of his O’Beime biography and, where possible, correlating the 
information with other sources.

Thomas Lewis was the eldest of four brothers. The second brother Denis 
took Roman Catholic Orders in France and was parish priest of Templemichael in 
the town of Longford, when Thomas Lewis was rector there.5 The third brother 
John, according to Phillips, served the office of high sheriff of the county of 
Longford and commanded the light infantry company in the militia of that county. 
‘He is married to Miss Peacocke, daughter of Sir Joseph Peacocke, Baronet of the 
county of Clare, and niece to Lord Castle Coote and Sir Eyre Coote.’6 Although 
John O’Beime did in fact marry Eliza Peacocke in 18007, there is no official record 
of him having ever occupied the post of high sheriff. However, in 1797 a Captain 
John O’Beime, of Longford Kady Regiment, wrote in protest against ‘the shameful 
way the Orange boys, headed by Officers in full Yeomanry uniform, treat the 
Catholics’.8 A note included with this protest, gives O’Beime as the brother of 
Thomas Lewis, who at that time, was bishop of Ossory.9 The fourth brother 
Andrew, served and died as an officer in the East India Company.10 It is likely that 
Andrew’s position with the company was secured through his brother’s English 
connections. Due to the careers and marriages of these two brothers, it is likely that
4 Ib id .
5 J a m e s  M c N a m e e ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese  o f  A rd a g h  ( D u b l in ,  1954), p, 793.
6 P h i l l ip s ,  Public characters, p . 15 2 .
7 J . B . B u r k e ,  A Peerage & baronetage o f the British Empire, p . 784.
8 C a l l e n d a r  106 4, n o . 2 7  (N .A .I .,  R e b e l l io n  p a p e r s ,  p  396).
9 I b id . ,  p. 150.
10 P h i l l ip s ,  Public characters, p . 1 5 2 .

14



they too were Protestant. This notion is not so tenuous at it may first appear. 
O’Beime also had at least two sisters, both of whom were Protestant. Revd Thomas 
De Lacy, Church of Ireland archdeacon of Meath, was the son of O’Beime’s sister. 
Another sister, Catherine Molloy Shaw of Ardandra Castle County Longford was 
also Protestant.11 None are identifiable on the convert rolls.12

Thomas Lewis and Denis attended their religious studies for the Catholic 
priesthood under Jesuit instruction at the college of Saint Omer. Due to the laws 
prohibiting such an education for Irish Catholics, students often used assumed 
names and although neither brother was recorded as having attended, their 
education at the college has not been disputed.13 Authors are generally agreed that 
Thomas Lewis left Saint Omer’s owing to ill health, although the extent to which 
they rely upon each other for this information is obvious. A letter of introduction, 
written by his college mentor Patrick Joseph Plunkett on 6 June 1768, supports this 
assumption and indicates there was nothing untoward attached to the young 
student’s departure:

The bearer, Mr. O’Beime, is a young gentleman o f this house who returns to Ireland 
to recover his health by breathing the native air for some time. His promising parts 
and amiable qualities have made him dear to all the members of the society in which 
he lived, and particularly to me. I love and esteem him exceedingly. Every civility 
shown to him, I shall acknowledge as conferred upon myself.14

The relationship between pupil and mentor continued without malice on either side. 
When O’Beime became Church of Ireland bishop of Meath in 1798, Plunkett was 
Roman Catholic bishop of the same diocese. They lived only two miles apart, 
Plunkett in Navan and O’Beime in the palace at Ardbraccan. They were on good 
terms. In fact, while taking the waters at Bath in 1803, the O’Beimes were visited 
by Plunkett, who encouraged the sickly Thomas Lewis to persevere with taking the

11 Last will & testament of Thomas Lewis O’Beime, 12 Nov. 1819 (T.N.A., MS Prob 11/1673, f. 
223); Gallagher, ‘Bishop Thomas Lewis O ’Beirne. politician and churchman’, p. 190.
12 Eileen O’Byrne & Anne Chamney, The convert rolls: the calendar o f  the convert rolls, 1703-1838  
(Dublin, 2005).
13 Geoffrey Holt, Saint Omer 's and Bruges colleges, 1593-1773, a bibliographical dictionary 
(Norfolk, 1979), p. 1.
14 Transcribed in Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 112.
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waters.15 Nigel Yates has written of other comparable occurrences and attitudes of 
ecumenism between Church of Ireland and titular bishops in the last quarter of the 
eighteenth and the early years of the nineteenth century. Yates particularly noted the 
donation of £100 from the Church of Ireland’s Bishop Hervey of Derry towards the 
building of the Roman Catholic Long Tower church; a set of fifteenth-century 
vestments gifted by Chenevix, the Church of Ireland bishop of Waterford and 
Lismore to his Roman Catholic counterpart; Percy, the Church of Ireland bishop of 
Dromore, sitting down to dinner with the titular bishop of the same diocese.16

The chronological order of events for the immediate years following 
O’Beime’s departure from Saint Qmer’s is much disputed by authors.17 Nor is there 
any reference indicating his reasons for changing religion. In fact, some writers 
claim he had been ordained a Romish priest and that it was he who performed the 
marriage between Maria Fitzherbert and the future George III in 1785, and that he 
had never received Church of England orders at all.18 It was indeed possible for 
both Thomas Lewis and his brother to have been ordained in Ireland before leaving 
for the continent. This was a facility often offered to young men prior to their 
clerical education, as if ordained, they could support themselves to some extent by 
performing baptisms and marriages for a fee.19 Furthermore, correspondence 
between the author Maria Edgeworth and O’Beime, his wife and daughters, 
indicates a close friendship between both families over a lifetime. Edgeworth was 
related to the Fitzherberts through her aunt Margaret Ruxton Fitzherbert of 
Blackcastle, County Meath. 20 At the time of the royal marriage, Thomas Lewis 
served the parish of Stamfordham Northumberland, which was but twelve miles 
distant from the town of Hexam and the country estate of Beaufront, the seat of

15 Jane Ormsby O’Beime to Anne Caroline Tottenham La Touche, 28 Sept. 1803 (MS in the 
possession of David A. La Touche, New York).
6 Nigel Yates, The religious condition o f  Ireland, 1770-1850  (Oxford, 2006), p. 253.

17 Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, pp 113-6.
18 Ibid., p. 114; Anthony Cogan, The diocese o f  M eath ancient and m odem  (3 vols, Dublin, 1870), ii, 
p. 186; W. Fitzpatrick, The sham squire, jo ttin gs about Ireland about seventy years ago  (London, 
1866), no 26, n.p.
19 L.W.B. Brockliss, P. Ferte, ‘Irish clerics in France in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries: a 
statistical study’ in PRIA, 87c (1987), pp 527-72.
20 Augustus Hare (ed.), The life and letters o f  M aria Edgeworth (reprint, Gloucester, 2007).
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Maria Fitzherbert’s uncle and marriage witness, Henry Errington.21 However, even 
when these connections are viewed together with the position O’Beime held within 
the whig and regency circle, the contention that he performed the marriage cannot 
be proven.

On leaving Saint Omer’s it is generally agreed that Thomas Lewis spent a 
number of months in London. According to Phillips, it was during that time he 
became acquainted with Dr Hinchcliffe, bishop of Peterborough and master of 
Trinity College, Cambridge. The friendship and influence of Hinchcliffe was the 
catalyst that ‘changed the whole tenor of his life’ 22 Through Hinchcliffe O’Beime 
met Dr Cornwallis, archbishop of Canterbury, to whom he recanted the errors of 
popery.23 With the encouragement of Cornwallis and under the auspices of 
Hinchcliffe, O’Beime continued his education at Trinity College Cambridge.24 He 
took orders in the Church of England on 6 June 1773 and received the living of 
Grendon in Northamptonshire, a parish belonging to his former college and under 
the patronage of his friend and mentor, Dr Hinchcliffe.25 In light of the letter of 
introduction given by Plunkett on 6 June 1768, it was precisely five years to the day 
from leaving the Catholic seminary at Saint Omer to being ordained a priest of the 
Church of England. Three years later, Lord Howe was appointed commissioner and 
commander in chief of the expedition to America. Hinchcliffe secured for O’Beime 
the position of private secretary to Howe and chaplain to the fleet.26 This posting
Phillips described as ‘the situation that may be said to have led to all his future

* ♦ 01fortunes’ and Healy asserted ‘served to bring the young ecclesiastic into notice’.

21 Stephen Leslie (ed.), Dictionary o f  national biography (63 vols, London & New York, 1889), xix, 
p. 170.
22 Phillips, Public characters, p. 154.
23 Ibid.
24 Ibid.
25 Ibid., Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, p. 113; Henry Longley, Northamptonshire and  Rutland 
clergy  (London, 1941), p. 107.
26 David Crooks, ‘Succession lists of the clergy of Ardagh’ (provisional reproduction and updating 
of the succession lists for the diocese o f Ardagh of 1932 by Canon James Blennerhassett Leslie) 
(R.C.B., unpublished typescript, n.p.).
27 Phillips, Public characters, p. 155; Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, p. 113,
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The American expedition brought Thomas Lewis to notice on two counts. In 
St Paul’s church, Manhattan (Plate 1.1), on the Sunday following the great fire of 
New York in 1776, he preached what was described by Phillips as a remarkable 
sermon on the ‘purest sentiments of charity and brotherly love’.28 O’Beime’s 
sermon advised the congregation to ‘be of one heart and one mind and the Lord will 
bring you again; every man to his heritage and every man to his land.’ He also 
cautioned ‘..fear thou the Lord and die king and meddle not with them’.29 He 
followed by condemning the revolutionaries and stressing the debt owed by the 
survivors to the British forces:

.. your British friends ..the brave and generous servants of your king ...flying to 
the assistance of their fellow subjects, in the midst of the flames at the hazard of 
their lives, exerting every nerve to preserve your dwellings and possessions and 
tearing from the hands of the dark incendiaries the instruments they had prepared 
for your destruction, "’

Plate 1.1 St Paul’s, Manhattan, New York

Caroline Gallagher 29 Nov. 2008

The sermon was almost immediately published in New York, giving O’Beime a 
public platform among the literate and displaying his powers of rhetoric to political

28 Phillips, Public characters, p. 155.
29 O’Beime, An excellent sermon preached  in Saint P a u l’s  church New York (New York, 1776), n.p.
30 Ibid.
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and ecclesiastical circles in England.31 In 1778 Howe resigned his American 
commission and returned to England with his chaplain. Howe had failed to support 
the Saratoga campaign. Instead, he sailed to Chesapeake Bay with the intention of 
taking Philadelphia. The campaign was successful, but he failed, as he had in New 
York, to crush George Washington. Howe’s conduct and capacity as commander in 
chief was called into question in England. O’Beime wrote and published a pamphlet 
defending Howe’s actions and lacerated what he termed the ‘inauspicious’ London 
government together with ‘the destructive measures hitherto pursued by a weak, 
ignorant ministry’.32 He showed no restraint in his attack on the first lord of the 
admiralty who, instead of sending reinforcements to the relief of thirty thousand 
British subjects in America, kept ‘forty sail of the line perfectly equipped’ and ‘ idly 
waving in the harbour of Portsmouth, for the entertainment of fops and holiday 
dames’.33 This publication again brought notice to the author and marked him out 
as a political writer of some talent and acerbity and particularly impressed the 
leaders of the opposition. In 1779, Lord Howe repaid O’Beime’s public display of 
loyalty by having him appointed to the crown living of West Deeping in 
Lincolnshire.34 The position he came to enjoy within the inner circle of whigs was 
well recognised, as can be seen in Gillray’s caricature from 1806 (Illustration 1.2), 
where O’Beime, then bishop of Meath, is portrayed wearing a symbol of the Roman 
Catholic persuasion, a rosary.

31 Ibid.
32 O’Beime, A candid and impartial narrative o f  the transactions o f  the fleet under Lord Howe with 
observations: by an officer then serving in the flee t (London, 1780), n.p.
33 Ibid.
34 Kelly, ‘Thomas Lewis O’Beime’, O.D.N.B.
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Illustration 1.2 James Gillray’s caricature ‘Visiting the Sick,’ 1806

James Gillray, 1806 National Portrait Gallery, NPG D 12871

O’Beime’s connection with the opposition whigs including the duke of 
Portland, Edmund Burke and Lord FitzwiUiam, brought him into contact with John 
Almon, the English political pamphleteer and publisher.35 Over the next few years, 
O’Beime wrote several pseudonymous letters against Lord North’s administration, 
under the name ‘a country gentleman.’ He also wrote political comment under his 
own name.36 All were published by Almon. In 1782 the Rockingham party came to 
power, the duke of Portland was appointed lord lieutenant in Ireland and O’Beime, 
having proved his usefulness to the whigs, came to Dublin as his chaplain and 
private secretary.37 When Portland became first lord of the treasury in 1783, 
O’Beime returned to London to serve the same position. As his political friends 
were either in power or coalition for some time, there was no need of political 
writings and O’Beime published nothing for the duration. His mind was somewhat 
occupied with other matters, as in the same year he received his university degree 
and on 1 November he married Jane Stuart, niece of the earl of Moray, at St

35 Phillips, Public characters, p. 156.
36 O ’Beime, a short history on the last session o f  parliament, with remarks (London, 1870); 
O’Beirne, Considerations on the late disturbances, by a consistent whig (London, 1780); O’Beime, 
Considerations on the principals o f  naval discipline and naval courts martial (London, 1781).
37 Phillips, Public characters, p. 158; Longley, Northants & Rutland clergy, p. 107.

20



Margaret’s Church, Westminster.38 They had one son and two daughters.39 His 
daughters did not marry. His son ffrancis Lewis married one Rebecca Hamilton of 
Philadelphia. Although the union did not last, it provided the bishop with three 
grandchildren and subsequent great-grandchildren, who may also have had issue.40 
Neither the marriage, nor ffrancis Lewis’s children are mentioned in the bishop’s 
biographical notes, or in any extant correspondence. While female siblings may 
have been ignored at that time, recording the issue of a male heir was standard. The 
bishop’s grandchildren may have gone without mention owing to the strained 
relations between father and son. The omission may also have been caused by the 
fact that ffrancis Lewis married into a family where the Jewish religion came 
through the female line. The terms of the bishop’s last will and testament indicate 
that it may have been a combination of both, ffrancis Lewis was to receive an 
annual allowance of £300 from his father’s estate. However, the disbursements 
were to terminate immediately should any other, a creditor for example, attempt to 
lay claim to the money. The same stipulation applied should the said ffrancis Lewis 
‘at any time take back and rehabit with his present wife’.41 Whatever the reason for 
the bishop’s upset it was not carried forward through the generations, as his 
daughter Henrietta Emily, provided for her nephews in the terms of her will.42 In 
fact, the bishop’s granddaughter lived with her aunts at Warfield Lodge Berkshire.43

When Portland’s term at the treasury ended in December 1783, he appointed 
O’Beime to the two valuable English livings of Whittingham and Stamfordham at

38T. L. O’Beime and Jane Stuart (St Margaret’s Church Westminster, Marriage Register, vol 55, no
625,1 Nov. 1783, n.p.).
39 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 122; Crooks, Ardagh succession list, n.p.; Gallagher, ‘Bishop 
Thomas Lewis O’Beime: politican and churchman’, p. 190.
40 Robert Winder Johnson, The ancestry o f  Rosalie Morris Johnson (2 vols, Wisconsin, 1905), i, p. 
58; The Jacob Radar Marcus Centre of the American Jewish Archives, Hebrew Union college, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, ‘Franks & Hamilton’ fwww. american i e wisharchives. or pi (11 June 2007); 
Gallagher, ‘Bishop Thomas Lewis O’Beime: politician and churchman’, p. 190.
41 Will, 12Nov. 1819& codicil,2 5 Nov. 1819,f f222,224.
42 Last will & testament of Henrietta Bmily O’Beime, 15 June 1844 (T.N.A., MS Prob 11/2073, f  
288).
43 Marriage settlement between Major A.H.S. Mountain & Jane O’Beime. 1837 (Hertfordshire 
Archives, MS DE/LS/B570).
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seven hundred pounds a year.44 O’Beime did not devote himself entirely to the 
pastoral care of his flock but returned to writing political commentary and involved 
himself in raising opposition to William Pitt’s plan for a commercial union with 
Ireland 45 Throughout his years as rector in Northumberland he continued to offer 
advice to Portland and also advised Earl Fitzwilliam. This is evidenced in a letter to 
Fitzwilliam in 1785 where he furnished the earl with details of hereditary revenue 
for the year ending on Lady Day 1784.46 In the same letter O’Beime mentioned that 
‘..the duke [Portland] wishes me to be in town a day or two before the business 
comes before the house of lords. I shall have a statement of its receipts & 
management ready...’47 Due to a bout of ill health in the winter of 1785 and around 
the time of the controversial royal marriage, he moved for some time to the 
continent. Then, resigning his English livings he returned to his home parish in 
Longford, where he awaited the livings of Templemichael and Mohill to fall vacant. 
It appears that O’Beime was never of a robust constitution. In 1787 he travelled to 
Paris where he consulted a French physician, whose best advice was to take the 
waters at Aix la Chapelle.48 O’Beime does not appear to have abandoned clerical 
duties entirely however, and on a visit to Roscommon in 1788, preached a sermon 
at the Sunday school.49 In 1791, on a longstanding promise from the duke of 
Portland, the archbishop of Tuam appointed Thomas Lewis to the benefices of 
Templemichael and Mohill, where his brother Denis was Roman Catholic parish 
priest.

In his work History o f the diocese o f Ardagh, the Roman Catholic bishop of 
Ardagh and Clonmacnoise James McNamee, hinted that O’Beime, while rector of

44 Phillips, Public  characters, p. 161; Kelly, ‘Thomas Lewis O’Beime’.
45 O'Beirne, A gleam o f  comfort to this distracted empire, in despite o f  faction, violence and 
cunning, demonstrating the fairness and reasonableness o f  national confidence in the present 
ministry (London, 1785); O’Beime, The proposed system o f  trade with Ireland explained (Dublin, 
1785).
46 O’Beirne to Fitzwilliam, 29 May 1785 (S.C.C.A.,Wentworth Woodhouse Muniments, WWM F 
64/117).
47 Ibid.
48 O’Beime to Portland, 26 Mar. 1787 (U .N ., William Henry Cavendish Bentininck correspondence, 
MS P w F 7243, p. 1).
49 O’Beirne, A sermon preached fo r  the benefit o f  the Sunday school at Roscommon on Sunday 
September the 28th, 1788 (Dublin, 1788).
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Templemichael, may have offered many material inducements to his brother should 
he ‘abandon the faith of his fathers’ and join the Church of Ireland.50 He also 
charged that Thomas Lewis was somehow responsible for his brother never being 
given a Catholic bishopric.51 The earlier work of Philip O’Connell offers an entirely 
contrary notion. There is no evidence that the O’Beime brothers enjoyed other than 
good relations and O’Connell claimed that Thomas Lewis and Lord Castlereagh 
attempted to make an application to Pope Pius VII to secure Denis the Roman 
Catholic bishopric of Kilmore in 1800.52 Such a proposal by a lord of the British 
establishment and a Protestant convert was not as anomalous as it may appear. The 
papacy was no supporter of Napoleon I and regarded England as its powerful ally. 
Pius also had no objection to the later proposal of an English government veto 
against Catholic episcopal candidates who were considered politically unreliable.53 
The pope also maintained there was no opposition between a democratic form of 
government and the constitution of the Catholic church.54 This assertion ignored 
the fact that in the context of England and Ireland, although the government was 
elected, the privilege of actually occupying a seat in parliament did not extend to 
members of the Roman church.

McNamee also suggested that although Denis O’Beime ‘commanded 
admiration and respect’, an opprobrium was attached to the O’Beime family, due to 
the religion adopted by Thomas Lewis.55 As shown above, Thomas Lewis was not 
the only member of his immediate family to convert to Protestantism. In fact, it 
seems likely that Denis was alone in remaining loyal to Rome. The comments made 
by McNamee show no understanding of the religious toleration between the 
churches and indicate no appreciation of the broader international political 
intricacies during the period in question. In the interest of fairness however, it must

50 McNamee, Ardagh, p. 793.
51 Ibid., p. 794.
52 Philip O’Connell, The diocese o f  Kilmore, its history and antiquities (Dublin, 1937), pp 530-1.
53 G. D. Boyce, Nationalism in Ireland (3rd edition, London & New York, 1995).
54 Catholic encyclopedia, (www.newadvent.ore) (10 May 2006).
55 Freeman's Journal, 16 Jan. 1828.
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be pointed out that his ideas were probably affected by the reduced ecumenical 
spirit in Ireland during the time of writing.

O’Beime abstained from political writing during his time at Templemichael. 
However, one thing is clear. He was not content to live out the remainder of his life 
as a rural clergyman of lower rank. He kept correspondence with his political 
friends Portland and Fitzwilliam. Portland was kept informed of disturbances in 
Ireland and, in August 1794, O’Beime wrote of rumours that the Irish parliament 
was to be dissolved.56 It is not clear if this was a reference to a ‘union’, that is, the 
possibility of a legislative union, or a comment on a general recognition that Pitt’s 
mainland administration was in difficulty. Extant letters from O’Beime to Portland, 
who was Pitt’s home secretary, and Earl Fitzwilliam in 1794, indicate O’Beime was 
privy to dealings of the London government that were not publicly known. During 
this time, he kept the coalition whigs informed on the state of government in Ireland 
and matters of agitation. The political relationships he had formed over die years 
and his continuing contact with them, probably made him the best connected and 
most informed mral rector in Ireland. His letters to Fitzwilliam, as the earl was 
about to become lord lieutenant of Ireland, reveal O’Beime’s political and religious 
ambitions and indicate his awareness that employment in the former would of 
course, lead to personal advancement in the latter. However, when O’Beime’s 
correspondence with Fitzwilliam is compared with letters from Fitzwilliam to 
Portland, it becomes plain that while he was given a definite impression that 
Fitzwilliam’s appointment had been signed and sealed, this was not in fact the case.

In June 1794 Fitzwilliam agreed to a coalition between the whigs and Pitt as 
they all shared the same view regarding Napoleon and the necessity of restoring the 
monarchy in France.57 Fitzwilliam informed Portland that he was not willing to 
serve in the London cabinet and though prepared to go to Ireland, he could not

56 O’Beime to Portland, 12 Aug. 1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 7244); O’Beime to Portland, 23 Aug. 1794 
(U.N., MS Pw F 7245/1 -2).
57 Fitzwilliam to Portland, 23 June 1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 3765/1-2).

24



immediately take office in Dublin.58 In August, he apologised to Portland for 
delaying his decision on the Irish appointment ‘beyond any degree of decency’ and 
declared himself ready to undertake the position.59 On 20 August 1794 O’Beime 
was convinced that his friend and political ally Earl Fitzwilliam was to become lord 
lieutenant in Ireland:

The certain account which I have received this day, of your Lordship’s appointment 
to the government of this Country, has relieved my mind from great anxiety, and will, 
when communicated to the public, be equally consolatory to every man, who felt for 
the safety & peace of the Kingdom... The moment is doubtless critical, and our 
situation alarming; but with conduct and energy, and immediate exertion I have no 
doubt of your Lordship’s being very shortly enabled to restore to us quiet and 
security.60

O’Beime was obviously anxious to return in an official capacity to the 
centre of power in Dublin, and in the same letter he requested to be considered for 
the position of private secretary to Fitzwilliam.61 He reminded the earl that he had 
held the same appointment during Portland’s tenure and was so anxious that the 
current lord lieutenant Westmorland be replaced, he suggested that if Fitzwilliam 
could ‘not immediately take possession of the government in person’, then 
possession should be taken ‘by your [chief] secretary’ 62 He also asked that 
Fitzwilliam consider granting his brother John O’Beime the office of gentleman of 
the bedchamber63 There is nothing in O’Beime’s letters to indicate that the 
Fitzwilliam appointment was uncertain. However, simultaneous correspondence 
between Fitzwilliam and Portland indicates that there was no certainty about the 
lord lieutenancy. Two letters in August and one in September indicate that Pitt’s 
foreign secretary Lord Grenville had not yet given any decision on the matter as the 
proposition had met with ‘a sentiment of chagrin and vexation’.64 Although 
Fitzwilliam asked O’Beime to furnish him with details of the management of the

58 Ibid.
59 Fitzwilliam to Portland, 10 Aug. 1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 3768).
60 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 20 Aug. 1794 (S.C.C.A, MS WWMF 29/1, p. 1).
61 Ibid.
62 Ibid., p. 2.
63 Ibid.
64 Fitzwilliam to Portland, 11 Aug. 1794 (U.N., MS PwF 3769); Fitzwilliam to Portland, 15 Aug. 
1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 3770); Fitzwilliam to Portland, 8 Sept, 1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 3772/1-2).
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lord lieutenant’s household, neither Pitt nor King George III were made aware of 
the possibility of his appointment.65 At that point in time the deal was being 
negotiated solely between the home secretary Portland and the foreign secretary 
Grenville. O’Beime does not appear to have been aware of any doubt surrounding 
the appointment. His letter dated 6 September acquainted Fitzwilliam with every 
detail relating to arrangements of the lord lieutenant’s household, both official and 
domestic.66 The most comprehensive detail was offered on the manner of making 
various official appointments. Details of official robes, duties and salaries were 
furnished and the earl was forewarned that due to the ‘spewy soil and dykes of 
stagnant water’ surrounding it, ‘the House in the Park’ where he was expected to 
reside, was the most unhealthy place in Ireland.67

O’Beime also advised on more serious matters of a political nature and his 
advice underpins claims that word of Fitzwilliam’s appointment was a cause of 
considerable opposition within ‘the old Castle faction’.68 The then lord lieutenant 
earl of Westmorland, the chancellor John Fitzgibbon and the speaker Foster were all 
opposed to Fitzwilliam, on account of his views in favour of Catholic emancipation. 
For several months before his arrival in Dublin, Westmorland insisted that he 
himself would hold the next session of parliament. Meanwhile O’Beime was 
further assured by a relative of Fitzwilliam and former chancellor of the Irish 
exchequer George Ponsonby that the Fitzwilliam appointment would indeed 
proceed.69 Although the sources do not indicate if anyone other than Portland, 
Fitzwilliam and Grenville were aware that nothing had been actually settled, the 
fact that O’Beime was not fully informed is obvious. However, he was not alone. In 
England, the Fitzwilliam appointment was also believed to have been settled and 
the Reverend George Drummond Hay, prebendary of York cathedral and son of the

65 Fitzwilliam to Portland, 8 Sept. 1794; Fitzwilliam to Portland, 8 Oct. 1794 (U.N., Pw F 3774); 
Gallagher, ‘State & domestic arrangements in the household of the lord lieutenant of Ireland, 1774- 
1775’, in Archivium Hibemicum, lxii (2009), pp 236-43.
66 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 6 Sept. 1794 (S.C.C.A., MS W W M F29/7, pp 1-4).
67 Ibid., p. 3.
68 Ibid., p. 5.
69 O ’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 7 Oct. 1794 (S.C.C.A., MS WWM F 29/9, p. 1).
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late archbishop of York, canvassed Portland to speak in his favour regarding the 
post of first chaplain to the Dublin administration under Fitzwilliam.70

Westmorland’s claim of continued power and Fitzwilliam’s claim of being 
ready to replace Westmorland were exacerbated by the delay of any official 
announcement on the matter. Westmorland cannot be accused of falsehood. He had 
received assurances from Pitt himself that there was no possibility of his being 
recalled from office. This was understandable, as Pitt was not approached until late 
in the year. The claims and counter-claims gave time to members of the 
Westmorland faction such as the chancellor John Fitzgibbon and John Beresford, 
the first commissioner of die revenue, to ‘raise a Protestant party’ to protect 
themselves ‘from the persecution...to which they will be exposed by his 
[Westmorland’s] removal’ 71 In September, Beresford took himself to London ‘to 
manage this point’ 72 The Westmorland lobby approached the king and Pitt with 
their objections and for a time the Fitzwilliam appointment was officially in doubt. 
O’Beime’s letter to Fitzwilliam of 1 November 1794 is full of detail and regret in 
this regard;

Whatever his creatures may insinuate to Mr. Pitt, or however foolishly or arrogantly 
he may prefer their interested remonstrances, he will find that the peace and quiet 
of Ireland is absolutely in the hands of those who looked with pleasure and with hope 
to your Lordship’s coming here. What the effects of their disappointment may 
approve, it, is impossible to forsee.73

In late October Fitzwilliam wrote to O’Beime to reassure him. O’Beime 
replied; ‘your letter of the 21st...delivered my mind from a great deal of 
uneasiness...’74 However, as late as December, a letter from Fitzwilliam to Portland 
clearly indicated the appointment was still in some dispute. Its final settling 
somewhat depended on Pitt who, according to Fitzwilliam, was intent on some 
‘advancement’ for John Fitzgibbon, a man who vehemently opposed the earl. If Pitt

70 George Drummond Hay to Portland, 21 Aug. 1794 (U.N., MS PwF 3419).
71 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 6 Sept. 1794, p. 6.
72 Ibid.
73 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 1 Nov. 1794 (S.C.C.A., MS WWMF 20/10, p. 4).
74 Ibid., p. 1.
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did not relent on this point, Fitzwilliam intended to refuse office, protesting that any 
advancement for Fitzgibbon ‘would give him such weight in the eyes of all Ireland 
and lessen me so exceedingly that I should not think it safe, in these critical times, 
to undertake the government.’75 Pitt eventually sanctioned the appointment and 
though it was a short-lived term of office, Fitzwilliam was sworn in as lord 
lieutenant of Ireland in January 1795. If O’Beime ever suspected that his London 
friends had not been entirely honest with him during those months, he was shrewd 
enough to give no indication of it. On the contrary, he cautioned Fitzwilliam that 
perhaps ‘his [Westmorland’s] patron [Pitt] had acted a deceitful part with your 
Lordships friends in England’.76

O’Beime took it upon himself to advise Fitzwilliam that key political and 
ecclesiastical appointments be given to ‘confidential friends’ and that when 
removing officials from office or granting ‘lesser places’, great care must be taken 
to ensure that ‘nothing like punishment or private resentment must be discovered’.77 
In what could be viewed as a measure of punishment for John Beresford’s stance 
against Fitzwilliam, O’Beime proffered the idea that in the Irish ecclesiastical circle 
the vacant archbishopric of Tuam78 ‘and the several curative employments which 
the Beresfords have of an inferior description, would be a good means for this 
negotiation’ 79 As a churchman, O’Beime expressed concerns for the future well­
being of the Church of Ireland; ‘But the great thing will [be] to take care that 
whatever connections shall be made, the establishment & the national Church shall 
be effectually secured’.80 The tone and content of this letter indicates that O’Beime 
feared that the security of the Church of Ireland was in greater danger from the 
Westmorland faction than from a new administration with a known degree of

75 Fitzwilliam to Portland, 7 Dec. 1794 (U.N., MS Pw F 3777).
76 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 1 Nov. 1794, p. 3.
77 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 6 Sept. 1794, p. 4.
78 O’Beime to Portland, 23 Aug. 1794.
79 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 6 Sept. 1794, p. 5.
80 Ibid., p. 6.
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Roman Catholic sympathy. This is concurrent with Henry Grattan’s feeling that to 
indulge Roman Catholics would not injure the Protestant religion.81

The situation in France dominated imperial politics and was the main 
subject of correspondence between Portland and Fitzwilliam. Revolution was 
anathema to O’Beime and his connections and after 1789 some degree of pro- 
Catholicism became part of the anti-revolutionary stance.82 O’Beime’s support for 
the Catholic cause was measured however and he was not comfortable with the 
notion of full emancipation for Catholics at that time. He had issues with Grattan, 
whom he felt, pushed that ideal too vigorously in parliament and he urged 
Fitzwilliam to speak with Portland on the matter;

..while G [rattan] and other (fiends are still with you, to endeavor to inculcate to 
them and to impress upon them the same temper which you so wisely, and with such 
[ ] regard to your unfortunate country, are determined to preserve.8

O’Beime’s concern regarding Grattan’s overt stance on emancipation was 
compounded not only by Grattan’s alliance with O’Beime’s London friends but 
also by his alliances in Ireland ;

But certainly it will not become those who have made common cause with your 
Lordship & the Duke of Portland, to contribute, by their conduct in parliament, or 
by stirring up such questions as may add to the problems... they are connected 
here & consult very much with men of very different principles with themselves, 
and who will one day betray & divide them, unless 1 am very much mistaken.8'1

It is obvious that although O’Beime was a committed whig, he did not 
support full emancipation and had suspicions of Fitzwilliam’s intentions in the 
matter. The above passages indicate O’Beime’s political astuteness of the general 
state of affairs. His assessment of Fitzwilliam obviously led him to believe that the 
new lord lieutenant could be led by Grattan. By committing his advice to paper, 
O’Beime was in effect, disassociating himself from whatever might ensue as a

81 D.G. Boyce, Nationalism in Ireland, p. 106.
82 R.F. Foster, Modern Ireland 1600-1972  (London, 1989), p. 260.
83 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 1 Nov. 1794, p. 4.
84 Ibid., pp 4-5.
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result of the relationship. As it transpired, O’Beime’s fears were justified. The 
disastrous fifty days of Fitzwilham’s tenure need not be detailed here.85 In 
summary, Fitzwilliam ignored the wisdom of his private secretary. Within two days 
of arriving in Dublin in January 1795, he dismissed several holders of high office. 
Among them were the solicitor general, the attorney general and John Beresford.86 
Although O’Beime had advised him to place ‘confidential friends’ in key positions, 
he also promoted a degree of caution. It is likely that Fitzwilliam received much 
advice from many Irish politicians who sought to advance themselves in the new 
administration, and other acts of recklessness and disregard for any instruction from 
London ensued. Fitzwilliam’s plan for total emancipation was worked out with 
support from Grattan, who promptly introduced a bill to that effect.87 The 
immediate result was Fitzwilliam’s recall. The furore caused by Fitzwilham’s 
actions during his short tenure in Ireland, and the fact that O’Beime had warned 
against those actions, did not result in the end of communications between the two. 
O’Beime sat through the debate on the bill presented by Grattan on 4 May 1795 and 
the following morning wrote to acquaint Fitzwilliam of the proceedings and 
outcome.88 The division was eighty-four for the bill and one hundred and fifty-five 
against. O’Beime also reported there was no violence.89 In quoting correspondence 
of die old castle faction, Deirdre Lindsay has thrown some light on this.90 There 
was no need for uproar in parliament, as a general committee had been formed by 
those in opposition to the bill; ‘120 good men and true were ready to oppose Mr 
Grattan...and there was a strong possibility it would go to 140’.91 With this level of 
assured support, those opposed had good reason to expect a victory and no need to 
cause furore during the debate. There was also however, some degree of confusion

85 See Deirdre Lindsay, ‘The Fitzwilliam episode revisited’ in David Dickson, Dâire Keogh, Kevin 
Whelan (eds), The United Irishmen: republicanism, radicalism and rebellion (Dublin, 1993), pp 
197-208; David Wilkinson, ‘The Fitzwilliam episode, 1795: a reinterpretation of the role of the duke 
of Portland’ in I.H.S., xxix (1995), pp 315-39.
86 Foster, M odem  Ireland  p. 263.
87 Ibid.
88 O’Beirne to Fitzwilliam, 5 May 1795 (S.C.C.A., MS WWM F 30/60, p. 1).
89 Ibid.
90 See Deirdre Lindsay, ‘The Fitzwilliam episode revisited’ in David Dickson, Dâire Keogh, Kevin 
Whelan (eds), The United Irishmen: republicanism, radicalism and rebellion (Dublin, 1993), pp 
197-208.
91 Ibid., p. 200.
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among Westmoreland, the marquis of Downshire and their allies. The appointment 
of a whig who made no secret of his views in favour of Catholic emancipation to 
lead the Irish parliament, was in itself something more than a shot across the bow of 
the hardline Protestants at Dublin Castle and the Ascendancy class in general. It 
threatened the established structures of power, those who held that power and those 
who relied upon the power-brokers for protection and advancement. The sackings 
that took place under Fitzwilliam actually removed some of the most powerful from 
office. When the appointed envoy is one whose policy differs so drastically from 
that which is long established, it is scarcely a wonder that the result is confusion, 
and a fear that the old order no longer has the support of mainland government or 
crown. At Dublin Castle, there were those who were no longer sure what was 
expected of them. The marquis of Downshire wrote; ‘I do not know what to do -  
my principles are the King’s Government -  they can be no other -  but I would like 
to know whether this can be the King’s Government or not’.92

As has been shown, O’Beime offered much advice to Fitzwilliam in the 
summer prior to the earl’s Dublin appointment. During this time he also began to 
actively pursue advancement in his ecclesiastical career. The vacancy of Tuam in 
the summer of 1794 and the inevitable clerical shuffling its filling would create was 
evident to O’Beime. By October he had withdrawn his earlier request to act as 
Fitzwilliam’s private secretary while still agreeing to act as first chaplain; ‘I must 
again take the freedom to decline all necessary considerations for myself in that 
employment’.93 When viewed in conjunction with O’Beime’s political advice to 
Fitzwilliam, this attempt to involve himself only as first chaplain to the 
administration is further evidence of his reservations about the earl’s intentions for 
the management of Ireland. Some time between August and October 1794 
O’Beime’s reservations became manifest. Perhaps it was during these months that 
he became aware that neither Fitzwilliam nor Portland had been completely honest 
with him. Whatever the reason for his change of mind regarding the post of private

92 Ibid.
93 O’Beime to Fitzwilliam, 7 Oct. 1794, p. 1,
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secretary, his shrewdness and ambition led him to take steps in order to secure his 
future within the Church of Ireland. He had already received assurance of 
Fitzwilliam’s intention of putting him on the bench.94 The dioceses of Clonfert and 
Killala were in line for new bishops, and the conferring of Tuam on Beresford left 
the diocese of Ossory vacant and in the gift of Fitzwilliam. O’Beime explained that 
Clonfert would be ‘a considerable loss’ to him. Killala, by virtue of distance was 
incompatible with the situation of a first chaplain based in Dublin and so he 
requested that he be appointed as Bishop of Ossory.95 He got his way, but not 
immediately and Fitzwilliam insisted that he should serve both as first chaplain and 
private secretary. O’Beime was finally elevated to the see of Ossory on 1 February 
1795.

After his ascension to the Irish bench, O’Beime’s correspondence, while 
still offering some comment on general political matters, indicated many of his 
views on ecclesiastical matters that arose in connection with the Act of Union and 
subsequent church acts. For the first time, his concerns for the contemporary 
situation and desires for the future well-being of the Church of Ireland were 
presented in detail. As a parish clergyman, O’Beime’s extended absences while in 
the service of Portland and Fitzwilliam must be acknowledged. However, his 
former shortcomings in pastoral care had no bearing on his sympathies when 
dealing with the matter in his dioceses. Charges to his clergy, first in the diocese of 
Ossory and later in Meath, leave no doubt about his policy on the persistent 
problem of clerical non-residence:

...you must begin by repairing to, and remaining in your respective cures. Let 
me not have the mortification to hear it said, that you are of the number of those 
clergymen, who avail themselves of every frivolous and trifling pretext, either of 
business , of convenience, or indulgence, to fly from their duty and abandon their 
posts. Let me not be told that you are seen idling in the capital... and running the 
round of dissipation and levity, which... it is melancholy to see even the most 
thoughtless of the votaries of pleasure, pursue with such scandalous perseverance.96

94 Ibid., p. 3.
95 Ibid.
96 O’Beime, A circular address to the clergy o f  the diocese o f  Ossory (Dublin, 1797), pp 11-12.
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It was from his newly secured position on the episcopal bench that the 
bishop began to air his views on the Roman church in Ireland, without any regard 
for the opinions or policies of the whigs. O’Beime was greatly in favour of the 
Roman Catholic seminary at Maynooth by virtue of it removing the necessity for 
Irish Catholic families to educate their sons in the seminaries of France and Spain, 
where ‘in addition to their religious prejudices they will imbibe those civil 
prejudices...and excite domestic disturbances in Ireland’.97 He also favoured 
Maynooth, as he believed its institution brought the opportunity ‘to bring the 
education of the Roman Catholic clergy...into contact with the government’.98 He 
believed it a necessary alternative to the diocesan seminaries established in Ireland 
since 1782 and felt no Catholic priest should be assigned to a parish ‘but those who 
have certificates that they have been educated at Maynooth’.99 The seminary at 
Kilkenny, instituted by Bishop Troy, was particularly singled-out by him as;

... a system of exclusive education... to multiply their clergy beyond calculation....
The students of these seminaries do not reside in them, but come there occasionally 
and at stated periods from all parts of each diocese, they must spend the greatest part 
of their time among their parents and friends and acquiring habits of idleness and of 
all the vices, which abound among their own class, and must, of course, become 
a profligate and abandoned priesthood.100

The first president of Saint Patrick’s College, Maynooth, Thomas Hussey, 
bishop of Waterford and Lismore, was educated at the Irish college in Seville and 
acted as chaplain to the Spanish embassy in London until 1803. Hussey was 
entrusted by the crown, the government and particularly by the duke of Portland to 
take charge of the new Irish seminary. It is not known if O’Beime, through his 
longstanding connection with Portland, advised on the appointment. Hussey proved 
less compliant than expected, and in his pastoral letter of 1797 he denounced 
government interference in the ecclesiastical discipline of the Roman Catholic 
church.101 In consequence he was asked to resign the presidency of Maynooth and

97 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 27 Apr. 1799 (PR. O.N.I, MS D3030/739, p. 8).
98 Ibid., p. 2.
99 Ibid., p. 10.
100 Ibid, p. 9.
101 Nigel Yates, The religious condition o f  Ireland 1770-1850 (Oxford, 2006), p. 38.
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when he refused, was dismissed on grounds of non-residence.102 As a result of this 
affair O’Beime declared the Maynooth board of trustees to have been ‘improperly 
constituted’ and mooted the inclusion of the Church of Ireland ‘archbishop of 
Dublin as metropolitan, the bishop of Kildare as diocesan and some additional 
officers of the crown’.103 He also suggested that no meeting of the trustees take 
place unless the majority present was Protestant.104

The introduction of a legislative union between Great Britain and Ireland 
was formally decided on 21 December 1798, and the lord lieutenant of Ireland was 
instructed to relay the decision;

... to all persons with whom he may have communications on the subject... and that 
the conduct of individuals on this subject will be considered as the test of their 
disposition to support the king’s government.105

O’Beime was given notice of the government’s intention by letter from Lord 
Castlereagh on 28 November. His reply of 3 December expressed his strong support 
for the proposal; ‘It will be a proud day for the British Empire if a measure, planned 
with such wisdom and brought forward with such pure interests, shall be crowned 
with success’.106 A legislative union gave O’Beime the opportunity to put forward 
his ideas for the future security and position of the Church of Ireland. The uniting 
and identifying the churches of England and Ireland according to article five of the 
Act of Union was of particular interest to him, although his suggestions on the 
matter have been much misrepresented. According to the fifth article

The churches of that part of Great Britain called England, and of Ireland, shall be 
united into one church, and the archbishops, bishops, priests &c. of the churches 
of England and Ireland, shall from time to time be summoned to, and entitled to sit 
in convocation of the united church, in like manner, and subject to the same 
regulations as are at present by law established with respect to the like orders of 
the Church of England; and the doctrine, worship, discipline, and government of 
the said united church shall be preferred as now by law established for the Church 
of England; and the doctrine, worship, discipline and government of the Church

102 P. J. Corish, Maynooth college 1795-1995 (Dublin, 1995), p. 27.
103 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 27 Apr. 1799, p. 2.
104 Ibid., p. 3.
105 Cabinet minute, 21 Dec. 1798 (N.L.I., Lord lieutenant’s correspondence, MS 886), p. 510.
106 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 3 Dec. 1798 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/389, p. 1).
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of Scotland, shall likewise be preserved as now by law established for the Church 
of Scotland.107

The bishop wished the unification of the churches to go further. He mooted 
that there be established ‘a metropolitical prominence in the see of Canterbury on 
the united church of the whole Empire’.108 Hitherto this has been interpreted as 
O’Beime’s desire to suppress all the archbishoprics of Ireland and make them 
suffragans of Canterbury.109 But in fact, O’Beime used the term ‘metropolitical 
prominence’ and not precedence. A misinterpretation of language has led to the 
belief that he advocated Canterbury as the exclusive metropolitanship, leading to 
the suppression of all other archbishoprics. This is understandable, as any reference 
to an ecclesiastical metropolitanship is automatically deemed to indicate the chief 
see with precedence over all other archbishoprics. However, O’Beime was well 
practised in the careful choice of language and in the same letter he went on to state 
‘ ...still the archbishoprics of Ireland must continue to be invested with all their 
present privileges and jurisdictions...’110 The deserved importance of this last 
passage has so far been passed over by authors who claim that O’Beime’s proposal 
that Irish archbishoprics be suppressed was ignored, when in fact, he did not make 
any such suggestion.111

Another example of the bishop’s precise use of language is evident in his 
understanding of the meaning of a legislative union. The Roman Catholics had long 
insisted that ‘the established religion ought to be that which prevails among the

107 Castlereagh, Speech o f  the Right Honorable Lord Viscount Castlereagh in the Irish House o f  
Commons, Wednesday 5 February 1800, on offering to the house certain resolutions proposing and 
recommending a complete and entire union between Great Britain and Ireland (Q.U.B. Printable 
pamphlet No 1, Document 0371, p, 56).
108 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 13 Nov. 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MSS D3030/1050 with attachment 1123, p.
9).
109 See W. A. Phillips, History o f  the Church o f  Ireland from  the earliest times to the present day 
(Oxford, 1933) p. 288; G, C. Bolton, The passing o f  the Irish Act o f  Union: a study in parliamentary 
politics (Oxford, 1966), p. 88; A. P. W. Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, p. 565; Yates, The religious 
condition, p. 42.
110 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 13 Nov. 1799, p. 11.
111 See for example, Yates, The religious condition o f  Ireland, p. 42; Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, 
p. 567
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majority of the people’.112 A full legislative union between Britain and Ireland 
would render both populations as one, place Roman Catholics in the minority, the 
newly united church in the majority, and thereby remove the Catholic argument by 
turning it against itself, while ‘our church will be unassailable to our adversaries 
and none of them will dare to disturb or subvert the establishment...’113 As 
O’Beime put forward the idea that union would render the Church of Ireland the 
majority church and entitled without argument to be recognised as the national 
church, he probably hoped that its failed mission would be less evident to 
government and crown, as any pockets of religious dissention might have been in 
Great Britain. During the preparations for union, he pressed other suggestions 
aimed at reducing the control the Roman Catholic church had over the education, 
conduct and payment of its clergy and the influences the same clergy exerted over 
their congregation.

The proposition of a government power of veto over the appointment of 
Roman Catholic bishops in Ireland, O’Beime claimed to have discussed with the 
duke of Portland and his former mentor and Catholic bishop of Meath, Dr Patrick 
Joseph Plunkett, as early as 1782.114 He put forward a plan to Castlereagh, 
suggesting what he deemed appropriate government remuneration for Romish 
clergy of all ranks. According to the bishop, establishing a provision for the entire 
‘Roman Catholic clergy that would make them independent of their people’ was 
imperative.115 Such an arrangement would give the crown and government 
unprecedented jurisdiction over the Roman clergy. He advocated a ban on parish 
appointments for those educated in European seminaries as ‘the foreign priest will 
not fail to represent the Maynooth priest as half a heretic, as a government, instead 
of a Roman priest’.116 He failed to acknowledge that church of Ireland clergy could 
also have been seen as government clergy. O’Beime also wrote ‘the exclusion of 
regulars from all parochial situations and employments I consider as indispensably

112 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 13 Nov. 1799, p. 10.
113 Ibid.
114 O’Beime to Castlereagh, unspecified date 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/1507, p. 1).
115 Ibid.
116 Ibid., p. 4.
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necessary,’ and he proposed that no new student be admitted to any order of 
regulars or nunnery.117 At that time, Nano Nagle’s teaching order of Presentation 
sisters had been active in the Cork area for more than twenty-years. Had O’Beime’s 
proposal been adopted, the order would have died and other teaching orders such as 
the Loreto and Mercy sisters, and the order of Christian Brother could never have 
taken hold in urban areas of Ireland during the early years of the nineteenth century. 
O’Beime’s views on the subject indicate his keen understanding of the obvious; if 
the education of the Catholic young was influenced by Catholic orders of sisters and 
brothers, the chances of making converts of the coming generations would surely be 
reduced.

Although O’Beime encouraged his clergy to make converts of the Catholics 
in their parishes and promoted the reading of the bible to Catholic children in 
schools, nothing has been found in his remaining correspondence to suggest he 
considered the printing of the bible in the Irish language. There is certainly no 
mention of it in his recommendations to Charles Abbot. What is clear, is that he did 
not support the emerging forceful form of evangelicalism or promote die securing 
of converts by any means. While he must have been familiar with the views of 
William Magee, nothing has been found in O’Beime’s writings to throw any 
definitive light on the degree to which the philosophies of the two churchmen 
agreed or differed in attitudes relating to conversion. However, their distaste of the 
superstitions attached to Roman Catholicism and the shortcomings of the Church of 
Ireland’s lower clergy were mutual.118 O’Beime favoured what one might call a 
more holistic approach to conversions; ‘If you want to convert the Roman Catholics 
you must get to know them, visit them inside their humble roofs, attend their sick

117 Ibid., p. 6.
118 See The charge o f  the Right Reverend Thomas Lewis, lord bishop ofOssory, to the clergy o f  his 
diocese in his annual visitation, 1796 (Dublin, 1796), pp 18-47; A charge delivered at his primary 
visitation, in St Patrick's cathedral, Dublin, on Thursday the 24,h o f  October, 1822 (London, 1822), 
pp 11-12; Joseph Liechty, ‘Irish evangelicalism; Trinity College Dublin, and the mission of the 
Church of Ireland at the end of the eighteenth century’ (Ph.D. thesis, St Patrick’s College, 
Maynooth, 1987), p, 258.

37



beds...’119 His clergy were instructed to lead by expressions of kindness and good 
example and by the most basic forms of interaction;

Making converts, is a matter of another nature. As it is generally managed, it is a 
bustle of silly vanity or self interest, to encrease [sic], by every artifice, and by 
every method however unlawful, or unbecoming, the number of diciples [sic], 
without any endeavours to better their morals -  it is to proselyte, and not to reform.
This belongs not to the temper of our church. We have not so learned the truth 
That is in Christ Jesus... But we exercise no tyranny over any man’s conscience:
We make no monopoly of the blood and merits of Christ, nor contract those arms 
That were expanded for the redemption of the human race.120

If we hope to succeed in our good cause, we must come down to an emulation with 
them, in exertions only worthy of that cause. An emulation, not of envy or strife; 
not of angry controversy, or disputation; not of any intemperance of proselytism, 
where the idle contest is merely to swell the numbers of nominal votaries, without 
making better Christians, or better subjects.. .121

In early 1799 when O’Beime had been further elevated to the see of Meath 
and following the defeat of the proposal of union in the Irish parliament, he again 
expressed the view to Castlereagh that there was nothing to fear from Catholics 
being admitted to parliament, provided the full legislative union was enacted. ‘I can 
see no possible danger to the Protestant establishment in either countries [sic] from 
such a regulation, under the proposed system of union, although I might fear the 
consequences of it under the old system’.122 This was not an opinion shared by 
many Protestants, and as the year progressed, the Catholic question became more 
problematic. While there is nothing in the correspondence between O’Beime and 
Castlereagh to indicate that the latter favoured full emancipation, the bishop 
recognised the views of Protestants and encouraged Castlereagh to abandon any 
consideration of Catholic inclusion, as ‘any idea of bringing forward the Roman 
Catholics’ would encourage the Protestants ‘in their opposition to the measure 
[union]’.123 O’Beime’s main concern at that time was to secure the position of the 
Church of Ireland and that security depended on the passing and enactment of the 
union. ‘I shall take care to represent to the clergy how effectively they, above all

119 Charge to clergy o f  Ossory, 1796, p. 52
120 Ibid., p. 49.
121 Ibid., p. 58.
122 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 31 Jan. 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/579, p. 1).
123 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 1 Oct. 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/993, p. 1).
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others, are interested in the success of the measure’.124 To this end, the bishop, like 
many others compiled and arranged the distribution of a protest against the defeat of 
the union proposal and in support of its passing.125 This protest O’Beime submitted 
to Castlereagh for approval, together with a list of notable and influential persons of 
property and influence in Meath, whose signatures were expected. It is reproduced 
in Appendix 1.1. When that question was finally settled, O’Beime earnestly set 
about assessing the state of his diocese and preparing for its improvement.

i

124 O’Beime to Marshall, 14 May 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/772 A, p. 1).
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The Church of Ireland diocese of Meath: an overview of its structure and 

infrastructure from before the Reformation to 1792

Chapter two

The history of the Church of Ireland has been well documented by numerous 
authors and there is neither scope nor need for new or renewed comprehensive 
analysis here.1 Lists of clergy, short episcopal biographies and composition of parish 
unions pertinent to the particular diocese of Meath were generally well covered by 
John Healy early in the last century, while the Tudor period was recently given the 
attention of by Brendan Scott.2 However, if only by way of introduction to the 
O’Beirne episcopate, it is appropriate that some explanation of the country and the 
diocese up to the year 1798 should be included in this work. The scholarly debate in 
relation to what was known as the Norman invasion of Ireland and its settlers 
continues. The term ‘invasion’ is no longer used. The terms ‘Anglo-Nonnan’ and 
‘Cambro-Norman’ have been disputed, and the contention that settlers were not of 
any one national or ethnic origin, challenges the basic term ‘Norman’.3 With this in 
mind, an attempt has been made here to eliminate these recognised traditional terms.

The diocese of Meath traces its origins to the early Celtic church when it was 
one of the country’s five provinces, the province that held the site of the high king of 
Ireland at Tara. This claim is important in itself as it indicates that from the earliest 
times, church, politics and family were intertwined. The interrelation was not peculiar 
to Ireland, but was common throughout the Christian and non-Christian world. As 
Map 2.1 illustrates, the geographical area known as the middle kingdom incorporated 
the territories of Midhe and Brega and roughly corresponded to the modem counties

1 See for example J.T. Ball, The reformed Church o f  Ireland 1537-1886 (London & Dublin, 1886); 
Thomas Olden, The Church o f  Ireland (London, 1895); W. A  Phillips, A history o f  the Church o f  
Ireland from the earliest times to the present day (3 vols, London, 1933); D.H. Akenson, The Church 
o f Ireland-, Alan Ford, James Maguire & Kenneth Milne (eds) As by law established: the Church o f  
Ireland since the reformation (Dublin, 1995); Alan Acheson, A history o f  the Church o f Ireland.
2 Healy, History o f  the diocese, i, ii; Scott, Religion and Reformation.
3 Sean Dufly (ed.), Medieval Ireland: an encyclopedia (New York & Oxford, 2005), pp 17-17.
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of Meath and Westmeath. It also included parts of Louth, Dublin, Longford, Kildare 
and King’s County.

Map 2.1 Ireland c. 700 AD: Midhe and Brega

In Tudor times, by an act of state, the Church of Ireland became the 
established or official church in Ireland. There is no attempt here to investigate, 
assess or argue the causes of failure regarding the religious Reformation in Ireland or 
in the diocese of Meath, as such perspectives and theories of Reformation 
historiography have been put forward by authors including Brendan Bradshaw, 
Nicholas Canny, Colm Lennon, Helen Cobum-Walshe and many others.4 Rather, the 
purpose of this chapter is to offer a review of the contributory factors that over time 
resulted in the state of the diocese as it was at the end of the eighteenth century.
4 Brendan Bradshaw, The dissolution o f  the religious orders in Ireland under Henry VIII (Cambridge, 
1974); Nicholas Canny, 'Why the Reformation failed in Ireland: une question mal posée', in Jn. Eccl. 
Hist., 33 (1979), pp 423 -51 ; Colm Lennon, Sixteenth-century Ireland: the incomplete conquest 
(Dublin, 1994); Helen Cobum-Walshe, ‘Responses to the Protestant Reformation in sixteenth-century 
Meath’, in Riocht na Midhe, 8 (1987), pp 97-109.
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Meath is outlined from the status of province to its demotion to the category of 
diocese at the Synod of Rathbreasil in the year 1111. The religious influence and 
infrastructural changes brought by its overlord Hugh de Lacy are briefly visited as are 
the effects of the dissolution of religious houses, from the perspective of lost 
revenues. These factors are relevant, as they all contributed to the state of the diocese 
as it presented itself to the new faith in the sixteenth century. Following the 
dissolution of monasteries, the distribution of monastic lands proved that 
interrelations between politics and family took precedence over the relationship 
between politics and church, despite the fact that the Church of Ireland was declared 
the established church and therefore inextricably linked with the offices and auspices 
of state. The penal laws of William and Mary, though not always enforced, had 
negative effects on the Church of Ireland, particularly in the way its members and 
clergy were regarded by the Roman Catholic majority. From time to time there were 
outbreaks of civil disturbance when churches and clergymen were targeted. In 1745 
the bishop of Meath, Hemy Maule, reported a threatening hand bill found pinned to 
the church door of a Dublin church. It began ‘a notice to all Protestant verm in’.5 
These episodes increased from the 1760s, when agrarian societies became more 
active. There was a lack of financial support from government. The indifference of 
parish patrons and the lay appropriation of tithes hampered the development of the 
church and the income of its clergy. Pluralism, non-resident clergy and the parochial 
appointment of several clergy without the benefit of a formal education in divinity 
studies further combined to retard the diocesan infrastructure and limit the Church of 
Ireland mission.

It is said that in the fifth century Saint Patrick founded the first Irish 
bishopric at Armagh. It remained the only fixed episcopal see for 650 years. The 
Celtic church did not conform to the style of church organisation then prevalent in 
western Christendom. There was no diocesan structure and Irish bishops exercised 
episcopal function either from within the monasteries under the jurisdiction of the 
monastic abbot, or wandered about the countryside. During the second quarter of the
5 Letters & correspondence, Charles II-George IH, 19 Sept. 1745 (T.N. A., SP 36/68), f. 144.
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sixth century the title of bishop was dropped in favour of abbot. Even Armagh fell in 
line with the rest of the Irish church and became first and foremost a monastic centre 
until its archbishopric was restored in the twelfth century. Early in the eleventh 
century, Sitric the Christianised Dane brought the Roman-style of church organisation 
to Dublin and other Danish strongholds in Ireland. The Dublin churches of Saint 
Werburgh and Saint Audeon were dedicated to non-Irish saints. The choice of patron 
saint was indicative of Danish opposition to the Irish church. Sitric’s bishops, though 
mostly Irish, were educated abroad, consecrated at Canterbury and operated under the 
discipline of the Anglo-Roman church. These bishops of Dublin, Limerick and 
Waterford all refused to cooperate with Cellach who held the primacy of the Celtic 
church at Armagh. In 1111, Gilbert, the Danish bishop of Limerick presided over the 
Synod of Rathbreasil when steps were taken to divide the church into twenty-four 
dioceses, in addition to the primatial see of Armagh. At the Synod of Kells and 
Mellifont in 1152, the Irish church was detached from Canterbury and affiliated to 
Rome when Cardinal John Paparo came from the Holy See, bringing with him four 
pallia, for the provinces of Armagh, Dublin, Tuam and Cashel. There was no pallium 
for Meath and the status of province was lost. In recognition of its former station as a 
royal seat and ecclesiastical see, some appeasement was made by designating Meath 
the senior bishopric within the province of Armagh. Its bishop was given the 
archiepiscopal title of ‘Most Reverend’. Twenty-one other Irish dioceses were 
consolidated, their extent largely based on territorial boundaries of dynastic families 
and centred on established monastic sites. Meath comprised eight episcopal sees: 
Duleek, Clonard, Kells, Trim, Dunshaughlin, Ardbraccan, Slane and Fore. As Map 
2.2 indicates, the southwestern area held no episcopal sees beyond Clonard. At the 
Synod of Kells, all but Duleek and Kells were consolidated and the see of Meath was 
located at the cathedral of Clonard.6

6 Scott, Religion & Reformation, p. 27,



Map 2 2 The sees o f M eath before the consolidation o f  the diocese in the early thirteenth
century
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Source; B.J. Graham, ‘Medieval settlement pattern of Anglo-Norman Eastmeath’, in R.H 
Buchannan, R A Butlin & D. McCourt (eds), Fields, farms and settlements in Europe (Ulster, 
1976), pp 38-47 at p. 42

In October 1171, Hugh de Lacy, the fifth Baron Lacy arrived in Ireland with 
Henry II. By providing the king with the service of fifty knights, de Lacy became the 
king’s tenant-in-chief and was given a charter for the entire kingdom of Mi de which 
comprised c.325,000 hectares.7 To establish his lordship and secure control, de Lacy 
employed the system of subinfeudation. Gaelic kings were replaced by settler barons, 
knights, men-at-arms and retainers on whom de Lacy could rely.8 For example, 
Deece was granted to Baron Hugh de Hussey and Delvin to Gilbert de Nugent.9 
Although incomplete, The deeds o f the Normans in Ireland gives some indication of 
the new lordship’s extensive infringement on Gaelic lands10 (see Table 2.1). Although 
there must have been some earlier arrangement of parishes, when localised 
reorganisation began in earnest, the settlement of these lands brought changes in

7 James Mills, M.J. McEnery (eds), Calendar o f  the Gormanston register (Dublin, 1916), p. 6177; 
Michael Potterton, Medieval Trim: history and archaeology (Dublin & Portland OR, 2005), p. 69.
8 Evelyn Mullally (ed), The deeds o f  the Normans in Ireland: Tm  Geste des Engleis en Yrlande (Dublin 
& Portland OR, 2002), p. 133.
9 Ibid., p. 134; Potterton, Medieval Trim, p. 71.
10 Mullally (ed.), The deeds o f  the Normans, pp 133-4.

Pure
Kells

Ardbraccan

Siane

Duleck

Trim

Clonard

Dtinsliaughlin

44



population that resulted in the formation of what we refer to as civil parishes.11 
Many of these survived as parish or parish unions, at least in name, well beyond 
church disestablishment and into the present century.

Table 2.1 de Lacy land grants in M eath during the late twelfth century
Lands Grantee

Ardnurcher)* Meilyr Fitzhenry
Creewood & Slane* Baron Richard de Fleming
Lands & honours of Delvin* Gilbert de Nugent
Emlagh Beccon to the north of Kells Thomas de Craville
Kilbixy* Geoffrey de Costentin
Navan* & Ardbraccan* Gilbert de Nangle
Rathwire* [alias Killucan] Baron Robert de Lacy
Rathconaty* Adam Dullard
Rathkenny* Baron William Petit
Skryne* Adam de Feipo
A rich fife Richard Tuite
Good & Pleasant land Richard de la Chapelle
Lands & honours William de Musset
A fine territory Baron Hugh de Hussey
Source: Mullally (ed), The deeds o f  the Normans, 113133-3172, pp 133-4
*Parish names surviving to nineteenth century

de Lacy’s organisation resulted in the formation of several seigniorial manors. 
A relationship between family and church was continued in that many manors were 
located at early Christian church sites. Graham lists Clonard, Kells, Fore, Slane, 
Duleek and Skryne12 as manorial sites.13 In 1216, the bishop of Meath Simon de 
Rochfort, brought the sees of Kells, Slane, Clonard and Dunshaughlin into his 
diocese.14 In 1206 de Rochfort moved his see to Newtown Abbey at Trim, the 
stronghold of Hugh de Lacy, where it remained until the reign of Henry VIII.15 The

11 For changes in settlement patterns see P.J. Duffy, ‘The shape of the parish’, in Elizabeth Fitzpatrick 
& Raymond Gillespie (eds), The parish in medieval and early modern Ireland: community, territory 
and building (Dublin & Portland OR, 2006), pp 33-61 at p. 34.
12 Skryne was once an episcopal see, but along with others was incorporated and fixed at Clonard 
sometime prior to 1152. See Cogan .The diocese o f  Meath ancient and modem, i, pp 6 & 57.
13 Graham, ‘Medieval settlement pattern’, p. 42.
14 Robert Thompson, Statistical survey o f  the County o f  Meath, with observations on the means o f  
improvement; drawn up fo r  the consideration, and under the direction o f  The Dublin Society (Dublin, 
1802), p. xvii; See Healy, History o f  the diocese, i, p. 78, for an unreferenced mention of a bishop of 
Kells in 1202.
15 Scott, Religion & Reformation, p. 27.
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pre-Reformation lordship also increased the number of religious houses in the 
territory. Tables 2.2 and 2.3 are compiled from a number of printed sources and 
indicate the Hibemo religious houses extant in what became the diocese of Meath; the 
extent of the religious houses established by the newcomers and the sites of existing 
Hibemo religious houses where the newcomers also founded houses between 1172 
and the dissolution or suppression that began in 1539.16

Table 2.2 H ibem o religious houses in w hat became the Church o f Ireland diocese o f M eath
House Acreage Order Founded Founder
Abbeyshrule 
Flumen Dei 
Queen’s Co.,

450 Cistercian Before 900s O’Ferrals

Ardagh LD n.a. Early Irish 400s St Patrick
Ardbraccan MH n.a. Early Irish 500s St Breccan
Bective MH 1,600 Cistercian 1147 Murchad

O’Melaghlin
Clonard MH n.a. Early Irish 500s StFinnian
St Mary’s 
nunnery

n.a. Arroasian canonesses 1144 Murchad 
O’Melaghlin & 
St Malachy

St Peter’s 273.5 Arroasian canons 1144 probably 
founded both

Clonmacnoise 
King’s Co.,

Nunnery

c.1,250

n.a.

Early Irish 
Culdee
Augustinian or 
Arroasian canons 
Early 1000s 
Rebuilt

500s
1031
1163
1026
1167

St Ciaran
Conn-na-mBocht
Dermot
O’Melaghlin
Unknown
Dervogilla O’Ruairc

Donaghmore MH n.a. Early Irish 400s St Patrick
Donaghpatrick
MH

n.a. Early Irish 400s St Patrick

Dulane MH n.a. Early Irish 400s St Carantoch
Duleek MH n.a. Early Irish 500s St Cianan
St Mary’s n.a. Arroasian canons c. 1140s Muircertach 

O’Kelly & 
St Malachy

Dunshaughlin
MH

n.a. Early Irish 400s St Sechnall

16 Mervyn Archdall, Monasticon Hibernicum (Dublin, 1786); John Ryan, Irish monasticism: origins 
and development (New York, 1931); Hogan, Onomasticon, John O’Donovan, Annals o f  the kingdom o f  
Ireland by the Four Masters from the earliest period to the year 1616 (Dublin, 1848-51), J.F. Tyrrell, 
Plundered abbeys o f  Westmeath (no place, 1912); Gwynn & Hadcock, Medieval religious houses.
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(continued) House Acreage Order Founded Founder
Durrow King’s 
Co.,

1,000+ Early Irish 500s Aedh macBrendain 
& St Colmcille

St Mary’s 
Nunnery

n.a. Augustinian
canonesses

c. 1144 Murchad 
O’Melaghlin &

Augustinian priory n.a. Augustinian canons after c. 1144 St Malachy 
O’Melaghlin & St 
Malachy

Dysart WH n.a. Early Irish 700s St Tola
Emlagh MH n.a. Early Irish 600s St Breccan (not of 

Ardbraccan)
Fennor MH n.a. Early Irish 400s St Nectan
Fore WH n.a. Early Irish 600s St Feichin
Gallen King’s Co., 70 Early Irish 400s St Canoe

n.a. Arroasian canons 1140-8 MacCoughlan & 
St Malachy

Hare Island MH n.a. Early Irish 500s St Ciaran
Inan MH n.a. Early Irish 800s Untraced
Inchbofin WH n.a. Early Irish 500s St Rioch
Inchmore MH n.a. Early Irish 

Arroasian canons
400s
Untraced

St Liberius 
Untraced

Kells MH n.a. Early Irish 500s St Colmcille
St Mary’s 600+ Aug. canons 1140-8 St Malachy
Nunnery n.a. Aug. canonesses 1140-8 St Malachy
St Mary 
Magdalene

n.a. Leper hospital Before 1117 Untraced
Kilbeggan WH c. 820 Cistercian Untraced MacCoughlan
Killeigh King’s n.a. Early Irish 500s St Sinchell
Co., 200+ Arroasian canons 1140-8 St Malachy
Kilskeer MH n.a. Early Irish Untraced Untraced
Nunnery n.a. Early Irish Untraced Untraced
Lynn WH n.a. Early Irish 600s St Colman
Navan St Mary’s 
MH

700+ Early Irish Untraced Untraced

Rahan King's Co., n.a. Early Irish 600s St Cartach/Mochuda
Ratoath MH n.a. Augustinian canons Untraced Untraced
Skryne MH 23.5 Early Irish 600s St Colmcille
Slane MH n.a. Early Irish 400s St Patrick
Trevet MH n.a. Early Irish 500s Probably St 

Colmcille
Trim MH n.a. Early Irish 400s St Patrick
St Mary’s c. 900 Arroasian canons 1140-8 St Malachy
Nunnery n.a. Arro. canonesses 1140-8 St Malachy
Source: compiled from information in Gwynn & Hadcock, Medieval religious houses
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Table 2.3 Non-Hibem o religious houses in what becam e the Church o f Ireland diocese o f
M eath

House Acreage Order Founded Founder
Ardnacranny WH 1

carucate
Carmelite friars c. 1291 Robert Dillon

Athboy MH 4 Carmelite friars 1317 Wm. de Loundres
Ballyboggan MH 5,112 Aug. canons 1100s Jordan Comin
Ballymore nunnery c. 1,170 Aug. canons 1218 Untraced
WH Cistercian 1475 Walter de Lacy
Beybec MH n.a. Cistercian cell 1100s Walter de Lacy
Calliaghstown MH n.a. Aug. canonesses 1195? Walter de Lacy
Clonmacnois* * * * *
King’s Co.,

n.a. Secular college 1459? Untraced
Clonard*** MH 272 Aug. priory 1183-6 Hugh de Lacy
Colpe MH n.a. Aug. canons c. 1182 Hugii de Lacy
Donaghpatrick *MH n.a. Knights Hosp. Untraced Untraced
Drogheda MH c. 276.5 Frat. Cruciferi 1100s Walter de Lacy
St James’s n a. Untraced Before 1302 Untraced
St Mary’s priory c. 10.5 Carmelite friars Before 1309 English

inhabitants
Duleek** MH n.a. Aug. canons c. 1180 Hugh & Walter de 

Lacy
St Mary Mag. n.a. Knights Hosp £7. 1202 Untraced
Fore* WH 2,000 Benedictine c. 1186 Hugh de Lacy
Fooran nunnery WH n.a. Untraced Before 1605 Untraced
Gageborough 
nunnery King’s Co.,

n.a. Untraced 1200s Matilda de Lacy
Hare Island* WH n.a. Aug. canons 1100s Dillons
Kells St John’s**** 
MH

c. 137 Frat. Cruciferi 1100s Walter de Lacy
Kilbixy WH n.a. Knights Hosp. 1192 Untraced
Kilbride (Trim) 
MH

n.a. Untraced Before 1195 Untraced
Kilkenny West WH c. 360 Frat. Cruciferi 1100s Tyrrells or Dillons
Killeen MH n.a. Secular college Early 1400s Sir Christopher & 

Lady Joan Plunket
Killeigh* King’s Co. n.a. Aug. canons Untraced Untraced
Nunnery Aug. canonesses Untraced Untraced
Kilmainhambeg
MH

950 Knights Hosp. Untraced Walter de Lacy
Kilmainhamwood
MH

c. 1,000 Knights Hosp. 1200s Prestons
Lismullin nunnery 
MH

2412+ Aug. canonesses c.1240 Avicia de la 
Corner

Mullingar WH 63.5+ Dominican friary 1237-8 Nugents or Petits
St Mary’s priory 630+ Aug. canons 1227 Ralph Petit 

Bishop of Meath
Multifamham WH 49 Frans, friars 1200s Wm. Delamer or 

Wm, Fitzherbert
Navan St Mary’s* 
MH

n.a. Aug. canons 1100s Jocelin de Angulo
Oder nunnery* MH 605 Aug. canonesses 1195 Barnwell
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(continued) House Acreage Order Founded Founder
Ratoath * MH n.a. Secular college Before 1186 Hugh de Lacy
St Mary Magdalene 40 Aug. canons Untraced Hugh de Lacy
Skiyne* MH n.a. Aug. friars 1341 Lord Francis de 

Feipo
Slane* MH 100 Secular college 1512 Chris. Fleming

1 Frans. 3rd Order 1100s Baron & 
Baroness Slane

Tara MH n.a. Knights Hosp. 1212 Untraced
Tobercormick WH c.60 Dominican friary 1488 Edmund de Lantu
Trim** SS Peter & 
Paul

100 Diocesean cathedral c.1202 Bishop Simon de 
Rochfort

St Mary’s, male & 
female

756 Aug. canons & 
canonesses

1188-91 Hugh de Lacy
St. John Baptist 76 Frat. Cruciferi After 1202 Bishop de 

Rochfort
n.a. Dominican 1263 Geoffrey de 

Geneville
St Mary’s Priory 
male & female MH

c. 131 Fransciscan Before 1318 Rufus de Burgo or 
Plunkett

n.a. Knights Hosp. Untraced Untraced
Tristemagh WH c. 900 Aug. canons c. 1210 G de Constentin
Source: compiled from information in Gwynn & Hadcock, Medieval religious houses 
* Previously established Irish houses

The Reformation began early in Meath, with most religious houses being 
suppressed, seized or surrendered in the years 1539 and 1540.17 Only the Franciscan 
friars at Trim, Multifarnham and the diocesan cathedral at Trim, were restored under 
Mary I.18 Abbeyshrule, Colpe and the Franciscan friars at Trim survived until the 
reign of Elizabeth I.19 Due to lack of definitive records, particularly in the Hibemo 
period and because some allowance must be made for possible misinterpretation of 
settler records, it cannot be claimed that the information in Tables 2.2 and 2.3 is 
comprehensive or entirely free of error. Despite this, there is sufficient data to give 
some important indicators. Of the ninety-one religious houses appearing here in 
Tables 2.2 and 2.3, forty-eight were founded by early or subsequent settlers. Acreages 
are available for only thirty-eight of the total. However, these figures alone amount to 
in excess of 25,000 acres and give at least a minimal idea of the property held by the

17 Gwynn & Hadcock, Medieval religious houses
18 Ibid., pp 260, 97-8 & 256 respectively.
19 Ibid., pp 125-6, p. 166 & p. 260 respectively.
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pre-Reformation church throughout the diocese of Meath and indicate to some degree 
the extent of potential, albeit latent, revenues denied the new reformed church after 
dissolution. It is hardly necessary to mention that the lay impropriation of tithes had 
consequences throughout the island. Tithe ownership was given to individuals as a 
means of reward or as a path to secure loyalty to the crown, in much the same way as 
monastic lands were distributed, For example the Cistercian abbey at Mellifont in the 
diocese of Armagh was dissolved on 23 July 153 9.20 The land, and a great proportion 
of the tithal income were later leased by the crown to Gerard Moore, who was also 
created viscount. Moore had proved his worth and loyalty by defending the property 
against the Irish, and in so doing ‘relieved many of her Majesty’s subjects’ and ‘gave 
an example to others and relief to the whole county Louth.’21 Mellifont comprised at 
least 5,000 acres, five watermills, several fisheries and boats. The abbey was also 
responsible for the maintenance of ten rectories.22 Diverting its income and its value 
to lay hands deprived those ten rectories of a great deal in monetary terms. In the late 
eighteenth century, the diocese of Cashel, where there had been many important 
monastic foundations, found itself bereft of rectoral income from twenty-eight of its 
parishes and three of its vicarages.23 At that time the diocese comprised 155 parishes. 
To be at the loss of income from thirty-one or one-fifth of its parishes may, on the 
face of it, not appear too serious a handicap. However, in terms of parochial income, 
the situation rendered Cashel third poorest of the four Irish archdioceses. Tuam was 
the most impoverished.24

The reformed Church of Ireland largely followed the organisational structure 
adapted in the thirteenth century as described by Brady and latterly, by Scott.25 It 
comprised four provinces or archbishoprics; Armagh, Dublin, Tuam and Cashel. A
20 Archdall, Monasticon, p. 485.
21 Quoted in Fr Colmcille, The story ojM ellifont (Dublin, 1958), p. 197.
22 Gwynn & Had cock, Medieval religious houses, p. 140.
23 Daniel Augustus Beaufort, Memoir o f  a map o f  Ireland illustrating the topography o f  that kingdom 
& containing a short account o f  its present slate, civil (5 ecclesiastical: with a complete index to the 
map (London, 1792), pp 104-37.
24 Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, churchmanship & politics in Ireland, 1760-1810, p. 203; Akenson, 
The Church o f  Ireland, pp 92-4.
25 John Brady, ‘Anglo Norman organisation of the diocese of Meath’ in Irish Ecclesiastical Record, 
lxvii (1946), pp 233-8 at p. 236 & Scott, Religion and Reformation, p. 29.
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province had a number of dioceses under its jurisdiction; each led by a bishop. The 
dean oversaw the diocesan cathedral chapter and was the bishop’s deputy. 
Archdeacons were also part of the upper diocesan clergy. Each diocese was divided 
into a number of rural deaneries. The office of the rural dean was held by a clergyman 
of the deanery who could be relied upon to carry out the bishop’s instruction within 
the parishes of his deanery. Although his efficiency of function depended on several 
prevalent conditions of his locality, it also required a resident and committed 
diocesan. At the bottom of the organisation, on a parish level was the rector or vicar 
and, finally, the curate.

The bishop’s ecclesiastical duties included officiating at confirmations and 
ordinations and he was expected to encourage reform by certifying suitable lower 
clergy for induction. He was expected to ensure that religious services were 
conducted regularly and was required to inspect standards of religious practice. 
During the annual visitation a bishop examined and reported on the state of church 
buildings, their contents and environs. Apart from his diocesan duties, the early 
reformed pale bishop was expected to handle civil disturbance and to defend the 
march areas and the diocesan boundary from Gaelic incursion, In 1530 Edward 
Staples, master of the hospital of Saint Bartholomew in London and one time 
chaplain to Henry VIII was appointed bishop of Meath by Pope Clement III.26 As a 
supporter of the ideals of reform, his episcopate straddled pre- and post-Reformation 
Meath. Like his fellow bishops, Staples was expected to encourage religious reform 
among his congregation and also assist in the political administration of the diocese 
and its defence against incursion. Evidence of his political and administrative 
leanings are to be found in state papers that record Staples as one of the first to 
propose the title king of Ireland for Henry VIII.27 He was also involved in the 
practice of surrender and regrant during the 1540s and asserted that the occupier

9 ftWilliam Darcy had no right to the Mortimer lands on the ‘manor of Rath were’. The

26 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 271.
27 State Papers: H e n ry  VIII (11 vols, London, 1830-52), iii, p. 30.
28 Bishop Edward Staples to Thomas Boleyn, earl of Wiltshire, n,d. (P.R.O., London, SP 46/130, f.
26).
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diocese, though mostly within the pale heartland, extended to the marches and 
suffered from Gaelic incursion. Kells and Athboy for example, were susceptible to 
attack and Staples, like the previously mentioned Bishop Brady, incurred

90considerable debts in securing the defence of his house and his country. His debts 
mounted considerably during the Geraldine threat of 1539, when he was required to 
command garrisons of men in defence of the lordship.30

Hugh Brady, Bishop of Meath from the 1560s to the 1580s, was also engaged 
in government business and military service, at his own expense, throughout his 
episcopate.31 Evidence of his being active in the process of surrender and regrant 
during the 1560s was found in his correspondence with regard to one Oliver Sutton of 
Richardstown in Kildare. Sutton was ‘now seeking a fee farm grant of the 
Augustinian Friary of the Naas and of the Nunnery of Kildare’.32 In 1565, Brady 
complained to William Cecil ‘I am presentlie compelled to go into the Earl of 
Desmonds countrie, leaving my owne function and busyness behind me undone’.33 
Seven years later the lord deputy in Ireland, Lord Fitzwilliam, commended Brady for 
prowess and bravery on the battlefield by risking his life ‘in driving oute the 
rebells’.34 On 2 August 1572, the bishop wrote to the chief baron about an expected 
attack in his diocese; ‘The place we should repair to is Moynalty....I will make what 
numbers I can ready.’35 With such demands of civic and military duty, it is scarcely 
any wonder that the Church of Ireland in Meath did not much improve during his 
episcopate. However, when not preoccupied by concerns of military defence, the 
bishop appears to have attended to the religious state of his diocese. His diocesan 
report of 1576 was forwarded to Elizabeth I by Sir Henry Sidney. While one must

29 Ibid.
30 Scott, Religion if' Reformation, p. 29.
11 Brady’s munitions debt to Elizabeth 1 was inherited by his widow. Geoffrey Fenton, Sir Henry 
Wallop & Archbishop Adam Loftus wrote to Walsingham to plead favour on her behalf in 1584; See 
W.M. Brady, State Papers concerning the Irish Church in the time o f  Queen Elizabeth /  (London, 
1868), pp 80-1, 87-8 & 81-2 respectively.
32 Bishop Hugh Brady to the Earl of Sussex, 23 Jan. 1565 (B.M., Cotton Mss. Titus B, xiii, Art. 56, f. 
165).
33 Quoted in Scott, p. 60.
34 Ibid., p. 59.
35 Quoted in W.M. Brady, State Papers, pp 9-10.
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bear in mind the fact that Sidney was a close friend and ally of the bishop, his good 
recommendation is worth a mention. In a letter accompanying the report, Sydney 
assured the queen that Brady conducted his visitation ‘going from church to church 
himself.36

The Irish bishops were not expected to defend the country alone. In 1583 
Queen Elizabeth wrote to John Whitgift, bishop of Worcester, requiring the provision 
of horse and armour by the bishop, dean, chapter and clergy, for service in Ireland.37 
In the 1590s, the same John Whitgift, then archbishop of Canterbury, wrote to the 
bishops of his province to provide 300 horsemen and 285 foot-soldiers to muster at 
West Chester in preparation for service in Ireland.38 Later bishops, though not 
expected to provide military forces or fight on the battlefield, were distracted from 
ecclesiastical duty by matters of local and national government at either Dublin Castle 
or the royal court itself.

In Meath, there was no cathedral, no chapter and no dean. The archdeacon 
served as the bishop’s deputy and although St Patrick’s, Trim was regarded as the 
centre of the church in the diocese, the archdeacon was based at Kells and held the 
rectory there until disestablishment.39 His chief responsibilities were the induction 
and discipline of clergy and the administration of church property. The archdeacon 
also presided over his own court, for the hearing of spiritual cases. In the sixteenth 
century, several Irish-speaking archdeacons were appointed. Their command of the 
native language was a useful aid to many bishops who were either English bom or 
who spoke only English.40 According to Healy, between the monastic dissolutions of 
1539-40 to the year 1800 nineteen archdeacons were appointed to the diocese of 
Meath.41 As illustrated in Table 2.4, between dissolution and 1661, being incumbent

36 Sir Henry Sydney to Elizabeth 1,28 Apr. 1576 (B.M., Cotton MSS. Titus. B. x).
37 Queen Elizabeth I to Bishop John Whitgift, 29 Sept. 1580 (L.P.L., Fairhurst papers, musters of the 
clergy, MS. 2009).
38 Archbishop Whitgift to the diocesans of the province of Canterbury, 4 Mar. 1595 or 1596, f. 64.
39 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 276.
40 Scott, Religion & Reformation, p. 30.
41 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 277.
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of the archdeaconry almost invariably led to a bishopric or as in the instances of John 
Garvey, Randolph Barlow and John Bramhall, an archbishopric.

Table 2.4 Archdeacons of Meath 1539-1800
Year Archdeacon Translated to
1540 John Chambre n.a.
1558 Robert Luttrell Deprived by Elizabeth & died in prison c. 1578
1559 John Garvey Bishopric of Kilmore in 1585 and archbishopric of 

Armagh in 1589
1603 Owen Wood n.a.
1606 Thomas Moygne Dean of St Patrick’s in 1608 and bishopric of 

Kilmore & Ardagh in 1612
1608 John Ryder Bishopric ofKillaloe in 1612
1613 Randolph Barlow Archbishopric of Tuam in 1627
1633 John Bramhall Bishopric of Derry in 1634 and archbishopric of 

Armagh in 1661
1634 Robert Ussher Bishopric of Kildare in 1635
1644 Arthur Ware n.a,
1661 Ambrose Jones Bishopric o f Kildare in 1667
1678 William Jones n.a.
1681 Henry Cottingham n.a.
1698 James Moorecroft n.a.
1723 George Lewis n.a.
1730 William Smyth n.a.
1732 James Smyth n.a.
1759 Charles Stone n.a.
1799 Thomas De Lacy n.a.
Source: Healy, History o f the diocese, ii, p. 277; Canon J.B. Leslie, Clergy o f Dublin & 
Glendalough: biographical succession lists (Belfast, 2001), for details relating to Luttrell, 
Garvey, Moygne, Ryder, Barlow, Bramhall, Ussher & Ambrose Jones see pp 840-1, 656, 
911,1029, 374,418, 1133,776 respectively

By any standards and for whatever reason, there were a number of churchmen 
who simultaneously held an inordinate number of offices. From the founding of the 
Church of Ireland and England and regardless of ecclesiastical rank, the practice of 
pluralism or the holding of more than one office, was rife. The cause of pluralism, 
particularly in Ireland, has been long attributed to the lack of willing or suitable 
clergymen. However, from at least Elizabethan times, there was clerical opposition to 
any measure leading to the abolition of pluralities. In 1584, John Whitgift archbishop 
of Canterbury, argued in favour of pluralities as they were ‘not against anie parte of
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the holie scriptures’.42 A government bill to abolish pluralities in 1601 was opposed 
by Whitgift and his fellow ecclesiastics Benjamin Charier prebendary of Canterbury 
and Michael Murgatroid, master of the faculties.43 The practice was by no means 
confined to the lower clergy. As shown in Table 2.5 Archdeacon John Garvey held 
several overlapping offices between 1559 and 1595, all the while retaining his post as 
archdeacon of Meath.44 With such an extensive portfolio, it is not surprising to 
discover that Garvey was not resident in his Meath rectory or archdeaconry.45 John 
Ryder was also a pluralist. Before becoming bishop of Killaloe in 1613, he 
simultaneously held the archdeaconry of Meath, was prebendary of Geashill in the 
diocese of Kildare and also served as Church of England rector in the parish of 
Bermondsey, Surrey46 Randolph Barlow was yet another. He became archbishop of 
Tuam in 1629 and retained the archdeaconry of Meath in commendam during his 
archbishopric.47

42 John Whitgift to Elizabeth I, n.d. 1585 (L.P.L., Fairhurst papers, 1577-1640, MS 2004, ff 14-15).
43 John Whitgift to Elizabeth I, 19 Nov. 1601, fF12 ,17-18 & 31.
44 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 277; Leslie, Clergy o f  Dublin & Glendalough, p. 656.
45 Healy, History o f  the diocese, i, pp 201-2 where Garvey has also been cited as an intermediary 
during negotiations with Shane O’Neill who had led several incursions into the district of Meath.
46 Lesley, Clergy o f  Dublin & Glendalough, p. 1029.
47 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 277
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Table 2.5 The simultaneous religious and civil offices held by Archdeacon John
Garvey, 1559-95

Year Offices held
1559 Archdeacon of Meath
1560 Archdeacon ofMeath & prebendary of Tipperkevin St. Patrick’s Cathedral
1565 Archdeacon ofMeath, prebendary of Tipperkevin St Patrick’s Cathedral & 

dean of Christchurch Cathedral
1567 Archdeacon ofMeath, prebendary of Tipperkevin St. Patrick’s Cathedral, dean 

of Cathedral & chaplain to the earl of Sussex
1576 Archdeacon ofMeath, prebendary o f Tipperkevin St. Patrick’s Cathedral, dean 

of Christchurch Cathedral & privy councillor
1585 Archdeacon ofMeath, prebendary ofTipperkevin St. Patrick’s Cathedral, dean 

of Cathedral & bishop of Kilmore
1589 Archdeacon ofM eath & archbishop of Armagh

Source: Leslie, Clergy o f Dublin & Glendalough,p. 656; Healy, History of the diocese, i, pp 192, 201-2, ii, p. 277

In 1799, soon after his translation to Meath, Bishop O’Beime appointed his 
nephew Thomas De Lacy, the son of a bricklayer and whom he had educated himself, 
as archdeacon of the diocese. Nepotism in the appointment of the diocesan 
archdeacon was not a new practice. In the case of O’Beime and De Lacy, the 
appointment was indicative of not only the value of religious connections per se, but 
of the value of connections within the established church in particular. The 
archdeacon was also the nephew of a Roman Catholic parish priest, Denis O’Beime. 
Had De Lacy been allied to his Roman Catholic uncle, there can be no doubt, he 
would never have commanded a salary of £3,000 a year or lived the gentleman’s life, 
as he did in the established church. The particular case of Archdeacon De Lacy and 
his uncle was highlighted many years later in the British House of Commons during a 
debate on church temporalities in Ireland.48 In the same debate, it was claimed that

48 Hansard 3, i [etc.] Hansard'sparliamentary debates, third series, 1830-91 (lxxv, London, 1844), c. 
598.
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De Lacy, the Protestant archdeacon died ‘enormously wealthy’, while an archbishop 
of the Roman Church, Dr Troy of Dublin, died in apostolical poverty, ‘his wealth 
amounted to lO'/ki’.49 It was reported that De Lacy’s Romish uncle, Father Dennis 
O’Beime died in similar financial circumstances.50

Although the number of chapelries, curacies, parishes and unions changed 
considerably over time, the number of rural deaneries remained almost constant from 
the Reformation to the time of disestablishment. In 1622 there were twelve deaneries 
in Meath; Ardnurcher, Clonard, Clonmacnoise, Duleek, Fore, Kells,51 Loughsuewdy, 
Mullingar, Ratoath, Skryne, Slane and Trim.52 In 1685 they remained as before.53 At 
some point the rural deaneiy of Ardnurcher was abolished and its parishes brought 
under Mullingar.54 The office of the rural dean was intended as an early means of 
strengthening church administration and episcopal administration in particular. 
Meath’s rural deaneries were first proposed at the synod of Kells in 1152 when 
several small sees were amalgamated. The papal legate Cardinal Paparo decreed that 
on the death of a village bishop, the see should in future be served by a rural dean. In 
1216, the then bishop of Meath Simon de Rochfort adopted and enforced Paparo’s 
decree by changing the sees of Clonard, Kells, Slane, Skryne and Dunshaughlin into 
rural deaneries.55 In Ireland, the office lapsed somewhat until its restoration by 
Bishop Berkeley of Cloyne in the eighteenth century.56 During the 1790s, Bishop 
Thomas Percy of Dromore appointed rural deans on three-year tenure.57 This policy 
must have given a clergyman political and pastoral incentive and offered him an

49 Ibid., c. 599.
50 Ibid.
51 In 1854 Kells was divided into two rural deaneries, upper and lower. See Healy, History o f  the 
diocese, ii, p. 281.
52 Scott, Religion & Reformation, p. 75; Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 281-339.
53 C.C. Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s Visitation Book 1682-1685’ in RiochtnaM idhe, v, no. 1 (1971), pp 
33-39; v, no. 2 (1972), pp 4-13; v, no. 3 (1973), pp 4-11; v, no. 4 (1974), pp 99-103; vi, no. 1 (1975), 
pp 3-13.
54 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 321-331 relates the composite parishes in the rural deanery of 
Mullingar, with no mention of the amalgamation of the two deaneries in question.
55 Robert Thompson, Statistical survey o f  the County o f  Meath, p. xvii.
56 W.G. Neely, ‘The clergy, 1780-1850’ in T.C. Barnard & W.G. Neely (eds), The clergy o f  the Church 
o f Ireland, 1000-2000: messengers, watchmen & stewards (Dublin & Portland OR, 2006), p. 147; 
Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, p. 204.
57 Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, pp 204-5.
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opportunity, albeit temporary, to rise above the lower parochial position and prove his 
worth to the diocesan. Archbishop Charles Agar reintroduced the office to the 
archdiocese of Cashel and between 1795 and 1800, Archbishop Newcome did 
likewise in Armagh.58 Rural deans were beneficed clergymen of the diocese and rural 
deanery in which they held office. They were the communicators between the 
diocesan and the parish clergy. It was their duty to inspect church buildings, glebe 
houses, glebe lands, churchyards, ‘communion tables, pulpits, desks, pews, 
vestments, books and all things necessary for the decent celebration of divine 
serve’.59 A rural dean submitted an annual report to the diocesan registrar one month 
before episcopal visitation. This report was to include all parish details named above 
and in addition, a signed and dated declaration of the whereabouts of all clergymen, 
both resident and non-resident.60 As the purpose of the rural dean’s report was 
primarily to assist with the diocesan visitation, one could surmise, at least in the case 
of less diligent bishops, that reports from rural deaneries may in themselves have 
offered a sufficient proxy in assessing the annual state of a diocese.

In theory, direct pastoral care on a parish basis was the domain of the local 
rector or vicar. In reality, as will be shown below, it was often left to a pluralist curate 
or even, in exceptional cases, to a Roman Catholic clergyman. Throughout diocesan 
history, in Meath and elsewhere, these offices were difficult to fill and it was even 
more difficult to enforce residence. Many clergy were found absent or residing on 
other benefices within the diocese or even in other dioceses. This meant the curate 
was alone in serving the church on a local level. In theory, a parochial clergyman’s 
financial wherewithall came from tithes and fees for the performance of services such 
as baptism and marriage. In practice however, due to the lay impropriation of tithes or 
the withholding of tithes, parish clergy were generally in receipt of the small tithes 
only, or, in many cases, in receipt of no tithe income at all.

58 Ibid., p. 199; Akenson, The Church o f  Ireland, pp 6-8 & 131-2; Neely, T he  clergy, 1780-1850’, p. 
147.
59 Malcomson, Archbishop Agar, p. 204.
60 Ibid., p. 204.
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Between the Reformation and the end of the eighteenth century, the diocese of 
Meath continued to change inffastructurally. It was usual for bishops to create or 
restructure parishes and parish unions as they saw fit. Churches were built or rebuilt. 
The connection between church, politics and family continued as churchmen from 
prominent families with political connections or service advanced to the ecclesiastical 
bench, while lower clergy were appointed by the crown, the bishop or the lay patron 
of the parish. The diocesan visitations of 1622 and 1682-5 and a brief description of 
Meath from 1792 below illustrates the changes, persistent problems and advances of 
the diocese under some of its bishops whose legacy was inherited by Thomas Lewis 
O’Beime at the end of 1798.

Although part of the diocese of Meath in the early sixteenth century lay well 
within the pale, a number of its parishes, Kells and Athboy for example, were in 
march areas. Its aristocratic families such as the Flemings, Plunketts, Prestons and 
Bamewalls were involved in the political and ecclesiastical life of the diocese. The 
landholding Cusack, Netterville, Bathe and Dillon families were active in prominent 
and trusted government office61 Sir Patrick Bamewall occupied the position of 
master of the rolls and Sir Thomas Cusack served as the lord chancellor and lord 
justice in the 1550s.62 Following the monastic dissolutions the Flemings were granted 
the religious lands at Slane that were founded by the family in the twelfth and early 
sixteenth centuries.63 The Dillons were allowed religious lands not only of family 
foundations at Ardnacranny and Kilkenny West,64 but also those at Abbeyshrule and 
Kilbeggan 65 Thomas Cusack’s loyalty was rewarded by grants of monastic lands at 
Beybec, Clonard, Duleek, Lismullin, Skryne and Trim.66 Alienation of church lands 
to the laity was not always an act of crown or government. In 1544 the then bishop of 
Meath, Edward Staples, reduced the long-term assets of the church by the sale of

61 Keith Waters, ‘The rise of the Meath gentry, c. 1172-1450’ (M.Phil thesis, Trinity College Dublin, 
1999).
62 Scott, Religion and Reformation, p. 22.
63 Gwynn & Hadcock, Medieval religious houses, pp 275, 361.
64 Ibid., pp 286-7 & 213.
65 Ibid., pp 125-6 & 137.
66 Ibid., pp 128,163-4,173-4, 322, 301-2 & 196 respectively.
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ecclesiastical land to Anthony St Leger, without royal permission67 Staples further 
impoverished diocesan income by alienating the patronage of the parish church at 
Painestown to one Patrick de la Field ‘and his heirs forever’.68 He gave lands at 
Ardbraccan to Richard Christian the diocesan registrar, and lands at Julianstown to 
Thomas St Lawrence of Howth 69 Bishop James Ussher recorded his predecessors 
Hugh Brady (1563-83), Thomas Jones (1584-1605), Roger Dod (1606-8) and George 
Montgomery (1611-20), as leasing tithes and revenues from church lands in several 
areas of the diocese.70 The loss of revenue from land was not the only product of lay 
involvement in the realm of ecclesiastical affairs. In earlier times, the infrastructural 
link between church and laity was firmly established through the practice of church 
building on secular lands. Families who built and endowed churches became parish 
patrons with the power of advowson.71 Early and subsequent English settlers 
continued the practice, by building churches for their own use and that of their 
servants and tenants.

After the Reformation, many families, including recusants, retained parish 
patronage and continued to exercise advowson by presenting clergy for induction. 
The retention of these privileges often worked to the disadvantage of the new 
religion. English clerics were reluctant to minister in Ireland, as the value of the 
stipend and general conditions were less attractive than in England. Besides, there 
was little sense in inducting English-speaking clergy to a mostly Gaelic-speaking 
population. This, together with a lack of pale-born clergy, meant a living would 
remain vacant or was filled by a Gaelic-speaking clergyman. The situation was 
compounded by recusant patrons who took the latter option, or presented candidates 
of a conservative, Roman Catholic leaning, who were not likely to encourage reform.

67 James Morrin (ed.), Calendar o f  patent & close rolls o f  chancery in Ireland, Henry VUI-18lh 
Elizabeth (Dublin, 1862), pp 105, 106,122.
68 Griffith (ed.), Calendar o f  inquisitions, p. 206.
69 C.R. Elrington, ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes of the bishopricke of Meath and 
Clonmackenosh’ in The whole works o f  the Most Rev. James Ussher, D.D., Lord Archbishop o f  
Armagh, and primate o f  all Ireland, with a life o f  the author, and an account o f  his writings (17 vols, 
Dublin, 1847), i, pp liii & lvii respectively.
70 Elrington, ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp liii-lix.
71 Duffy, ‘The shape of the parish’, p. 45.
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In 1604, Bishop Henry Jones complained that at least fifteen benefices in the diocese 
were in the patronage of recusant patrons who ‘ .. .place curates of their own choosing 
without sufficient maintenance, neither do they keep in repair...the chancels of their 
churches’.72 Some years later in 1622, the diocesan survey undertaken by Bishop 
James Ussher showed that the diocese continued in a state of some dishevelment and 
with very many more parishes under recusant patrons and impropriators than 
indicated by Bishop Jones. As illustrated in Table 2.6, Ussher’s visitation gave fifty- 
six papist and twenty-five lay Protestant patrons. These figures may not present the 
true picture, as there were eighty-three churches and chapels where patronage was not 
indicated.

Table 2.6. The state of the diocese of Meath, 1622
Rural deanery Church 

In use Ruin 
(notin
use)

Patron
Crown Archdeacon Bishop Primate Lay Recusant

Ti titos 
Lay Recusant

Ardnurcher 2 15 0 0 16 0 0 0 10 16
Ballymore
Loxeudy

7 14 0 0 8 0 0 2 7 9
Clonard 3 6 0 0 1 0 0 5 4 0
Clonmacnoise 2 7 0 0 10 0 0 0 3 6
Duleek 15 8 0 0 0 1 8 5 16 3
Fore 10 6 2 0 0 0 1 8 2 13
Kells 1 14 1 4 2 0 0 6 3 4
Mullingar 10 17 0 0 4 0 8 7 11 6
Ratoath 6 ' 8 4 0 0 0 2 4 12 4
Skryne 14 20 11 0 0 0 3 7 14 12
Slane 10 13 2 0 8 0 1 9 6 3
Trim 12 14 1 0 5 2 2 3 11 6
Total 92 132 21 4 54 3 25 56 99 80
Source: Compiled from information in ‘A certificate o f the state and revennewes’, pp Ixii-cxxiv

As the above figures vary from those in the accounts given by Healy and 
Elrington, some explanation is necessary. Healy’s interpretation on the state of 
churches and chapels of ease as recorded in Ussher’s visitation of 1622, differs from 
what appears in Table 2.6 here. There is no way of knowing the criteria applied by 
Healy to reach his conclusions. A simple criteria has been used by this author. Where

72 Quoted in Scott, Religion & Reformation, p. 139
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Ussher’s visitation described a church or chapel having both church and chancel 
standing and covered, or where either church, chancel or porch were standing and 
covered, it is classed as having been ‘in use’. This is a valid classification, as services 
or readings were held at sites where any part of the building remained standing. 
Where all parts were down or uncovered, the term ‘ruin’ is applied. In addition, not 
all the classification figures in Ussher’s synopsis as published by Elrington agreed 
with those in the visitation schedule itself and an attempt at correction and 
modification has been made here. When figures in the visitation synopsis are totaled 
they differ from the total number of entries contained in the schedule. According to 
the synopsis, there were two dignities, fifty-one rectories, sixty-three vicarages, 
seventy-nine curateships and forty-three chapels of ease, together totaling 2 3 8.73 In 
contradiction, the schedule comprises 243 entries, beginning with the number two and 
duplicating the number 183.74 The synopsis stated the number of rectories as fifty- 
one, while the schedule recorded fifty-six.75 There were sixty-three vicarages and 
two vicarages where the appointees held the title of curate incumbent.76 Of the 241 
entries relating to churches and chapels of ease 139 were ruined, thirty-three in part 
ruin and fifty-nine were in good repair.77 The schedule made no comment on the 
churches of Athlone, Enniskeen, St. Thomas’s Loxeudy, Kilbride, Oldcastle, Fercall 
or Archidcorum.78 Empar, Villapagan and Vastina had neither church nor chapel.79 
There was not one church or chapel in the country between Tullamore and Birr.80 
Despite the returns, the bishop stated ‘All the Churches specified in this Certificate 
are fitt to be builded repayred and reedified’ ,81 As Ussher did not specify the physical 
condition of any church or chapel in the synopsis, this statement may have been made

73 ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, p. cxxv.
74 Ibid., p. lxii & p. cxiii respectively.
75 Ibid,, p. cxxv & pp lxii-cxxiv.
76 Ibid., pp xiii-cxxv. Healy uses the synopsis and makes the distinction between the definitions of a 
curacy, i, p. 257.
77 ‘A certificate o f the state o f the revennewes’, pp xiii-cxxv; Healy, History o f  the diocese, i, pp 242-3 
gives 31 in part ruin, 49 in good repair and gives no figure whatever for those ruined.

‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp lxxxi, cxiv, cxvi, cxviii, cxxi.
79 Ibid., p. cxiv.
80 This is specifically noted by Healy, History o f  the diocese, p. 243.
81 ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, p. cxxv.
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as an announcement of good intention or in the hope that the synopsis would be taken 
as a fair representation of the returns contained in the schedule.

Although Ussher indicated 110 recusant patrons and impropriators by this 
symbol **, close examination of the returns indicate a further twenty-six were also 
held by recusants. It is interesting to note that of the fifty-nine buildings in good 
repair, thirty-four had recusant patrons or impropriators.82 Sixteen of the thirty-three 
in part-ruin had patrons or impropriators not of the Protestant faith and of the 139 in 
ruin only fifty bore the recusant symbol.83 Although Ussher’s visitation does not 
classify all incumbents or curates, several are classed preacher, reader or deacon. The 
preaching ministers were generally men of some education, often described in the 
certificate as a ‘Mr of Artes’ [sic]. It was expected that they be well versed in the 
dissemination of the bible and Book of Common Prayer. The reading ministers were 
permitted to read from the bible, but not permitted to pass comment.84 There were 
seven deacons, serving eighteen appointments.85 In seventy-two cases the incumbent 
was non-resident and in no fewer than eighty instances the curate was absent.86 Of all 
the churches and chapels listed in the visitation, only fifty-two had a clergyman who 
resided full-time.87 One notable absentee was Luke Ussher, cousin of the bishop of 
Meath. He held the parish of Kentstown from 1622, but resided in Armagh as 
archdeacon of that diocese.88 As can be seen in Table 2.7, pluralism was the 
predominant practice. Only fifteen rectors or vicars, and two deacons held a single 
appointment, while seventy-two rectors or vicars, and seven deacons served 223 
churches and chapels between them. It must also be remembered that these livings 
were not all in the diocese of Meath.

82 Ibid., pp lxii-cxxiv.
83 Ibid., pp lxii-cxxiv.
84 See ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp lxii-cxxiv, where twenty-eight were described as 
preachers & twenty-four as readers.
5 Ibid., pp Ixv, Ixxvi, Ixxxiv, lxxxvi & cxvii; Healy, i, p. 250 states Oliver Plunkett who served both 

Clonabreany and Diamore was also a deacon who did not receive orders until 1623.
86 ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp lxii-cxxiv.
87 Ibid., pp lxii-cxxiv.
88 Ibid., p. lxii.
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Table 2.7 The extent o f  pluralism among the lower clergy in the diocese o f  M eath, 1622

Clergymen 
Rectors/Vicars Deacons

Number of 
appointments 
held by each

Total number of 
appointments 

held
15 2 1 17
17 1 2 36
21 2 3 69
10 2 4 48
4 0 5 20
2 0 6 12
3 0 7 21

Total 72 Total 7 Total 223
Source: ‘A certificate of the state & revennewes’, pp lxii-cxxiv

It is not possible to proffer exact figures on the number of parishes where 
services or cure was performed. While Ussher described many of his clergy as men of 
good life and conversation, he specified only 112 churches or chapels where some 
form of cure was actually served on a regular basis.89 The good character reference 
may be an indication of the moral calibre of clergyman found in the diocese during 
the Ussher episcopate. However, it was not made clear if divinity studies formed any 
part of their education. As seen above in Table 2.7, there were seven deacons 
recorded as incumbent or curate. This was also retrospectively evidenced in returns 
made to the royal visitation held at Trim in 1633, where several clergymen were 
recorded as not taking Holy Orders ‘until long after the date of their appointments’.90 
Healy expressed some surprise at the parochial appointment of deacons.91 On the 
other hand, these appointees, by virtue of being accepted into deacon orders, had 
proven to some extent their interest in pursuing a clerical life. By the singling out of 
six in deacon orders or no orders at all, Healy seems to have made the assumption 
that all others described as ‘Bachelor of Artes’, ‘Mr. of Artes’, ‘a Cambridge man’ or 
indeed with no reference to his education at all, were actually ordained in holy orders. 
In the absence of comprehensive ordination lists, this assumption must be treated with 
some caution.

89 Ibid., pp lxii-cxxiv.
90 See Healy, A history o f  the diocese, i, pp 249-50, where several examples are given.
91 Healy, A history o f  the diocese, i, pp 249-50.
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Despite the state of the churches and the absence or pluralism of clergy, 
services of some description were held in many part-ruined churches. In Navan for 
example, where the church was in good condition but the chancel ruinous, Mr. 
William Phillips ‘preacheth every Sunday’.92 Thomas Lees, a preaching minister 
held four appointments, Ballygarth, Moorechurch, Juhanstown and Stamullen.93 
Although the churches of Moorechurch and Stamullen were ruined and their chancels 
‘indifferently repayred’ [sic], Lees ‘discharged! all the cures carefully’.94 At the time 
of visitation, Bishop Ussher had held the see of Meath for just one year. Therefore 
the state of churches in episcopal patronage was the legacy of his predecessor George 
Montgomery (1611-1620). Montgomery was elevated from dean of Norwich to the 
sees of Derry, Raphoe and Clogher by James I as a result of services rendered by his 
brother Hugh. He organised the settiement of many Scottish tenants on his episcopal 
lands in Derry and Donegal and was a commissioner appointed to the strategic 
planning and implementation of the plantation of Ulster.95 He was translated to 
Meath in 1611 and continued to hold the diocese of Clogher. Over the years, 
Montgomeiy was largely absent from Meath. This, combined with a benign attitude 
to Roman Catholics who took the oath of allegiance during the reign of James I, was 
reflected in the diocese by the numbers of papist patrons and impropriators.96 
Ussher’s schedule indicated over two recusant patrons to each Protestant patron and 
while there were ninety-nine Protestant impropriators of tithes, there were eighty 
recusants.97 As illustrated in Table 2.8, Bishop Montgomery’s absence from the 
diocese also had a negative effect on the state of the fifty-three churches and chapels 
to which he presented the clergyman. Of these only five were in good condition, five

Q Owere in part ruin and the remaining forty-three were entirely ruined.

92 Ibid., p. lxxxiv.
93 Ibid., pp lxiii-lxiv.
94 Ibid., p, lxiv.
95 Michael Perceval-Maxwell, The Scottish migration to Ulster in the reign o f  James I  (London, 1973),
p. 69.

Following the death of Bishop Roger Dod in 1608, the see remained vacant until the consecration of 
Bishop George Montgomery in 1611; Healy, ii, p. 271.
97 ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp lxxx-cxxiv.
98 Ibid., pp lxxx-cxxiv.
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Table 2.8 The legacy o f churches and chapels under the patronage o f 
Bishop George M ontgom ery as surveyed in 1622"
Church or chapel Good Partly

ruinous
Ruin

Almoritia 1
Ardagh * n.a. n.a. n.a.
Ardnurcher 1
Athlone 1
Ballyloughloe 1
Baskney * 1
Benowen * 1
Clonard 1
Cloncall * 1
Cloniadloran 1
Cloney * 1
Clongill 1
Clonmacnoise 1
Dallenalley * 1
Disarte 1
Drakestown 1
Drenidaly * 1
Dromcallan * 1
Drumranny 1
Dunmoe 1
Dysartaley 1
Eglishmeagan * 1
Enni skeen * n.a. n.a. n.a.
Fircall 1
Forgney * 1
Gallen 1
Kilbridemoylan * 1
Kilbride Pilate 1
Kilbridetangan * Conrey *
Kilcleagh 1
Kilcromreagh* 1
Killaghbye * 1
Kilmanahan * 1
Knough 1
Lemaghangan 1
Loughbraccan 1
Loxeudy 1
Monghwall* 1
Moyagher 1
Newtown Fertullagh 1
Newtown Kells 1
Rathcore 1
Rathenge * 1
Rathleyne * Ballyboy *
Rathewe * 1
Reynagh 1
Taghmon 1

"ib id .

66



Church or chapel 
(continued)

Good Partly
ruinous

Ruin
Tissauran 1
Trim 1
Trimblestown * 1
Wherry 1
Total 5 5 43
Source: ‘A Certifícate of the state and revennewes’, pp bcxx- 
cxxiv

Among the clergymen of the Montgomery episcopate was the rector of Kells 
and archdeacon of Meath, Randall Barlow.100 The rectory of Nobber and three 
chapels of ease in Duleene belonged to his rectory and all four buildings were 
ruined.101 Barlow’s curate the Scottish preacher William Smyth resided and preached 
at Kells every Sunday.102 He was also curate of Moynalty and incumbent of Newtown 
Kells, Sthalmogue, Knough and Kilpatrick; the last two in the rural deanery of 
Slane.103 Even the most eminent ecclesiastic, Archbishop Christopher Hampton of 
Armagh and primate of all Ireland, did not manage to establish exemplary parochial 
order in his parishes of Kilmoon and Athboy. The parish of Athboy, albeit in the 
marches, was under his auspices and although ‘Mr. William Smyth an Englishman Mr 
of Artes a good preacher of good life and conversación’ resided and was ‘careful of 
his charge’, the church was ‘ruynous’ and the chancel no better than ‘reasonablie well 
repayred’.104 The archbishop’s other appointee was a preaching minister Roger 
Danby, who resided at Kilmoon. It is not likely that the rectory was fully served 
however, as the church was wholly ruined, its chancel ruinous and Danby also acted 
as chaplain to the lord chancellor in Dublin.105

As the seventeenth century progressed, the Church of Ireland was hampered 
by rebellion, the interregnum of Oliver Cromwell and changes of monarch. Many 
Protestants fled to England. Clergymen also fled, leaving their churches to ruin or to

100 See Healy’s succession lists, A history o f  the diocese, ii, pp 276-338; D.W.T, Crooks & T.R. Moore, 
Clergy o f  Clogher, biographical succession lists (Clogher, 2006).
101 ‘A certificate of the state and revennewes’, pp lxxxvii & xc.
102 Ibid., p. xciv.
103 Ibid., pp lxxxvii, lxxxviii, xciv, xcvi.
104 Ibid., p. lxxxii.
105 Ibid., p. lxiii.
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Roman Catholic priests.106 During the reign of James II, for example, in Meath as 
elsewhere, a considerable number of parishes were in crown patronage. When these 
parishes fell vacant, the crown left them so.107 During the 1641 rebellion, the then 
bishop of Meath, Anthony Martin, took up residence in Trinity College Dublin and 
did not return.108 Following Martin’s death in 1650 the see remained vacant for ten 
years, including and beyond Cromwell’s term as lord protector of England and 
Ireland. In 1660 Henry Leslie was translated to Meath from the diocese of Down and 
Connor. He died the following year and was succeeded by Henry Jones, whose 
episcopate lasted twenty years.109 Jones, previously bishop of Clogher, had 
Cromwellian connections worth noting. His brother Colonel Michael Jones served in 
Cromwell’s army, became governor of Trim and acquired some 400 acres well within 
the Pale in the barony of Navan as a result of his military service.110 The bishop 
himself acted as scoutmaster general to Cromwell and was said to have fought in 
battle.111 Following the restoration he transferred allegiance to Charles II and was 
promoted to Meath from Clogher in May 1661 .112 During his term in Meath he was 
assisted by his brother Ambrose Jones, who held the archdeaconry of Meath and the 
rectory of Kells until 1678.113 The manner in which Bishop Jones administered the 
diocese is largely unrecorded but is best evidenced in the returns of Bishop Anthony 
Dopping’s visitation of the early 1680s. Dopping’s figures, like those of Bishop 
Ussher, reflect the state of the diocese at the outset of his episcopate.

Bishop Dopping was translated from Kildare to the see of Meath in 1682 and 
almost immediately set about ascertaining the state of his diocese. Although there are

106 Healy, A history o f  the diocese, i, p. 331.
107 Healy, A history o f  the diocese, i, p. 320; William King, The state o f  the Protestants in Ireland 
under the late King Jam es’s government; in which their carriage towards him is justified, & the 
absolute necessity o f  their endeavoring to be freedfrom  his government, &. o f  submitting to their 
present majesties is demonstrated (Dublin, 1730), p. 221.
I0S Healy, A history o f  the diocese, i, p. 277. However, Healy also states Bishop Martin fled to Dublin 
‘on the usurpation of Cromwell’, ii, p. 271; J.B, Leslie, Clergy o f  Dublin & Glendalough, cites him as 
Provost of T.C.D. in 1643, long before the usurpation, p. 876.
109 Healy, A history o f  the diocese, ii, pp 270-1.
110 Aidan Clarke, Prelude to the restoration in Ireland: the end o f  the commonwealth, 1659-1660 
(Cambridge, 1999), p. 189.
111 Crooks & Moore, Clergy o f  Clogher, pp 11-12.
112 Leslie, Clergy o f  Dublin & Glendalough, p. 12; Healy, A history o f  the diocese, ii, pp 270-1.
113 Healy, A history o f  the diocese, ii, pp 277 & 282; Clarke, Prelude to the restoration, p. 189.
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some gaps and unanswered sections in the Dopping returns, particularly relating to 
patronage and tithe impropriation, the survey provides sufficient information to 
enable some reasonable assessment of the infrastructure and state of the diocese at the 
end of the seventeenth century (Table 2.9). During the rebellion of 1641 many church 
buildings had been attacked. More than forty years later, after the restoration and 
during the reign of Charles II, at least one hundred and three of those churches 
remained in a ruinous state. However, according to the visitation book (1682-1685) 
services or religious practice of one kind or another continued in forty-nine ruined 
buildings, and in over a dozen other affected parishes the cure was served in a private 
house.114 In Stackallen, a parish of twenty Protestant families, where the crown and 
Mr. Bamewall, a papist of Crickstown held patronage, ‘Mr. Serjeant Osborne built a 
private place’ where services were performed and where a sermon was preached 
‘every Sunday’ by the rector Edward Parkinson who resided at Ardee, or by the 
resident curate Thomas Greene.115 This appears to have been no makeshift 
arrangement as the thatched building erected beside the ruined church contained 
‘Bible, C. P. Book...desk, pulpit, moveable table, font in church...flagon, chalice, 
registers’.116 Despite the efforts of parish clergy to perform some sort of cure, the 
ruinous state in which so many churches were left for so long must be regarded as 
illustrating the deficit in the infrastructural management of Bishop Henry Jones. 
Nowhere was this more evident than in the parishes where the bishop was patron. As 
stated above, Dopping’s visitation returns omit details of patronage in many parishes. 
This means that the figures given here may in fact offer a more favourable view of 
parishes in episcopal patronage than is deserved.117

114 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book 1682-1685’ in Riocht naMidhe, v, no. 1 (1971), pp 28- 
39; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book 1682-1685’, v, no. 2 (1972), pp 8-13; Ellison, ‘Bishop 
Dopping’s visitation book 1682-1685’, v. no. 3 (1973), pp 3-11; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation 
book 1682-1685’, v, no. 4 (1974), pp 98-103; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book 1682-1685’ 
vi, no. 1 (1975), pp 3-13.
1,5 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1973), p. 5.
116 Ibid., p. 6.
117 Only churches and chapels specifically returned as having no cure are included here, regardless of 
the state of ruin or total absence of a church or chapel.
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Table 2,9 The state o f  the diocese o f Meath, 1682-5

Rural Deanery Church 
Good Ruin

Patron
Crown Crown Bishop Primate Lay 

&R.C.
Tithe ownership 

Church Lay Papist
Ardnurcher 2 17 0 0 10 0 6* n.a. 12 0
Ballymore
Loxetidy

5 13 3 0 14 0 5 n.a. 12 3

Clonard 2 9 0 2 5 0 2 n.a. 8 0
Clonmacnoise 0 9 0 0 9 0 0 n.a. 2 0
Duleek 6 22 3 2 2 1 10 n.a, 23 0
Fore 2 18 1 16 2 0 1 Vicars 

choral 3
11 10

Kells 2 18 3 6 6 0 1 n.a. 4 0
Mullingar 4 26 0 6 9 0 12 Incumbent 

& Hospital 
of Dublin

21 0

Ratoath 1 12 9 3 0 0 1 n.a. 9 0
Skryne 1 28 11 6 8 0 1 n.a. 19 0
Slane 1 23 4 7 0 2 n.a. 8 0
Trim 1 33 6 3 12 2 2 n.a. 13 0
Total 27 228 40 51 84 3 34 5 142 13
Source: Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971-5)
* In dispute between the bishop of Meath and the earl of Mountrath

There were 176 chapels and churches where no cure was served, although clergymen 
were listed in 110 cases as having charge of the cure. Of the 102 churches and 
chapels under episcopal patronage, there was no duty performed in at least forty- 
eight.118

Much has been written on the failure of the Church of Ireland to secure 
church-buildings and resident clergy in all of its parishes. In the interest of fairness 
and regardless of contemporary difficulties such as lack of roads and considerations 
of transport or population, it is unreasonable to allow the presumption to endure that 
the Church of Ireland should have secured the provision of church buildings and 
resident clergymen in every single parish. It must be pointed out that certainly in the

118 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971), pp 28-39; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation 
book’ (1972), pp 8-13; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1973), pp 3-11; Ellison, ‘Bishop 
Dopping’s visitation book’ (1974), pp 98-103; Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1975), pp 
3-13.
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first half of its history in the diocese of Meath and elsewhere, Church of Ireland sites 
inherited from the Roman Catholic era were often located in very close proximity to 
each other. The returns of both Ussher and Dopping name numerous parish churches 
within two miles of each other. Such parishes were nonetheless returned as having a 
church in ruins and a vacant or non-serving cure, even in parishes where the 
neighbouring cure was served within two miles.119

Of the 273 parish churches and chapels of ease for which returns were made 
to Bishop Dopping, no cure was served in at least 176, despite appointments having 
been made in, at minimum, 110 of them.120 This included the parish of Kilmoon, in 
the patronage and impropriation of the archbishop of Armagh.121 Although tire 
archbishop had appointed Jocelyn Barnes as curate, no duties were performed.122 The 
crown was sole patron in at least forty parishes,123 Cure was not served in nineteen of 
these.124 Lay patronage was recorded in forty-three parishes; twenty were held by 
Lord Drogheda and in accordance with the act of settlement clause that vested ‘all 
Popish advowsons in the crown’, fifty-one parishes were held jointly between Roman 
Catholic patrons and the monarch.125 Dopping recorded eighteen of these as serving 
the cure and mentioned no impediment offered by the papist patrons apart from the 
parish of Kiltale where ‘Lord Dunsany keeps the Rectory by force from the 
incumbent, though excluded from it by the Act of Settlement’.126 As Dopping does 
not complain of Romish ceremonies being conducted at any of his churches or 
chapels, these approximations can be taken to indicate the cure of the Church of 
Ireland was served somewhat better in parishes where papist and crown held 
patronage, than in parishes where the crown was sole patron. Church income from

U9‘A certificate o f the state and revennewes’, pp lxii-cxxiv; Ellison, ‘Bishop Doppings visitation book 
(1971-1975).
120 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971-5).
121 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971), p. 35.
122 Ibid.
123 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971-5).
124 Ibid.
125 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1973), p. 11.
126 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1972), p. 5.
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126 parishes was lost through lay impropriation, thirteen of which impropriators were 
recorded as papist.127

Whatever efforts were made by Anthony Dopping in aiding the recovery or 
furthering the cause of the Protestant religion in the diocese of Meath, they must have 
been hampered by the accession of the Roman Catholic monarch James II in 1685. 
Although upon his arrival in the south of Ireland in March 1689, James II pardoned 
many Protestants and later issued a proclamation declaring religious freedom for all, 
his policy regarding the Church of Ireland has been described by Simms as one of 
‘passivity’.128 As Protestant sees fell vacant, they were to remain so, their revenue 
going to the crown.129 At a local level the policy had a similar effect on parochial 
clergymen. In Meath, following the death of Richard Duddle, his livings were seized 
by the commissioners of the revenue;

The Bishop [Dopping] did what was in his Power towards supplying the Cure, and 
according to his Duty appointed a Curate, assigning him a Salary according to the 
Canons, but the Commissioners would not allow him anything; and though the 
Bishop endeavor’d it, and petition’d both the Commissioners and Barons of the 
Exchequer, yet he could never get anything for the Curate. This was a Precedent, 
and the same as practis’d in all other cases; All the Absentees Cures had no other 
maintenance than the voluntary Contributions o f the poor plunder’d Protestants.. .13°

King’s claims and sentiments were supported from reported situations in other parts 
of Ireland. In the 1690s Lord Clarendon wrote to the primate about the deplorable 
state of the Church of Ireland throughout the country. The archbishopric of Tuam was 
abandoned for three years, the bishopric of Down for six.131 Clarendon claimed the 
lack of Church of Ireland clergy forced Protestants to seek the pastoral care of 
Romish priests or non-conformist preachers; the very complaint not made by Bishop 
Dopping in earlier years.

127 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971-5).
128 J.G. Simms, Jacobite Ireland, 1685-91 (Dublin, 2000), p. 28.
129 Ibid., p. 28.
130 King, The state o f  the Protestants o f  Ireland, p. 222.
131 Simms, Jacobite Ireland, p. 28.
132 Ibid., quoting from Lord Clarendon’s correspondence, p. 28 & in 36, p. 29.
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The next available survey of the diocese is that conducted by Daniel 
Augustus Beaufort at the end of the eighteenth century. His assessment published in 
1792 gives some indication of the management and infrastructural changes that took

i * 1place during the eighteenth century on a county by county basis. However, he 
offers nothing on the state of the churches or the residence of clergy. The extent of 
pluralism was also avoided by him. At the time of the report, the Honorable Henry 
Maxwell had held the see for twenty-six years. Table 2.10 gives figures for the six 
counties in which the diocese held parishes, the number of parishes, benefices, 
churches, glebe houses and glebe lands.

Table 2.10 Infrastructure o f  the diocese o f M eath, 1792

County Acres Parishes Benefices Churches Glebe
Houses

No
glebeland

Rectories
Improp.

Totally
Improp.

Meath 324,420 147 59 44 19 15 38 24
Westmeath 222,750 59 31 20 6 14 14 7
King’s
County

102,000 16 7 11 3 2 12 4
Cavan 9,400 1 1 1 1 0 0 0
Longford 4,300 1 1 1 0 1 0 0
Kildare 750 1

(part of)
0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 663,600 224 99 77 29 32 64 35
Source: Beaufort, Memoir o f  a map o f  Ireland, pp 35,41,61, 63, 65, 116

In 1792 the primate presented to two parishes, the bishop to sixty-nine, the crown to 
eighty-one and thirty-seven were in the gift of the laity.134 By way of comparison, the 
diocese of Ossory, (Table 2.11), though less than half the area of Meath, was 
proportionately in the same state, with the exception of total tithe impropriation. 
Thirty-five Meath benefices were in total lay ownership, while in Ossory only one

135benefice was totally impropriate.

133 Beaufort, Memoir o fa  map o f  Ireland, pp 41-122.
134 Ibid., p. 117.
135 Ibid., p. 122.
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Table 2.11 Infrastructure of the diocese of Ossory, 1792
County Acres Parishes Benefices Churches Glebe

House
No
glebeland

Rectories
Improp.

Totally
Improp.

Kilkenny 281,900 120 45 28 11 12 31 1
Queen’s
County

60,000 15 10 7 4 0 5 0

King’s
County

4,100 1 1 1 0 1 1 0

Total 346,000 136 56 36 15 13 37 1
Source: Beaufort, Memoir o f  a map o f  Ireland, p- 122

From the time of the Reformation, the Church of Ireland improved little in its 
infrastructure and management. At the beginning of the nineteenth century, it was 
given an opportunity to redeem itself. Government monies were provided for building 
and rebuilding churches. Through acts of parliament, further government funding was 
made available to provide housing and glebe lands to encourage and provide for a 
resident body of parish clergy. Over time, the diocese of Meath fared no better than 
many other dioceses. However, during the vital period of the early nineteenth century, 
it was led by Thomas Lewis O’Beime, a bishop who availed of all opportunities to 
institute and execute an infrastructural reformation of his own. Chapter three begins 
the examination of his efforts.
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Improvements to clerical residence, glebe houses and glebe lands,

1798-1823

O’Beime was translated from Ossory to Meath in November 1798. While it 
cannot be presumed that O’Beime was unconcerned about the 1798 rebellion in 
Meath or indeed in Ireland as a whole, there is little mention of it in what remains 
of his correspondence. Strictly speaking there is no direct mention of it at all. His 
letter of petition relating to the support of the union, dated 14 May 1799, offers 
some idea that following the Fitzwilham affair and the events of 1798, and that ‘the 
various disasters and calamities that have so uniformly succeeded each other, for 
such a series of years, in this distracted country... ’ necessitated that the legislative 
union must be realised.1 In his letter to Castlereagh, the bishop had no real idea as 
to what extent the Church of Ireland classes had been disturbed by the troubles, but 
undertook to use the annual visitation as an opportunity to acquaint himself with the 
situation.2 However, he did mention ‘Lord Bective’s abandoning the County...in 
which he seems to be joined by his brother’.3 By then more than a year had passed 
since the rebellion and the bishop’s utmost concern was securing the passing of the 
union. However, the list of names attached to the petition, may indicate that the 
most influential members of the Protestant ascendancy class had left the county to 
reside in Dublin (see Appendix 1.1). On the other hand, most of those named were 
members of parliament and therefore most likely to be found in Dublin whatever 
the state of affairs in the counties, and it cannot be assumed that they left their 
country seats owing to disturbances.

There were problems in Meath from at least 1792, with the advent of the 
Defenders. The years leading up to rebellion were years of Defender activity. A 
counter-active group, the County of Meath Association, was formed in 1793.

1 O’Beime to Marshall, 14 May 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/773A).
2 O’Beime to Castlereagh, 1 Oct. 1799 (P.R.O.N.I., MS D3030/933, p. 1).
3 Ibid.

Chapter three
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According to Oliver Coogan, the association comprised armed Protestant and 
Presbyterian gentlemen, lower clergy, gentry, magistrates and farmers.4 Coogan’s 
article is somewhat sensationalist in its descriptions of events. However, the fact the 
Protestants formed a society to defend themselves against the activities of a 
Catholic society provides in itself, some evidence that all was not well between the 
religions in Meath. Liechty’s thesis suggests that the events of 1798 left an indelible 
impression on the Protestants of Ireland and encouraged the Church of Ireland to 
think in terms of pursuing its mission.5 Irene Whelan’s work provides more than 
ample evidence of the spread and popularity of evangelicalism.6 The archiépiscopal 
visitation of 1826 gave the first signs of Church of Ireland members attending 
services and communion in numbers worth remarking upon. This was particularly 
evident in some areas of Westmeath and King’s County.7 As will be shown in the 
following chapters however, there were but few members of the Church of Ireland 
in Meath who extended their religious fervor by contributing to the building of their 
parish church.

During the opening years of the nineteenth century a number of 
circumstances combined to facilitate the improvement of the physical state of the 
established church in Ireland. The Act of Union in 1801 united the Irish church with 
the Church of England; some measures were taken to enforce clerical residence by 
giving archbishops and bishops certain powers of sequestration and deprivation, and 
the meagre and underutilised funds of the First Fruits were enormously enlarged by 
government monies to facilitate the purchase of glebe lands, the building of glebe 
houses and the building or rebuilding of churches. Although Bishop O’Beime 
utilised funding from every available quarter in the improvement of the diocese, the 
main financial wherewithal for glebes and houses came from the treasury and was 
administered through the trustees of the Board of First Fruits.

4 Oliver Coogan, ‘Sectarianism in Meath, 1792-98’ in Riocht naMidhe, x (1999), pp 92-124 at p. 98.
5 Liechty, ‘Irish evangelicalism’, p. 23.
6 Irene Whelan, The bible war in Ireland: the ‘secondReformation ' and the polarization o f  
Protestant-Catholic relations, 1800-1840 (Dublin, 2005).
7 Archiépiscopal visitation, 10 Aug. 1826 (R.C.B., MS D7/1/2*).
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Prior to tire Reformation, First Fruits was a rate of payment in proportion to 
the first year’s income from an ecclesiastical dignity or benefice which was paid to 
the pope. After the Reformation, First Fruits became a part of the revenue due to the 
crown. The tax was generally known as the First Fruits and twentieths in Ireland, 
and persisted through the reigns of Elizabeth, James and Charles I.8 In 1704 Queen 
Anne released the tax in England to a board of trustees who were to administer and 
disburse the First Fruits for the infrastructural improvement of the Church of 
England. Following the exertions of Jonathan Swift, the queen agreed the same for 
the Church of Ireland c.1711.9 The disbursements were to be used for building 
churches and glebe houses, purchasing glebes and impropriated tithes for the 
augmentation of smaller livings, and for providing every incumbent with an income 
of at least £150 per year. In theory, the First Fruits fund was intended to have at its 
disposal the sum of £20,000 each year.10 In the early nineteenth century shortly 
after the Act of Union, some measure of increased funding was introduced and in 
1808 unprecedented financial support was instituted by Prime Minister Perceval to 
the sum of £10,000 for that and the following year. Between 1810 and 1816 the sum 
increased to £60,000 per year. In 1817 the monies were reduced to £30,000 per year 
and after 1821 reduced further.11 The trustees of the Board of First Fruits comprised 
the lord chancellor, archbishops, bishops and other dignitaries. The trustees were 
empowered to make decisions on the allocation of all improvement funds. The 
process from application to allocation was often protracted and Bishop O’Beime, 
who served as a trustee in the early years of the nineteenth century complained; 
‘We have many meetings, but we get on but a very little way’.

8 Samuel Percy Lee, The present state o f  the established church or ecclesiastical registry o f  Ireland, 
fo rth eyear 1814 (Dublin, 1814), p. 103.
9 Thomas Olden, The Church o f Ireland (London, 1895), p. 377; Christopher J Fauske, Jonathan 
Swift and the Church o f Ireland, 1710-1724 (Dublin & Portland OR, 2002), pp 30-31.
10 Ibid., p. 104.
11 Stewart J. Brown, The national churches o f  England, Ireland and Scotland 1801-1846 (Oxford, 
2002), p. 65.
12 O ’B eim e to Archbishop Stuart, 21 M ay 1804 (L.B.C.A., W ynne o f  Tempsford papers, M S W Y 
994/36, f  2).
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Before proceeding with the third and fourth chapters, some notes on'well- 
known sources previously used by scholars will be helpful. As is usual, it is difficult 
to find a mutual consentient among all sources, whether primary or secondary. 
However, the manuscript sources relating to this work generally differ by omission 
rather than offering conflicting evidence. Other observations must be made, 
particularly in relation to Samuel Lewis’s Topographical dictionary of Ireland and

_ 1 -3the second volume of Canon John Healy’s History of the diocese of Meath. The
sums disbursed by the Board of First Fruits towards glebe house and church- 
building given by Lewis do not always agree with the manuscript sources or figures 
published by the direction of government. For example, in the parish of Newtown 
Fertullagh the government returns state that the Board of First Fruits gave a loan of 
£650 and a gift of £100 towards the building of a glebe house.14 Lewis’s figures 
however indicate the board’s loan amounted to £600 and no mention is made of a 
gift.15 Healy published a list of improvements to glebe lands, taken from an 
unnamed and undated document in ‘Bishop O’Beime’s own handwriting in a book 
preserved in the Record Office, Dublin.’16 Although the list bears a strong 
resemblance to O’Beime’s handwritten notes of 1818,17 it is not one and the same 
and in some points differs from other primary sources. For example, Healy noted 
that references to glebe improvements in the four perpetual curacies of Mayne, 
Stonehall, Clara and Drumraney were erased in the original document. Readers may 
take Healy’s note as an implication that none of these improvements were 
implemented. However, government returns clearly state that the glebe was 
enhanced at Stonehall in 1822 when John McLoughlin Esq received the sum of 
£256 5s. for 20 acres.18 The document used by Healy did not include improvements 
to glebes at Rathconnell or Clongill. These livings were also omitted from 
O’Beime’s 1818 list. However, the £200 for glebe improvement at Rathconnell in

13 Lewis, A topographical dictionary, i, ii; Healy, History o f the diocese, ii.
14 Accounts relating to the church establishment o f  Ireland, 1801-1822, no. 4, loans and gifts 
advanced fo r  building glebe houses (hereafter First Fruits returns, 1801-1822), p. 18, H .C .l 823 
(135 241), xvi, 103.
15 Lewis, A topographical dictionary, ii, p. 434.
16 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 152.
17 Visitation, 1818, p. 105.
18 First Fruits returns, ¡801-1822, p. 27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 111.
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1803 and the disbursement of £364 for the same purpose at Clongill in 1809 were 
both recorded in government returns.19 Finally, Healy included a glebe garden in 
the town of Moate that does not appear in any other primary source. In view of the 
fact that some documents pertaining to the early years of O’Beime’s episcopate are 
no longer available, there is little option here but to rely on Canon Healy’s 
quotations from those manuscripts. In addition to glebe improvements mentioned 
above, Healy offered much detail concerning the effects the 1798 rebellion had 
upon the clergymen of the diocese, the damage sustained to churches and 
clergymen’s houses and to Bishop O’Beime’s initial enquiries into the state of the 
diocese, which were taken shortly after his translation from Ossory at the end of 
that year.20

The manuscript sources of the Board of First Fruits are extant, though not 
available for study. Fortunately, this situation has been somewhat, though not 
entirely counteracted by that body’s annual returns as submitted to the auditor of 
public accounts in Ireland. The returns, while stating the amount and to whom 
given, did not include the glebe acreage for which the procurement monies were 
provided. However, to a great extent that information was recorded in the diocesan 
returns of 1806.21 Glebe enhancements after that date were noted by O’Beime in his 
notebook of 1818.22 The Board of First Fruits was not the only source of finance 
used by the bishop. There were some land exchange arrangements made with 
landlords and in a few parishes, episcopal legacies were used to purchase or extend 
glebes.

In the spring of 1801 Bishop O’Beime penned a considerable document to 
Charles Abbot, later 1st Baron Colchester, who had just then become the chief

19 Accounts from the trustees o f  the First Fruits in Ireland, 1801-1811 (hereafter First Fruits returns, 
1801-11), p. 7, H.C. 1811 (129), v; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), 
xvi, 110-111.
20 Healy, History o f  the diocese, see especially ii, pp 130-147.
21 Papers relating to the established church in Ireland, no. 5, diocese o f Meath, 1806 (hereafter 
Ecclesiastical report, 1806), pp 45-76, H.C. 1807 (78), v.
22 Visitation, 1818, pp 2-105.
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secretary in Ireland.23 This manuscript not only detailed the state of the established 
church in Ireland, with all its shortcomings, but also contained the bishop’s 
remedial proposals, some of which were adopted by government on a national level. 
The manuscript was delivered to Abbot in April 1801; its date was an indication of 
O’Beime’s sense of urgency in putting the case of the Irish church before the new 
administration as early as possible.

This chapter will explore to what extent O’Beime followed his own advice 
as suggested to Abbot and will evaluate the success of his methods and use of 
episcopal powers in reforming the diocese. The chapter also assesses the 
infrastructure of the Church of Ireland diocese of Meath at the end of the eighteenth 
century and traces the changes and developments instituted and pursued by the 
bishop regarding glebe lands, glebe houses, clerical residence and the configuration 
of parishes. The building, rebuilding, repair and maintenance of churches were 
other major elements in O’Beime’s restructuring. The church programme is detailed 
in chapter five and the current state of the architectural remains are recorded in a 
separate section.

Non-residence and the deficiencies in lands and buildings were bound 
together in a mutually dependent circle. Glebe lands were a source of income for 
the clergyman and provided sites for building. Houses and churches were of no 
practical use if sufficient glebes could not be procured. Residence could not be 
demanded in a parish with no glebe house, and housing was useless if the clergy 
refused to reside, were unable to reside due to appointments held in other livings, or 
could not afford to contribute to the costs of building a house. Clergy could not be 
effective if the church was dilapidated beyond use and a church was of no value if 
the clergyman was not resident or neglectful in his duty. Although O’Beime’s 
methods of enforcing residence were ultimately successful, the process was gradual 
and not unhampered. The degree to which all improvements depended upon

23 O’Beim e to Charles Abbot, Apr. 1801 (T.N. A., Charles Abbot, l sl Baron Colchester papers, 
P.R.O., 30/9/163, ff 149-164).
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enforcing clerical residence cannot be overstressed. For this reason, the causes, 
effects and consequences of non-residence on the restructuring of the diocese are 
presented throughout this chapter. The aim in this chapter and also in chapter four is 
not to merely document changes and improvements but to also offer an evaluation 
of O’Beime’s success in the various areas of restructuring within the broader 
national framework.

During the eighteenth century thirteen bishops served the diocese of Meath 
(Table 3.1).24 Although the see was vacant for less than one year during that 
period, there were few enduring general improvements. However some contribution 
was made to diocesan facilities through the efforts of a few individual bishops.

Table 3.1 Bishops of Meath during the eighteenth century
Duration Bishop

1679-1705 Richard Tennison
1705-15 W illiam M oreton
1716-24 John Evans
1724-27 Henry Downes
1727-32 Ralph Lam bert
1732-34 W elbore Ellis
1734-44 Arthur Price
1744-58 Henry M aule
1758-65 Honourable W illiam Carmichael
1765-65 Richard Pococke
1765-66 A rthur Smyth
1766-98 H onourable Henry M axwell

Source: John Healy, History o f the diocese, ii, pp 272-3; T.W. 
Moody, F.X. Martin (eds), A new history of Ireland, maps, 
genealogies, lists (Oxford, 1984), L\, pp 407-8

Henry Maule (1744-58) was an advocate of the charter school system and 
established one such institution for boys near the see house of Ardbraccan in 
1747.25 Wilson’s Hospital at Multifamham (Plate 3.1) was also founded during 
Bishop Maule’s episcopate, when funds bequeathed in the respective wills of one

24 Evans Fund (Armagh Public Library, Evans Fund papers, M S K l I I 14); Healy, History o f  the 
diocese, ii, pp 272-3.
25 Kenneth M ilne, The Irish charter schools 1730-1830 (Dublin & Portland OR, 1997), p. 347.
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Andrew Wilson and his nephew William Wilson came available.26 The hospital, 
school and chapel were opened in 1761 to house forty elderly men and one hundred 
and fifty boys.27 The building has survived into the twenty-first century and has for 
some time operated as the diocesan secondary school.

Plate 3.1 Wilson’s Hospital, Multifamham, County Westmeath28

A

Source: N.I.A.H., (14 Apr. 2008)

Bishop John Evans (1716-24) had plans drawn up for the building of a new 
see house at Ardbraccan (Plate 3.2). He died before those plans were acted upon 
and bequeathed £1,000 for the execution of the project.29 Arthur Price (1734-44) 
oversaw the erection of the north and south wings of the building, but the house was 
not completed until the episcopate of O’Beime’s immediate predecessor, the 
Honourable Henry Maxwell, youngest son of Lord Famham of Cavan. The building 
remained in use as the episcopal palace of bishops of Meath until 1884 when it 
became a private residence. The building still stands as the primary symbol of 
Maxwell’s contribution to the built heritage of the diocese.

26 Healy, History o f the diocese, ii, p. 95.
27 Healy, Histoty o f  the diocese, ii, p. 96.
28 O .P .W , An introduction to the  architectural heritage o f County W estmeath (Dublin, 2007), p. 37
29 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 92-3.
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Plate 3.2 The episcopal palace at Ardbraccan, County Meath

The episcopal visitations of the eighteenth century to which Healy referred 
no longer exist and those mentioned, while giving an overall view of the state of the 
diocese, offer no detail on individual parishes.30 Healy’s synopsis of the 1768 
visitation of Bishop Henry Maxwell reads as follows;

From it we leam that non-residence, w hich has so often been noticed as one o f the 
evils o f the Church, had again become exceedingly prevalent, and tha t no less than 
forty-nine parishes in the diocese were w ithout a resident clergyman There were 
seventy-one churches in repair.31

If Healy’s figures are correct, it could be supposed that Bishop Maxwell oversaw 
the building or repair of at least six churches between the years 1768 and 1792.32 
However, as mentioned above, in the absence of the document of visitation, it is 
prudent to apply the usual caveat and consider the possibility of figures having been 
misread or records being incomplete. It is difficult to attribute the persistence of 
clerical non-residence to the mismanagement of Bishop Maxwell, who had so 
recently taken charge of the diocese, or to his immediate predecessors Bishops 
Smyth and Pococke, both of whom held the see for a very short time. The seven- 
year tenure of the Honourable William Carmichael is not documented, nor did 
Healy offer an opinion on his character or efforts. That said, when Meath is 
considered within the general context of the state of the Church of Ireland at that

30 Ibid., pp 95 & 103.
31 Ibid., ii, p. 103.
32 See Beaufort, Memoir o f  a map o f  Ireland, pp 41 -122.

Caroline Gallagher 1 Aug. 2004
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time, in which bishoprics frequently changed hands, it is unsurprising that clerical 
absenteeism and other faults should have continued to such an extent.

The lack of substantive material from the Bishop Maxwell episcopate 
renders the survey of the diocese conducted by Daniel Augustus Beaufort at the end 
of the eighteenth century as the only other source where a synopsis of the most 
important elements of diocesan structure was recorded.33 Beaufort’s report, based 
on a county rather than a parish basis, indicated that although Bishop Maxwell had 
held the see for twenty-six years, the low proportion of churches and glebe houses, 
compared to the number of parishes and benefices, leave little doubt that many 
improvements remained outstanding. Thirty benefices were without a church of any 
description, sixty-four had no glebe house and in thirty-two benefices there was no 
glebe land whatever.

It is hardly necessary to repeat how the loss of the power of advowson and 
the ownership of tithes hampered the church in terms of lost revenues, the 
appointment of suitable clergy, pluralism, non-residence and the stipend. However, 
it is worth stressing Bishop O’Beime’s annoyance regarding the related matters of 
poor or total lack of financial provision for incumbents and curates, absenteeism, 
the refusal of patrons to permit the union of small, unviable parishes and 
lackadaisical standards of practice in some parishes where the crown or Lord 
Drogheda held the gift of appointment or ownership of tithes. In 1803 the bishop 
complained to his archbishop:

I shall have an addition to those num erous N onsences [sic], which, under the
Patronage o f the Crown, and that o f  Lord Drogheda are the greatest nuisance
o f this D iocese, and are altogether useless to any purpose o f  Religion or Civilisation.34

Contrary to what one might perhaps expect, O’Beime made no similar 
complaints of the largely Roman Catholic Plunkett family. At Killeen, the Fingall

33 Ibid.
34 O ’B eim e to Archbishop Stuart, 2 Nov. 1803 (L.B.C.A., W Y 994/26).
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Plunketts held sway and in the union of Castlecore and Oldcastle members of 
another Roman Catholic branch of the Plunkett family had been parish patrons 
before the enactment of the penal laws. In O’Beirne’s time, Lord Dunsany, a 
Protestant Plunkett, was deemed ‘the legitimate patron’ and impropriator of tithes in 
the union. He presented the Revd Frederick Knipe and Revd Halpin as vicar and 
curate respectively.35 Both clergymen were resident and held their appointments for 
many years.36 In Loughcrew one John Plunkett held the tithes.37 During penal 
times, the Protestant, Dunsany branch of the Plunkett family was required to swear 
that the lands and property of Roman Catholic kinsmen belonged to Lord Dunsany. 
Elizabeth Plunkett, Countess of Fingall, quoted an undated letter of the period, 
which was written by a Dunsany to his cousin at Killeen;

M y Dear Fingali, I am now  an old man and shall have soon to m eet my Maker. I do
not want to go to Him with a lie upon my soul. Could you no t get som eone else to
swear that the land and property are theirs?38

One of O’Beime’s first projects was to enquire into the number of Church of 
Ireland members residing in the diocese.39 In 1802 the diocesan registrar was 
instructed to obtain particulars of all Protestant families. The quality of returns 
varied from parish to parish and records for no more than fifty-three parishes 
survive. However, they have been reproduced here in Appendix 3.1. In almost all 
cases the information included every member of the household; family, apprentice 
and servant alike. Many single names are listed and it is not prudent to conclude 
whether all of these constituted an individual household. It is likely that many such 
named were servants in the preceding household. Some interdenominational 
marriages were cited, but as the accuracy of all returns depended upon the local 
knowledge of the clergyman, the citations cannot be regarded as definitive. The

35 Visitation, 1818, pp 54-6.
36 Ibid., pp 54-6; Archiépiscopal visitation, 10 Aug. 1 826 (R.C.B., MS D7/1/2*, p. 24).
37 Visitation, 1817 (R.C.B., MS D 7/1/1, p. 27).
38 Elizabeth Plunkett, Countess o f  Fingall, Seventy years young: memoirs o f  Elizabeth, countess o f  
Fingall, told to Pamela Hinkson (2nd ed., D ublin, 1991), p. 104.
39 Protestant census, 1802-03.
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extant record was published by Canon Ellison,40 who was of the opinion that the 
survey may have been compiled to ascertain the numbers of children eligible for 
confirmation 41 Although where a particular point was made of listing only children, 
the list included all children regardless of whether they were of confirmation age or 
not. Ellison’s belief may have stemmed from the fact that in some parishes, for 
example Duleek, the returns comprised children only 42 Gurrin has pointed out that 
religious censuses of the eighteenth century enquired into the ages of all persons 
over and under twelve, as a matter of course.43 However, in 1802, the Revd Francis 
Pratt Winter, vicar of Rathconnell, apologised for the delay in submitting the census 
of his parish, as the necessity ‘to ascertain the age of each individual’ was initially 
not known to him. Winter declared his parishioners were not familiar with 
disclosing their age and many proved ‘disagreeable’ when pressed.44 Perhaps 
O’Beime was planning a confirmation tour. Whatever the case and although the 
actual queries do not survive, it is likely that there were a number of reasons behind 
the bishop’s commissioning. As a forward thinking individual, it is most likely that 
he intended the survey for use as a means of familiarising himself with his diocese 
and as a basic tool in planning improvements. The bishop, perhaps aware of the 
survey’s shortcomings, may have used its findings to some extent in his 
restructuring, but in terms of assessing the changes in Church of Ireland 
membership, he looked elsewhere. Gurrin has discussed how the national religious 
census of 1731 and the contemporaneous inquiry into the state of popery in Ireland 
has long puzzled historians.45 On examining all available evidence and having 
considered the paucity of surviving figures, Gurrin concluded that there was no full, 
national religious census taken in Ireland in 1731.46 Moreover, bearing in mind 
local factors and the suspicions and concerns of Roman Catholics during the time of 
its taking, Gurrin considers the 1766 census, ordered by the House of Lords, to have

40 C.C. Ellison, ‘Early nineteenth century lists of Protestant parishioners in the diocese of M eath’ in 
Irish Ancestor, v, nos. 1 & 2 (1973), pp 37-53 & pp 113-126 respectively.
41 Ellison, ‘Early nineteenth century lists ofProtestant parishioners,’ no. 1 (1973), p. 37.
42 Ibid., p. 40.
43 Gurrin, ‘The union o f N avan’, p, 147.
44 Ellison, ‘Early nineteenth century lists ofProtestant parishioners,’ no. 2 (1973), p. 125,
45 Gurrin, ‘Navan County M eath’, pp 93-98.
46 Ibid., p. 95.
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been deficient to an unquantifiable extent.47 As already stated, O’Beime emploed 
census data as an indicator of demographic patterns. With Gurrin’s conclusion in 
mind, it may be noted that O’Beime apparently held the same opinion, as he 
consulted the 1766 census hardly at all and took his comparatives almost 
exclusively from figures compiled as a result of the episcopal visitation of Welbore 
Ellis in 1733.48

Kerby Miller has written of the exodus of all religions from Ireland to North 
America between the 1780s and 1840.49 In the years 1815-19 immediately 
following tire end of the Napoleonic wars, the emigration of middle and higher class 
ascendancy Protestants from the counties outside of Ulster, became a cause for 
concern among those left behind.50 Attempting to consider the effect of the 1798 
rebellion on the Church of Ireland population in the particular diocese of Meath is 
hampered by the lack of figures from O’Beime’s 1802-04 census. His efforts were 
probably curtailed by the fact that there were so few resident clergymen to act as 
enumerators. This is borne out in the returns, where it can be seen that with the 
exceptions of Agher and Clonard, no returns were made for parishes where the 
clergyman had fled during the disturbances (Appendix 3.2). Parishes for which 
figures are available over all three surveys, show that over the period of this eighty- 
five years, the number of Church of Ireland families rose, fell and often rose again. 
It is not possible here to offer reasons for this in every case, and the time-frame 
between 1733 and 1818 is too great to offer any credible conclusion. Where parish 
returns were made in both 1802-04 and 1818, the number of Church of Ireland 
families fell in eighteen parishes, increased in fifteen and remained the same in two 
parishes. There were increases and losses in ten rural parishes and four village 
parishes. The urban archdeaconry of Kells increased its number of families from 
109 to 185. In the towns of Enniskeen, Navan, Trim and Tullamore, the number of
47 Ib id . ,  p . 8 5 .
,|S V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 7 - 1 3 4 ;  P r o te s ta n t  c e n s u s ,  1 8 1 8  ( R .C .B .,  M S  4 9 /6 ) .
49 Kerby A, M iller, ‘No m iddle ground: the erosion o fth e  Protestant middle class in Southern Ireland 
during the pre-famine era’ in Huntington Library Quarterly, xlix (1986), pp 295-306.
50 Kerby, A. Miller, Emigrants and exiles, Ireland and the Irish exodus to North America (New York 
& Oxford, 1985), p. 194.
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Church of Ireland families dropped. Owing to their proximity to the capital city, 
Navan and Trim may have been affected by the demise of the Irish parliament at 
Dublin Castle. At Tullamore, work on the great expansion to the town and the 
extension of the Grand Canal from Tullamore to the Shannon, instigated by Lord 
Charleville, had peaked in respect of employment opportunities for craftsmen. This 
resulted in the departure of many. By 1826 however, and although the number of 
Church of Ireland members had emigrated to America, leaving the parishes of 
Stonehall, Multifamham, Enniscoffey, Moylisker and Castlelost, the numbers had 
increased in Athboy, Castlecor, Killeagh, Castlejordan, Fircall, Lynally, Kilbeggan, 
Athlone and Reynagh, and remained the same in eleven other parishes.51 The 
numbers of Roman Catholics were reported as having increased in thirty-one 
parishes, and remained static in a further thirty-three.52 The number of dissenters, 
though decreased in four parishes, they did not change in fourteen and increased in
  c -2Enniskeen and Kilcleagh.

Although figures for only fifty-three parishes are available from the 1802-04 
census, many of those included benefited during the O’Beime episcopate, 
regardless of the numbers in congregation. Parishes with a sizable Church of Ireland 
membership, such as Tullamore, could be expected to have secured new glebe 
lands, a glebe house and church.54 However, Enniscoffey, where there were no 
more than forty-four in the congregation, also acquired a glebe, glebe house and 
church.55 The parishes of Ratoath and Agher, where the Church of Ireland members 
numbered no more than twenty-six and twenty-eight respectively, each benefited

51 Visitation, 1826.
52 Ibid.
53 Ibid.
54 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 6 ,1 9 ,2 7 , H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90 ,103 , 111. Note: D ue to 
an Act o f Council, 3 Mar. 1818, that united Enniscoffey with K ilbride Pilate, the returns on the glebe 
and glebe house for Ennisoffey are entered under the parish nam e o f Kilbride Pilate. For 
confirmation o f  the union & church building see (R.C.B., M S D 7/157, p. 73) & for confirmation o f 
the procurem ent o f glebe & building a new  glebe house see (R.C.B., M S D7/157, pp 106-8).
55 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 6 ,19 , 27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90 ,103 , 111.
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from a new glebe house and church.56 The case of Agher and its circumstance may 
be put forward as an example of the parochial difficulties faced by O’Beime and 
also as an illustration of how crown patronage could usurp episcopal authority 
through the central offices of civil government. In Agher, the glebe improvement 
was assisted by the exchange of lands in cooperation with the local landlord, Mr 
Winter. Winter also ‘rebuilt and finished’ the church ‘in the handsomest manner’.57 
The curate, Revd John Kellett, discharged the duties of the parish for a number of 
years and succeeded the Revd John Ravel Walsh as rector in 1808.58 Walsh, owing 
to persistent non-residence, fell out of favour with his bishop and resigned the 
crown living in 1802, only to have it restored to him by the crown, despite 
O’Beime’s protestations.59 Walsh made no attempt to secure funds for building a 
house and it was not until 1813 that Revd Kellett, for whom the bishop wished to 
secure the living in 1802, succeeded in obtaining a First Fruits loan of £168 and a 
grant of £450 with which to build a glebe house.60 Kellett remained as resident 
incumbent until his death in 1848 and was an example of the type of committed 
clergyman whom O’Beime sought to institute into all livings of the diocese.61

As Meath had no cathedral, it was without a dean and chapter. Therefore, 
the diocesan’s most elevated ecclesiastical assistant was its archdeacon. The 
pluralist rector of Kells and archdeacon of Meath, Charles Stone, also held a parish 
in O’Beime’s former diocese of Ossory. O’Beime lost little time in appointing his 
own nephew Revd Thomas De Lacy to succeed Stone as archdeacon in 1799. Of 
course, one may view this appointment from one of two standpoints. It could be 
seen as plain nepotism and while it must be remembered that in 1799 there was no 
indication of what was to come in terms of government funding towards improving

56 F irst F ruits returns, 1801-22, pp 1 1 ,18,H .C . 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95, 102; Visitation, 1818, pp 
34-35.
57 Visitation, 1818, p. 34.
5S O’Beirne to the H onourable C. Lindsay, 21 Mar. 1802 (B.L., Irish papers - civil engagements, MS 
35733, f. 115); Revd W.A. Reynell, n.d. ‘Clerical promotions by the crown in M eath d iocese’ 
(R.C.B., Reverend William Alexander Reynell papers, notebook 4, MS D7/12/1.6.4, p. 14); Healy, 
History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 301-302.
59 O’Beim e to the H onourable C. Lindsay, 21 Mar. 1802, f  115.
60 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 18, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 102.
61 R e y n e l l ,  ‘C le r ic a l  p r o m o t i o n s  b y  t h e  c r o w n  in  M e a t h  d i o c e s e , ’ n o te b o o k  4 ,  p . 2 1 .
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the buildings and property of the Church of Ireland, O’Beime’s appointment of De 
Lacy could also be viewed as the most likely measure to ensure the support of the 
archdeaconry throughout his episcopate.

O’Beime’s charges to the clergy of Ossory leave no doubt of his 
dissatisfaction with those who did not attend their living and duty.62 Due to there 
being no chapter in the diocese, it was the archdeacon’s remit to act as president of 
the diocesan synod, of which every incumbent was a member.63 The appointment 
of De Lacy to the office therefore assured the bishop of an ally in his intention to 
improve the number of resident clergy and encourage the appropriate serving of 
cures. In 1868, de Lacy and his term as archdeacon of Meath were described thus:

D e  L a c y  r o d e  &  D e  L a c y  k e p t  t h e  f i e l d  a g a i n s t  a l l  c o m e r s . . .  &  m a d e  h i s  c u r a te s ,  
l ik e  h i s  h o r s e s ,  e a r n  t h e i r  o a ts .  D e  L a c y  w a s  r i c h  &  r a n  n o t  i n to  d e b t ,  &  g a v e  
m o n e y  to  t h e  p o o r ,  &  m ilk  to  th e  s ic k ,  &  in  c h o l e r a  t im e s  s ta y e d  a t  h i s  p o s t  &  
d id  h i s  d u ty  a s  a  C h r i s t i a n  &  a g e n t le m a n  b y  t h e  b e d s i d e  o f  t h e  d y in g ,  &  th u s  
t h e  n a m e  o f D e  L a c y ,  in  s p i te  o f  h is  h u n t in g ,  &  in  s p i t e  o f  h i s  c h a n g e  o f  r e l ig io n ,  
is  y e t  r e s p e c te d  in K e l l s 64

It appears that De Lacy was one of the most worthy clergymen in the diocese at that 
time. The above testimonial reinforces that made after his death in 1844, when the 
member of parliament for Sheffield held him up as a worthy example of the Irish 
clergy by praising the archdeacon’s largesse; ‘he spent a large private fortune in 
acts of charity and was much beloved in his neighbourhood’ 65 These public praises 
made no mention of whether the archdeacon’s acts of charity or other financial 
generosities depended upon the religious affiliation of the recipient. De Lacy’s last 
will and testament however, evidenced a religious bias that surpassed the zeal of an

62 O ’B e im e ,  The charge o f  the Right Reverend Thomas Lewis, lord bishop o f  Ossory, to the clergy o f  
his diocese, in his annual visitation, 1796 ( D u b l in ,  1 7 9 6 ) ;  O ’B e im e ,  A circular address, 1797
63 L e e ,  The present state o f  the established church, 1814 ( D u b l in ,  1 8 1 4 ) ,  p . 1 2 7 .
64 ‘T h e  c h u r c h  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  in  I r e l a n d ’, in  The Freeman's Journal church commission ( D u b l in ,  
1 8 6 8 ) ,  p p  7 9 - 8 0 .
6i Hansard 3, lx x v  [e tc .]  Hansards parliamentary debates, t h i r d  s e r ie s ,  1 8 3 0 - 1 8 4 4  ( v o l  lx x v ,  
c o m m e n c in g  w i th  t h e  a c c e s s io n  o f  W il l i a m  IV , 7 & 8  V i s to r i a e ,  1 8 4 4 ,  lx x v ,  c o m p r i s in g  t h e  p e r io d  
fro m  t h e  a d jo u r n e d  d e b a te  o n  C h u r c h  T e m p o r a l i t i e s ,  I r e la n d ,  p . 5 9 4 .
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average convert.66 Bequests were conditional on the beneficiaries remaining loyal 
to and marrying within the established church. It was also stipulated that all 
marriage unions required the consent of De Lacy’s trustees;

. .T h o m a s  M u lv e y  o n e  h u n d r e d  p o u n d s  a  y e a r  &  o n e  h u n d r e d  p o u n d s  &  f i f ty  p o u n d s  

. . .p r o v id e d  h e  s h a l l  c o n t i n u e  to  b e  a  m e m b e r  o f  t h e  P r o te s ta n t  C h u r c h  a s  n o w  b y  L a w  
E s t a b l i s h e d . .. b u t  in  c a s e  t h a t  h e  s h a l l  n o t  c o n t in u e  in  s u c h  r e l i g io n  o r  t h a t  h e  s h a l l  
i n te r m a r r y  w i th  a  R o m a n  C a t h o l i c . .. t h e  a n n u i ty  w i l l  b e  n o  l o n g e r  p a y a b le .

The same stipulations applied to Mrs Elizabeth Williams of Boyne View, her 
children and subsequent generations ‘so long as they shall all remain Protestant’.68 
Even the Shaw family of Ardandra Castle in County Longford, who were relatives 
of the archdeacon, found their bequests bound by these terms 69 The imposition of 
such conditions, as an attempt at securing loyalty to the Protestant faith was a sign 
of the times and, despite his uncle’s often expressed views on the superstitious 
nature of the Roman Catholic religion, the bishop had, on at least one occasion, 
expressed a preference for encouraging the flock by means of good living and good 
example, rather than by the use of ‘every artifice, and by every method however 
unlawful, or unbecoming’ 70

The numerous causes and effects of clerical non-residence on the whole of 
the Church of Ireland from the time of its inception have been long acknowledged 
and discussed. Civil disturbance, deficiencies and non-cooperation of parish 
patrons, problems relating to the payment or collection of tithes, the inauspicious 
stipend, poor or total lack of housing, insufficient glebe acreage, pluralism and the 
plain inanition of clergymen all contributed to the continuing state of the 
established church, which, in 1801, was described by its metropolitan Archbishop

66 L a s t  W il l  &  T e s t a m e n t  o f  t h e  V e n e r a b l e  T h o m a s  D e  L a c y ,  2 4  N o v .  1 8 4 3  &  c o d ic i l ,  2 6  J u ly ,  1 8 4 4  
( T .N .A .,  P .R .O .,  P r o b  1 1 /2 0 0 1 ) .
*7 I b id . ,  f. 2 9 5 .
68 I b id . ,  f f 2 9 5 -6 .
69 I b id . ,  c o d ic i l ,  f. 2 9 8 ,  T h e  b l o o d  r e la t i o n s h ip  b e tw e e n  M r s  M a r g a r e t  S h a w , n e e  M o l lo y ,  o f  
A r d a n d r a  C a s t l e  a n d  T h o m a s  D e  L a c y  is  e v i d e n c e d  in  B i s h o p  O ’B e i m e ’s  l a s t  w i l l  &  t e s ta m e n t ,  f. 
2 2 4 .
70O ’B e im e ,  C h arge to  the c le rg y  o f  O ssory, 1796, p . 5 9 .
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Stuart as ‘the most scandalous Christian denomination in Europe’.71 Shortly after 
his appointment to the see of Clonfert, Bishop Christopher Butson, who had 
ministered in Ireland since 1774, complained to the Irish lord lieutenant of the 
general bad state of his new diocese and described the clergy as ‘scandalous men in 
scandalous livings’.72 The complaints and good intentions of upper ecclesiastics 
were of no consequence and there was no hope of change without the support of 
government and parochial clergy.

In his charge to the clergy of Ossory in 1796, O’Beime had set out his terms 
and demands as episcopal mentor of the diocese. He put forward the qualities and 
performance expected of a parochial clergyman of the established church. The 
duties of a resident minister were to include;

,. . a  c o n s t a n t  &  s c r u p u l o u s  a t t e n t io n  to  t h e  i n d iv id u a l s  w h o  c o m p o s e  o u r  o w n  f lo c k ;  
to  a c q u i r e  a n  in t i m a t e  a c q u a i n t a n c e  w ith  t h e i r  p e r s o n s  &  t h e i r  f a m i l ie s ;  to  m a k e  our 
voice s o  f a m i l ia r  to  th e m , b y  f r e q u e n t  c o n v e r s e  &  in te r c o u r s e ,  t h a t  t h e y  m a y  know it 
as the sheep knows the voice o f  the true shepherd ; to  y i e ld  to  e v e r y  n e c e s s i ty ,  &  
e m b r a c e  e v e r y  o c c a s io n  o f  g i v i n g  p r iv a te  m o n i t i o n  &  e x h o r ta t i o n  to  t h e  s ic k  &  to  
th e  w e ll ;  to  t e a c h  &  a d m o n i s h  d i e  o n e ,  to  a l l e v i a t e  t h e  s u f f e r in g s ,  s o o th e  th e  s o r r o w s ,  
a w a k e  t h e  c o n t r i t io n ,  a n im a te  t h e  h o p e s ,  s t r e n g th e n  th e  f a i th  &  c a lm  th e  d y in g  
m o m e n ts  o f  t h e  o th e r ;  to  g o  a b o u t  constantly doing good, v i s i t i n g  f r e q u e n t ly  f ro m  
h o u s e  to  h o u s e ,  a c c o m m o d a t i n g  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  &  p r o m o t i n g  q u ie tn e s s ,  p e a c e  &  lo v e  
a m o n g  a ll  w h o  a r e  u n d e r  o u r  c h a r g e . . . 7j

One may suspect the bishop’s charge was to some extent ignored as the following 
year he issued the circular letter quoted here in chapter one, in which ministers were 
chastised for non-residence and the leading of idle, frivolous lives in the city of 
Dublin.74 When O’Beime was translated to Meath at the end of 1798, his clergy had 
reason other than business, convenience or indulgence keeping them from their 
livings, Although the rebellion of 1798 had been quashed early on, many Church of

71 S e e  E d w a r d  B r y n n ,  ‘S o m e  r e p e r c u s s i o n s  o f  t h e  A c t  o f  U n i o n  o n  t h e  C h u r c h  o f  I r e la n d ,  1 8 0 1  - 
1 8 2 0 ’ in  Church History, x l ,  n o . 3  ( 1 9 7 1 ) ,  p p  2 8 4 - 2 9 6  a t  p . 2 8 9  (w w w .i s t o r .o r c l  ( 1 2  J u n e  2 0 0 8 ) .
7’ B u ts o n  t o  H a r d w ic k e ,  1 0  S e p t .  1 8 0 5  (B .L . ,  H a r d w i c k e  p a p e r s ,  M S  3 5 7 6 2 ,  f  4 2 ) ;  B u t s o n  to  
H a r d w ic k e ,  M a r .  18 0 6  ( B .L . ,  H a r d w i c k e  p a p e r s ,  M S  3 5 7 6 6 ,  f  3 4 4 ) ;  W .J .R .  W a l l a c e  ( e d ) ,  Clergy o f  
Dublin & Glendalough, biographical succession lists compiled by Canon J.B. Leslie ( B e l f a s t ,  2 0 0 1 ) ,  
p . 4 5 2 .
3 O ’B e im e ,  Charge to the clergy o f  Ossory, 1796, p p  4 4 - 4 5 .

74 O ’B e im e ,  A circular address, 1797, p p  1 1 -1 2 .
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Ireland parish churches were damaged on the insurgents’ route to Tara and several 
Protestant clergymen either fled or were routed from their houses. Healy described 
the destruction in County Meath as follows;

H e n c e  w e  f in d  t h a t  t h e  h o u s e s  o f  P r o te s ta n ts ,  e s p e c ia l l y  o f  c l e r g y m e n ,  w e r e  s p e c ia l  
O b je c ts  o f  a t t a c k ,  a n d  t h a t  a lo n g  t h e i r  l in e  o f  m a r c h  a l l  t h e  c h u r c h e s  w e r e  w r e c k e d ,  
a n d  t h e  B i b l e s  a n d  s e r v ic e  b o o k s  d e s t r o y e d .  F o r  m i l e s  a r o u n d  t h e  d i s t r i c t  o f  T a ra ,  
n o t  a  c h u r c h  o r  a  g l e b e - h o u s e  e s c a p e d .  I n  T a r a  i ts e l f ,  t h e  c u r a te  w a s  m u r d e r e d ,  a n d  
t h e  i n te r io r  o f  t h e  c h u r c h  d e s t r o y e d .75

Clergymen and parish clerks fled from the County Meath parishes of Knockmark, 
Agher, Galtrim, Kilmore, Kilbrew and Athboy. In Dunboyne, Reverend Duncan’s 
house was ruined and the parish clerk lost his life.76 There were further skirmishes 
at Wilkinstown, Moynalty and Clonard. Similar instances took place in Westmeath 
where the chaplain of Wilson’s Hospital, though wounded, escaped death through 
the intervention of the local Roman Catholic parish priest.77 Healy also wrote 
‘During the disturbance it was found impossible to collect any tithe, and as a 
consequence practically all the clergy of Meath were left for that year without any 
income’ .78 As the rebellion was confined to a very few days in May and a further 
four days in July however, the rebellion cannot have been the sole reason for Easter 
tithes not being settled. It is likely the sums due in March or April were not 
collected or were withheld owing to a prevalent pre-rebellion atmosphere.79

It cannot be unreasonable to argue that for several clergymen, it would have 
been foolhardy to remain at their posts. However, incumbents who attempted to 
persuade the bishop that the rebellion was the sole cause of absentia were given 
little or no quarter. One long-term absentee gave previous disturbances as the 
reason for not attending his duty. Revd William Ould, rector of Rathcondra, a 
parish patronised by Lord Belvedere, fled to Dublin as far back as 1775 when

75 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i ,  p p  1 0 6 -7 .
76 I b id . ,  i i ,  p . 1 0 7 ; O l iv e r  C o o g a n ,  ‘S e c t a r i a n is m  in  M e a th ,  1 7 9 2 - 9 8 ’ i n  RiochtNa Midhe, x  (1 9 9 9 ) ,  
p p  9 2 - 1 2 4  a t  p . 1 1 7 .

H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i ,  p . 1 0 7 .
78 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, ii, p . 1 0 8 ..
79 F o r  d e ta i l s  o f  1 7 9 8  d i s tu r b a n c e s  s e e  O l iv e r  C o o g a n ,  ‘S e c ta r i a n is m  in  M e a th ,  1 7 9 2 - 9 8 ’ in  Riocht 
Na Midhe, x  (1 9 9 9 ) ,  p p  9 2 - 1 2 4 ;  M i c h a e l  S la v in ,  The book o f  Tara (D u b l in ,  1 9 9 6 ) ,  p . 1 2 8 .
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insurgents slaughtered his cattle and threatened him with the same fate.80 Ould 
informed O’Beime that he had secured a chaplaincy at the Rotunda lying-in 
hospital, with the permission of the lord primate, the archbishop of Dublin and the 
bishops of Meath and Kildare 81 The chaplaincy was yet another addition to the 
clergyman’s appointments; he simultaneously held the vicarages of Ballykean and 
Killaderry in the Kildare diocese.82 His hospital post was likely secured due to the 
fact that his father Sir Fielding Ould was master of the same institution.83 O’Beime 
was not impressed by Ould’s connections, permissions or excuses and denounced 
the clergyman thus; ‘Mr. Ould to be particularly cited to account for his abandoning 
this parish in the manner he has done, and injuring it as well in its spirituals as 
temporals’ 84 Despite the bishop’s efforts, William Ould remained absent from 
Rathcondra and it was not until 1819 that the Board of First Fruits granted his 
successor, Revd Potter, a loan of £450 and a gift £350 to build a glebe house in the 
parish.85

The rebellion was not always quoted as the reason behind non-residence. In 
answering O’Beime’s early enquiries into the state of the diocese, the crown- 
appointed incumbent of Dunboyne described his house as ‘an old cabin’.86 Another 
crown appointee at Loughcrew voiced his refusal to live in the ‘very wretched 
thatched cabin’ in which his predecessor had resided.87 In Killucan where Bishop 
Maxwell was patron at the time of rebellion, the glebe house was occupied by 
soldiers, while the rector resided in another living in the archdiocese of Tuam. His

80 Q u o te d  in  H e a ly ,  ii, p .  1 3 6 .
81 Q u o te d  in  H e a ly ,  ii, p . 1 3 6 .
82 W a l la c e  ( e d .) ,  Clergy o f  Dublin & Glendalough, p . 9 4 7 .
83 I b id . ,
84 Q u o te d  in  H e a ly ,  ii, p. 1 3 6 .
85 S e e  Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 7 2 ,  H .C . 18 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v , w h e r e  O u ld  is  r e tu r n e d  a s  b e in g  r e s id e n t  
o n  a n o t h e r  b e n e f ic e  in  K i n g ’s  C o u n t y ;  S e e  a l s o  W a l la c e ,  Clergy o f  Dublin dc Glendalough, p . 9 4 7 ,  
w h e r e  h e  is  s a id  n o t  to  h a v e  s e r v e d  t h e  K i n g ’s  C o u n ty  p a r is h e s  o f  B a l ly k e a n  &  K i l l a d e r r y  in  th e  
d io c e s e  o f  K i ld a r e  a f te r  1 8 0 0 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 7 ;  Papers relating to the established church o f  
Ireland: Diocese o f  Meath, ¡820  ( h e r e a f t e r  Ecclesiastical report, 1820), p p  9 2 - 9 3 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  
ix , First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 1 9 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 0 3 .86 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, p. 140,
87 I b id . ,  p p  1 4 0 -1 4 1 .
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curate was housed in the nearby town of Kinnegad.88 In Ratoath where the crown 
and Lowther family held patronage, Revd Lancelot King Conyngham was 
particularly untruthful in his returns. However, Conyngham’s dishonesty was not 
undiscovered. O’Beime noted; ‘His manner of answering my query respecting his 
terrier89 deserves animadversion, as does indeed the whole style of his answers, and 
particularly his asserting that he performs occasional duty, and concealing from me 
that he was residing in England’.90 The errant Conyngham was an example of 
O’Beime’s success as by 1806 he was recorded resident in his parish and 
discharging the duties.91

In his charge of 1800, O’Beime again made known his intolerance of non­
residence with additional vigor; ‘my determinations are therefore fixed. In no 
instance will I excuse the residence either of the incumbent or his curate, where 
there is a church, and in what so many are pleased to call and to make, non-cures’ 92 

His opinion on the subject and his intentions to enforce residence, no matter what 
the local conditions, were boosted by the appointment of William Stuart as 
archbishop of Armagh in 1800. The new primate provided O’Beime and other Irish 
bishops with a reforming metropolitan who was anxious to improve the state of die 
Church of Ireland and the conduct of its ministers, Stuart expressed an opinion that 
the promise of government monies for the improvement of glebes and buildings 
would prove wasteful on an undisciplined clergy. The first step in discipline was to 
address the problem of non-residence;

F o r  I  k n o w  n o t  h o w  w e  a r e  t o  e n f o r c e  a n y  k in d  o f  d i s c i p l in e ,  i f  t h e  p a r o c h ia l  
c le r g y  m a y  w i th o u t  r e p r o a c h  o r  i n c o n v e n i e n c e ,  a b a n d o n  t h e i r  h o u s e s  a n d  
l iv e  w h e r e  th e y  p l e a s e . .. N o r  s h a l l  w e  b e  a b le  t o  p r o c e e d  in  b u i l d in g  c h u r c h e s  
a n d  h o u s e s .93

88 I b id . ,  p . 1 4 1 .
89 A  t e r r i e r  w a s  a  r e tu r n  m a d e  b y  a n  i n c u m b e n t  c o n c e r n in g  t h e  s ta te  o f  c h u r c h  p r o p e r ty  i n  h i s  l iv in g .
90 Q u o te d  i n  H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i, p .  1 3 6 .
91 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p . 5 8 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  ( 7 8 ) ,  v.
92 O ’B e ir n e ,  Charge o f  the M ost Reverend the lord bishop o f  Meath to the clergy o f  Meath at his 
annual visitation ( D u b l in ,  1 8 0 0 ) ,  p . 13 .
93 S tu a r t  to  E l l io t ,  A p r . 8, 1 8 0 6 ,  q u o te d  in  B r y n n ,  ‘S o m e  r e p e r c u s s i o n s  o f  t h e  A c t  o f  U n i o n ’, p . 2 9 2 .
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It is certainly worth arguing that pluralism and absenteeism were abetted by 
the fact that very little was demanded from incumbents beyond conducting divine 
service and performing the sacraments according to the rubric. The responsibility 
for all matters concerning church buildings, contents, parish registers, church yards, 
environs and all similar forms of parochial matter, fell not to the clergyman, but to 
the churchwardens.94 Indeed it was the duty of the wardens and not the incumbent 
to ensure that services and sacraments were conducted in the parish; 
‘Churchwardens, by their oath, are to present, or certify to the bishop or his officers, 
all things presentable by ecclesiastical law, which relates to the church, to the 
minister, and to the parishioners’.95 Two churchwardens were appointed in every 
parish. Wardenships were made and held under oath by common law and not 
through the spiritual court. Although custom differed from place to place, it was 
usual for the parishioners and minister to reach a mutual agreement, though in some 
cases, the parishioners or vestry chose one warden and the minister, the other.96 
While the non-resident incumbent was commonplace, parochial residence was 
demanded of the churchwarden; ‘No person living out of the parish, although he 
possesses land within the parish; may be chosen as churchwarden, because he 
cannot take notice of absences from church, nor disorders in it.. .”97 This statement, 
taken by Samuel Percy Lea from Bishop Gibson’s comprehensive work on the legal 
rights and duties of clergy, Codex juris ecclesiastici Anglicani,98 underlines the 
parochial importance of the churchwarden over that of the minister. O’Beime 
suggested that churchwardens should be encouraged ‘to carry an Information into 
the Courts of Law against every Incumbent not resident in his parish; or if he should 
hold two Parishes by Faculty, not residing 80 days in that Parish in which he has not 
established residence...

94 L e e ,  The present state o f  the established church, 1814 ( D u b l in ,  1 8 1 4 ) ,  p p  3 2 -  6 1 ,
95 Ib id . ,  p . 4 3 .
96 I b id . ,  p p  3 3 -5 .
97 I b id . ,  p . 3 7 .
98 E d m o n d  G ib s o n ,  Codex juris ecclesiastici Anglicani (2  v o ls ,  L o n d o n ,  1 7 1 5 ) .
99 O ’B e i m e  t o  C h a r le s  A b b o t ,  A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,  f. 1 5 8 .
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Such limited responsibility also enabled clergy to hold several concurrent 
livings. In Ireland, although permission or faculty was required to hold more than 
one appointment, there was no fixed rule prescribed by any canon or attached to 
archiépiscopal permission, and some favoured clergymen were granted permission 
to hold ‘five or six livings fifty miles distant from each other’.100 The uniting of 
parishes posed yet another impediment. Episcopal unions, when properly 
configured, amalgamated poor livings to provide sufficient income for a clergyman. 
However, it was not unknown for parishes of reasonable or good income to be so 
united in order to create a substantial living for a clergyman with influential 
connections. At a time when an incumbent in the diocese of Meath could expect a 
yearly income in the very low hundreds, the union of Kenmare in the diocese of 
Ardfert and Aghadoe combined ‘three distinct and valuable rectories’ to realise a 
benefice worth £l,000-£1,200 a year.101 Lay patrons were also known to obstruct 
the formation of parish unions. In 1801, Lord Drogheda, already cited by O’Beime 
as a nuisance to the diocese of Meath had ‘not fewer than 37 Parishes in the 
Neighbourhood of the Bog of Allen so small as not to maintain any one respectable

1O ')and independent Clergyman but he refuses to unite any one of them.’

As bishop of Ossory, speaking on the practice of non-residence, O’Beime 
charged his clergy ‘you should never have looked to reap where you never meant to 
sow’.103 Despite the traumas experienced by the clergy of Meath in 1798, O’Beime 
did not consider those experiences as sufficient reason for non-residence. 
Clergymen were asked to relay their reason for absence in advance, to allow the 
bishop time to consider all possible manner of remedy. Clergy who did not provide 
adequate answers or who did not answer at all were marked out for visitation. 
Those who did not present for visitation were cited to an adjourned visitation. If a 
clergyman did not attend the second summons, the bishop was empowered to take 
proceedings against him. If pursued, these proceedings resulted in the clergyman

100 I b id . ,  f. 52 .
101 Ib id .
102 Ib id .
103 O ’B e im e ,  C h arge to the c le rg y  o f  O ssory, 1796 , p . 5 9
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losing his parish and his stipend. In 1798 Meath comprised ninety-nine benefices. 
When O’Beime arrived in the diocese, all but twenty-five of its incumbents were 
found to be absent.104 By 1806 absentees were reduced to forty-seven, ten of whom 
resided ‘sufficiently near to their respective benefices to discharge their duties’.105 
This shows a reasonable improvement in fewer than eight years, and although 
0 ‘Beime eventually succeeded in his wish for an almost entirely resident clergy, 
there was a resistance to the policy throughout his tenure. In 1806 in the parish of 
Tara, the process of deprivation had begun against the crown incumbent Revd John 
Rogers.106 Of the forty-seven non-resident clergymen in that year, only two were 
absent without leave and Rogers was alone in having proceedings taken against 
him 107 It is not known if he was deprived, died or left the parish of his own accord. 
Whatever the case, the Revd Henry Irvine succeeded him at Tara in 1810 and 
served the parish until 1839.108 In 1820 the Revd Richard Vincent of Loughcrew 
was admonished for non-residence and a mandate was issued against him.109 He 
was not deprived, however, but succumbed to the bishop’s wishes, and in 1821 the 
Board of First Fruits granted him a loan of £1,275 and gifted £100 to build a glebe 
house in his parish.110

In 1808 the measures taken by government to enforce clerical residence in 
Ireland provided archbishops and bishops with certain powers of monition and 
sequestration. However, procedures were complicated and protracted over the 
course of three years. As late as 1820, O’Beime complained that the length of time 
taken to reach the point of sequestration allowed the errant clergyman every 
opportunity to ignore first and second monitions. When the third phase of actual 
sequestration became imminent ‘the person returns himself as resident’ and might

104 O ’B e im e  t o  C h a r le s  A b b o t ,  A p r . 1 8 0 , f. 1 5 8 .
105 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p . 7 6 ,  H  C  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
106 I b id . ,  p . 56 .
107 Ib id . ,  p p  4 6 - 7 6 .
108 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i, p . 2 9 9 .
109 Ecclesiastical report, 1820, p . 86, H .C . 1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix .
110 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 9 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 0 3
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appear ‘in his Benefice but one day in every week’.111 In the matter of residence, 
even those clergymen who enjoyed the bishop’s favour and personal friendship 
were allowed little latitude. Revd Mungo Henry Noble of Clongill was one of 
O’Beime’s most trusted ministers who, during the bishop’s absence, represented the 
diocesan at hearings of the grand jury.112 In 1809, with a First Fruits gift of £400 
and loan of £350, a glebe house was being built for him in the soon-to-be-united 
parishes of Kilshine and Clongill.113 In the same year, Noble inherited the estate of 
his relative Robert Waller at Allenstown, which was situated in a nearby parish.114 
He attached the surname Waller to his own and intended to reside at the estate’s 
four-storey Georgian mansion rather than at the glebe house of his living. Although 
O’Beime assured Waller ‘whatever I can do to accommodate you, shall be done to 
the very utmost of my authority’, he also reminded him of an incumbent’s 
obligation under law to maintain residence in his parish; ‘when the house shall be 
finished, it will be impossible for me to assign any satisfactory reason for your not 
residing in it nine months in the year’.115

Owing to his previous employments and involvements at Dublin Castle, 
O’Beime was on familiar terms with certain landlords in his new diocese. It would 
take time to form relationships with others. The cooperation of landlords was vital, 
not only for O’Beime, but for all diocesans, as land was required to form a glebe, 
build a glebe house, church or parochial school. On post-Reformation church sites, 
land was also needed to provide consecrated burial grounds. As several parishes 
were in the patronage of the crown or the bishop himself and therefore not in the 
hands of the local landlord, some extra effort was required to persuade landowners 
who held neither tithe nor advowson to make land available to the church. Although 
O’Beime criticised the obstructions placed in his path in livings where patronage or

111 Ecclesiastical report, 1820, p p  9 6 - 9 7 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix .
112 O ’B e i m e  to  W a l le r ,  2 0  M a y  1 8 1 0  ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 / 2 / 1 .2 , p . 1).
113 K i l s h i n e  a n d  C lo n g i l l  w e r e  u n i t e d  b y  a c t  o f  c o u n c i l  in  A u g u s t  1 8 0 9 .  S e e  V i s i t a t io n  1 8 1 7 ,  p . 4 ;  
V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p p  6 -7 ;  A r c h i e s p i c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p .  2 4 ;  H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, ii, p . 
2 9 2 .
114 B u r k e ,  Landed gentry o f Great Britain and Ireland, ii, p .  1 5 9 7 .
115 O ’B e i m e  to  W a l le r ,  2 3  M a r .  1 8 0 9  ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 / 2 / 1 .2 ,  p . 2 ) ;  Billfor enforcing residence o f  
spiritual persons on benefices in Ireland 1808, p . 1 3 , H .C . 1 8 0 6  (1 8 ) ,  i.
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tithes were held by Lord Drogheda or the crown, not many patrons and even fewer 
impropriators contributed to any significant extent. The crown held sway in at least 
thirty-four benefices.116 Lord Drogheda had power of advowson and ownership of 
tithes in thirty-seven parishes that comprised at least ten unions.117 Incumbents of 
crown livings often secured their position as a political favour, lobbied through 
relatives or influential connections at Dublin Castle and not by virtue of clerical 
education, suitable qualification or dedication to duty. Lord Drogheda paid scant 
attention to the ecclesiastical matters of his parish unions. His curate at Duleek was 
without any stipend in 1818, as was his curate of Knockcommon.118 The same 
situation held in the chapels of ease at Grangegeeth and Monknewtown where Lord 
Drogheda made ‘no allowance for a curate’.119 It was not until 1813 that some 
concession was given by Lord Drogheda, when he allowed the episcopal union of 
Julianstown, by joining the denominations of Julianstown, Moorechurch, Stamullin 
and Clonalvey.120 In 1816 he consented to the formation of the Duleek union of 
parishes comprising, Duleek, Dowth, Tymoole, Ardcath and Knockcommon.121 
These episcopal unions were not permanent, but lasted no longer than the 
incumbency of the clergyman in situ at the time the union was instituted by the 
bishop. While there is no recorded case of such a union being reversed, the 
temporaiy amalgamation of parishes left Lord Drogheda, and others like him, with 
the facility to effectively dissolve the union by replacing one minister with another.

The practice of non-residence, though often connected with pluralism, was 
also fed by the inadequate financial circumstances of appointees. The building of a 
glebe house was not the responsibility of the established church, the congregation, 
the parish patron or the impropriator of tithes. It was the remit of the clergyman 
himself. Owing to the number of incumbents holding more than one benefice, not 
possessing the financial wherewithal or being absent for any other reason, many
116 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  2 -1 0 5 .
117 Ib id .
118 I b id . ,  p p  1 5 -1 6 .
119 I b id . ,  p . 15.
120 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1820 ,  p. 8 0 , H .C . 1 8 2 0  ( 9 3 ) ,  ix .
121 Ib id .
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parishes were without such a house. Although the canons of the Church of Ireland 
gave the episcopal court certain powers to enforce residence, the absent clergyman, 
if deprived of his living by his bishop, was entitled to appeal to the metropolitan 
court, the court of delegates and even to the king in council.122 Despite the 
prevalence of non-residence, bishops were reluctant to begin proceedings against 
incumbents, as the process was not only lengthy but also expensive. Even O’Beime, 
who suffered no excuses and relentlessly pursued a programme of establishing 
residence, refrained from instigating official proceedings against incumbents, with 
only very few exceptions. The bishop of Leighlin and Ferns, Euseby Cleaver, 
complained of this protracted and expensive procedure in his efforts to enforce 
residence.123 In his observations on the state of the church, Joseph Stock, the bishop 
of Killala and Achonry, drew attention to a contemporary case of non-residence 
then before the commissioners of review and expressed his hope of the case 
concluding in favour of the ecclesiastical authorities, thereby establishing a 
precedent and rendering future cases unnecessary. If, on the other hand ‘the 
decision in that Case should be otherwise, it may become advisable to apply to the 
Legislature to enact some Law for enforcing the Residence of the Clergy in 
Ireland.’124 In the same report, although Bishop O’Beirne expressed satisfaction 
with the laws as they stood, he went on to admit ‘...there are at present instances in 
this Diocese of great encouragement to refactoriness & opposition in this essential 
point of discipline... ’

Despite the continuance of absenteeism and pluralism throughout the 
Church of Ireland from the time of its inception, Bishop O’Beime implemented and 
persisted with a plan to render both obsolete. His measures of dealing with errant 
clergy, as described above, when combined with a campaign of procuring glebe 
lands and building glebe houses, was largely successful, although the success was 
gradual rather than immediate. In 1801 the established church in Ireland comprised

122 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1806, p . 1 9 2 , H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
123 I b id . ,  p p  1 9 2 , 3 4 2 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
124 I b id . ,  p , 3 4 2 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
125 Ib id . ,  p , 7 6 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
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2,436 parishes, over 1,123 benefices, but only 436 glebe houses.126 The onus on an 
incumbent to build his own house at his own expense two years after his 
appointment persisted until Archbishop Robinson of Armagh (1765-94) instituted 
the system whereby ‘the whole expence’ was charged on the incumbent’s 
‘Immediate Successor, with a partial reimbursement to progressive Reduction of the 
charge upon each subsequent Incumbent.127 Where a glebe house was already in 
existence, but in need of repair, the incumbent was enabled ‘to charge his Successor 
in certain cases for the Repairs’.128 This did not mean an incumbent could build 
without any charge to himself, as only after his death and when a settlement had 
been reached with his successor, were the monies reimbursed to his surviving 
family. These measures may have been of use to alleviate financial pressures on 
those already appointed, but surely acted as a disincentive for successors, who were, 
in effect, obliged to repay the building and repair costs of their predecessors. In 
1801 the oppressive conditions relating to the building of glebe houses were 
described as follows;

. . .  e v e r y  I n c u m b e n t  a f te r  tw o  Y e a r s  p o s s e s s io n  o f  a  B e n e f i c e  w i t h o u t  a  G le b e  H o u s e  
is  c o m p e l l a b l e  to  e x p e n d  tw o  Y e a r s  I n c o m e  in  B u i l d i n g  a n d  h is  F a m i ly  a r e  n o t  
r e im b u r s e d  in  fu ll  t i l l  3 Y e a rs  a f te r  h i s  D e a th ;  u p o n  w h ic h  e v e n t  t h e  S u c c e s s o r  a ls o  
f in d s  th a t  t h e  I n s t a lm e n ts  f o r  b u i l d in g ,  a n d  t h e  p a y m e n t  o f  t h e  C h a r g e s  fo r  
P r e s e n ta t i o n ,  I n s t i t u t io n  a n d  F i r s t  F r u i t s  a l s o  s w a l l o w  u p  t h e  w h o le  p r o f i t s  o f  h is  
L iv i n g  f o r  tw o  o r  t h r e e  Y e a r s  a f t e r  h e  h a s  o b ta in e d  P o s s e s s io n  o f  it. 29

It was not until some seven years after the Act of Union that the convolutions 
associated with house building were a little reduced by the provision of large 
government loans and smaller gifts administered through the trustees of the Board 
of First Fruits. Aided by government largesse and ancillary funds, in 1818 O’Beime 
recorded the building or purchase of no fewer than sixty-seven glebe houses (Table 
3.2).

126 U n a t t r i b u t e d  g lo s s ,  O ’B e i m e  to  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r .  1 8 0 1 ,  f. 52 .
127 O ’B e i m e  t o  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r. 1 8 0 1 ,  f. 5 3 .
128 Ib id .
129 Ib id .
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Table 3.2 First Fruits loans and gifts disbursed to clergymen in the diocese of Meath
for building or purchasing a glebe house, 1804-22

Y e a r P a r is h I n c u m b e n t A m o u n t
L o a n G if t

£ £
1 8 0 4 K i lb e g g a n W  M a r s h a l l 0 10 0
1 8 0 9 B a l ly lo u g h lo e T h o m a s  E n g l i s h 6 7 5 10 0
1 8 0 9 K i l lu c a n H  W y n n e 0 10 0
1 8 1 0 C a s t l e lo s t S a m u e l  L u c a s 4 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 0 D r o g h e d a ,  S t  M a r y ’s C h a r l e s  C r a w f o r d 1 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 0 P a in e s to w n B r in s l e y  N i x o n 6 2 5 10 0
1 8 1 0 S la n e T h o m a s  B r o w n r ig g 5 0 0 100
1 8 1 1 C lo n f a d f o r a n H e m s w o r th  U s s h e r 3 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 1 C lo n g i l l T h o m a s  S u t to n 3 5 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 1 D r u m r a n n y J  A l e x a n d e r 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 2 B a l ly m o r e E d w a r d  D o n o v a n 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 2 A th lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s J  W  S te e r l in g 5 0 0 100
1 8 1 2 C la r a S  G r e s s o n 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 2 D u r r o w E d w a r d  P e p p e r 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 2 J u l ia n s to w n R o b e r t  S h a n le y 4 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 2 K i l l a l lo n G  L  G r e s s o n 7 5 0 10 0
1 8 1 2 M a y n e R i c h a r d  V a v a s o u r 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 2 M u l l in g a r T  R o b i n s o n 6 7 5 100
1 8 1 2 T is s a u r a n H  M a h o n 0 10 0
1 8 1 3 A g h e r J  K e l l e t t 1 6 8 4 5 0
1 8 1 3 D o n a g h p a t r i c k G e o r g e  O ’C o n n o r 6 0 0 200
1 8 1 3 K i lk e n n y  W e s t W i l l i a m  B r y o n 5 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 3 K i lm o r e W il l i a m  G o r m a n 5 0 0 2 5 0
1 8 1 3 L a r a c o r B l a n e y  I r w in e 5 5 0 200
1 8 1 3 M o y l i s k e r M e a d e  D e n n i s 5 0 0 200
1 8 1 3 M o y m e t G e o r g e  A l le y 4 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 3 N e w to w n W e n tw o r th  S h ie ld s 6 5 0 10 0
1 8 1 3 N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h H  R o c h f o r t 4 5 0 3 5 0
1 8 1 3 R a th c o n n e l l F  P  W in te r 2 3 2 4 0 0
1 8 1 3 R a to a th L  K  C o n y n g h a m 9 0 0 10 0
1 8 1 3 T a g h m o n B o n d  H a l l 3 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 3 V a s t in a T  R o b i n s o n 9 0 0 100
1 8 1 4 S k r y n e S t e p h e n  R a tc l i f f e 9 0 0 100
1 8 1 4 K i l le a g h T h o m a s  O ’R o u r k e 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 4 D u n b o y n e R  H a m i l t o n 5 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 4 O ld c a s t l e T h o m a s  F  K n i p e 5 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 4 C h u r c h t o w n R o g e r  F o r d 2 1 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 4 T a ra W H  I r v in e 7 5 0 100
1 8 1 4 T u l l a m o r e P  G o u ld s b u r y 4 5 0 3 5 0
1 8 1 4 R a th m o ly o n C o n w a y  B e n n in g 0 10 0
1 8 1 4 K e n t s t o w n J  T o le r 6 2 5 100
1 8 1 5 C a s t l e t o w n  D e lv i n H  F i tz g e r a ld 3 2 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 5 G a l t r im J o h n  L o w 3 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 5 K n o c k m a r k W il l i a m  L id d ia r d 6 7 5 10 0
1 8 1 5 M o y g la r e T h o m a s  J o n e s 3 9 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 5 S ta c k a l l e n G e o r g e  H a r d m a n 6 5 0 10 0
1 8 1 6 A r d n u r c h e r H . U s h e r 1 ,1 5 0 100
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Y e a r P a r is h I n c u m b e n t A m o u n t
( c o n t ., ) L o a n G if t

£ £
1 8 1 6 K i lb ix y J o h n  J e p h s o n 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 7 L e n e y D a n ie l  W a r d 3 7  1 0 s . 3 3 7  1 0 s.
1 8 1 7 S to n e h a l l R  L o c k w o o d 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 8 A th b o y R o b e r t  T r o n s o n 1 ,0 5 0 10 0
1 8 1 8 F e r b a n e H  F i tz g e r a ld 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 8 T r y v e t t B i g o e  H e n z e l l 5 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 9 K i lc le a g h A  R o l l e s t o n 5 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 9 R a h a n F  E n n i s 5 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 9 R a th b e g g a n J  M a th e w s 10 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 9 R a th c o n d r a F  A  P o t t e r 4 5 0 3 5 0
1 8 2 0 B a lly m a g la s s o n W  G o r m a n 6 0 0 200
1 8 2 0 D r a k e s to w n R  L o n g f ie ld 9 0 0 0
1 8 2 0 D u n s h a u g h l in G L  I r v in e 5 6 2 1 0 s . 10 0
1 8 2 0 K i lb r id e  P i la te J o h n  H a le s 1 5 0 3 3 7  1 0 s .
1 8 2 1 A lm o r i t ia J a m e s  H a m i l to n 6 0 0 200
1 8 2 1 A r d a g h J  M c C a u s e la n d 3 7  1 0 s . 3 3 7  1 0 s .
1 8 2 1 L o u g h c r e w R  B  V i n c e n t 1 ,2 7 5 10 0
1 8 2 2 K i l l i c o n n ig h a n J o s e p h  G r e e n 5 0 4 5 0

T o ta l 2 6 ,7 0 7  1 0 s . 1 7 ,6 1 2  1 0 s.

S o u rc e : V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 6 - 7 ;  F irs t F ru its returns, 1 8 0 1 -22 ,  p p  1 8 -1 9 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 3
(1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i,  1 0 2 -3

It is worth mentioning that of all the new glebe houses built by parochial clergy
during O’Beime’s episcopate, twenty-seven, or more than one-third, were erected

• • « 1 * by ministers who held their living by episcopal appointment. It is not known
how the glebe house at Killoughey was funded. The house at Colpe was rented from
James Brabazon of Momington.131

Despite the revised conditions of building and the loans or gifts of the First 
Fruits, a parish clergyman was required to put himself to considerable expense in 
the erecting of a glebe house and offices. The works undertaken by Revd Stephen 
Ratcliffe at Skryne (Plate 3.3) is a case in point. The First Fruits gave a loan of 
£900 and a gift of £100 towards the cost of building in 1814.132 As can be seen by 
Ratcliffe’s building accounts (Appendix 3.3), the total sum expended amounted to 
£1,938 35. 6V2 d.

130 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 -1 0 4 .
131 I b id . ,  p p  2 3 - 2 5 .
132 F irs t F ruits returns, 1801-22 ,  p . 1 8 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 0 2 .
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Plate 3.3 Glebe house a t Skiyne, County Meath

Source: N .IA .H ., (6 Aug. 2009)

The house-building project was paralleled by the procurement of glebe lands 
and wide-scale building, rebuilding and repair of churches. Before the Act of Union 
the Board of First Fruits gave by gift, that is, a grant not requiring repayment, £200 
for the purchase of glebelands in the parish of Clonlost.133 In 1802, £100 was gifted 
towards the building of glebe houses in the parishes of Kilbeggan, Killucan, 
Loughcrew and Tara.134 In the same year Kilbeggan and Killucan were also gifted 
£200 each for the purchase of glebe lands.135 One year later, Rathconnell was gifted 
the same amount for the same purpose.136 This information would seem to indicate 
the immediacy with which O’Beime began his reforms. However, in 1814 the 
commissioners for auditing public accounts declared their finding of several 
recurring errors in the First Fruits accounts over a period of several years. For 
instance, it came to light that the board had debited monies from their accounts 
upon allocation and not actual disbursement of funds.137 As a result, dates given for 
the purchase of glebe lands and glebe house-building correspond with years of 
allocation, not actual disbursement of funds and in general, may bear no

133 First Fruits returns, 1801-11, p. 8, H.C. 1811 (129) v.
134 Ibid., p. 8, H.C. 1811 (129) v.
135 Ibid., p. 6, H.C. 1811 (129) v.
136 Ibid., p. 7, H.C. 1811 (129) v.
137 Commissioners fo r  auditing public  accounts in Ireland 1813-1814  (hereafter Public accounts, 
1813-14), pp 203-205, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 373-375.
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resemblance whatever to the actual commencement or completion dates of purchase 
or building.138 Adjustments made in accounts in 1814 show that of the four house 
projects allocated funding that year, only in Killucan was the work complete.139 
The same accounts indicate that although funds had been granted to five parishes, 
no glebes had been procured in any of them.140 Whatever the errors in First Fruits 
accounts or delays in building and procurement of lands in the early years of the 
century, the 1823 returns to the House of Commons show the diocese of Meath to 
the forefront of completed purchase and building (Tables 3,3a & 3.3b). Note that 
direct quotations from the footnoted sources are transcribed into the third column of 
Table 3.3b.
Table 3.3a First Fruits gifts disbursed for purchasing glebes in Ireland, 1801-22

Diocese £ 5. d.

Meath 8,398. 11. 8.
Killaloe & Kilfenora 7,000. 0. 0.
Elphin 4,971. 0. 7.
Limerick, Ardfert & Aghadoe 4,600. 0. 0.
Down & Connor 4,450. 0. 0.
Tuam  & Ardagh 3,700. 0. 0.
Armagh 2,550. 0. 0.
Cloyne 2,450. 0. 0.
Fem s & Leighlin 2,150. 0. 0.
Dublin 2,100. 0. 0.
C lonfert&  Kilmacduagh 1,865. 17. 6.
Cashel &  Emly 1,850. 0. 0.
Ossory 1,650. 0. 0.
Cork & Ross 1,100. 0. 0.
Killala &  Achonry 1,050. 0. 0.
Kildare 1,000. 0. 0.
Dromore 976. 0. 0.
Clogher 900. 0. 0.
Kilmore 650. 0. 0.
Raphoe 650. 0. 0.
Waterford & Lism ore 500. 0. 0.
Derry 200. 0. 0.
Total 54,751 9. 9
Source: First Fruits returns, 1801-22, 
241), svi, 113

p. 29, H.C. 1823 (135

138 Public accounts, 1813-14, pp 203-205, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 373-375.
139 Ibid., pp 188-190, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 358-361.
140 Ibid.
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T ab le  3.3b G lebe lands p ro c u re d  in  the  d io ce se  o f  M ea th  b y  m eans o th er th a n  the  F irs t
F ru its  fund , 1806

Living Acres R oods Perches M eans o f procurem ent

Ballygarth 3 0 0 n.a.
Skryne 2 0 0 Land exchange
Moyglare 14 Henry Arrabin Esq, parish patron
Rathcore 4614 Bishop Evans fund1 1
Clonfad/Kilbride W eston 22 0 0 ‘a newly acquired glebe’143
Newtown Fertullagh 20 0 0 ‘out o f a diocesan fund’143
Castletown Kildellan 15 0 0 Lands granted by Lord Sunderlin’44
Ballymore 30 0 0 Granted out o f  the See lands'43
Moate/Kilcleagh House, offices & garden in the tow n.146
Colpe 7 0 0 Jas. Brabazon gave glebe at 

M ornington147
Donaghpatrick 18 0 0 M r Everard, parish patron

Total 164 0 0
Source: Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 69 & p 71, H.C. 1807 (78), v; Visitation, 1818, pp 5-6,18, 33- 
34, 43, 105; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 110-111; Healy. History o f  the 
diocese, ii, pp 152-3

The process of securing glebes began with an agreement between incumbent 
and landholder. With the bishop’s approval an application was made to the trustees 
of the board of First Fruits. Following the board’s consent, the funds were disbursed 
to the landholder and the legal transfer of lands was completed. As glebes were 
purchased or rented with gifts from First Fruits, there was no financial demand

141 Visitation, 1818, p. 43 states 46'/2a. o f  the Rathcore glebe was purchased with monies from the 
Bishop Evans fond. As the bishop did no t give an exact date for the procurem ent and did not include 
it in his list o f  glebe improvements up to 1818, the glebe may or may not deserve inclusion in this 
table.
142 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 69, H.C. 1807 (78), v.
I43lbid., p. 71, H.C. 1807 (78), v; F irst Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 
110-111. The latter was specific in stating that Revd John Vignoles was granted £200 for the 
procurement o f 20a o f glebe by the Board o f First Fruits. However, in the former report Bishop 
O ’Beirne stated ‘A glebe o f  40a is now  purchasing for this benefice, out o f a diocesan fund’, hi the 
absence o f diocesan fond accounts for the period, it is not possible to conclude which is correct, 
Lewis’s A topographical dictionary, gave a glebe o f 41 Via, ii, p. 434.
144 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 71, H.C. 1807(78), v.
145 Ibid.
146 Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, p. 153. The glebe garden in the town o f M oate was not listed in 
any extant primary source.
147 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 53, H.C. 1807 (78), v; Visitation, 1818, pp 23-5 & p. 105. The 
former gave Colpe glebe at 3a, while the latter, written by Bishop O ’B eim e in 1818, gave 10a. 
O ’Beirne also included Colpe in a list o f  improvements to  glebes, This would suggest an increase of 
7a to  the glebe o f  this parish at some point during the intervening years.
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made upon the parishioners.148 This is made clear in vestry minute and account 
books where in no case is any reference made to parish monies being used to pay 
glebe rents or make repayments on purchased lands. O’Beime also made use of the 
Archbishop Boulter fund to enhance the glebelands of the diocese. At Clongill in 
County Meath, a ‘treaty’ for lands was agreed between O’Beime and the 
landholder, David Thompson.149 The document transcribed in Appendix 3.4 is an 
example of how such a transaction was conducted. The result of this reorganization 
of the glebe into a single parcel of land is seen in Map 3.1 below.

Map 3.1 Clongill glebe, 1826

Source: (Meath County Library, Gormanston Map, 1836, Sheet 12)

Of the £54,751 9s.9d. disbursed for the purchase of glebes in Ireland 
between 1 May 1801 and 1 May 1822 the diocese of Meath received £8,398 lly. 
8d., with which lands were purchased in twenty-five parishes (Table 3.4).150 This

148 See F irst Fruits returns, 1801-23 , pp 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 214), xvi, 110-111.
149 ‘Clongill. Mr N oble’s case, as to a treaty for augm enting the glebe-lands o f the parish of 
Clongill’, 9 June 1802 (R.C.B., M S D 7/10/13/1, n.p.).
150 F irst Fruits returns, 1801-22 ,p. 29, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 85.
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brought the total glebe holding in the diocese to just above 5,000 acres (Appendix 
3.5).

Table 3.4 Board of First Fruits: gifts advanced for purchasing glebes in the diocese of
Meath, 1802-22

Year Parish To whom paid Acres o f  glebe 
purchased

Amount
£

1802 Kilbeggan - Lam bert esq 2 1 a 2 r0 p 200
1802 Killucan Earl o f  Longford 3 5 a 2 r3 8 p 200
1802 Painestown Bishop o f M eath 29a Or Op 200
1803 Castlelost Bishop o f  M eath 22a Or Op 200
1804 Rathconnel James Nugent esq. 20a Or Op 200
1808 M oylisker R evd M eade D ennis 20a Or Op 200
1809 Newtown Fertullagh Revd John Vignoles 20a Or Op 200
1809 Durrow H.R. Stepney esq. 25a Or Op 450
1809 Dunboyne Revd R Ham ilton 1514a 350
1810 Clongill Revds Sutton & Noble n.a. 364
1810 Kilkenny W est Rt. Hon. W. Handcock 15a Or Op 300
1811 M oym et Lord Shelboum e 10a & ‘a few 

perches’
400

1811 Tullamore Earl o f  Charleville 414a 350
1812 Ballymaglasson H. Ham ilton esq. 20a Or Op 200
1813 Killeagh/ Loughcrew - Napier esq. 20a Or Op 450
1815 Ferbane John King esq. - 450
1816 Kilbixy Lord Sunderlin 20a Or Op 450
1816 Leney R.M. Reynell esq. 22a Or Op 450
1817 Rah an Revd C. Fetherston - 450
1820 Killoconnegan Earl o f  Dam ley 15a Or Op 450
1820 Ardagh Luke W hite esq. 10a Or Op 450
1820 KilbridePilate/Enniscoffy Gustavus Rochfort esq. 16a Or Op 450
1821 Kilbrew W. M urphy esq. 1 1 a lr  7p 350
1821 St. M ary’s Drogheda Revd Charles Crawford n.a. 378 6s. 8d.
1822 Stonehall John M cLoughlin esq. 1114a 256 5s. 0d.

Total 384a + 8,398 l l i .  8d.

Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp 46-75, H.C. 1807 (78), v; Visitation, 1818, pp 2-105; F irst Fruits 
returns. 1801-22, pp 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 110-111; Healy, History o f the diocese, ii, pp 152-3

In the same period Meath secured £44,320 or more than one-sixth of the 
national total of £252,889 lOv. with which sixty-five glebe houses were built.151 
Final adjustments were published in 1823 and are detailed parish by parish for the 
diocese of Meath in Appendix 3.6. The extension of glebe lands was not always

151 F irst Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 17-24, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 85.
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dependent on First Fruits funding. In some instances glebes were improved through 
land exchange, with the cooperation of local landlords, using monies from diocesan 
funds. As already mentioned, a land exchange was negotiated with a Mr Thompson, 
of the parish of Clongill. Thompson held the lands on a lease for three lives from 
the bishop of Killalla and monies were drawn from the Bishop Evans fund to 
augment the parish glebe from thirteen to thirty-one acres.152 The procurement of 
glebes was pursued throughout the diocese and their distribution is illustrated here 
in Map 3.2.

Map 3.2 Distribution of glebes procured in the diocese of Meath during the
O’Beime episcopate, 1798-1823

Source: Ecclesiastical returns,1806, pp 46-75, H.C. 1807 (78), v; Visitation, 1818, p. 105. Note: the 
M S carries unsigned glosses o f  a later, unspecified date; F irst Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 18-19 & 
26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 102-3 & 110-111.

152 Clongill: Mr. N oble’s case, as to a treaty for augm enting the glebe-lands o f the parish o f Clongill, 
9 June 1802, n.p.
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The availability of grants or gifts alleviated some of the expense borne by 
incumbents who undertook to build a glebe house, and as can be seen in Table 3.5, 
the diocese of Meath was again foremost in securing first Fruits monies.

Table 3.5 First Fruits gifts & loans disbursed for building glebe houses in Ireland, 1801-22

Diocese Loan
£ s. d.

Gift
£ s. d.

Total 
£ s. d.

Meath 26,707 10. 0 17,612 10. 0. 44,320 0. 0.
Killaloe & Kilfenora 12,617 0. 0. 11,287 10. 0. 23,904 10. 0.
Ossory 17,359 5. 0. 5,737 10. 0. 23,096 15. 0.
Down & Connor 10,428 10. 0 10,300 0. 0. 20,728 10. 0.
Cioyne 17,525 0. 0. 2,550 0. 0 20,075 0. 0
Tuam & Ardagh 12,733 0. 0. 7,125 0. 0. 19,858 0. 0
Limerick, Ardfert & Aghadoe 10,852 10. 0. 7,400 0. 0. 18,252 10. 0.
Armagh 11,037 15. 0. 6,700 0. 0. 17,737 15. 0.
Kilmore 15,200 0. 0 2,412 10. 0 17,612 10. 0.
Ferns & Leighlin 9,329 0. 0. 7,782 0. 0. 17,111 0. 0.
Cork & Ross 11,393 15. 0. 4,350 0. 0. 15,743 15. 0
Dublin 9,667 0. 0. 3,900 0, 0. 13,567 0. 0.
Cashel & Emly 7,782 10. 0. 3,237 10. 0. 11,020 0. 0.
Killala & Achonry 6,755 0. 0. 3,350 0. 0. 10,105 0. 0
Waterford & Lism ore 6,164 0. 0. 1,700 0. 0. 7,864 0. 0.
Raphoe 4,937 10. 0. 2,487 10. 0. 7,425 0. 0.
Elphin 3,420 10. 0. 3,725 0. 0. 7,145 10. 0.
Clogher 5,331 5. 0. 1,612 10. 0. 6,943 15. 0.
Clonfert &  Kilmacduagh 3,377 10. 0. 3,125 0. 0. 6,502 10. 0.
Dromore 4,140 0. 0. 1,987 10. 0. 6,127 10. 0.
Derry 3,525 0. 0. 600 0. 0. 4,125 0. 0.
Kildare 1,355 0. 0 1,550 0. 0. 2,905 0. 0.

Total 142,357 10. 0. 110,532 0. 0. 252,889 10. 0
Source: First Fruits returns, 1801-1822, pp 17-24, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 101-108

Samples of high, middling and low value livings and their loans are 
illustrated in Table 3.6. Gifts or grants were also disbursed by the First Fruits. These 
did not require repayment and were also based on the living’s annual value or 
estimated income. In most, though not all, cases where a valuation was low, the gift 
was far greater than the amount loaned. In the living of Loughcrew, where the 
clergyman’s house had been described as ‘a very wretched thatched cabin’, the
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valuation of £850 was among the highest in the diocese.153 The incumbent, Revd 
Richard Vincent, while securing a large loan, could obtain a gift of no more than 
£ 100.

Table 3.6 Samples of annual values/estimated incumbent income & their effect on 
First Fruits loans & gifts for building glebe houses, 1801-22

Parish Annual
value

£

Loan
£

Gift
£

Loughcrew 850 1,275 100
Slane 450 500 100
Julianstown 200 400 400
Churchtown 105 210 400
Kilbixy 22 50 450
Source: First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 18-19, H.C. 1823 
(135 241), xvi, 102-103

At the lower end of the valuation scale, the living of Kilbixy stood at no more than 
£22. This was reflected in Revd John Jephson being awarded the gift of £450 and 
required to pay back a small loan of £50.154 Loans were advanced under condition 
of repayment in instalments ‘at the rate of £6 per cent per annum from the 1st day of 
July, twelve months after the advance’.155 Structured loans and gifts enabled 
clergymen to greatly improve their living conditions. The thatched cabins 
complained of in O’Beime’s initial enquiries were replaced by glebe houses such as 
those seen in Plates 3.4 and 3.5. As can be deduced by examination of Appendix 
3.6, the house-building programme does not appear to have followed any specific 
geographical pattern. No fewer than half the houses were allocated First Fruits 
funding between the years 1812 and 1815, and 1813 was the year when monies 
were granted towards fourteen glebe houses; the highest number in any single year.

153 Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, pp 140-1.
154 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 19, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 103.
155 Ibid., p. 16, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 100.
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Plate 3.4 Glebe house at Vastina, County Westmeath, c. 1813

Source: O P. W., An introduction to the architectural heritage o f  Westmeath , p 76

Plate 3.5 Glebe house at Kentstown, County Meath, c. 1814

Caroline Gallagher 14 July 2 0 0 6
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Although seventy-two156 glebe houses were eventually built in Meath, not 
every minister was willing to provide a house for himself, and O’Beime placed a 
number of his clergy ‘under an injunction to build’.157 To achieve a standard of 
quality certain stipulations were made regarding building materials:

I t  m u s t  b e  o f  s to n e  a n d  l im e , o r  b r i c k  a n d  l im e ,  a n d  t im b e r e d  in  t h e  r o o f  a n d  
t h e  f l o o r s . .. w i th  O a k  o r  f i r  t im b e r  ( b o g  o a k  e x c e p t e d )  a n d  c o v e r e d  w i th  s la te ,  
s h i n g l e s  o r  t i l e s ;  e x c e p t  l iv in g s  u n d e r  £ 1 0 0  p e r  y e a r ,  o n  w h i c h  s u c h  h o u s e s  o r  
b u i ld in g s  m a y  b e  c o v e r e d  w i th  t h a t c h .158

The incumbent prepared and presented a memorial and plan to the trustees 
of the First Fruits.159 These documents were required to detail ‘the length, breadth, 
height and thickness of the walls.. .with the number of stories... with the situation of 
the ground on which the same are to stand’.160 The submission was to be signed by 
the incumbent and two credible witnesses. A certificate of approval was granted by 
the trustees of the First Fruits and the plans returned to the incumbent. Following 
allocation, loans were disbursed piecemeal, when stages of building were certified 
by the bishop and as with any type of mortgage, loans were repaid in instalments.161 
Upon completion, the incumbent was obliged to have the building viewed and 
valued by two witnesses, who, under oath, returned ‘a true, just and faithful account 
and estimate of the said buildings and improvements’. Map 3 provides an 
illustration of the distribution of new glebe houses throughout the diocese. 
Testament to the suitability of materials, quality of workmanship and success of the 
building programme in the first quarter of the nineteenth century is reflected in the 
fact that almost all of these buildings continued in use as glebe houses long after 
church disestablishment and well into the second half of the twentieth century. Most 
survive today as private residential dwellings.

156 Healy, H istory o f  the diocese, ii, p. 150.
157 For examples see, Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp 49, 51 & 53, H.C. 1807 (78), v.
158 Arthur Browne, A compendious view o f  the ecclesiastical law o f  Ireland, being the substance o fa  
course o f  lectures read in the university o f  Dublin  (2nd ed., Dublin, 1803), p. 133.
159 For examples see, Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp 49, 55 & 57, H.C. 1807 (78), v.
,6(l Browne,.4 com pendious view, pp 132-133.
161 See Public accounts, 1813-14, pp 188-191 & 206-207, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 358-361 & 376-377.
162 Browne, A com pendious view, p. 135.
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Map 3.3 Distribution of glebe houses purchased or built in the diocese of Meath during
the O’Beime episcopate, 1798-1823
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  Diocesan boundary
  County boundary
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Lake

S o u r c e :  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 6 - 1 0 7 .  N o te :  t h e  M S  c a r r i e s  u n s ig n e d  g l o s s e s  o f  a  l a te r ,  u n s p e c i f i e d  
d a te ;  F irst F ruits returns, 1 80 1-22 , p p  1 8 -1 9 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 0 2 -1 0 3 .

Over time, O’Beime made changes to the structure of just over twenty-five 
per cent of the livings in the diocese of Meath. There were three ways of effecting 
change in the composition of a living; the creation of a new union of parishes by 
episcopal decree, by act of council or by the naming of a perpetual curacy. Eleven 
unions were formed by act of council, eleven by episcopal union and the four 
perpetual curacies of Mayne, Clara, Stonehall and Rahan were created (see Table 
3.7 & Map 3.4).
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Table 3.7 New parish unions and perpetual curacies formed in the diocese of Meath,
1800-21

L iv in g D e n o m i n a t io n s T y p e  o f  u n io n  o r  
p e r p e tu a l  c u r a c y

Y e a r

S ta c k a l l e n S ta c k a l l e n ,  G e m o n s to w n ,  
D u n m o e

A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 0

O ld c a s t l e O ld c a s t l e ,  C a s t l e c o r E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 0 0
D o n a g h p a t r i c k D o n a g h p a t r i c k ,  K i lb e r r y A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 1
K e n ts t o w n K e n ts t o w n ,  D a n e s to w n ,  

B a l ly m a g a r v e y
A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 1

N e w to w n N e w to w n ,  R o b e r t s t o w n ,  
K i lb e g ,  E m la g h

A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 2

B a i ly lo u g h io e B a i l y l o u g h i o e ,  D r u m r a n y A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 4
T is s a u r a n T is s a u r a n ,  K i l l e g a l ly ,  

W h e r r y
A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 4

M a y n e M a y n e ,  L ic k b l a ,  F o y r a n P e r p e tu a l  c u ra c y 1 8 0 5
K i lm e s s a n K i lm e s s a n ,  M a c e to w n E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 0 5
K i lm o o n K i lm o o n ,  L e c k n o E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 0 7
C la r a C la r a ,  L e m a n a g h a n P e r p e tu a l  c u r a c y 1 8 0 8
K i ls h i n e K i l s h i n e ,  C lo n g i l l A c t  o f  c o u n c i  l 1 8 0 9
M u l t i f a r n h a m M u lt i f a r n h a m ,  T a g h m o n ,  

S to n e h a l l
A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 9

S to n e h a l l S e p a r a t e d  f ro m  
M u l t i f a r n h a m  b e f o r e  1 8 1 8

P e r p e tu a l  c u r a c y n .a .

C h u r c h t o w n C h u r c h to w n ,  D y s a r t ,  
C a r r a g h  c i ia p e l r y

A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 0 9

R a h a n R a h a n  n e w ly  s e p a r a te d  
f ro m  F i r c a l l

P e r p e tu a l  c u r a c y 1 8 1 0

K n o c k m a r k K n o c k m a r k ,  C u lm u l l i n ,  
K i l t a l e

A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 1 1

J u l ia n s t o w n J u l ia n s t o w n ,  C lo n a lv e y ,  
M o o r e c h u r c h ,  S t a m u l l in

E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 3

A lm o r i t i a A lm o r i t ia ,  P i e r c e t o w n ,
M o y v o r e /C o n r y

E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 3

D u l e e k D u l e e k ,  R n o c k c o m m o n ,  
A r d c a th ,  T im o o le ,  D o w t h

E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 4

C o lp e C o lp e ,  K i l s h a r v a n E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 5
L o u g h c r e w L o u g h c r e w ,  C l o n a b r e a n e y E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 5
P o r tn a s h a n g a n P o r tn a s h a n g a n ,  P o r t l o m o n E p i s c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 6
D r u m c r e e D r u m c r e e ,  K i lc u m n e y ,  

D i s a r t a l e ,  K i l lu a g h
E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 1 8

do .. K il la g h E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 2 1
E n n i s c o f f e y E n n i s c o f f e y ,  K i lb r id e  

P i la te
A c t  o f  c o u n c i l 1 8 1 8

D e lv in D e lv i n ,  C l o n a m e y ,  
B a i l y c o y n e  c h a p e l r y

E p is c o p a l  u n io n 1 8 2 1

Source: Visitation, 1817, pp 2 ,4 ,6 ,8 -10 ,1 2 -15 ,2 7 , 30-31,38-40; Visitation, 1818,pp 5-7, 15,17, 19- 
21, 23-25,28, 30,54-56,58-59,64-65, 67-71,73, 88-89,96-99; Archiépiscopal visitation, 1826, pp 24- 
25 ,27 , 29-30, 37-39,41; Healy, Hisioryofthe diocese, pp 283-33 9
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Map 3 .4 Changes to the structure of livings in the diocese of Meath during the O’Beime
episcopate, 1798-1823

S o u r c e .  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 7 , p p  2 , 4 , 6 , 8 - 1 0 , 1 2 - 1 5 , 2 7 , 3 0 - 3 1 ,  3 8 - 4 0 ) ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  
v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p p  2 4 - 2 5 ,  2 7 ,  2 9 - 3 0 ,  3 7 - 3 9 ,  41  ; H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d iocese , i i ,  p p  2 8 3 - 3 3 9 .

O’Beime and his contemporaries on the Irish bench were fortunate in that 
their episcopacies coincided with a generous treasury. O’Beime’s great success lay 
in relentlessly pursuing a policy of clerical residence that by definition required a 
glebe house in every living. The result of O’Beime’s effort to enforce residence 
among incumbents is best illustrated by comparing his returns in answer, first to the 
government enquiries of 1806, and then to those of 1820;

1 8 0 6  O n  t h e s e  [9 2 ]  b e n e f ic e s ,  4 5  i n c u m b e n t s  a c t u a l ly  r e s id e .  O f  t h e  4 7  [ c le r g y m e n ]  w h o  d o  
n o t  r e s id e ,  10  h a v e  n o  g l e b e - h o u s e s .  . . 1 9  h a v e  o t h e r  b e n e f ic e s  o n  w h ic h  t h e y  r e s id e  
&  h o ld  b y  fa c u lty .  13  a r e  a b s e n t  w i th  p e r m is s io n ;  2  w i th o u t  p e r m is s io n ;  2  b e n e f ic e s  
a r e  v a c a n t ;  a n d  1 is  a  s in e c u r e .  T h e r e  a r e .  . . 3 7  g le b e - h o u s e s ,  7 5  g le b e s ,  a n d  7 5  
b e n e f ic e s  w i th o u t  g le b e s .  T h e r e  a r e  5 4  [ b e n e f ic e s ]  w i th o u t  g l e b e - h o u s e s ,  a n d  17  
w i th o u t  g l e b e s .163

163 E cc le s ia s tica l report, ¡8 0 6 ,  p p  7 6 - 7 7 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v
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1 8 2 0  O n  t h e s e  [1 0 1 ]  b e n e f ic e s  7 9  i n c u m b e n ts  a c tu a l ly  re s id e .  O f  t h e  2 2  [ c le r g y m e n ]  w h o  d o  n o t  
r e s id e ,  2  h a v e  n o  g l e b e - h o u s e s . .. 10  h a v e  o t h e r  l iv in g s  o n  w h i c h  t h e y  r e s id e  &  h o ld  
b y  d i s p e n s a t io n ,  6 a r e  a b s e n t  w i th  p e r m is s i o n ,  2  w i th o u t  p e r m is s i o n ;  1 b e n e f i c e  is 
v a c a n t ,  a n d  1 is  a  s in e c u r e .  T h e r e  a r e . . .  8 3  g l e b e - h o u s e s ,  9 5  g l e b e s ,  a n d  6 b e n e f ic e s  
w i th o u t  g le b e s .  T h e r e  a r e  18  [ b e n e f ic e s ]  w i th o u t  g l e b e - h o u s e s  a n d  6 w i th o u t  g l e b e s .'64

Beaufort’s survey of the 1790s neglected to enquire into the element of non­
residence; Healy was not specific in the matter of figures; and the initial report 
sought by O’Beime is no longer available. However, in his statement and 
recommendations for remedy to Charles Abbot in 1801 the bishop confirmed that 
only twenty-five clergymen were resident in the diocese of Meath at the end of 
1798, after the rebellion.165 In 1823, owing to some months inter episcope between 
the death of O’Beirne and the appointment of his successor Nathaniel Alexander, no 
diocesan report was submitted to the House of Commons. In February 1824 
however, the lull extent of O’Beime’s programme of enforcing residence was 
evidenced in the returns that indicated the compliance of eighty-six incumbents, an 
increase of sixty-one. Of the thirteen who did not reside, one had no glebe house, 
eight resided by faculty on other livings, two were masters at the diocesan school at 
Multifamham and had permission to reside there and two resided for half the year. 
In addition, Archdeacon De Lacy resided at the archdeaconry at Kells, while a 
curate served in the related parish of Kilskyre. Only Kilbride Veston was described 
as ‘not competent to support a clergyman’ yet even there the cure was served by a 
curate from an adjoining parish.166 There were eighty-five glebe houses167 and 
ninety-two glebes.168 The improvements during O’Beime’s tenure are further 
illustrated in Charts 3.1 and 3.2.

164 E cclesiastical report, 1820, p p  9 6 - 9 7 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix .
165 O ’B e i m e  to  C h a r le s  A b b o t ,  A p r , 1 8 0 1 ,  f. 1 5 8 ,
166 Returns to an order o f  the honourable H ouse o f  Commons, da ted  the 10,h o fF ebruary !824;-forA  
list o f  the parishes in Ireland, with the names o f  their respective incumbents; a nd  distinguishing  
those parishes in which the incum bent is not resident ( h e r e a f t e r  A  list o f  the parishes in Ireland, 
1824), p p  5 9 - 6 1 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 4  ( 2 4 6  4 3 6 ) ,  x x i ,  2 8 0 .
167 A r c h i é p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 .
168 Statem ent o f  num ber o f  acres belonging to the church in Ireland, p p  5 -7 , H .C . 1 8 2 4  ( 4 0 2  4 3 6  
4 6 2 ) ,  x x i.
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Chart 3.1 Improvements in the number of glebe houses and glebe lands in the diocese
of Meath, 1792-1823

ins ww tua «J»

S o u r c e :  C o m p i l e d  f ro m  i n f o r m a t i o n  in  B e a u f o r t ,  M em oir o f  a m ap o f  Ireland, p p  4 1 - 1 2 2 ;  
Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p . 7 6 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v ;  First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p p  1 7 -2 4  &  p . 
2 9 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  (1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 0 1 - 1 0 8  &  1 1 3 ;  A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ;  Kealy, H istory o f  the 
diocese, i i ,  p p  1 5 1 -2 .

Chart 3.2 Improvements in clerical residence in the diocese of Meath,
1798-1823

S o u r c e  C o m p i l e d  f ro m  in f o r m a t io n  in  O ’B e im e  t o  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r , 1 8 0 1 , f. 1 5 8 ;  Papers 
relating to the established church in Ireland, p . 7 6 , H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v ;  First Fruits returns, 1801-22, 
p p  1 7 - 2 4  &  p , 2 9 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i,  1 0 1 - 1 0 8  &  1 1 3 ;  l is t o f  the parishes in Ireland, 1824, 
p p  5 9 - 6 1 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 4  ( 2 4 6  4 3 6 ) ,  x x i ,  2 8 5 - 2 8 7 .

By comparison, the 1824 report returned the neighbouring diocese of 
Kildare, as having twenty-nine clergymen absent from its fifty-five livings. Thirteen 
were absent without permission. Several of those resident were described as ‘living
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in house of his own procurement’.169 As Kildare was the diocese from which the 
First Fruits received the fewest applications, these figures are not remarkable. The 
diocese of Killaloe and Kilfenora also comprised fifty-five livings and came second 
to Meath in its funding for building houses. However, in 1824 eighteen of its 
clergymen remained absent, only four with permission.170 From these figures one 
might justifiably draw the conclusion that funding and building were not sufficient 
in themselves. To ensure improvement in the number of resident incumbents in 
benefices capable of supporting a clergyman, a concerted and persistent effort on 
the part of the diocesan was also required, such as was the case in Meath.

169 A lis t o f  the p a r ish es  in Ireland, 1824 , p p  4 6 - 4 9 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 4  ( 2 4 6  4 3 6 ) ,  x x i ,  2 7 2 -5 .
170 I b id . ,  p p  5 1 - 5 5 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 4  ( 2 4 6  4 3 6 ) ,  x x i ,  2 7 7 - 8 1 .

120



Chapter four
Church-building, rebuilding, enlargement and repair: 

facilitating improvements to pastoral care in the diocese of Meath,
1798-1823

Increasing numbers of resident clergy, the building or procurement of new 
glebe houses and the enhancement of glebe lands went hand in hand with an 
unprecedented spate of church-building, rebuilding, enlargement and substantial 
repair. As with other improvements of the period, government loans and gifts were 
made available for the purpose and administrated through the Board of First Fruits. 
The degree to which each diocese availed of the opportunity to improve the 
condition and number of its houses of worship varied. In Meath, Bishop O’Beime 
pursued a church-building policy that was unsurpassed by any other diocesan at any 
time. His church programme encompassed not only the building itself. The state of 
the entire site including its churchyard and boundary were remarked upon by the 
bishop and he requested that deficiencies be addressed. O’Beime also used the 
gradually improving built infrastructure and numbers of resident clergy as a means 
of bettering the standard of pastoral care and encouraging adherence to the rubric of 
church practice on a parochial level. This chapter explains the process of applying 
for First Fruits funding and the vestry restrictions placed by law, upon parishioners 
who were not members of the Church of Ireland. It traces the extent of the church- 
building programme in the diocese, examines the types of church built and offers 
some idea of the actual cost of building. It also assesses the success of measures 
implemented in improving pastoral care in a diocese of new or improved churches, 
extended glebe lands and new glebe houses where clergymen were more often 
found in residence than ever before.

As in the previous chapter, it is necessary to make some observations on 
particular sources. The National inventory of architectural heritage, Samuel 
Lewis’s Topographical dictionary of Ireland and the second volume of Canon John
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Healy’s History of the diocese of Meath are not without discrepancy or error.1 
Enrors in the national inventory pertinent to this chapter relate to the inaccurate 
dating of churches. Such incidences will be clarified during the course of the 
chapter as necessary. The sums disbursed by the Board of First Fruits towards 
church-building and rebuilding given by Lewis do not always agree with the 
manuscript sources or figures published by the direction of government. Some 
discrepancies have also been noted between Lewis’s years of construction for 
individual churches and the dates indicated in government returns or recorded on 
the buildings themselves. The same applies to information given by Canon Healy. 
Table 4.1 uses the parish of Ardagh near the border of counties Meath and Cavan as 
an example of how the sources differ or are deficient in relating elements of vital 
information.

Table 4.1 St Patrick’s Ardagh: an example of conflicting information between the
sources

S o u r c e Y e a r  f u n d e d Y e a r  b u i l t F i r s t  F m i t s  g i f t  
£

F i r s t  F r u i t s  lo a n  
£

R .C .B .,  M S  
D 7 /1 5 7

1 8 0 2 n o t  g iv e n 5 0 0 n .a .

F i r s t  F r u i t s  r e tu r n s  
to  g o v e r n m e n t

n .a . 1 8 0 6 5 0 0 0

S a m u e l  L e w is n .a . 1 8 1 2 0 9 0 0
C a n o n  H e a ly n .a . 1 8 0 6 n .a . n .a .

Source: V isitation , 1818 , p. 13; Ecclesiastical report, 1807, p. 51 , H .C . 11107 (7 8 ), v; First Fruits returns,1801- 
22, pp  5 ,1 1 ,  H .C . 1823 (135 2 4 1 ) , x v i, 8 9 ,9 5 ;  L ew is, A topographical dictionary, i, p. 40 ; H ealy , History o f  the 
diocese, ii, p. 28 6

O’Beime has long been credited with overseeing the improvement of fifty- 
seven churches during his episcopate of Meath. No more than forty-seven of these 
were returned by the First Fruits in its annual reports to government.2 The bishop 
identified the remaining ten in a list attached to his 1818 visitation notebook.3 
However, by means of a thorough examination of the entire notebook, vestry 
minute books and accounts, government returns and fieldwork, a further twenty

1 N.I.A .H .; L e w is ,  A  to p o g ra p h ica l d ic tio n a ry ,  i &  i i;  H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d iocese , ii.
2 F irs t F ruits returns, 18 0 1 -22 , p p  5 -6  &  1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0  &  95 .
3 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 8 -9 .
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have been identified here. This brings the total number to seventy-seven. The 
degree to which the secondary sources rely upon each other regarding the fifty- 
seven is obvious.4 These sources and even the figure given on the bishop’s 
memorial tablet (see Appendix 4.1), most likely relied upon O’Beime’s own claim 
to that number, in the lists given by him in the 1818 notebook.5 Although the 
discrepantia between sources renders the definitive dating of many church 
improvements difficult, in the following discussion there is no instance of 
incompatibility where any date of funding, building, rebuilding, enlargement or 
repair, places a church outside of the O’Beime episcopate.

While some information relating to repaired churches given here is taken 
from Lewis and the 1818 notebook, vestry minute books and parish accounts have 
been extensively used to corroborate other sources and to provide stand-alone 
evidence of their own. It must be stressed that the twenty additional churches 
identified are buildings where substantial work and not minor repairs or general 
maintenance was undertaken. For example St Mary’s at Galtrim County Meath has 
been included due to the addition of a steeple in 1800 (Plates 4.1a & 4.1b). 
Examination of the building indicates that this date applies to the tower only rather 
than to the whole, as has been suggested by the National inventory of architectural 
heritage and the database of Protected structures.6 The addition of the steeple in 
1800 not only adds Galtrim to the existing O’Beime list, but indicates that its 
enhancement was possibly the earliest church improvement of his episcopate.

4 K e lly ,  ‘T h o m a s  L e w is  O ’B e i m e ’; C le r g y  o f  t h e  C h u r c h  o f  E n g l a n d  D a ta b a s e ,  ‘O ’B e im e ,  T h o m a s  
L e w is  ( 1 7 7 9 - 1 7 9 1 ) ’ i h t tp : / / e a g le .c c h .k c l .a c .u k :8 0 8 0 /c c e /o e r s o n s /D is p la v P e r s o n . i s p ? P e r s o n lD = 3 4 6 1 i 
( 1 6  J a n . 2 0 0 8 ) ;  Y a te s ,  The re lig io u s co n d ition ,  fii. 1 1 5 , p . 9 4 ;  M a lc o m s o n ,  A rch b ish op  A gar,  p . 1 8 6 ; 
H e a iy ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io c e se , ii, p p  1 5 4 , 1 6 3 .
5 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 8 -9 .
6 N.I. A .H .,
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Plate 4. la St Mary’s, Galtrrm, County Meath Plate 4.1b Date stone of W entrance
St Mary’s, Galtrim

- v^ 'K   ¡22__ ...V -  'J:l
C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r  2 2  O c t.  2 0 0 8  C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r  2 2  O c t .  2 0 0 8

As seen in chapters two and three, from the time of the Reformation, the 
churches of the established religion were often damaged during times of rebellion 
and insurrection. Although there had been some funding available for rebuilding 
churches, neither the parochial congregations nor the largely absent clergy made 
any successful attempt to rectify matters to a significant extent. At the beginning of 
the nineteenth century, many churches throughout Ireland remained in a state of 
decay. The bishop of Derry, Alexander Knox made an appeal for immediate funds 
to repair churches in his diocese, as many were in a state of actual collapse and their 
congregations had begun to attend Methodist meeting houses.7 The bishop of 
Limerick, Ardfert and Aghadoe reported no fewer than forty-nine of his ninety 
benefices without churches.8 The diocese of Meath was returned as having ninety 
churches in its ninety-two benefices. Of these, fifty-seven were stated to be in 
perfect or complete repair. Sixteen were described as being in good repair. Nine 
were in as good repair as was possible to make. Only eight churches were returned 
in bad repair and only one was ruinous.9 However, it must not be concluded that 
only two benefices were without churches or that a necessity for the extensive 
church-building programme pursued by O’Beime should be immediately called to

7 K n o x  to  H a r d w ic k e ,  2 6  O c t .  1 8 0 2  (B .L . ,  H a r d w i c k e  p a p e r s ,  M S  3 5 7 3 6 ,  £ 2 5 8 ) .
8 E ccle sia s tica l report, 1806, p p  2 3 6 - 2 5 9 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v.
9 I b id . ,  p p  4 6 - 7 7 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  ( 7 8 ) ,  v.
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question. As can be seen in Table 4.2, close exantination of the returns to 
government clearly state that while seven extensive parishes had more than one 
church, the twelve livings of Killarvey, Innismot, Ballygarth, Assey, Rathbeggan, 
Ballymaglasson, Moymet, Portlomon, Multifamham, Kilbride Pilate, Churchtown 
and Dysart had no church of any description.10 It must also be pointed out that in 
1806 no fewer than twenty-three of the fifty-seven churches returned as being in 
perfect order, had only been lately so made.11 According to the First Fruits returns 
of 1823, where funding was detailed on a year by year basis, the churches at 
Ardagh, Colpe, Mayne, Vastina, Rathcondra and Tissauran were the only buildings 
to have been in receipt of funding by 1806.12 It could be assumed therefore that the 
remaining seventeen found an alternative source of finance. The most likely 
alternative source was the local landlord, congregation or parish at large. More 
complete details of alternative funding is the remit of chapter five. It must be 
remembered that these returns were made two years before the government purse 
was substantially loosened in 1808 and a church recorded in perfect repair was a 
description relative to its time. It should also be borne in mind that these 
descriptions were made by ministers who, like Lancelot King Conyngham of 
Ratoath, may have wished to offer the best possible report of their parish to their 
bishop, in the hope that the actual state of the church might not be discovered. As 
will be shown, in many cases the vestry minute books offer a different perspective 
on the state of churches in the diocese.

10 I b id . ,  p p  5 1 , 5 3 , 5 5 , 5 9 , 1 , 6 7 ,  6 9  &  7 3 , H .C . 1 8 0 7  ( 7 8 ) ,  v .
11 I b id . ,  p p  4 6 - 7 7 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v.
12 F irst F ruits returns, 1 80 1 -2 2 ,  p p  5 -6  &  1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0  &  9 5 .



Table 4.2 The state of churches in the diocese of Meath, 1806
C hurch Perfect

re p a ir
G ood
re p a ir

B ad
re p a ir

‘G ood  
as is
p o ssib le1

R uin N o
church

A gher 1
A lm oritia 1
A rd agh  * 1
A rdbrnccau 1
A rd nurcher
A ssey I
A thboy 1
A tlilone 1
B allygarth 1
B ally loug h loe  &  
D ruraram ty
B allym aglasson 1
B allym ore  * 1
C asllc jo rd an 1
C astlclost 1
C astlepo lla rd 1
C astlerickard 1
C h urch tow u 1
C lonard 1
C loncall 1
C lotifadfo ran 1
Clongill 1
C lonm acnoise 1
C olpe * 1
D elvin 1
D o n ag hpatrick  * 1
D rakestow n 1
D ro gheda , S t M a ry ’s * 1
D rum conrath 1
D n u n crce I
D un b o y u e  * 1
D un shau gh lin 1
D uleek 1
D urrow 1
D ysart 1
E nn iskeen 1
Fircall 2 1 I
lnnism ott 1
Ju lian sto w n 1
K ells 1
K cntstow n * 1
K ilb eg g an I
K ilb rid e /O ld caslle 2
K ilb rid e  P ila te 1
K ilkenn y  W est &  
B u now en

1

K illallon 1
K illarv ev 1
K illiconniglm n * 1
K illu ca n /R a th w ire  * 1
K illy g a lly /T issau ran  ** 2
K itm ainh am w oo d  * 1
K ilm essan I
K ilm oon 1
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(con tin ued )
C hurch

Perfect
re p a ir

G ood
rep a ir

B ad
R e p a ir

‘G ood 
as is
p o ss ib le ’

R uin N o
church

K ibno re 1
K iln eg a ran ag h 1
K ilsh inc 1
K ilsk y rc  * 1
K ilta le /G allrim 1
K in n eg ad 1
K no ck m ark 1
L a ra c o r 1
L eney  &  K ilb ixy  ** 2
L oug hcrew  * 2
M ayne* 1
M o y g lare 1
M o ylisker 1
M oym et 1
M o y n a ity 1
M u llin g ar 1
M u ltifam h am 1
N a v an 1
N ew to w n  * 1
N ew to w n  F ertu ilagh  * 1
N o b b e r 1
P a ineslo w n 1
Portlo inan 1
R a dd onstow n 1
R alh b eg g an 1
R ath co n d ra  * 1
R a th co n n e ll 1
R ath  co re 1
R atlikem iv 1
R athm olyon 1
R a to a th 1
R ey n ag h /G a llcn 1
S krync 1
S lan e 1
S tack a llen 1
S yddan 1
T agh m on 1
T ara 1
T rim  * 1
T ullam o re 1
T ry v e t/K ilb rew  * 1
V a stin a  * 1
T otal 57 16 8 9 1 12

Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp  4 6 -7 7 , H .C . 1 8 07  (7 8 ), v
* D eno tes re c e n t im provem ents. N o te : T h e  c h u rch es  a re  lis ted  in  o rd e r o f  th e ir ap p e ara n c e  in the
re tu rns

In addition, O’Beime furnished a list of eleven rectories and two chapelries 
‘without Churches, without Glebe Houses, without Glebes, and without any
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Ecclesiastical Income whatever’ to provide for a curate (Table 4.3).13 All were 
entirely impropriate in the Church of Ireland laity, with the exception of 
Enniscoffey, a rectory in the union of Kilbride Pilate, where the Revd Dean 
Blundell could not afford a second clergyman of any station to serve the outer 
regions of the union. In this case, although it is nowhere made clear, the meagre 
annual income of £60 was probably allotted to Revd Thomas Robinson who 
performed occasional duties.14

Table 4.3 Rectories & chapelries in the diocese of Meath with no infrastructural
provision, 1806

R e c t o r y  o r  c h a p e l r y B e n e f i c e I m p r o p r i a to r
B e c t iv e B e c t iv e L .  B o l t o n  e s q
B r o w n e s to w n K e n t s t o w n S ir  M a r c u s  S o m e r v i l l e
D o n o r e R e c t o r y  o f  M e l l i f o n t L o r d  D r o g h e d a
E n n i s c o f f e y K i lb r id e  P i l a t e R e v d  D e a n  B l u n d e l l
F e n n o r P a in e s to w n B la n e y  T . B a l f o u r  e s q
F o n e y ly s t o w n  &  S ta f f o r d s to w n F o n e y ly s t o w n  &  

S ta f f o r d s to w n
J o h n  D a w s o n  e s q

K i l l a l to n K i l l a l to n /T e l to w n R o b e r t  B o l l o w  e s q
M o m i n g to n  c h a p e l r y C h a p e l r y  o f  C o lp e L o r d  D r o g h e d a
M o y v o r e M o y v o r e M a r q u is  o f H e a d f o r t
N e w to w n  c h a p e l r y C h a p e l r y  o f  M e l l i f o n t L o r d  D r o g h e d a
O d d e r T a r a - C r o w e  e s q
S to n e h a l l M u l t i f a m h a m M a r q u is  o f H e a d f o r t
T r i s t l e k e r r in T r i s t l e k e r r in M a r q u is  o f H e a d f o r t

Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp  7 6 - 7 7 ,H .C . 1807 (7 8 ), v ; V isita tion , 1 8 1 7 ,p p  7 , 1 1 ,1 3  &  38 ; 
V isitation , 18 18 , pp 15, 19-20, 2 3 -25 , 2 8 -2 9  &  7 3 ; A rch iép isco pa l v isita tio n , 1826 , pp  3 .1 ,  1 0 ,1 3  &  33

The case of the penultimate entry in Table 4.3 is not without a degree of 
ambiguity and requires some explanation. Newtown was one of the twin chapelries 
of Grangegeeth and Monknewtown, situated near Tullyallen to the immediate 
north-east of the demesne of one Blaney Townley Balfour at Townley Hall near 
Drogheda. These two were entered in Meath diocesan visitations from at least the

13 E ccle sia stica l report, 1806, p p  7 6 - 7 7 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
14 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1806 , p p  6 8 - 6 9 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
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1620s.15 The first indication of the chapelries belonging not to Meath, but to 
Armagh, appeared in 1814, when they were replaced by the building of a new 
church at Tullyallen. In March of that year, O’Beime wrote to William Stuart, 
archbishop of Armagh, ‘ ..it will give me great pleasure to oblige your commands to 
consecrate Tullaghallan [sic] Church. I mean to write to Mr. Balfour on the 
subject...’16 In May, the archbishop received a further letter from O’Beime to 
inform him that the consecration had taken place and that the bishop was ‘very 
much pleased with everything [he] saw inside and outside, at the Church of Townly 
Hall’.17 Although the church was funded by a First Fruits gift of £800, the funds 
were disbursed, not to the Meath diocesan, but to the lord primate, and the returns 
were listed in the diocese of Armagh.18 O’Beime did not include the church under 
any alia in his list of improvements to the diocese of Meath.19 However it appeared 
in his visitation of 1817 as belonging to Armagh, and in his visitation notebook of 
1818 as having a new church, but with no mention of Armagh.20 Tullyallen was 
another former chapelry of Mellifont and in the diocese of Armagh.21 The 
contiguity of Grangegeeth, Monknewtown and Tullyallen was a likely reason for 
incorporation, thereby facilitating the group with a new church at Tullyallen and 
bringing the first two chapelries out of the diocese of Meath and into that of 
Armagh. The 1826 archiépiscopal visitation of Meath gave no information on 
Grangegeeth and Monknewtown beyond clearly stating that they were, at that time 
‘chapelries of Armagh’.22 However, ambiguity persisted and while Lewis firmly 
placed Monknewtown in ‘part of the ecclesiastical division of Tullyallen’ and 
therefore in the diocese of Armagh, in 1908 Canon Healy included both as part of 
the Slane union of parishes, stating that the union ‘seems to have been made in the 
eighteenth century’.23 As can be seen in Map 4.1, where the church is circled in

15 E l r in g to n ,  ‘A  c e r t i f i c a te  o f  t h e  s t a t e  a n d  r e v e n n e w e s ’, i , p .  lx x v i i i ;  C .C . E l l i s o n ,  ‘B i s h o p  
D o p p i n g ’s  v i s i t a t io n  b o o k ’ (1 9 7 3 ) ,  p . 7 .
16 O ’B e i r n e  to  S tu a r t ,  13  M a r .  1 8 1 4  ( L .B .C .A .,  M S  W Y 9 9 4 /8 4 ) .
17 Ib id .
18 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5 ,H . C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 .
19 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 8 -9 .
20 Ib id . ,  p . 1 5 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 7 ,  p . 7.
21 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p p  1 2 6 - 1 2 7 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  (1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  2 1 1 - 2 1 2 .
22 A r c h i é p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 , p . 7 .
23 L e w is ,  A topographical dictionary, i , p .  6 7 1  &  i i ,  p . 3 8 9 ;  H e a ly ,  History o f the diocese, i i ,  p . 2 8 9 .
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red, the Ordnance Survey of County Meath in 1837 firmly placed the church of 
Townley Hall in Monknewtown, within the Meath county boundary, and therefore 
most likely within the Meath diocese. Currently, there seems to exist an 
understanding that Monknewtown is part of the Slane union of parishes, in the 
diocese of Meath, while the Townley Hall church, in the village of Tullyallen, is in 
the diocese of Armagh.24

Map 4.1 1837 Ordnance Survey map of Monknewtown, County Meath25

In the absence of actual First Fruits documents, the process of application 
for funding to build or rebuild churches described here has been taken, in the main, 
from John Finlay.26 It is certainly worth noting that the process described by Finlay 
largely corresponds with recommendations proffered by O’Beime to the chief 
secretary in Ireland, Charles Abbot, in 1801.27 Unlike similar contemporary 
publications,28 Finlay’s work is particularly valuable, as churchwardens in Ireland 
were bound by enactments that were peculiar to the country. Specific examples

24 C o n v e r s a t i o n  w i th  N e l  J e n s m a ,  C h u r c h w a r d e n ,  S la n e  U n i o n ,  2 0  N o v .  2 0 0 8 .
25 G o r m a n s to n  m a p  o f  C o u n t y  M e a th ,  1 8 3 7  ( M e a t h  C o u n ty  L ib r a ry ,  s h e e t  19 ).
26 J o h n  F in la y ,  The office and  duties o f  churchwarden and  parish officer in Ireland, new edition, 
with a  supplem ent containing a reading on the act o f  parliam ent o f  the Seventh, George Fourth, c. 
72 , which w ill be in fo rc e  on the f ir s t  day o f  January, ¡8 2 7  ( 2 m' e d .,  D u b l i n ,  1 8 2 7 ) .
27 O 'B e i m e  t o  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r. 1 8 0 1 , f. 1 6 ! .
28 F o r  e x a m p le ,  R .B .  A n d e r d o n ,  A practica l treatise on the duties o f  churchwardens ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 2 4 ) ;  
H u m p h r e y  P r i d e a u x ,  Directions to churchwardens fo r  the fa ith fu l discharge o f  their duty  ( L o n d o n ,  
1 8 3 0 ) ;  C h a r l e s  G r e v i le  P r id e a u x ,  A practica l guide to the duties o f  churchwardens in the execution 
o f  their office, with lists o f  cases, statutes, canons, &c ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 4 3 ) .
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from the diocese of Meath have been pieced together from information found in 
Bishop O’Beime’s correspondence, his visitation notes and returns of the diocese. 
However, the formulaic nature of these sources warranted further investigation. As 
will be shown, proceedings from meetings of the Catholic Association and other 
nineteenth century published works have brought some interesting perspectives and 
difficulties to light.29

At this juncture is necessary to offer some explanation of terminology. The 
First Fruits disbursement returns made no distinction as to whether a church was to 
be built or rebuilt. The difference in category has been found in O’Beime’s 
visitation notes, where he generally regarded a ‘rebuilding’ as a new church on the 
site of an old church, while a ‘built church’ was a new church on a new site.30 
Where an older church was enlarged, such as those at Trim and Navan, O’Beime 
also used the term ‘rebuilding’.31 The trustees of the Board of First Fruits 
sanctioned and disbursed monies for the building or rebuilding of churches by 
either loan or gift. The general tendency was to allow one or the other. In Meath, 
only the urban churches of St Mary’s Drogheda, St Catherine’s, Tullamore and St 
Mary’s, Navan, benefited from both loan and gift.32 The term loan refers to sums 
that were repaid by instalments over time. Gift monies were sums that did not 
warrant repayment and were disbursed to the diocesan.33 To avoid semantic 
confusion, the term ‘gift’ rather than ‘grant’ is used here. Though meaning one and 
the same, ‘gift’ was the term adopted in official returns. In a few instances, the local 
landlord undertook the loan repayments, but generally the onus to repay loans fell 
upon the parishioners in the form of an additional church-building cess. It should be 
explained that an examination of government returns indicates that no First Fruits 
church loans were disbursed in the nineteenth century until after 1808, when the

29 F o r  e x a m p l e s  s e e  H an sard, 2, The p a r lia m en ta ry  d e b a te s ...p u b lish ed  un der the su perin ten den ce  
ofT . C. H an sard ,  n e w  s e r ie s ,  1 8 2 0 - 2 9  ( v o l ,  v i i ,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 2 3 ) ,  c c  1 1 4 7 - 9 8 , P ro ceed in g s  o f  the 
C ath olic  A sso c ia tio n  in D ublin, fro m  M a y  13, 1823  to  F ebru ary  1 1 ,1 8 2 5  ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 2 5 ) ;  J a m e s  
G o d k in ,  Ire la n d  a n d  h er chu rches  ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 6 7 ) .
30 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 0 9  &  p. 1 0 8  r e s p e c t iv e ly .
31 I b i d ,  p .  1 0 9 .
32 F irs t F ru its  returns, 1801-22 , p p  6 &  9 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0  &  9 5 .
33 I b i d ,  p p  5 -9 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 -9 3 .
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treasury purse was further endowed.34 It is possible to argue upon this point from 
two perspectives. It may be said that until this time, no parish was pressurised into 
applying an additional cess upon itself towards the rebuilding of the place of 
worship. It can also be said, that as soon as funding on an unprecedented scale 
became available, the establishment sought to make as much use of it as possible. 
As parishioners, Roman Catholics, who constituted the majority in all parishes and 
Dissenters, of whom there were very few, were required to contribute to the church- 
building cess, and in 1807 Bishop O’Beime welcomed the prospect of a much 
enhanced and more liberal provision of government monies as ‘no adequate fund 
can be expected to be raised by a parochial cess, from the small extent of the 
parishes, or by contributions, from the poverty of the parishioners’.35 This 
statement appears to suggest a degree of understanding on the part of the bishop and 
some level of empathy with the plight of the majority of the population, who were 
Roman Catholic. However, and although O’Beime had little patience with clergy 
who were reluctant to improve church buildings, his communication with Charles 
Abbot in 1801 leaves little doubt of his first concern, the safety of his parochial 
ministers;

I  n e v e r  k n e w  a  p a r t  o f  t h e  k i n g d o m  w h e r e  a  c le r g y m a n  d i d  n o t  e x p o s e  h i m s e l f  to  
h a t r e d ,  to  d a n g e r ,  b y  r e s o r t in g  to  t h e  p r o v i s io n s  o f  t h e  A c ts  o f  P a r l i a m e n t  f o r  
r e p a i r in g  c h u r c h e s ,  o r  w h e r e  h e  w a s  n o t  d e s e r t e d  o r  o p p o s e d  b y  h i s  P r o te s t a n t  
p a r i s h io n e r s  w h e n  t h e  s u m s  t o  b e  r a i s e d  a m o u n t e d  to  a n y t h in g  c o n s i d e r a b l e  b e y o n d  
t h e  s e t t l e d  c e s s  f o r  c l e r k ’s  a n d  s e x t o n ’s s a l a r y . . . 36

While this quotation seems to put forward the notion that there was a good deal of 
opposition in the parishes, O’Beime made but very few mentions of resistance in 
his Meath visitations.

The process of building, rebuilding or enlarging a parish church could 
extend over a number of years, and several statutes relating not only to the 
provision of government funds, but also to the duty, responsibility and burden

34Ib id . ,  p p  1 0 - 1 6 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 3  (1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 4 - 1 0 0 .
35 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1806, p . 7 8 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  ( 7 8 ) ,  v.
36 O ’B e i m e  t o  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,  f. 1 6 1 .
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placed upon churchwardens and vestries were peculiar to Ireland. In general and 
by agreement of an assembled vestry, the initial step in applying for First Fruits 
monies was taken, in writing, by the minister and the two churchwardens of a 
parish. This was known as a memorial. Not many of these survive and owing to its 
rarity, the memorial prepared by Kinnegad vestry in 1821 is reproduced here in full:

37

T h e  M e m o r ia l  o f  t h e  M i n i s t e r  C h u r c h  W a r d e n s  a n d  P r o te s ta n t  P a r i s h io n e r s  o f  t h e  
C h a p e l r y  o f  K in n ig a d  [ s ic ]  in  t h e  D i o c e s e  o f  M e a th ,  S h e w e th :  T h a t  t h e  c h u r c h  o f  
t h e  s a id  C h a p e l r y  h a v i n g  b e e n  o r ig in a l ly  ill  b u i l t  &  o f  p e r i s h a b le  m a te r ia ls  &  b e in g  
n o w  v e r y  o ld  &  in a  v e r y  r u in o u s  &  d a n g e r o u s  s t a t e  it is  v e r y  u n f i t  fo r  th e  
a c c o m m o d a t i o n  o f  t h e  P a r i s h io n e r s  a s  a t  D i v in e  S e r v ic e ,  &  b e in g  i n c a p a b l e  o f  
b e in g  p e r m a n e n t ly  r e p a i r e d  i t  is  f o u n d  n e c e s s a r y  to  t a k e  it  d o w n  t h a t  t h e  i n h a b i t a n ts  
o f  s a id  C h a p e l r y  b e in g  in  g e n e r a l  p o o r  &  th e  e x te n t  o f  t h e  l a n d s  S u b je c t  t o  C e s s  
l im i te d  -  M e m o r a l i s t s  f in d  t h e m s e lv e s  to ta l ly  u n e q u a l  t o  l e v y  o f f  t h e  l a n d s  o f  t h e  
C h a p e l r y  a  S u f f ic ie n t  S u m  to  b u i l d  a  n e w  c h u r c h .  T h a t  u n d e r  t h e s e  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  
y o u r  M e m o r ia l i s t s  a r e  I n d u c e d  t o  a p p l y  t o  y o u r  b o a r d  fo r  A id . T h a t  M e m o r ia l i s t s  
th o  u n a b l e  to  a d v a n c e  t h e  w h o le  S u m  n e c e s s a r y  fo r  t h e  a b o v e  p u r p o s e  a re  y e t  
re a d y  to  r e p a y  th e  S u m  o f  O n e  T h o u s a n d  P o u n d s  S te r l in g  b y  I n s t a l m e n ts  a c c o r d i n g  
to  t h e  r e g u la t io n s  o f  t h e  A c t  m a d e  fo r  t h a t  P u r p o s e  i f  a d v a n c e d  t o  th e m . T h a t  
M e m o r ia l i s t s  b e g  le a v e  t o  r e f e r  to  t h e i r  B i s h o p  fo r  t h e  t r u s t  o f  t h e s e  a l l e g a t io n s  
&  M e m o r ia l i s t s  w i l l  p ra y .
B y  O rd e r :  R o b L N o b le .  M i n i s t e r

J o h n  D ’A rc y
J o h n  H ig g in s .  C h u r c h  W a r d e n  
B a r r i n g t o n  S m ith .  C h u r c h  W a r d e n  
S a m 1’ H i l l  
T h o 8 L e e  
T h o 8- G i l l .38

The application included a plan of the proposed church and a projection of building
costs.

Vestries were summoned to settle upon a cess, either by an announcement 
after divine service, or, in parishes where there was no existing church, by a notice 
posted in the nearest market town. A copy of the notice was delivered to ‘three 
householders of the said parish or union’ ,40 The sum of cess agreed was certified 
by churchwardens or ‘two Protestant inhabitants’, relayed to the ordinary of the 
diocese, who gave his approval. The plan, estimate of costs and amount of
37 F in la y ,  The office a n d  du ties, p . 1 1 6 .
38 K i n n e g a d  v e s t r y  m in u te s ,  2 4  A p r . 1 8 2 1  ( R .C .B . ,M S  P . 2 3 9 .5 .1 ,  p p  2 -3 ) .
39 F in la y ,  The office a n d  du ties, p . 1 1 9 .
40 I b id . ,  p . 1 1 7 .
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assessment was next approved by the bishop and subsequently forwarded to the 
trustees of the First Fruits.41 The trustees then granted monies in compliance with 
49 George 3, c. 103. s. 4 which stated:

. . i t  s h a l l  a n d  m a y  b e  l a w f u l  f o r  t h e  s a id  t r u s te e s  a n d  c o m m i s s io n e r s  f o r th w i th  to  
a d v a n c e  a n d  p a y  to  t h e  p e r s o n s  a p p l y in g  u n d e r  t h e  s a id  r e c i te d  a c t ,  o u t  o f  a n y  
m o n e y  o r  f u n d s  in t r u s te d  [s ic ]  t o  t h e  c a r e  o f  t h e  s a id  t r u s te e s  a n d  c o m m i s s io n e r s ,  
s u c h  s u m  o r  s u m s  o f  m o n e y  a s  t h e y  s h a l l  h a v e  p r e v io u s ly  s ig n i f ie d  to  b e  in  t h e i r  
o p in i o n  f i t  a n d  p r o p e r  to  b e  a p p l i e d  in  t h e  e r e c t i o n  o r  b u i l d in g  o f  a n y  s u c h  c h u r c h . . . 42

The loan was disbursed in three equal parts to the persons named in the certificate 
of cess agreement. The first part was paid in advance of the commencement of any 
work. The further parts were released in two installments when building progress 
was certified by the diocesan.43 Repayments, with a fixed rate of interest, fell due 
‘within twenty-one days after the first day of July in every year’ until the debt was 
settled.44

While existing primary sources give an impression of the initial proposal 
coming directly from the parishioners, through their churchwardens, it is unwise to 
presume that such proposals came unprompted. In cases where vestry, wardens or 
parochial clergy did not choose to build a church under 10 Geo. 3, c.6 and 40 Geo. 
3, c.83, the diocesan had the power to compel them to do so, and lackadaisical 
bishops were, in turn, held accountable under law to their archbishop.45 O’Beime’s 
returns to government and personal notes, if taken at face value, could lead one to 
assume the almost universal eagerness of parishioners. Although he wrote to 
Charles Abbot of the unwillingness of wealthy Protestant farmers and traders to 
keep the parish church in ordinary repair,46 the 1818 visitation notebook is the only 
other extant record in which he expressed dissatisfaction with the reticent

41 Ib id . ,  p p  1 1 9 -1 2 0 .
42 4 9 . G e o r g e  3 , c. 1 0 3 . s. 4 ;  J o h n  F in la y ,  The office a n d  d u ties, p . 1 2 1 .
44 F in la y ,  The office a n d  d u ties,  p . 1 2 1 .
44 I b id . ,  p . 1 2 0 ;  4 9  G e o .3 ,  c . 1 0 3 , s . 5 .
45 H ansard, 3, H a n sa rd 's  pa r lia m en ta ry  d e b a te s , t h i r d  s e r ie s ,  1 8 3 0 -9 1  (v o l  x x iv ,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 3 1 ) ,  c c  
8 5 - 8 6 .  H C  D e b  2 7  A p r . 1 8 3 0 , v o l  x x iv ,  c c  8 5 - 8 6 ;  F in la y ,  The office a n d  du ties, p p  1 1 6 -1 1 7 .
46 O ’B e i m e t o  C h a r le s  A b b o t ,  A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,  f  1 6 1 .
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parishioners of Rathcore who refused to ‘consent to any additional cess’:47 Of 
Kilskyre, he wrote ‘the parishioners have proposed applying for a new church’ and 
at Duleek, ‘the parishioners are building a new church’ 48 In Rathcondra he noted 
‘A church, old, and too small for the parishioners, who wish to have it rebuilt’.49 
Similar observations were made of almost all parishes where improvements were 
made to the house of worship.50 Despite the bishop’s assertions and taking into
account the Roman Catholic/Church of Ireland dichotomy in terms of population, it
is highly improbable that a majority of parishioners in any parish were in agreement 
on the matter. However, and as O’Beime was well aware, owing to the procedure 
involved in applying for church-building funds in Ireland and the laws relating to 
parish vestries, the voice of the dissenting parishioner was not heard. The consent of 
the majority of Protestants in a parish was all that was required to pursue a First 
Fruits loan for building, rebuilding or enlarging a church.51

Desmond Mooney has identified 1813-16 and 1819-23 as years during 
which there were episodes of protest against tithes in the county of Meath. In 
1815, warrants were issued to recover tithes in a number of areas. This resulted in 
riots at the Trim races and the pattern day at Lloyd, near Kells.53 This was also the 
year when Ribbonmen were said to have murdered a man at the fair of Ardemagh, 
because he would not join them.54 As the objections and disturbances caused by the 
payment or withholding of tithes and the general parochial cess caused much furore 
over time, it is reasonable to expect similar objections to a cess raised for the 
repayment of First Fruits loans provided for the building of churches. Godkin 
described the protests at Easter vestry meetings when the Roman Catholics 
contended ‘that they ought not to be compelled to pay for the sweeping of the
47 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 4 3 .
48 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1820, p p  7 7  &  81 r e s p e c t i v e ly ,  H .C . 1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix.
49 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1820, p . 9 3 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix .
50 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 -1 0 4 .
51 H an sard , 3, H a n sa r d ’s  p a r lia m en ta ry  d eb a tes ,  t h i r d  s e r ie s  1 8 3 0 -9 1  ( v o l  x x iv ,  L o n d o n ,  1 8 3 0 ) ,  c. 
6 .H C  D e b  2 7  A p r i l  1 8 3 0 , v o l  x x iv ,  c .6 ,
52 D e s m o n d  M o o n e y ,  ‘T h e  o r ig in s  o f  a g r a r ia n  v i o l e n c e  in  M e a th ,  1 7 9 0 - 1 8 2 8 ’, R io ch t n a M id h e ,  v i i i ,  
n o .  1 ( 1 9 8 7 ) ,  p p  4 5 - 6 7 .
53 I b id . ,  p p  5 6 -5 7 .
54 Ib id . ,  p . 5 7 .
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church, the washing of the surplice and even for the bread and wine... which was an 
outrage upon their consciences’.55 However, apart from a few instances, little has 
been discovered in the Church of Ireland primary sources regarding protests of non- 
Anglican parishioners against the church-building cess. Perhaps there was some 
employment opportunity for parishioners during the term of building and the 
economic value to the labourer may have kept protests to the cess at a minimum. 
However, a situation existed in law and in practice that offers some other 
explanation for the anomaly. While Roman Catholics were entitled to attend vestry 
meetings and even to hold the position of churchwarden, according to law they 
were long prohibited from ‘voting at the election of Church-wardens’ and ‘excluded 
from voting in vestry for the repairing of churches’.56 As parishioners, rate-paying 
Roman Catholics were, by common law, members of vestry but, contrarily, by 
statute, they were;

.. d i s a b le d  in  I r e la n d  f ro m  v o t i n g  o n  f iv e  s u b je c t s  o f  v e s t r y  d e l i b e r a t io n s ;  f i r s t ,  
t h e  r e b u i ld in g  o f  a  c h u r c h ; -  s e c o n d ly ,  t h e  r e p a i r s  o f  i t ; -  t h i r d ly ,  t h e  d e m is i n g  o r  
d i s p o s a l  o f  t h e  i n c o m e  o f  a n y  e s t a t e  b e lo n g i n g  to  i t;-  f o u r th ly ,  t h e  s a la r y  o f  t h e  
c le r k ; -  f i f th ly ,  t h e  e l e c t io n  o f  a n y  C h u r c h - w a r d e n ,57

Roman Catholics could only voice their objection on the above subjects by 
taking a case before the quarter sessions.58 It is hardly necessary to point out that 
this was a course of action not commonly taken. The cost of such an exercise would 
have been prohibitive in many parishes where the majority of the population had 
neither the confidence of spirit nor the financial wherewithal to pursue the matter. 
In the first quarter of the nineteenth century, when the spate of church-building and 
rebuilding was at its height in Ireland and the repayment of loans came due or 
began to fall into arrears, increased cesses were levied in numerous parishes. These 
increases were also put to vote at vestry and in 1823, an act confirmed, ‘The 
disqualification of Roman Catholics from voting at vestries...respecting these

55 G o d k in ,  Ire la n d  a n d  h er churches, p . 2 7 4 .
56 F in la y ,  The office a n d  d u ties, p . 1 2 5 ;  P ro cee d in g s  o f  the C a th o lic  A sso cia tio n  in D u blin  fro m  M a y  
1 3 ,1 8 2 3 , to  F ebru ary  11, 1 8 2 3  ( L o n d o n ,  1 8 2 5 ) ,  p p  2 3 - 2 4 ;  2 0 . G e o .3 . c .5 8 . s. 8 3  &  1 2 ,G e o . 1. c ,9 . 
s .7  r e s p e c t iv e ly .
57 F in la y ,  The office a n d  du ties, p . 2 5 .
58 I b id . ,  p . 2 0 .
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assessments’.59 In the same year, the Catholic Association declared its intention to 
take Roman Catholic grievances relating to the church-building cess within its 
remit. On Wednesday 21 May a complaint against an unnamed Westmeath parish 
was brought before the association. Daniel O’Connell stated that the Board of First 
Fruits had granted seven hundred pounds towards the building of the parish church. 
In addition, it was alleged that two hundred pounds was levied upon the 
parishioners and a further two hundred was about to be demanded, although no 
church had yet been built.60

There is further evidence that the process of church-budding was not as 
efficient or cost-effective as the sources most closely involved with the matter 
appear to suggest. An example of this can be found in the case of All Saints church 
in Mullingar. The returns of the established church in Ireland state that Revd 
Thomas Robinson, who held his parish by crown promotion,61 received a First 
Fruits loan of £1,200 in 1815 62 There are no other government loans or gifts 
recorded for Mullingar.63 This may give an impression that the building of All 
Saints (Plate 4.2) cost no more than £1,200. There is no episcopal reference to 
Mullingar until 1818, when O’Beime wrote in his visitation notebook ‘The church 
being incommodious, and threatening decay, the parishioners agreed to assess 
themselves under the late act for a loan of £1,200 which has been granted them by 
the Board of First Fruits to rebuild the church on a new plan’.64 In the year 
following he reported ‘A new church is now building by the parishioners, assisted 
by a loan from the trustees of the First Fruits; the old church having become 
ruinous, and having been too small to contain the congregation’ 65 Four years had 
passed since the granting of the loan, but the church was not yet finished. In 1821 
Sounder’s Newsletter reported ‘The Lord bishop of Meath attended by the Rev Mr

59 I b id . ,  p .  1 2 5 ;  4 . G e o .4 ,  s. 16 .
60 P ro ceed in g s  o f  the C a th o lic  A sso c ia tion ,  p . 8 .
61W . A . R e y n e l l ,  C le r ic a l  p r o m o t i o n s  b y  t h e  C r o w n  in  M e a th  d i o c e s e ,  n .d . ( R .C .B . ,M S  D 7 /1 2 /1 .6 .4  
P2 18).
12 F irs t F ru its  returns, 1 80 1 -2 2 ,  p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
63 I b id . ,  p p  5 - 6  &  1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0  &  9 5 .
64 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 6 5 .
65 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1820, p , 8 9 , H .C ,  1 8 2 0  ( 9 3 ) ,  ix .
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Pakenham as chaplain, arrived in Mullingar on Saturday last in order to consecrate 
the church; but unhappily some circumstance occurred which prevented its 
accomplishment’. However the church was ‘licensed’ by the bishop.66 Although the 
preventative circumstance was not explained, the building was certainly not fit for 
consecration at that time. A clearer picture of the actual situation has been found in 
other sources, and is shown below.

Plate 4.2 All Saints, Mullingar, County Westmeath

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 2 8  M a y  2 0 0 9

One of the nineteenth century’s most commonly used surveys is Lewis’s 
Topographical dictionary. As stated already, Lewis’s work contained many 
inaccuracies and his account of All Saints in Mullingar was not without error.67 
However he offered some interesting figures on the actual cost of building the 
church and how the sum was raised. According to Lewis, it was ‘rebuilt on an 
enlarged scale...at an expense of £3,554, of which £2,261 was raised by parochial 
assessment, £185 was a donation from the trustees of the Blue Coat Hospital and 
the remainder a loan from the late Board of First Fruits’ ,68 The Mullingar vestry 
minutes, while recording the annual sums expended on the church throughout the

66 S o u n d e r’s  N ew sle tter, 4  A u g . 1 8 2 1 ,  q u o te d  i n H e a l y , H is to ry  o f  the d io cese ,  i i ,  p . 1 6 3 .
61 L e w i s ,  A  to p o g ra p h ica l d ic tio n a ry , i i ,  p p  4 1 1 - 2 .
68 Ib id .
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period (Table 4.4) make no mention as to whether the persistent, rising costs were 
ever challenged by the vestry.69 This is a more informative account than that found 
in the First Fruits returns or O’Beime’s notes and somewhat corroborates the 
situation as detailed by Daniel O’Connell at a meeting of the Catholic Association 
in 1823, when it was claimed that no fewer than seven church-building cesses 
amounting to the sum of £5,540, had been levied upon the parishioners of Mullingar 
between the years 1813 and 1820.70 According to the vestry minutes the sum fell 
somewhat short of that amount, but by 1823 the total amount paid by parishioners 
was in excess of £6,000.

Table 4.4 Funds for rebuilding All Saints Mullingar, 1813-23
Year Means of funding Amount

£ s. d.
1813 Parochial cess 15 0. 0.

Parochial cess 300 0. 0.
1814 Parochial cess 750 0. 0,

First Fruits loan 1,200 0. 0.
1815 None recorded n.a.
1816 Parochial cess 252 15. 4.

First Fruits loan71 1,000 0. 0.
1817 Parochial cess 666 13. 4.

Parochial cess for Edward Dibbs, parish clerk, due to the 200 0. 0.
demolition of his two houses

1818 Parochial cess 666 0. 0
1819 Parochial cess 252 15. 4.
1820 Parochial cess 1,800 0. 0.
1821 Parochial cess 623 5. 114.
1822 Parochial cess 72 0. 0.
1823 Parochial cess 72 0. 0.

Parochial cess 22. 18. 4.
Parochial cess 424. 16. 8.

Total 8,318 4. 114
Source: Mullingar V.M.B., 1813-23, pp 41-127

O’Connell’s complaint has been reproduced here in full, and while his talent 
for rhetorical ascerbity was put to good use, the piece is worthy of consideration if

69 Mullingar vestry minutes, 1806-24 (R.C.B., MS P. 336.4.1, pp 2-138).
70 Proceedings o f  the Catholic Association, pp 24-5; John O ’Connell (ed.,), The select speeches o f  
Daniel O ’Connell M.P., edited with historical notes, etc., (2nd series, Dublin, 1868), p. 218.
71 Ibid., see pp 69, 71 where the total disbursed from the First Fruits is given as £2,200,
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only to emphasise the fact that ecclesiastical sources of the time were somewhat 
selective in their recording of the parochial difficulties encountered in the pursuance 
of church-building;

In the town of Mullingar it was determined to pull down the old church, and erect 
a new one, and it was the general calculation that with the materials of the old and 
about One Thousand Pounds, a new one could be built, and accordingly in 1813, 
an assessment was made of nine pence per acre, which produced the sum of 360/; 
in the year 1814, another levy of 1 s 9d per acre, which produced the sum o f860/, 
making with the former a total of 1200/, which the parishioners thought was quite 
sufficient for the purpose with the old materials; but no, for in the following year 
another levy o f300/ was made; there was then in hand 1520/; and by way of 
managing that sum with prudence instead of building the church by contract, they 
very economically engage to erect it by the salary o f200/ per annum, out of the 
pockets of the parishioners. Finding the taxing trade went on so well, in the 
following year, 1817, another assessment of 1 s 6d per acre was ordered; from this 
was received the sum of 740/, but still they were not satisfied, for in 1818, the sum 
of 740/ more was levied. Well, one would have thought that by this time there was 
no decent pretence for any further levy, but no such thing; in the year 1819, another 
sum o f740/ was levied, and they had then an amount ofThree Thousand Seven 
Hundred and Forty Pounds: still rapacity kept pace with the successful levies, and 
in 1820 a further sum of Eighteen Hundred Pounds was demanded being an 
assessment ofThree Shillings and Eleven Pence per acre. The clergyman it was 
alleged, lost 400/ in speculating on timber, and poor Dibbs the Parish Clerk having 
the shell of a cabin that stood in the way of the new church it was found necessary 
to induce him to submit to its removal by presenting him with Two Hundred Pounds 
in lieu. The frequency and amount of these levies became at length so alarming 
that a gentleman having a few acres of land, found himself in 1820 called upon 
(in addition to all the former levies) to pay the sum of Ten Pounds: he refused, and 
under the 54111 of the late King, he was immediately distrained for his audacity: he 
was not however so passively inclined, and he issued a replevin. The matter was 
decided for the traverser, by the King’s Bench, and the Chancellor refused the 
application of the Minister with costs.7’

The unsatisfactory situation at Mullingar outlived O’Beime, and the triennial 
archiépiscopal visitation of 1826 recorded ‘The chancel of the church has not been 
finished. The roof is defective and the walls constantly damp’ 73 In 1827, twelve 
years after being granted the £1,200 loan, the parish still owed the Board of First 
Fruits £1,013 155., and the installment of £42 55. for that year had not been paid.74 
With such a history of parochial burden, it was scarcely a wonder that in the same 
year the church was stripped of its lead by robbers. The lead was replaced at the

72 Proceedings o f  the Catholic Association, pp 24-5.
73 Archiépiscopal visitation, 1826, p. 228.
74 The fifteenth report o f  the commissioners fo r  auditing public accounts in Ireland (Dated 24 
February 1827): Instalments in repayments o f  loans advanced fo r  building churches, 1826-1827 
(hereafter Public accounts, 1826-27), p. 77, H.C. 1827 (246), xi.
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expense of the parishioners, when the Easter vestry levied an exorbitant cess of 
£800 14s. 3d. on the parish for that purpose.75

Difficulties pertaining to church-building were also a cause for concern in 
other dioceses. The public accounts audit of 1813-14 found that two sums of £500 
appropriated for churches at Dingle and Glynn in the united diocese of Limerick, 
Ardfert and Aghadoe, were ‘never applied to that purpose’.76 In 1809, £600 was 
given by the First Fruits to build a church at Ballysax and another £600 to build at 
Feighcullen in the diocese of Kildare.77 Notwithstanding the bishop’s certification 
that both were ‘properly and sufficiently built’,78 it was discovered in 1813 that 
building work had not even begun. This meant that while the first instalment for 
each church was given before work started, the remaining monies were released 
upon the bishop’s certification of progress. His certification was false. When 
questioned by the commission of auditors, the Kildare diocesan stated that he had 
made a decision to delay the building work as he found the First Fruits money ‘was 
far from being sufficient’. Instead, he invested the falsely collected sums, ‘each 
bearing interest at 6 per cent,’ until such time as the capital and accrued interest 
permitted the undertaking.79 The commissioners imposed no penalty, but instead 
concluded;

although these reasons for deferring for a time the building those Churches 
may be just and wise, of which the Bishop was and is the best judge, yet 
we however think that whenever any unforseen difficulties occur to prevent 
or retard the execution of the objects of appropriation, these difficulties 
should be reported without delay to the Trustees, who might thereon exercise 
their discretion as to the propriety of disappropriating the Grant, that the 
money, ¡factually issued, as in the present instance, should be refunded, as 
we think that its being suffered to remain in the hands of the bishop, even at 
interest, is an application of it contrary to the views of the Legislature and 
of the Board of First Fruits.80

75 Mullingar V.M.B., 17 Apr. 1827, p. 160.
76 Public accounts, 1813-14,pp 204-205, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 374-375.
77Ibid., p. 205, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 375.
78 25 Geo. 2 c. 63 decreed that First Fruits church-building monies could be released only on foot of 
a bishop’s certificate wherein he declared the church ‘properly and sufficiently built’; Public 
accounts, 1813-1814, p. 203, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 373.
79 Ibid., p. 205, H.C. 1814 (129), vii, 375.
80 Ibid.
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Three years later, the churches remained unbuilt and despite the auditor’s 
recommendation that the trustees of the First Fruits disappropriate or withdraw 
monies not immediately put to use, the funds were still in the hands of the bishop of 
Kildare. He was again brought before them. On this second occasion, he claimed 
that following his previous appearance in 1814, he had sought to contract the two 
buildings at a most specific cost of £802 16.v. and £810 l.v. 11 d. However, he 
claimed that due to a tax being laid on timber and glass in that year, the work was 
again delayed.81 This being his second calling to task, he prudently declared that the 
accrual of interest was currently favourable and in the light of this, the building of 
both churches would commence early in the coming spring.82

The Board of First Fruits generally advanced loans in the hundreds of 
pounds for the building of rural churches or those erected in small villages. Sums 
disbursed for urban parishes were somewhat more considerable.83 The church in 
receipt of the largest loan in the country appears to have been that of St George’s at 
Hardwicke Place Dublin. Designed by Francis Johnston and consecrated in 1814, 
the First Fruits disbursed £5,000 in 1809 and a further £3,500 in 1811.84 The gift 
allowed, a mere £500, was less than that given to many small rural parishes and 
reflected, the wealth and perhaps, though not necessarily, the willingness and 
generosity of the parishioners of its adjacent Georgian squares. In the diocese of 
Meath, the churches commanding the highest loan were St Michael’s at 
Castlepollard (Plate 4.3) and St Catherine’s Tullamore (Plate 4.4). William Dutton 
Pollard was given a loan of £3,000 towards the erection of St Michael’s in 1819.85 
Pollard and Lord Longford of the nearby Tullynally Castle undertook to repay 
£1,000 of the sum between them.86

81 Fifth report o f  the commissioners fo r  auditing public accounts in Ireland 1817-1817 (hereafter 
Public accounts, 1817), p. 100, H.C. 1817 (116), viii.
82Public accounts, 1817, p. 100, H.C. 1817 (116), viii.
83 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 10-16, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 94-100.
84 Ibid., p. 10, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 94; Christine Casey, The buildings o f  Ireland: Dublin (New 
Haven & London, 2005), pp 120-122; ‘Parish of St. George & St. Thomas’ 
(www.georges.dublin.anglican.org/historv.htmn (21 Jan. 2009).
85 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
86 Visitation, 1818, p. 54.
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Plate 4.3 St Michael’s, Castlepollard, County Westmeath, E elevation

Caroline Gallagher

Three First Fruits loans of £1,000, together with one gift of £600 and 
another of £200, were disbursed to Thomas Acres, a developer engaged by Lord 
Charleville, to oversee the development of Tullamore town.87 The excess of £4,000 
was paid by Charleville,88 who incorporated a sizable family vault into the structure 
of the church. The five-bay building was the most spectacular in the diocese.

87 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 6 & 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90 & 95
88 Visitation, 1818, p. 79.



Plate 4.4 St Catherine’s, Tullamore, King’s County, N elevation

Caroline Gallagher 2006

As with securing glebe lands and building glebe houses, the building, 
rebuilding or enlargement of churches followed no particular pattern of deanery, 
barony or county. As mentioned above, neither the First Fruits returns nor 
O’Beime’s visitation notes represented the total extent of improvements to churches 
during the period. The forty-seven included in First Fruits returns are given here in 
Table 4.5, together with the year and amount of disbursement. It should be noted 
that Tullamore was not the only parish to secure funding on more than one 
occasion. The church of Kilshine, however, was the only rural church to receive 
monies more than once. Killucan/Rathwire was alone among village churches in its 
receipt of more than one loan. St Mary’s, Drogheda and St Mary’s, Navan were 
both funded on two occasions.
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Table 4.5 First Fruits returns of monies disbursed for building, rebuilding or enlarging
churches in the diocese of Meath, 1802-22

Year Church Rural
Deanery

Barony County Gift
£

Loan
£

1802 Ardagh Slane Morgallian, Lower 
Slane

Meath 500 0
1802 Kilbride/Castlecor Fore Demifore Meath 500 0
1802 Killiagh Fore Fore Westmeath 500 0
1802 Rathcondra Ballymore Rathconrath Westmeath 500 0
1804 Mayne Fore Demifore Westmeath 500 0
1804 Tissauran Clonmacnoise Garry castle King’s

County
500 0

1804 Vastina Ballymore Moycashel Westmeath 500 0
1806 Colpe Duleek Duleek Meath 600 0
1807 Churchtown Ballymore Rathconrath Westmeath 600 0
1807 Kilshine

d 8tgift)
Slane Morgallion Meath 600 0

1808 Stonehall Mullingar Corkaree Westmeath 600 0
1809 Ballymaglassan Ratoath Ratoath Meath 600 0
1809 Clonard Clonard Upr. Moyfenragh Meath 0 400
1809 Drogheda, St

Mary’s
Duleek Lower Duleek Meath 0 500

1809 Drumrany Ballymore Kilkenny-West Westmeath 600 0
1809 Gallen Clonmacnoise Garry castle King’s

County
600 0

1809 Leney Mullingar Fartullagh,Moyashel, 
Maherademon

Westmeath 0 350
1809 Skryne Skryne Skryne Meath 0 500
1809 Tullamore 

(1st gift)
Ardnurcher Ballycowan King’s

County
600 0

1811 Bunowen Ballymore Kilkenny-West Westmeath 600 0
1811 Ballyloughloe Clonmacnoise Clonlonan Westmeath 0 400
1811 Castlelost Mullingar Fartullagh Westmeath 800 0
1811 Drumcree Mullingar Kilcumny Westmeath 0 850
1811 Killucan/Rathwire 

(1st loan)
Clonard Farbill Westmeath 0 1000

1812 Tullamore 
(1st loan)

Ardnurcher Ballycowan King’s
County

0 1000
1813 Rathbeggan Ratoath Ratoath Meath 800 0
1813 Dunshaughlin Ratoath Ratoath Meath 0 500
1813 Navan Trim Trim Meath 0 1100
1813 Tullamore 

(2"d loan)
Ardnurcher Ballycowan King’s

County
0 1000

1815 Almoritia Ballymore Rathconrath Westmeath 0 600
1815 Ballyboy Ardnurcher Ballyboy Westmeath 0 900
1815 Killucan/Rathwire 

(2nd loan)
Clonard Farbill Westmeath 0 200

1815 Kilmoon Duleek Upr. Duleek Meath 0 500
1815 Mullingar Mullingar Fartullagh Westmeath 0 1200
1816 Kilcleagh Clonmacnoise Clonlonan Westmeath 0 857
1816 Killoughy Ardnurcher Ballyboy King’s

County
900 0
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Year
(cont.,)

Church Rural
Deanery

Barony County Gift
£

Loan
£

1816 Kilshine (2nd gift) Slane Morgallion Meath 200 0
1816 Knockmark Skryne Lwr. Deece Meath 900 0
1816 Navan Trim Trim Meath 600 0
1816 Oldcastle Fore Demi-Fore Meath 0 1000
1816 Tullamore 

(3rd loan)
Ardnurcher Ballycowan King’s

County
0 1000

1817 Du leek Duleek Lwr. Duleek Meath 0 1500
1817 Ratoath Ratoath Ratoath Meath 0 805
1818 Enniscofly Mullingar Fartullagh Westmeath 900 0
1818 Moynalty Kells Lwr. Kells Meath 0 1000
1819 Castlepollard Fore Demi-Fore Westmeath 0 3000
1819 Drogheda, St 

Mary’s
Duleek Drogheda Borough Meath 600 0

1819 Dunshaughlin Ratoath Ratoath Meath 0 200
1820 Drakestown Slane Morgallion Meath 0 532
1820 Killiconnigan Trim Lune Meath 0 700
1820 Tara Skryne Skryne Meath 0 500
1820 Tullamore

(2nd gift)
Ardnurcher Ballycowan King’s

County
200 0

1821 Kilbeggan Ardnurcher Moycashel Westmeath 0 200
1822 Kilskyre Kells Upr. Kells Meath 0 466
1822 Kinnegad Clonard Farbill Westmeath 0 333

Total 14,800 23,093
Source: Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1971-5); First Fruits returns, 1801-22. pp 5-6 & pp 11-12, 
H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-90 & 95-96; Visitation 1817

The remaining thirty churches are listed in Table 4.6. Quotations given in 
the observations column have been taken from O’Beime’s 1818 notebook.89 It 
should be understood that many improvements were given no specific date by 
O’Beime, beyond his assertion that the work was carried out at some point between 
1799 and 1818. Vestry minute books have been of much help in this regard and 
some dates are taken from Canon Healy.90 The distribution of building works 
conducted at church sites during the period are illustrated in Map 4.2. A full 
treatment of the means by which all seventy-seven churches were built, rebuilt, 
enlarged, substantially improved, furnished, maintained is given in chapter five.

89 Visitation, 1818, pp 1-104.
90 Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 285-332.
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Table 4.6 Churches built, rebuilt, enlarged or substantially repaired in the diocese of 
Meath & not mentioned in First Fruits returns, 1799-1823

Date Church Built Rebuilt Repaired Ornamented Observations
1800 Galt rim 1
1801
1815
1816

Kentstown 1 1 ‘lately put into 
complete repair, & 
handsomely finished 
with a steeple as well 
as inside & outside 
ornaments’91

1801 Moyglare 1 ‘The church has been 
lately put into 
complete repair’92

1802 Durrow 1 ‘lately put into good
• »93repair

1806 Kilmainhamwood 1 ‘Church newly built 
by a gift of £500 from 
Trustees of the First 
Fruits’94

c. 1806 Siane 1 ‘lately much 
ornamented both 
within & without’95

1810 Forgney 1 The widow of the 
Late Lord Rosse ‘has 
highly ornamented 
the church & added to 
it a handsome steeple 
of cut stone’96

c. 1811 Newtown
Fertullagh

1 ‘Church was built by 
parishioners during 
the last incumbency97

1815 Stackallen98 1
1818 Dunboyne 1 ‘lately rebuilt’99

c. 1818 Rathconnell 1 ‘New church [1799], 
ornamented with a 
copper covered 
steeple’100

91 K e n ts t o w n  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 1 ,  1 8 1 5 , 1 8 1 6  ( R .C .B . , M S  P . 4 4 1 .5 .1 ,  p p  9 7 , 1 1 5 , 1 1 7 ) ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  
p p  1 9 -2 0  &  1 0 9 .
92 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  3 3 - 4 ;  M o y g la r e  v e s t r y  m in u te s ,  1 8 0 1 ,  1 8 0 3 - 7 ,1 8 0 9 , 1 8 1 1 , 1 8 1 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  
P . 5 5 8 .5 .1 ,  n .p .) .
93 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 7 8 .
94 Ib id . ,  p p  3 &  1 0 8 .
95 S ia n e  V .M .B . ,  2 4  A p r . 1 8 0 6  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 8 6 9 .5 .2 ,  p . 6 5 ) ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 8 .
96 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  8 9 & 1 0 9 .
97 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 1 .
98 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i, p . 2 8 9 .
99 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 3 9 ; D u n b o y n e  V .M .B . ,  &  a c c o u n t s ,  1 8 0 2 -1 3  ( R .C .B . ,M S S  P . 5 6 0 .5 .1 - 2 ,  n .p .) .
100 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  66 ; R a th c o n n e l l  V .M .B .,  &  a c c o u n t s ,  1 8 0 0 - 2 ,1 8 1 1 ,  1 8 1 5 , 1 8 1 8  (R .C .B .,  M S  
P . 2 4 0 .5 .1 ,  p p  1, 5 - 7  a t  e n d  o f  b o o k ) .
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Date
(cont.,)

Church Built Rebuilt Repaired Ornamented Observations
c. 1818 Rathkenny 1 ‘just into complete 

repair’101
c, 1818 Wherry 1 Ornamented with a 

steeple, ‘but the work 
is going on slowly & 
has been only carried 
as high as the second 
belting course’102

1820 Ardnurcher 1 ‘parishioners have 
assessed a
considerable sum for 
putting the church in 
complete repair’103

c. 1820 Kilmessan 1 Renovated c. 1 S2Qm
1820 Rathaspick 1 First Fruits loan of 

£200 for enlargement
in 1820105

1822 Ballymore100 1 First Fruits 
loan £800107

1822 Castlejordan 1 1 First Fruits loan 
£1,000108

c. 1822 Kilskyre109 1 First Fruits loan 
£466110

1822 Portnashangan1" 1
1823 Athlone, St. 

Mary’s
First Fruits loan 
£1,000112

1823 Painestown 1 Gallery added & 
Steeple roofed & 
repaired by £400 loan 
from the Board of 
First Fruits113

101 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 14 .
102 I b id . ,  p . 9 9 .
103 Ib id ,  p p  7 4 - 5 ;  H o r s e le a p  V .M .B ., ,  4  A p r . 1 8 2 0  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 1 1 .5 .1 ,  p . 5 ).
104 A r c h i te c tu r a l  h e r i t a g e  o f  I r e la n d ,  ‘P r o te c t e d  s t r u c t u r e s  o f  M e a t h ’
( w w w .m e a t l i . i e /L o c a l A u t h o r i t i e s /H e r i t a g e / A r c h i t e c tu r a l H e r i t a t t e /P r o te c t e d S t r u c t u r e s / f i l e .6 8 3 8 .p d f ) 
( 2 7  Ja n . 2 0 0 9 ) .
105 R a th a s p ic k  V .M .B .,  1 8 1 9 - 2 0  (R .C .B .,  M S  5 9 9 .5 .1 ,  n .p .)
106 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 1 0 9 .
107 B a l ly m o r e  K i l l a i r e  V .M .B . , 1 7  D e c .  1 8 2 2  ( R . C . B . , M S P .  3 9 8 .5 .1 ,  p p  1 7 8 -9 ) .
108 C a s t l e jo r d a n  V .M .B . ,  1 8 2 2  &  1 6  A p r . 1 8 2 7  ( R .C .B . ,  M S  P. 2 3 4 .5 ,1 ,  p p  3 , 2 4 ),
109 Ib id . ,  p . 1 0 9 .
110First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
111 Ib id . ,  p . 1 0 8 .
112 S t  M a r y ’s  A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  4  F e b .  1 8 2 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 9 2 .2 8 .6 ,  p . 3 ).
113 P a in e s to w n  &  A r d m u lc h a n  V .M .B .,  1 8 2 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 8 6 8 .5 .2 ,  l o o s e  F i r s t  F r u i t s  r e c e ip ts ) ;  
L e w is ,  A topographical dictionary, ii, p . 4 5 4 ;  H e a l y ,  History o f  the diocese, l i, p .  2 8 9 .
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Date
(cont.,)

Church Built Rebuilt Repaired Ornamented Observations
n.a. Agher 1 ‘rebuilt & finished 

in the handsomest 
manner by the late Mr 
Winter’114

n.a. Clonfad 1 1 ‘steeple was left 
unfinished, but Mr 
Boyd, who married 
the Dowager Lady 
Belvedere, is 
preparing materials 
for building a 
very handsome 
one’115

n.a. Donaghpatrick 1 £500 from the Board 
of First Fruits116

n.a. Enniskeen 1 1 ‘rebuilt & 
ornamented with a
steeple’117

n.a. Kells 1 ‘lately rebuilt’118
n.a. Kilbrew119 1
n.a. Kilmore 1 ‘now in complete 

repair’120
n.a. Trim 1 ‘lately rebuilt’121

Source: see fiis for this table

114 Visitation, 1818, pp 34 & 109.
115 Ibid., pp 72 & 109.
116 Visitation, 1818, pp 4-6 &108.
117 Ibid., pp 12 & 109.
118Portlomon & Portnashangan V.M.B., 1822 (R.C.B., MS P. 337.5.1, pp 1, 6-7).
119 Ibid., p. 109.
120 Visitation, 1818, p. 32.
121 Ibid., pp 40-2 & 109.
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Map 4 .2 Distribution map of churches built, rebuilt, enlarged or substantially repaired in
the diocese of Meath during the O’Beirne episcopate, 1798-1823

Source: Visitation, 1817; Visitation, 1818, pp 1-101, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-6 & pp 11- 
12, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-90 & 95-96; V.M.B., various parishes; Lewis, A topographical 
dictionary, ii, p. 454; Healy, History o f  the diocese, ii, pp 292-312; N.I.A.S.; ‘Protected structures of 
Meath’
t www.meath.ie/LocalAuthorities/Heritaae/ArchitecturalHeritage/ProtectedSmictures/file.6838 pdf! 
(21 Jan. 2009)

Records offering dates of consecration are few. Some references were given 
by Healy and others have been found in vestry minutes and are reproduced here in 
Table 4.7. Where consecration is mentioned in vestry books, it is usually to record 
the fee of around five guineas paid to the diocesan registrar.

122Kinnegad V.M.B., & accounts, 1824, p. 17; Benowen V.M.B., 16 Oct. 1824 (R.C.B., MS P 
393.5.1, p. 18); Clongill & Kilshine V.M.B., 24 Mar. 1818 (R.C.B., MS P. 34.5.1, p. 12).
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T a b le  4 .7  T im e - la g  b e t w e e n  t h e  g r a n t i n g  o f  F i r s t  F r u i t s  f u n d s  &  t h e  c o n s e c r a t i o n  o f
churches in the diocese of Meath, 1802-23

Year
funded

Church Year
consecrated

Year
funded

Church Year
consecrated

1802 Kilbride/Castlecor c. 1808123 1811
1815

Killucan Not before 
1816124

1807
1816

Kilshine 00 00 N u 1815 Ballyboy 1824126
1808 Stonehall 1816127 1817 Ratoath 1821I2i!
1809 Ballymaglassan 1816129 1817 Duleek 1826130
1809
1812
1813
1816
1820

Tullamore 1816IJ1 1820 Killiconnigan 1823132

1811 Bunowen 18241JJ 1822 Kinnegad 1823134

Source: see flis for this table

As can be seen from this table, several years may have elapsed between the year of 
funding and year of consecration. It should not be assumed however, that the 
congregation went without religious services during the intervening years. While a 
church was required to meet certain standards before an act of consecration could 
be permitted, it has already been shown by the example of Mullingar that a church 
not yet meeting the criteria could be licensed for worship. Licences were also issued 
for alternative buildings when an old church was rendered unusable during building 
works or when a church was demolished to facilitate the building of a new church 
on the same site. This was a practice that continued through the years, as in 1902,

123 M o u n t  N u g e n t  V .M .B .,  1 8 0 8  ( R .C .B . , M S P .  4 2 1 .5 .1 ,  n .p .) .
124 K i l l u c a n  V .M .B . ,  1 8 1 5  ( R .C .B . ,M S  P. 2 3 8 .5 .2 ,  p . 1 4 1 ) .
125 C lo n g i l l  &  K i l s h i n e  V .M .B . ,  2 4  M a r .  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 2 ; H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, ii, p . 2 9 2  g iv e s  
1 8 1 2 .
126 C o n s e c r a t i o n  o f  c h u r c h  a t  B a l l y b o y  ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 /1 0 /5 ) .
127 S to n e h a l l  &  M u l t i f a m h a m  V .M .B . ,  7  S e p t .  1 8 1 6  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 4 0 .5 .1 ,  p . 1).
128 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i ,  p . 3 0 2 .
129 I b id . ,  p . 3 0 4 .
130 I b id . ,  p . 2 9 3 .
131 T u l l a m o r e  V .M .B .,  &  a c c o u n t s ,  1 0  S e p t .  1 8 1 6  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P. 9 1 2 .5 .1 ,  p p  8 3 , 9 9 ) .
132 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i, p . 3 1 2 .
133 B e n o w e n  V .M .B .,  16  O c t. 1 8 2 4 ,  p . 18 .
134 K i n n e g a d  V .M .B .,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  1 8 2 3 ,  p . 17.
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while a new church was being built at Skryne, a licence was issued to hold services 
in the parish schoolhouse.135

In general, the building materials, size and ornamentation of the church 
depended not only on the wealth or willingness of the parishioners, but also on the 
effectiveness of the churchwardens in the collection of the cesses levied. In most 
parishes even the most jealous supporters of church-building chose to reuse 
materials from the older parish church, or to erect a building of limestone rubble, 
rather than of expensive stone. In Mullingar, where the process was lengthy and 
expensive, the building was ornamented with a steeple and spire, but it was not built 
of cut stone. (Plate 4.5).

Plate 4.5 Stonework of All Saints, Mullingar

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 2 7  A u g . 2 0 0 5

Plate 4.6 illustrates the limestone rubble and the remnants of rendering used in the 
construction of the church at Vastina, and is typical of many others. The inferiority 
of the material, as opposed to that used in Mullingar is immediately obvious. As a 
fonn of weather protection, the walls were generally rendered by rough-cast or

135 Licence for divine service in Skryne schoolhouse, 24 Apr. 1902 (R.C.B.,MS D7/10/41.1).
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harling. Many were subsequently pebble-dashed or the old rendering removed and 
the stonework repointed.

Plate 4.6 St Brigid’s, Vastina: exposed rubble courses and remnants of render

The internal plaster has been removed from St Patrick’s, Tara (Plate 4.7), where the 
walls probably once bore a resemblance to the interior of the church at Leney (Plate 
4.8), or St Patrick’s, Drakestown (Plate 4.9).

Plate 4.7 St Patrick’s, Tara County Meath: exposed interior walls

Caroline Gallagher July 5 2 00 7
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Plate 4.8 Leney, County Westmeath: 
interior N wall

Plate 4,9 St Patrick’s, Drakestown County 
Meath: interior NW corner

Caroline Gallagher 20 Aug. 2005

Churches varied in size and plan and by and large did not exceed the 
requirements of accommodating the congregation. The smallest two-bay churches 
of Ballymaglasson (Plate 4.10) and Drakestown (Plate 4.11) accurately reflect the 
size of the Church of Ireland congregations in both parishes. Ballymaglasson had 
four Protestant families, and the church at Drakestown served the eight families in

136the union of Drakestown, Kilpatrick and Knowth.

Plate 4.10 St Kieran’s, Ballymaglasson Plate 4.11 St Patrick’s, Drakestown

Caroline Gallagher 6 Dec. 2006

136 Ibid., pp 128-9.

Caroline Gallagher

Caroline Gallagher 7 Aug. 2 006
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Several vestiy minute books record the reuse of stone in the building or 
rebuilding of churches. Drakestown is an excellent example of how materials from 
an older church were put to use in an attempt to save on building costs. While it is 
not possible to quantify the extent to which churches were built from recycled 
stone, the composite Plate 4.12 details the walls of Drakestown, which hold several 
carved fragments of late medieval date, from earlier buildings and monuments at 
the site.

Plate 4.12 Composite of carved stones reused in the building of St Patrick’s, Drakestown

Caroline Gallagher
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Several churches from O’Beime’s episcopate are no longer standing and the 
folio of building-plans is incomplete. However, when existing plans and the results 
of field work are viewed together (see Architectural inventory) a general, though 
reasonable idea of the size of church built during the period is clearly seen. Of the 
seventy-seven churches identified, it is possible to offer the number of bays for 
fifty-four. Fifteen comprised two-bays, twenty-nine comprised three-bays, six 
comprised four-bays. Only St Catherine’s Tullamore had five-bays and the churches 
of Kilcleagh, Mullingar and Slane were transepted buildings. St Patrick’s at Tara 
(Plate 4.13) provides a simple example of a three-bay church, while St Eman’s, 
Enniskeen, in the town of Kingscourt, County Cavan (Plate 4.14) is more elaborate, 
befitting its urban setting and congregation of one hundred and nine families.137

Plate 4.13 St Patrick’s, Tara, S elevation

Plate 4.14

Caroline Gallagher 6 Aug. 2006

St Eman’s, Enniskeen, County Cavan, SW aspectfaj
$ ^  \ * i

Caroline Gallagher 16 Oct. 2005

137 Ibid., p. 128.
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Four-bay churches were built at Kells (Plate 4.15) and in the rural area of 
Leney (Plate 4.16). Kells had been an important site since early Christian times and 
was the parish church of the archdeaconry. In 1818, there were one hundred and 
eighty-five Church of Ireland families in the union.138

Plate 4.15 St Columba’s, Kells, County Meath, S elevation

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 1 7  J u n e  2 0 0 6

Plate 4.16 Leney, S elevation

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r  2 0  A u g . 2 0 0 5

The extent of the four-bay building in the rural area of Leney is accounted for by 
virtue of the size of its congregation. Apart from regular members of the 
congregation, the church was built to accommodate almost two hundred boys and

138 Ibid., p. 127
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men from the charter school and Wilson’s Hospital at Multifamham.139 St Mary’s, 
Kilcleagh (Plate 4.17) in the town of Moate, is one of the more unusual buildings of 
the time, with its bowed chancel, three-bay nave and single-bay N and S transepts.

Plate 4.17 St Mary’s, Kilcleagh, County Westmeath, N elevation

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 2 7  A u g u s t  2 0 0 5

Only in a few cases are the actual architects or builders of these churches 
known. First Fruits returns, merely recorded ‘Architect’s salary’ for the years 1811- 
21 and no name or names were given.140 For the diocese of Kildare, there was 
mention of one ‘Mr. Bowden, the Architect of the Board of First Fruits’ in the 
returns of the public auditors in 1817, though it is not made clear if he was 
responsible for Kildare alone.141 It is possible that the First Fruits provided pattern 
books of ground plans and measurements, although no definitive evidence of the 
practice has been found in the diocese of Meath until the 1860s, when most of the 
plans and drawings were signed by Welland and Gillespie or James Rawson 
Carroll.142 In the early nineteenth century some vestry minutes record a name for

139 I b id . ,  p . 9 0 ;  H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese , i i ,  p . 9 6 .
140 F irst F ru its returns, 18 0 1 -2 2 , p p  3 1 - 3 2 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  1 1 5 -1 1 6 .
141 P u blic  accounts, 181 7 , p . 1 0 0 , H .C .  1 8 1 7 ( 1 1 6 ) ,  v iii .
142 C h u r c h  p l a n s  a n d  d r a w in g s  (R .C .B .,  P o r t f o l i o  2 3 )  ( h e r e a f t e r  P o r t f o l io  2 3 ) .

158



the architect at work on the parish church. The vestry at Dunshaughlin recorded its 
choice of architect as Patrick Byrne of Dublin.143 This was a project in receipt of 
First Fruits monies and the element of vestry choice suggests that the First Fruits 
provided neither plan nor architect. The architect of St Patrick’s, Tara was one 
Michael Mealis.144 At Rathconnell ‘McLeish, Architect’ drew plans and oversaw 
the building of a new vestry room in 1819.145 Kells vestry sought the opinion of ‘Mr 
Gill’ and other architects before beginning work on the church in 1807.146 F. J. 
Fuller was the architect of the church at Ballymore.147 Vestries record payments 
made to their named architects out of parish funds. This suggests that during the 
period under study, vestries were not obliged to engage the services of architects in 
the employment of the First Fruits.

Dr Daniel Augustus Beaufort has been documented as the architect and 
overseer of the rebuilding of St Mary’s Navan.148 He was also the incumbent at 
Navan from 17 65-18 1 8.149 Although some alterations may have taken place before 
and since Beaufort’s time, Illustration 4.1 and Plate 4.18 offer an indication of the 
degree of restructuring undertaken during the early nineteenth century.

143 D u n s h a u g h l in  V .M .B . ,  2 0  J a n . 1 8 1 9  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 5 9 .5 .1 ,  p . 2 2 3 ) .
144 T a r a  V .M .B .,  2 9  M a r .  1 8 2 1  ( R . C . B , M S P .  4 3 9 .5 .1 ,  p . 6 1 ) .
145 R a th c o n n e l l  V .M .B . ,  11 A p r .  1 8 1 ,  p . 2 5  a t  b a c k  o f  b o o k .
146 K e l l s  V .M .B .,  3 1  M a r .  1 8 0 7  ( R .C .B . ,M S  P . 1 9 2 .5 .2 ,  p . 2 5 ) .
147 P o r t f o l io  2 3 ,3 1  J u ly ,  1 8 0 8 ,  B a l ly m o r e .
148 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 7 -9 ;
149 H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese ,  i i ,  p . 3 1 2 .
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I l l u s t r a t i o n  4 .1  S t  M a r y ’s ,  N a v a n ,  C o u n t y  M e a t h ,  N  e l e v a t i o n  c. 17 5 6 150

S o u r c e :  A r n o ld  H o m e r ,  M a p p in g  M eath  in the ea rly  eighteenth  
cen tu ry  ( W ic k lo w ,  2 0 0 7 ) ,  p. 1 9

I
1 \ ssf-4PMÉPU l i A  : - ■

P l a t e  4 . 1 8  S t  M a r y ’s ,  N a v a n ,  N  e l e v a t i o n

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 1 4  M a y  2 0 0 6

St Catherine’s, Tullamore was designed by Francis Johnston and its erection 
was probably overseen by Lord Charleville’s developer, the previously mentioned 
Thomas Acres. Illustration 4.2 shows its dramatic position on Hop Hill, overlooking 
the town. However, as can be seen by the composite Plate 4.19, the drawing bears 
only a passing resemblance to the actual building.

150 A r n o ld  H ornet, M a p p in g  M eath  in the ea rly  eigh teen th  cen tu ry  ( W ic k lo w ,  2 0 0 7 ) ,  p . 1 9 , 
r e p r o d u c e d  f r o m  a  m a p  o f  N a v a n  ‘ . . . b y  d i r e c t io n  o f  y e  R t  H o n b l e  t h e  c o h e ir s  o f  t h e  R t  H o n b l e  la te  
e a r l  o f R a n e l a g h  d e c s d  in  1 7 5 6 ’.
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Illustration 4.2 Early nineteenth century sketch of St Catherine’s, Tullamore, S 
elevation151

S o u r c e :  R e p r o d u c e d  in  A n in trodu ction  to  the a rch itec tu ra l h eritag e  o f  C ou n ty  
O ffaly  ( D u b l in ,  2 0 0 6 ) ,  p . 5 0

Plate 4.19 Composite of St Catherine’s, Tullamore, S elevation

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r 3  J u l y  2 0 0 6

151 O .P iW ., An in troduction  to  the a rch itec tu ra l h erita g e  o f  C ou n ty O ffaly  ( D u b l in ,  2 0 0 6 ) ,  p . 50 .
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The names of stonemasons, carpenters, roofers and labourers are also found 
in vestry minutes. Although not every vestry recorded these details, there is nothing 
to indicate that the craftsmen and labourers were other than local. Drakestown and 
Dunshaughlin are unusual in that builder and mason were recorded in the date 
stone. Robert Wiggins was the builder of Drakestown (Plate 4.20) and James 
Graham was the mason at work on the church of St Seachlain, Dunshaughlin (Plate 
4.21). The pedimented doorcase at Drakestown, under which the date stone is set, is 
obviously from an earlier building and provides another example of how stone was 
reused at the site.

P l a t e  4 . 2 0  D a t e  s t o n e  o f  S t  P a t r i c k ’ s ,  D r a k e s t o w n

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r  7 A u g . 2 0 0 6

P l a t e  4 .2 1  D a t e  s t o n e  o f  S t  S e a c h l a i n  ’ s ,  D u n s h a u g h l i n

Caroline Gallagher 17 M ay 2 0 0 6

1 6 2



Finlay stated that a church could not be built unless there was sufficient 
endowment to support a clergyman.152 A particular situation in Meath may suggest 
that a church could be built and put to use without endowment. At Benowen, a 
perpetual curacy of Ballymore in Westmeath, O’Beime was not discommoded by 
the stipulation set out in Finlay. In 1811, the First Fruits gifted £600 towards the 
building of a church there.153 The bishop’s notebook of 1818 gave the Revd G. 
Caulfield as the serving clergyman.154 In 1819, the church was ‘newly built’ and 
O’Beime had appointed one Revd Irwine, who resided nearby and performed the 
duties despite the fact that the ‘Endowment [was] not yet completed’.155

Perpetual curacies were more likely to be affected regarding endowment and 
as can seen in Table 4.8, O’Beime made use of the bequests of Primate Boulter and 
Bishop Evans to provide emoluments when necessary. It should be explained that as 
extant records are scarce, the figures given here are useful in determining that funds 
were secured for some specific years only. It is not clear if the Boulter and Evans 
funds provided continuous income for the curacies through all the intervening 
years. While that is a reasonable conclusion, it cannot be claimed as definitive.

T a b l e  4 . 8  O ’B e i m e ’ s  u s e  o f  t h e  B o u l t e r  &  E v a n s  f u n d s  f o r  t h e
support of clergymen: 1807,1818-19

B e n e f ic e Y e a r £ F u n d

A rd ag h 1818 40 B o u lte r
C astle jo rd an 1807 70 B o u lte r
C lara 1818 20 B o u lte r
D u rro w 1807 20 B o u lte r

1818 60 B o u lte r
F orgney 1818 n.a. B o u lte r
K ilb eg g an 1818 n.a. E van s
K illiagh 1807 60 B o u lte r

1818 40 B o u lte r
K illiconn igh an 1807 60 B o u lte r

1818 60 B o u lte r
K ilm ainh am w oo d 1807 50 B o u lte r

1818 50 B o u lte r
1819 50 B o u lte r

152 F in la y ,  The office & du ties, p . 1 6 1 .
153 F irst F ru its returns, 1801-22 ,  p. 6, H .C . 1823 (1 3 5  2 4 1 ), xv i, 90 .
154 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 5 .
155 E cc le sia s tica l report, 1820 , p p  9 4 -5 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 0  ( 9 3 ) ,  ix .
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B e n e f ic e Y e a r £ F u n d

K innegad 1807 n.a. B o u lte r
1818 19 55. 6d. B o u lte r

M ayne 1807 n.a. B o u lte r
1818 n.a. B o u lte r
1819 40 B o u lte r

R ah an 1807 40 B o u lte r
1818 n.a. B o u lte r

Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp  67 , 69 , 7 1 , H .C . 18 07  (78 ),
v ; Ecclesiastical report, 1820, pp  7 7 , 86, H .C . 1820  (9 3 ), ix;
V isitation , 1818, p p 4 ,  1 3 ,4 7 ,  59 , 6 0 , 6 3 ,7 5 ,7 8 ,9 0 ,9 5

A church was not deemed ready for consecration until it was ‘pewed, and 
furnished with a reading desk, Common Prayer [Book], and a great Bible, and one 
or more surplices, as also with a pulpit and cushion, a font, and a communion-table, 
and with linen and vessels for the same’.156 Notice of the intended consecration 
was to be posted on the door of the church at least three days before the ceremony, 
and the building was to be kept closed ‘till the bishop comes, and till it be opened 
for his going in’.157 The bishop was to be received outside the church by the 
clergyman, churchwardens and ‘some of the principal inhabitants, who presented 
him with a petition of consecration’.158 The entire process was governed by rubric, 
which was described in detail by Finlay and is transcribed here in Appendix 4.2.

Although a First Fruits loan of £900 had been approved to rebuild St 
Cormac’s church in the south west of the diocese at Ballyboy, King’s County, in 
1815 (Plate 4.22), it was not ready for consecration until October 1824, by which 
time Bishop Nathaniel Alexander had succeeded O’Beime.159 As a succinct 
example of the improvements brought about to parishes with a long history of 
inadequate church buildings, the state of the church at Ballyboy, over a period of 
two-hundred years, is detailed chronologically below in Tables 4.9 (a)-4.9 (f) and 
Plan 4.1. All have been transcribed in the same order and manner as found in the 
printed documents or manuscripts.

156 F in la y ,  The office & du ties, p . 1 6 2 .
157 I b i d
158 Ib id .
159 F irst F ru its returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ; C o n s e c r a t i o n  o f  c h u r c h  a t  
B a l ly b o y .
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Plate 4.22 St Cormac’s, Ballyboy, County Westmeath, SE aspect

C a r o l in e  G a l l a g h e r  1 7  A u g . 2 0 0 6

Table 4.9 (a) Ussher’s account of the state of the union of Fircall & its churches, 28 May
1622160

N o . C u r e C u r a te s V a lu a t io n X X th V a lu e R e s i d e n t C h u r c h e s
1 9 9 F i r c a l l  in  t h e  K in g s  

C o u n t ie .  C o lla t in e .  T h e  
lo .B p . o f  M e a t h  p a tro n .  
S r W il lm . C o l l e y  [P a p is t]  
K n i g h t  a n d  t h e  E x e c u t o "  
o f  S r W il l i a m  S a r s f ir ld  
K n i g h t  a n d  t h e  W id o w  
C o s g r a u e  [P a p is t]  o f  
D u b l i n  f a r m o "  o f  t h e  
r e c to r ie

M r. N e a le  
M o lo y  a  
n a t i v e  a  M* 
o f  A r te s  a n d  
a  p r e a c h e r  o f  
g o o d  l ife  a n d  
c o n v e r s a c ió n .

2 6 "  1 3 s 4 d I r 2 6 s 8d Ir. 5 0 1' s te r H e
r e s id e th

T h e
C h u r c h
a n d
C h a u n c e l l
ru y n o u s

2 0 8 E g l i s h m e a g a n T h e  V i c a r  o f  
F i r c a l l

T a x e d  w 11 
t h e  v i c a r a g e  
o f  F i r c a l l

T a x e d  w 111 
t h e  v i c a r a g e  
o f  F i r c a l l

V a lu e d  
w Ul th e  
v i c a r a g e  
o f
F i r c a l l

R e s id e n t  
in  F i r c a l l

T h e
C h a p p e l ls
r u y n e d

2 0 9 R a th le y n e do. do. do. do. do. do.
2 1 0 B a l l a b o y e do. do. do. do. do. do.
2 1 1 D r o m c a l la n do. do. do. do. do. do.
2 1 2 D a l l e n a l l e y do. do. do. do. do. do.
2 1 3 K i l la g h b y e do. do. do. do. do. do.
2 1 4 K i lb r id e m o y ly n  in  t h e  

K in g s  C o u n t ie .  A ll  t h e s e  
a r e  C h a p p e l l s  o f  e a s e  
b e lo n g in g  to  t h e  v i c a r a g e  
o f  F i r c a l l  n u m . 1 9 9 .

do. do. do. do. do. do.

160 Elrington, ‘A certificate of the state & revennewes’, pp cxvi-cxvii.
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Table 4.9 (b) Bishop Doppings visitation of Ballyboy, 1682-5161

206. Ballyboy. Chapel of Fircall, value 1 OOli
How is the cure supplied and how often Cure supplied once a fortnight by Thomas 

Lindsay
Who is Parish Priest Edward Molloy
What Popish Schoolmaster James Hawley
What number of Protestants Thirty families
Extent of Parish Extent 4600 acres
Church and Chancel repaired Church repaired since 1682, chancel down
Catechising and Book of Canons None
Bible, Surplice, Common Prayer Book Bible, no C P  or surplice
Reading Desk, Font of stone, Pulpit Desk, pulpit, no font
Communion Table railed in, Carpet o f silk, a 
linen Cloth, silver Chalice, pewter Flagon

Table railed but ill
Registry for burial, etc. n.a.
Bells, windows glazed, floor paved, roof 
with slates or shingle

Church not plastered

What Chapels in the Parish n.a.
Impropriator n.a.
How long the Church and Chancel have 
been out o f repair: by what means

n.a.
Churchyard fenced in n.a.
Inscriptions n.a.
Glebe 453 acres
Other remarks, added at a later date A conventicle of Anabaptists kept here by 

Hutchinson, living at Edenderry. One 
family of Quakers. All in the barony of 
Ballyboy. On Jan. 13*. 1692 eight 
Protestant families, rest Papist both here and 
at Killoughey

161 Ellison, ‘Bishop Dopping’s visitation book’ (1973), pp 3-4; Ellison, ‘Bishop Doppings visitation 
book’ (1974), p. 6.



Table 4.9 (c) Ecclesiastical report of the province of Armagh: diocese of Meath & union of Fircall, 3 October 1806162
N o. N u m b er o f  

D enom in­
ations in  
each  
Parish

N a m e  o f  B E N E F IC E S  
&  D E N O M IN A T IO N S ; 
no . o f  P A R IS H E S  in 
e a c h  B enefice; T h eir 
d is tan ce  fro m  eac h  
o ther; T h e  estim ated  
E x te n t o f  such  as a re  
contig ious______________

IN C U M B E N T S , 
W h e th e r ha v in g  cu re  
o f  souls; w h e th er 
R esiden t; I f  no t 
R esid en t, fo r w h a t 
C ause ; &  b y  w hom  
the  D u tie s  a re  
d isch arg ed

B E N E F IC E S , w h e th er 
U n ited , &  b y  w h a t A u tho rity

N o. o f  C H U R C H E S ; 
W h e th e r in  R e p a ir , &  in  
w h ich  o f  the  P a rish es th ey  
stand

G L E B E  H O U S E S ; In w h a t P a rish ;- w h a t 
G leb e  L and s;- W h e th e r con tido us;- H o w  fa r  
rem o ved  fro m  e ac h  o ther, &  from  the  C hurch , 
o r  site o f  th e  o ld  C hurch

75 F irca ll V ica rag e

B ally b o y V ica rag e
K illnag hey V ica rag e
L ynally V ica rag e
R a h a n V ica rag e
E glish V ica rag e
D rum cullin V ica rag e

C ontiguous:
B a lly  B o y 4 4 9 6 a
K illagh ey 7 0 2 1 a
L ynally 17 35a
R ah an 4 2 0 5 a
E g lish  &
D ru m cu llin 8 7 7 4 a

R eva T hos K em m is; 
R esiden t; h as c u re  o f  
sou ls; &  d isch arg es 
the du ties, ass is ted  by  
4  cu ra te s

T h is g re a t  v ica ra g e  w as 
d isso lved  b y  the  K in g ’s 
P a ten t, 13th Ju n e  15th C has 
1st, &  e rec te d  in to  4 
V ica rag es ; v .z . B a lly - bo y , 
w ith  453 a  o f  g leb e  K illagh y , 
w ith  52 8a; D ru m cu llin  w ith  
4 6 5 a ; and  L yna lly , w ith  
5 9 3 a . B u t, no tw ith stand ing  
the  K in g ’s P a ten t, T h e  E arl 
o f  M o un tra th , T h e  P a tro n , 
h a s  con tin u ed  to  p re sen t to  it, 
a s  to  th e  sole  V ica rag e  o f  
F irca ll. T he  la s t Institu tion  
w a s  2 1 st Ju n e  1796. I t  is 
e v id en t th a t  it  sh o u ld  be  
d isun ited , a s  it w ou ld  m ak e  
e x ce llen t pro v is io n  fo r  at 
lea s t 4  re s id en t V ica rs ; bu t 
the  P a tro n  m ust co n sen t to  
the d isunion . Its leng th , 19 
m iles; b re a d th , from  3 Vi to  6 
m iles

4 C hurches: 1 in Bally' 
B o y , in  to le rab le  repair: 1 
in  L yna lly , in  ind ifferen t 
repa ir: 1 in  R ah an , in  g o od  
repa ir: 1 in  E glish , in  go od  
re p a ir  a lso. A  conditional 
G ra n t h a s  b e en  m ad e  b y  
the  b o a rd  o f  F irst F ruits, 
o f  £ 5 0 0 , fo r  bu ild in g  a  
C h urch  in  K illagh ey , on  
o b ta in in g  a n  A c t o f  
C ouncil fo r bu ild in g  it on 
a  n e w  site, as  petitioned  
fo r  b y  th e  Incum ben t &  
P arish ion ers ; b u t the 
P a tro n  n o t g iv ing  his 
consen t, no  app lica tio n  
cou ld  b e  m ad e  fo r  th is 
A ct; &  th is  P arish , o f  
7 0 2 1 a , &  a  g leb e  o f  
u p w ard s o f  641. &  an  
ex ten siv e  P ro tes tan t 

‘ po pu la tio n , h a s  b e e n  left 
w ith o u t a  C hurch  to  th is 
dav.

A  G leb e  H o u se , w ith  n e ce ssary  o ffices, on  a  
g leb e  in  K illagh ey  o f  6 4 1 a  l r  31 p.
In  R a h a n , a  g leb e  o f  4 5 a  l r  Op.
In B ally  B oy, a  g leb e  o f  3 3 9 a  l r  lOp.
In L yna lly , a  g leb e  o f  3 2 3 a  2 r  10p.
In  E g lish  &  D rum cullin , a  g leb e  o f  2 9 2 a  3 r  
34 p
H o w  these  g leb es  cam e to  b e  d iffe ren t from  
the  G ran ts o f  C h arles  1st, d o es  no t a p p e a r

162 E cc le s ia s tica l report, 1 80 6 , p p  7 0 - 7 1 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
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Plan 4.1 Letter and accompanying drawings from J.F. Fuller to the churchwardens of Ballyboy,
1 July 1808 163

163 B a l ly b o y  m is c  p a p e r s ,  1 J u l y  1 8 0 8  (R .C .B .,  M S  P o r t f o l io  1 3 9 .2 ) .
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Table4.9(d) Ecclesiastical report of the province of Armagh: diocese of Meath & union of Fircall, 15 Sept. 1819164
N o. N u m b e r

o f
D e n o m i n ­
a t io n s  in  
e a c h  
P a r is h

N a m e  o f  B E N E F I C E S  
&  D E N O M I N A T I O N S ;  
n o . o f  P A R I S H E S  in  
e a c h  B e n e f ic e ;  T h e i r  
d i s t a n c e  f r o m  e a c h  
o th e r ;  T h e  e s t im a te d  
E x te n t  o f  s u c h  a s  a r e  
c o n t ig io u s

I N C U M B E N T S ,  
W h e th e r  h a v i n g  
c u r e  o f  s o u ls ;  
w h e th e r  R e s id e n t ;  
I f  n o t  R e s id e n t ,  f o r  
w h a t  C a u s e ;  &  b y  
w h o m  t h e  D u t ie s  
a r e  d i s c h a r g e d

B E N E F I C E S ,  w h e th e r  U n i te d ,  
&  b y  w h a t  A u th o r i ty

N o . o f
C H U R C H E S ;  
W h e th e r  in  
R e p a i r ,  &  in  
w h i c h  o f  t h e  
P a r i s h e s  t h e y  
s ta n d

G L E B E  H O U S E S ;  I n  w h a t  
P a r is h ; -  w h a t  G le b e  L a n d s ; -  
W h e th e r  c o n t id o u s ; -  H o w  fa r  
r e m o v e d  f ro m  e a c h  o th e r ,  &  
f r o m  t h e  C h u r c h ,  o r  s i t e  o f  t h e  
o ld  C h u r c h

79 F irca ll -  a  v ica ra g e , 
inc lud ing  the  fo llow ing  
denom inations, viz.

B a llyb oy  V ica rag e  
K illag h ey  V ica rag e  
L y n a lly  V ica rag e  
R a h a n  V ica rag e  
E g lish  &
D ru m cu llin  V ica rag e

B a lly  B o y  4 4 9 6 a  
K illagh ey  7 0 2 1 a  
L ynally  1731a 
R a h a n  4 0 2 5 a  
E g lish  &
D ru m cu llin  8 7 7 4 a  
(all con tiguous)

R evd Tho* K em m is; 
R esid en t at 
K illaghey : h a s  cu re  
o f  sou ls; &  
d isch arg es  the  du ties, 
a ssisted  b y  5 cura tes.

T he cu ra te s  all 
residen t; th e ir salaries 
are 75/. a  year.

T his g re a t  v ica ra g e  w as d issolved 
b y  th e  K in g ’s P a ten t, 13th Jun e  
15th C has 1st, &  e rec ted  in to  4 
V ica rag es , viz. B a lly - boy , w ith  
453 a  o f  g leb e  K illag h y , w ith  
5 2 8 a ; D ru m cu llin  &  E glish  w ith  
4 6 5 a ; a n d  L ynally , w ith  593a.
B u t, no tw ith stand ing  the  k in g ’s 
p a te n t, th e  e a rl o f  M o un tra th , the  
p a tro n , h a s  co n tinu ed  to  p re sen t to  
it, as  to  the  sole  V ica rag e  o f  
F irca ll; th e  la s t  in stitu tion  w a s  
3 1 st [sic]Jun e  1796. It is ev id en t 
th a t  th is  ben e fice  sh o u ld  be  
d isso lved , as  it w o u ld  m ak e  am ple  
p ro v ision  fo r  a t le a s t fou r re s id en t 
v ica rs ; b u t a s  it  is n o t to  be  
ex p e c ted  th a t the p a tro n  should  
co n se n t to  it, th e  n e x t b e s t  th ing  
w o u ld  b e  to  e rec t e a c h  o f  the 
churches, K illah e y  excep ted , in to  
a  p e rp e tu a l cu re , b u t the g leb e  
w a s  pu rch ased  b y  the  trustees o f  
the  F irs t Fruits.

F o u r churches: 
on e  new ly -bu ilt 
in  K illagh ey ; 
on e  in 
B allyb oy , 
rebu ilt: o n e  in 
L ynally ,
sh ing led -roof, in 
ind ifferen t 
repa ir: on e  in 
E glish , in 
to le rab le  repair.

A  G leb e  H ou se , w ith  necessary  
o ffices, o n  the  g leb e  o f  K illag h ey  
o f  6 4 l a  l r 3 2 p .

164 E cc le sia s tica l report, 1820 ,  p p  9 0 - 9 1 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 0  (9 3 ) ,  ix .
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Table 4.9 (e) Document o f consecration: St Cormac’s, Ballyboy, 11 Oct. 1824

In the Name of God, Amen. Whereas a Church hath been erected out of the funds of 
the first fruits on the Site of the old Church in the Parish of Ballyboy, in the Diocese of 
Meath, containing within the walls thereof Sixty feet or thereabouts from East to West, 
and in Breadth from North to South Twenty five feet or thereabouts. And Whereas the 
said Church is now adorned [illegible] and furnished with all things decent and 
necessary for the Worship of God. And whereas the Minister, Churchwardens and 
Parishioners of the said parish have humbly requested of us to separate the said Church 
from all Common and profane use, therefore Nathaniel, by divine providence Lord 
Bishop of Meath [is] willing to Comply with their pious and religious intention in this 
Behalf and proceeding the Consecration of the said Church to the Worship of God 
above and the Celebration of Divine Service and we Grant, Will and Ordain that from 
henceforth forever public prayers be Openly read in the said Church According to the 
Liturgy of the United Church of England and Ireland as by Law Established. The Word 
of God sincerely propounded and preached the Sacraments Administered and that ail 
other matters be done and performed Which by the Laws of God and Canons, and 
Constitution of the United Church of England and Ireland can or may be done towards 
divine Worship to the Glory of God and the increase and prosperity of the Church And 
we do ordain, decree and declare that the said church shall and ought to be the Parish 
Church to and for the use of the Parishioners of the Parish o f Ballyboy forever 
hereafter and that it shall have and enjoy, And we accordingly do as far as in Us lie and 
by Law. We are enabled by these present [illegible] Confirm and Establish the same to 
all intents and purposes in Ail and Singular the privileges accustomed in such Church 
as Competent to any Parish Church founded of old within our Diocese of Meath and 
we do also Consecrate the said Church to the honor of God and to holy use, by the 
Name of the Parish Church of Ballyboy. And we pronounce, decree and declare that 
the same hath been and is so Consecrated and that it ought to remain so to future time. 
Nevertheless, We always reserve to ourselves and our Successors, Bishops of Meath, 
the Power ofVisiting the said Church when we or they shall think it our Office to do so 
in Order that we may see that the same be taken care of with repairs and ornamented 
and that all things be Observed dierein Canonically and orderly All and Singular which 
matters we reserve -  But as to the rest o f the premises, We decree and Confirm the 
same for us and our Successors, Bishops of Meath as much as in Us lie by Law we can. 
hi Testimony Whereof we have caused an Episcopal Seal to be hereunto affixed this 
11 ^ day of October in the Year of Our Lord One thousand, Eight hundred and twenty- 
four.1“

Signed by: Nath Meath Geo Brabazon

165 Parchment of consecration for the church at Ballyboy (R.C.B., MS D7/10/5).
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Table 4.9 (f) Archiépiscopal visitation of the union of Fircall in the diocese of Meath, 10 Aug. 1826166
N a m e  o f  B E N E F IC E S  
&
D E N O M IN A T IO N S ; 
no . o f  P A R IS H E S  in 
e a c h  B enefice

IN C U M B E N T S , 
W h e th e r h a v in g  cure  
o f  souls; w h eth er 
R esid en t; I f  no t 
R esid en t, fo r  w h a t 
C au se ; &  b y  w hom  
th e  D u ties a re  
d isch arg ed

N o . o f  C H U R C H E S ; 
W h e th e r in  R epa ir, &  
in w hich  o f  the  
P a rish es th ey  stand

G L E B E  H O U S E S ; In 
w h a t P a rish ;- w h a t 
G leb e  L an d s,- 
W h e th e r contido us;- 
H o w  fa r  rem o v ed  from  
e ac h  o th e r, &  fro m  the  
C h urch , o r  s ite  o f  the 
old  C hurch

O bserva tions

F irca ll V ica rag e R ev d  T hos K em m is, 
V icar. R esid ed  6m ths 
la s t y e a r

1 N o n e C h u rch  go od . A ttendance  a t d iv ine  serv ice  =  90 . N ° o f  P ro te stan t fam ilies 
increasing . N ° o f  R .C . fam ilies sta tion ary . N o  dissen ters.

B a llyb oy  V ica rag e R evd  C h as. Burton. 
C urate. R esides. N o t 
licenced .

R ebu ilt N o n e ‘T h e  c h u rch  ts m o st c red itab le  in its  w ho le  ap p e ara n c e  &  is  fu rn ish ed  w ith  
a ll req u is ites  fo r  due A dm inistra tion  o f  D iv in e  W orsh ip . P u lp it &  
C om m union  furn itu re , V elvet. -  fo r the  C om m union, S ilver C h alice  &  
S a lver, D iap e r C lo th  &  N a p k in , v e iy  fine  fo lio  B ib le  &  p ra y e r B ooks &  4  
qu a tro  D ° a ll g o o d  o rd er b e lo ng  to  the  C hurch. T h e  C hurch  Y a rd  is w ell 
fen ced  w ith  a  W all. N o  d e ad  b o d y  ha s  b e en  b u ried  in th e  C h urch  o r  w ith in  
12 fe e t o f  W alls  o ccu rrin g  th e  last y e a r  -  D iv in e  S erv ice  is reg u la rly  
perfo rm ed  on  S un day  a t 12 noon  &  6 o ’c lo c k  afternoon. T he M in iste r &  
C o ngrega tion  a re  pu n c tu a l to  the appo in ted  h o u r -  T he av erag e  N ° o f  
A ttendan ts on  D iv in e  S erv ice  a b o u t 9 0  -  T h e  S acram en t is A dm in iste red  6 
tim es a y e a r , fro m  40  to  50 a ttend  -  they  &  the  N ° o f  C o ngrega tion  a re  
in creasing  -  they  a re  gen e ra lly  fu rn ish ed  w ith  p ra y e r B ooks. — the  N ° o f  
fam ilies o f  th e  E stab lish ed  C h urch  a re  in creasing  -  T he C h ild ren  m  N ° 
a b o u t 25  a re  re g u la rly  C a tech ised  on  S un day  b y  the  C u rate  -  T e rrie r  
su p posed  to  b e  lo d g ed  b y  th e  v ic a r  -  Jo h n  Jac k so n  d ie  P a rish  Cleric is 
qu alified  -  Jo h n  M arry , th e  P a rish  S choo lm aster is p re tty  w e ll qu alified  &  
is  a  re g u la r a tten d an t a t  C h u rch  &  the  H o ly  C om m union  -  T h ere  is a  
P a ro c h ia l S choo lhouse, a b o u t 40  C h ild ren  a ttend  the S choo l M a ste r -  they  
p a y  som e trifle. T h ere  is no  o th e r p ro v ision  fo r  educatin g  C h ildren  in the 
p rin c ip le s  o f  th e  E stab lished  C hurch  in th is Parish . T here  is  a R eg istry  
re g u larly  ke p t in  a  b o o k  &  a  C o py  on  parch m en t annually  tran sm itted  -  
B aptism  is A dm in istered  a s  p rescrib ed  by  th e  R u b ric  &  in  C h urch  w h e re

166 Archiépiscopal visitation, 1826, p. 32.
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(con tin ued )
p o ssib le  -  T h e  sick  a re  d iligen tly  V is ited  &  the H o ly  C om m union 
A dm in iste red  to  them  -  M atrim ony  is S o lm en ised  in  C h u rch  &  in 
C a n o n ic a l hours. T h e  V estry  A ccnt“ a re  re g u la rly  se ttled  on  E a s te r  M o n d ay  
T h e  N ° o f  R o m an  C ath o lick  fam ilies a re  s ta tion ary  &  N o  P ro tes tan t 
D issen ters  in  th is p a r ish ’ .

K illag h ey V ica rag e R evd  Jo h n  D unn . 
C u rate . R esid es 
n earb v . N o t licenced .

1 N e w C h urch  good . A ttendance  a t d iv ine  serv ice  =  5 0  in  sum m er, 3 0  in  w inter. 
C om m union 4  tim es a  y ear. N°. o f  P ro te s tan t and  R .C . fam ilies sta tionary . 
N o  d issen ters. 'N o  b u ria l y e t in  th e  n e w  c h u rch y a rd ’.

L ynally V ica rag e R e v d  C h as. T u ip in . 
C urate .
R esid es

1 N o n e C h u rch  ve ry  o ld  &  m u ch  to o  confined. A ttendance  a t d iv ine  serv ice  =  50  in 
sum m er, 3 0  in  w inter. C om m union 4  tim es a  year. N ° o f  P ro tes tan t &  R.C . 
fam ilies ‘ra th e r  in c re a sin g ’. N o  dissen ters.

R a h a n V ica rag e N e w
E g lish V ica rag e R e v d  Jos. B arnes. 

C u rate . N o t licenced .
1 N o n e

D rum cullin V ica rag e

S igned  b v  L eslie  G ressan , R u ra l D e an
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It would seem that building materials, workmanship and architectural 
competence were not always of the best. The repercussions of this began to appear 
as early as 1826, when the archiépiscopal visitation noted damp and other more 
severe structural defects in several churches erected during the O’Beime period. Of 
the thirty problem churches reported upon in 1826 and set out in Table 4.10, only 
Rathcore, Castlerickard and Moylisker were not built, rebuilt or enlarged during the 
O’Beime episcopate. In less than twenty years therefore, there were problems, some 
cosmetic but many structural, in twenty-seven of the seventy-seven churches 
identified. Damp due to defective roofing or delay in roughcasting had always been 
problematic with old churches, and it is surprising that more effort was not made to 
eliminate the causes during the works of O’Beime’s time.

Table 4.10 O’Beime churches: structural and other problems, 1826
C h u r c h O b s e r v a t io n

A rd a g h ‘C h u r c h  r e q u i r e s  p a in t in g ,  p o r c h  w i n d o w - s a s h  a n d  2  f o r  s t e e p l e ’
A r d n u r c h e r ' t o l e r a b l e  r e p a i r .  . . r o o f  a n d  f lo o r in g  o f  2  o r  3  p e w s  n o t  s o u n d ’
C a s t l e c o r ‘c e i l i n g  a  l i t t l e  b r o k e n ’
C a s t l e p o l la r d ‘th e  s t e e p le  a d m i t s  d a m p ’
C a s t le r ic k a r d ‘s o m e  o f  t h e  f l o o r  a n d  a l l  w i n d o w  f r a m e s  a n d  s a s h e s  a r e  v e r y  b a d  n o  b e l l  o n

b e lf r y ’
C h u r c h t o w n ‘n e e d s  s la t i n g  a t t e n d e d  t o ’
D o n a g h p a tr i c k ‘R o o f  b a d  d u e  to  b a d  t i l in g  m e t h o d s ’
D u l e e k ‘C h u r c h  g o o d  b u t  s p i r e  a n d  s o u th  w a l l  n e e d  r e p a i r ’
D u r r o w ‘u n d e r g o i n g  r e p a i r ’
E n n i s c o f f e y ‘C h u r c h  v e r y  g o o d  e x c e p t  f o r  s l a t e s ’
K e n t s t o w n ‘C h u r c h  i n  to l e r a b le  re p a ir .  N e e d s  n e w  d o o r  a n d  r e p a i r  t o  r o o f  a n d  s t e e p l e ’
K i lb e g g a n ‘w a n ts  a  r o o f  f o r  b e l f i y ’
K i lb r e w ‘T h e  c h u r c h  is  in  g o o d  r e p a i r  o u ts id e ,  b u t  t h e  i n s id e  in  a n  u n f in i s h e d  s ta te  

o w i n g  t o  t h e  n e g l ig e n c e  o f  t h e  a r c h i t e c t ’
K i lc le a g h ‘w a n ts  p a in t i n g  i n s i d e ’
K i l l i c o n n ig h a n ‘C h u r c h  g o o d  b e in g  n e w ,  b u t  a d m i t s  d a m p ,  t h e  w a l l s  n o t  y e t  b e in g  r o u g h c a s t ’
K i lm a i n h a m w o o d ‘C h u r c h  d a m p  a n d  n o t  a i r e d . .. n e e d s  p a in t i n g  a n d  r o o f  r e p a i r s ’
K i lm o o n ‘C h u r c h  g o o d ,  b u t  o u t s i d e  n e e d s  p a in t i n g ’
K i l s k y r e ‘C h u r c h  g o o d  th o u g h  a  l i t t l e  d a m p ’
K n o c k m a r k ‘C h u r c h  u n d e r g o i n g  r e p a i r  i n s i d e  a n d  o u t ’
L o u g h c r e w ‘b a d  r e p a ir  i n s id e  a n d  o u t ’
M a y n e ‘C h u r c h  o u t s i d e  in  b a d  r e p a i r  a n d  r o o f  w a r p e d ’
M o y l i s k e r ‘C h u r c h  u n d e r w e n t  th o r o u g h  r e p a i r  l a s t  s u m m e r ’
M u l l in g a r ‘T h e  c h a n c e l  o f  t h e  c h u r c h  h a s  n o t  b e e n  f in is h e d .  T h e  r o o f  is  d e f e c t iv e  a n d  th e  

w a l l s  c o n s t a n t ly  d a m p ’
N a v a n ‘r o o f  a d m i t s  d a m p  in  h e a v y  r a in  a n d  is  t o  b e  c o p p e r e d  im m e d ia t e ly ’
P a in e s to w n ‘C h u r c h  g o o d ,  n e e d s  a  l i t t l e  r e p a i r ’
R a th c o n n e l l ‘t o l e r a b le  r e p a i r  in  a n d  o u t  a n d  in  o n g o i n g  r e p a i r  w i th  a  s p i r e  in  p r o g r e s s ’
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( c o n t . , )  C h u r c h O b s e r v a t io n

R a th c o r e ‘C h u r c h  g o o d ,  b u t  s to v e  b a d ly  p l a c e d  a n d  t h e  b e l l  in  r in g i n g  s t r ik e s  t h e  r o o f
S to n e h a l l ‘C h a n c e l  n e e d s  to  b e  p u l l e d  d o w n  a n d  r e b u i l t  i n  c o n s e q u e n c e  o f  a n  o p e n  [s ic ]  

i n  t h e  w a l l ,  w h i c h  c a n n o t  o t h e r w is e  b e  r e m e d i e d . . . r o o f  b a d  d u e  t o  i ts  b a d  
c o n s t r u c t i o n ’

T a r a ‘C h u r c h  g o o d ,  s a v e  a  s m a l l  c r a c k  in  o n e  o f  t h e  w a l l s ,  r e p o r t e d  b y  a n  a r c h i t e c t  
to  b e  o f  c o n s e q u e n c e ’

T r im ‘N e e d s  p a in t ,  b u t  n e w  G a l le r y  f i r s t  in  a u t u m n ’

Source: A rch iép iscopal v isitation , 1826, pp  2 -3 , 8 ,1 0 - 1 1 ,1 3 - 1 5 ,1 7 - 1 9 ,  2 2 -2 5 ,2 7 -3 1 , 34 , 39  respec tive ly

While defects in the structure of church buildings were common, the 
stipulations relating to articles of a material nature seem to have been well met, with 
no more than a few exceptions. Although there were problems of access to the 
church at Ardagh, where the ‘Minister and congregation [were] obliged to climb 
over walls and ditches’, no great complaint was made regarding the necessities 
required to decently conduct services of divine worship.167 However, there were a 
few cases of want. The church at Killallon had no font.168 At Loughcrew, the 
church was also likely to have had no font as ‘Baptism [was] generally administered 
in a private house, but according to the Rubrick’.169 Only the ‘upper classes of the 
congregation’ in Ardnurcher were ‘furnished with prayer books’, although the 
poorer class was soon to be supplied with same.170 At St Beccan’s, Kilbeggan, the 
Holy Communion was given four times a year, although the church had ‘no cloth or 
velvet furniture or [communion] table’.171

As has been shown in this and the previous chapter, Bishop O’Beime made 
full use of government funding to improve the glebes, glebe houses and churches in 
the diocese. He also used his position as diocesan to encourage and enforce clerical 
residence. However, a resident, well-housed clergyman with a new church in his 
parish was of little use to establishment and congregation, if he did not serve his

167 A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p . 6 .
168 I b id . ,  p . 2 4 .
169 I b id . ,  p . 2 5 .
170 I b id . ,  p . 3 1 .
171 I b id . ,  p . 3 4 .
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cure with diligence, an understanding of scripture and the rubric of church practice. 
Pastoral care was an element of clerical responsibility long expounded by O’Beime 
as critical to ensuring the future of the church. Matters of clerical education, the 
holding of services, observing church festivals, administration of the Holy 
Communion, visiting the sick and the general and religious education of young 
members of the congregation were all related to pastoral care and their importance 
was stressed throughout the diocese.

In his visitation sermon to the clergy of the diocese of Ossory in 1796, 
O’Beime charged his ministers to examine their motive for embracing their 
profession. Was the intention to devote themselves to the service of God and the 
salvation of the souls in their charge or, attracted by ‘the riches of the fold and not 
safety of the sheep,’ had they taken orders ‘to secure the comforts, conveniences 
and enjoyments of an easy, indolent and independent life’?172 He put forward his 
opinion that the decline of the Roman Catholic church in many European countries 
at the time of the Reformation was due to the misconduct and idleness of the 
Roman Catholic clergy, and he intimated that the culpable neglect of parochial 
duties among contemporary clergy of the Church of Ireland could lead to a similar 
outcome for the Irish establishment.173 O’Beime was not alone in this assertion. In 
1795, Adam Averell, the Church of Ireland minister, turned Wesleyan, attributed 
the successes of the Roman Catholic church to the zeal of its clergy. In 1813, James 
Daly, warden of Galway, stated that owing to the shortcomings in pastoral care, the 
Protestants of Connemara had turned to Roman Catholic priests to baptize their 
babies, marry their daughters and bury their dead.174

As Bishop of Ossory O’Beime had encouraged his clergymen to lead their 
congregations by example and to emulate their Roman Catholic counterparts;

172 O ’B e im e ,  C h arge to the c le rg y  o f  O ssory, 179 6 , p . 2 2 .
173 I b id . ,  p. 4 6 .
174 B a l l ,  The reform ed  C hurch o f  Ireland, p . 1 0 8 .
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. . .  p a y  a  c o n s t a n t  a n d  s c r u p u lo u s  a t t e n t io n  t o  t h e  i n d i v id u a l s  w h o  c o m p o s e  o u r  
f lo c k s ;  to  a c q u i r e  a n  in t i m a t e  a c q u a i n t a n c e  w i th  t h e i r  p e r s o n s  a n d  f a m i l ie s ;  to  
m a k e  o u r  v o ic e  s o  f a m i l i a r  to  th e m  b y  f r e q u e n t  c o n v e r s e  a n d  i n t e r c o u r s e . .. to  
y i e ld  to  e v e r y  n e c e s s i ty ,  a n d  e m b r a c e  e v e r y  o c c a s io n  o f  g i v i n g  p r i v a te  m o n i t io n  
a n d  e x h o r ta t io n  to  t h e  s ic k  a n d  to  t h e  w e ll ;  to  t e a c h  a n d  a d m o n i s h  th e  o n e ,  to  
a l l e v ia t e  t h e  s u f f e r in g s ,  s o o th e  th e  s o r r o w s ,  a w a k e  t h e  c o n t r i t i o n ,  a n im a te  th e  
h o p e s ,  s t r e n g th e n  t h e  fa ith  a n d  c a lm  t h e  d y in g  m o m e n t s  o f  t h e  o th e r ;  t o  g o  a b o u t  
c o n s t a n t ly  d o in g  g o o d ,  v i s i t in g  f r e q u e n t ly  f ro m  h o u s e  t o  h o u s e . .. g iv e  b a p t i s m  
t o  in f a n ts ,  c a t e c h e t ic a l  i n s tn i c t i o n  to  t h e  r i s in g  g e n e r a t i o n .,.  b u r ia l  t o  t h e  d e a d ,175

Between 1800 and 1822 the urges to the clergy of Ossory were often repeated to the 
clergy of Meath.176

In his extensive report on the state of the Irish church in 1801, O’Beime 
expressed concern to Charles Abbot that the clergymen of the established church in 
Ireland ‘have but too generally degenerated into an indifference to their pastoral 
duties’.177 The bishop pointed out that the restraints recently removed from the 
priests of the Roman Catholic faith gave the popish religion a great advantage over 
the Church of Ireland and proposed that if any improvement was to be secured for 
the established religion, a formal clerical education should be mandatory for all 
those intending to take Orders.178 In an attempt to motivate and educate his 
parochial clergy, O’Beime, as Bishop of Ossory, organised monthly lectures on 
topics of religion, and occasionally chapters from the New Testament were 
translated from Greek to English and discussed under the guidance of theological 
experts.179 It has been said that clergymen attended these lectures ‘who probably 
had not for twenty or thirty years, looked into the original text’ .180

175 O ’B e im e ,  C h arge to the c le rg y  o f  O ssory, 179 6 ,  p p  4 4 -4 5 .
176 O ’B e im e ,  C h arge to the c le rg y  o f  M eath, 1800', O ’B e i m e ,  C h arge o f  the M o s t R everen d  the lo rd  
b ish op  o f  M ea th  to  the c le rg y  o f  his d io cese  a t h is an n u al v is ita tion  ( D u b l in ,  1 8 0 4 ) ;  O ’B e im e ,  A  
ch a rge d e liv e re d  to  the c le rg y  o f  the d io cese  o f  M ea th  a t the an n u al visita tion , 1 8 1 6  ( D u b lin ,  1 8 1 6 ) ;  
O ’B e im e ,  C ircu lar  le tte r  o f  the lo rd  bish op  o f  M ea th  to  the ru ra l d e a n s  o f  h is d io cese , 1821  ( D u b l in ,  
1 8 2 1 ) ;  O ’B e i r n e ,  A ch arg e d e liv e re d  to  the c le rg y  o f  the d io c ese  o f  M eath  a t  the ann u al v isita tion  on 
T hursday the 2 0 th July, 1822  ( D u b l in ,  1 8 2 2 ) .
177 O ’B e i m e  to  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  A p r . 1 8 0 1 , f. 1 5 0 .
178 I b id . ,  f f  1 5 0 ,1 5 5 .
179 G en tlem a n ’s  M ag a zin e  & H is to r ica l C hron icle, x c i i  ( J a n . - J u n e  1 8 2 2 ) ,  p , 4 7 1 .  N o te :  t h i s  e n t r y  
w a s  p a r t  o f  a  p r e m a t u r e  o b i tu a r y .  I n  a  la te r  s u p p le m e n t  t o  c x i i ,  t h e  o b i tu a r y  w a s  w i th d r a w n ,  s e e  
‘S u p p l e m e n t  to  c x ii ,  P a r t  1 ’, p . 5 7 7 .
180G entlem an's M agazin e , x c i i  ( J a n - J u n e  1 8 2 2 ) ,  p . 4 7 1 .
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The infrequency of church services may have been justified during a time 
when church buildings were inadequate or non-existent. When O’Beime was 
translated to Meath at the end of 1798, it was unusual for parishes to administer 
Holy Communion more than four times a year, and apart from Christmas Day and 
Good Friday, church festivals were generally not observed.181 In addition to regular 
Sunday service, O’Beime ordered services in all major churches of the diocese on 
Wednesdays and Fridays and enquired into the discrepancy between the returned 
number of attendants at church and the reported number of communicants.182 It 
would appear however, that by the end of his time in Meath, there were weekday 
services in very few churches. The visitation of 1826 returns weekday services for 
Mullingar and Tullamore only.183 There was a greater observance of church 
festivals, although it was by no means universal, with Christmas Day, Good Friday 
and the first Sunday in October being those most observed.184 Visitation of the sick 
in their homes and the administration of Holy Communion to them was a common 
improvement in pastoral care during the O’Beime episcopate. In 1826, several 
parishes, for example Rathmolyon, reported ‘The sick are diligently visited and the 
Holy Communion administered to them’.185 It should be said that the more than 
favourable reports of all parishes in the diocese as furnished by rural deans to the 
archbishop, could well give rise to a suspicion that any parochial shortcomings were 
ignored.

O’Beime also concerned himself with the quality of the curriculum offered 
in schools, and he dismissed the official returns on education: ‘tho’ [sic] correct in 
form [they] are found to be substantially untrue’.186 His early enquiry into the state 
of the diocesan school at Trim resulted in a discovery of the shortcomings of the 
institution and an admonition of its schoolmaster, Revd Mark Wainwright.187 The

181 H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese ,  i i, p p  1 4 1 -2 .
182I b id . ,  i i, p . 1 4 2 .
183 A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p p  2 8 ,  3 5  r e s p e c t iv e ly .
184 I b id . ,  p p  1 -4 2 .
185 I b id . ,  p . 2 2 .
186 O ’B e i m e  to  C h a r l e s  A b b o t ,  7  A p r. 1 8 0 1  ( T .N .A . ,  C h a r le s  A b b o t ,  1 st B a r o n  C o lc h e s t e r  P a p e r s ,
M S  P .R .O .,  3 0 /9 / 1 2 8 ,  f. 5 6 ).
187 H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese , ii, p . 1 4 2 .
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circumstances of the children at Wilson’s Hospital were a cause of considerable 
consternation to O’Beime from the perspective of education and the general 
conditions in which the boys were kept. On a visit to the school in 1810 
accompanied by Mr Edgeworth of Edgeworthstown, he found;

E v e r y  p l a c e  w a s  d i r ty ;  t h e  B o y s  u n iv e r s a l l y  s o ,  a n d  w e  s a w  u p w a r d s  o f  T w e n ty  
o f  t h e m  w i th  s o r e s  in  t h e i r  H e a d s ,  h a n d s  a n d  f e e t . .. t h e  P o t a t o e s  w e r e  a lm o s t  
ra w ; th e  f e w  B o y s  w h o  a t t e m p te d  to  p e e l  th e m  c o u ld  n o t  s u c c e e d ,  a n d  t h e  re s t  
l a b o u r d  [s ic ]  to  e a t  t h e m  w i th o u t  f e e l in g .  In  t h e i r  m u g s  w a s  s c a r c e l y  a  q u a r t e r
o f  a  p in t  o f  M i l k  t h e  M o n i t o r s  w e r e  to ta l ly  a t  a  lo s s  h o w  to  p r o c e e d ,  a n d  th e
c la s s e s  w e r e  a ll  in c o n f u s i o n . .. .1 f o u n d  t h e  s a m e  s c a r c i ty  o f  B o o k s  in  t h e  S c h o o l ,  
f ro m  w h ic h  M r  R a d c l i f f e  h a d  b e e n  s o  s e v e r e ly  r e p r im a n d e d  la s t  y e a r . . , 188

Four years later, the educational problems persisted at Wilson’s and the bishop 
again wrote to his archbishop to request the provision of a mature master, well 
practiced in the art of teaching and with ‘a knowledge of the country, and of its 
manners, and with the modes of dealing with the people of it’ .189 A few months 
later, a new superintending master had been appointed and the management of the 
institution was put on an entirely new footing. All but fifty acres of the lands were 
leased, the profits of which were put to a new system of education for the boys, 
with the intention of preparing them to qualify as shoemakers, tailors, weavers, or 
for positions as parish clerks and schoolmasters in parochial schools.190

O’Beime insisted that every clergyman should establish a school in his 
parish. If it was claimed that a schoolmaster could not be found, the clergyman was 
instructed to teach school himself.191 With or without a parochial school, an 
incumbent was expected to catechize children, if not at a parochial school, at a 
Sunday school. By 1826, there was a school in most parishes of the diocese.192

188 O ’B e i m e  t o  A r c h b i s h o p  S tu a r t  o f  A r m a g h ,  1 7  A p r . 1 8 1 0  (L .B .C .  A .,  S tu a r t  P a p e r s ,  M S  W Y
9 9 5 /1 7 ) .
189 O ’B e i m e  t o  A r c h b i s h o p  S tu a r t ,  11 J a n . 1 8 1 4  (L .B .C . A ., S tu a r t  P a p e r s ,  M S  W Y  9 9 4 /8 1 ) .
190 O ’B e i m e  to  A r c h b i s h o p  S tu a r t ,  13  M a r . 1 8 1 4  ( L .B .C .A .,  S tu a r t  P a p e r s ,  M S  W Y  9 9 4 /8 4 ) ;  
O ’B e im e  t o  A r c h b i s h o p  S tu a r t ,  2  M a y  1 8 1 4  ( L .B .C .  A ., S tu a r t  P a p e r s ,  M S  W Y  9 9 4 /9 6 ) .
191 H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d iocese ,  i i ,  p . 1 4 3 .
192 A r c h i é p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p p  1 -4 2 .

178



Between the end of 1798 and early 1823, the diocese of Meath had 
undergone a period of restructuring that was unprecedented. New parish unions 
were formed. There were very considerable improvements in the number of resident 
clergy who resided in a great number of new glebe houses with enhanced glebes. 
These clergymen performed their duties in no fewer than seventy-seven new, 
rebuilt, enlarged or substantially repaired churches, and children received a basic 
education in a greatly increased number of parochial schools. The full extent of 
these changes is best illustrated in Map 4.3.

Map 4.3 Improvements to glebes, glebe houses, churches & the structure of parishes in the 
diocese of Meath during the O’Beime episcopate, 1798-1823
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^  Unions named by HealyKing's County

S o u rc e :  Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p p  4 6 - 7 5 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v ; V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p 4 - 7 , 1 5 - 1 6 ,3 0 ,  
3 9 ,  5 8 , 7 3 ,  8 9 ,  9 4 ,  9 7 ,  9 9 ,  1 0 5 -1 0 9 ;  V .M .B . ,  ( R .C .B .,  M S S  P . 4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 ) ;  First Fruits returns, 
1801-22, p p  5 -6 ,  1 1 , 1 8 -1 9 , 2 6 - 2 7 ,  H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0 ,  9 5 ,  1 0 2 - 1 0 3 ,  1 1 0 -1 1 1 ;  
A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 ,  p p  2 0 - 2 5 ,  2 7 ,2 9 - 3 0 ,  3 7 - 3 9 ,4 1 ;  L e w is ,  A topographical dictionary, 
i , p . 5 8 9 ,  i i ,  p . 4 5 4 ;  H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, ii, p p  2 8 3 ,  2 8 9 ,  2 9 2 - 3 ,  2 9 5 ,  2 9 7 ,  2 9 9 ,  3 1 5 ,  3 1 7 ,  
3 1 9 , 3 2 2 - 3 2 5 ,3 2 8 .
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Chapter five
The contribution of patrons, impropriators, parishioners and 

congregations: church repair, maintenance, furnishings and other

essentials

The first point to be reiterated here is the distinction between patrons and 
impropriators. Patrons were those who held the power of advowson, that is, the 
power to appoint a clergyman to a parish. Impropriators or tithe owners were those 
to whom tithes were paid. By the period under study, the entire tithe income in 
many parishes was paid directly to the clergyman and formed the greater part of his 
income. However, there remained several parishes in which the tithes were in lay 
ownership. In such situations, the lay impropriator was obliged to provide a salary 
for the clergyman and perhaps allow him the smaller tithes or a portion of the 
whole. The second important point is to revisit the distinction between parishioners 
and congregations. Parishioners, as understood in law, were all property holders, of 
all faiths, who resided in a parish, and were entitled to attend vestry meetings in 
their civil parish, the smallest unit of local government. The term ‘congregations’ 
refers to parishioners who held property, resided in a parish, were entitled to attend 
vestry and who were members of the established church. While the contribution 
expected of parishioners towards the upkeep of the parish church is known to some 
extent, the financial support provided by patrons, impropriators and congregations 
has, to date, received less attention. In order to present a clearer picture of how 
parish churches were furnished and maintained, this chapter sets out tables of 
patrons and impropriators for each parish and a further series of tables and 
appendices denoting the works carried out at each church and the sources from 
which monies were secured to facilitate those works, the necessary furnishings and 
subsequent maintenance.

Here, as previously, the remarks on discrepancies between, and errors in, the 
sources continue to apply. The National inventory o f architectural heritage is
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particularly culpable as a number of dates are incorrect, architectural descriptions 
incomplete or inaccurate and, in some instances, the liturgical east does not appear 
to have been kept in mind by the surveyor. These problems have been corrected 
here and are referred to in footnotes where necessary.

Earlier chapters have illustrated the success of Bishop O’Beime’s efforts in 
maintaining a constant and active clerical presence in the parishes of his diocese, 
procuring glebes, building glebe houses and building, rebuilding and enlarging 
churches. Glebe houses were in effect private dwellings, in that the parishioners, 
while obliged to contribute towards the upkeep of the clergyman or incumbent by 
the payment of tithes, bore no onus regarding the building and maintenance of his 
residence. This can be verified by the examination of vestry minute and account 
books, where in no case is there any reference to a glebe house being built or 
maintained out of the parish cess. However, this was not the case with the parish 
church.

It is evident from surviving vestry minutes that during the O’Beime 
episcopate, almost every parish church underwent some sort of repair. The works 
were financed by government monies, individual subscriptions and a parochial cess. 
The additional twenty are included here because in each case, the parish vestry 
embarked upon, not minor, but some considerable repair or refurbishment 
(Appendix 5.1). Although the First Fruits returns, the auditors of public accounts 
reports, and episcopal visitation notes are useful in some respects, in many 
instances they provide only skeletal information regarding the board’s own 
disbursements and it is in parish accounts and vestry minutes that the most telling 
detail is to be found. Of the forty-nine parish unions and perpetual curacies for 
which vestry minutes and annual accounts survive, forty-one offer considerable 
detail on the manner in which churches were built, furnished and maintained. 
Except in cases where local landlords undertook to improve churches at their own 
expense, vestry minute books record decisions to build, rebuild or enlarge churches 
as matters resolved in vestry and by vestry. However, as O’Beime considered his
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clergy responsible for the state of the churches, the probability of episcopal 
influence upon the minister to produce a memorial in request of building monies 
cannot be discounted. There is, in fact, some evidence of this being the case. In 
1806 the church of Knockmark, County Meath was returned as being in bad repair.1 
In 1818 it was being rebuilt with the aid of a First Fruits gift of £900. It is clear 
from the bishop’s visitation notes that he considered the improvement at 
Knockmark due to the efforts of the new incumbent Revd William Liddiard. It is 
also clear that the earlier state of affairs he considered due to the negligence of 
Liddiard’s predecessor; ‘the church was suffered to go to ruin by Mr Rogers, the 
last incumbent’.2 O’Beime credited Revd Henry Wynne with rebuilding the church 
at Killucan, due to ‘his influence with his parishioners’.3 Although the parishioners 
made improvements to the church of Newtown Fertullagh, O’Beime wrote that it 
stood without a steeple due to ‘the present rector [who] has not influence enough 
with them, though wealthy, to ornament it with a steeple’ .4

Although the Act of Union in 1801 resulted in some departures among the 
landed class, several families remained in the counties of the diocese, or at least 
retained interest their Irish estates. In a see largely within the Pale where the landed 
estates were richest and continued prominent, it is reasonable to expect that 
patronage, impropriation or ownership of tithes as well as location influenced the 
financial arrangements surrounding the building, furnishing and maintenance of 
churches. However, expectations are not always well met and this chapter examines 
by exactly what means churches were built and equipped with all things necessary 
for divine service and whether patronage and tithe ownership had any bearing on 
the provision of furnishings and maintenance. While some churches are given 
individual attention because their cases are of particular interest, an extensive 
discussion of each of the seventy-seven is not a viable proposition here. In the stead 
of an unduly lengthy treatment, each church and all of its financial detail together

1 E cc le sia s tica l report, 1806, p . 5 7 ,  H .C .  1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v .
2 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 3 0 .
3 I b id . ,  p . 6 2 .
4 I b id . ,  p . 9 1 .
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with a complete record of its building, furnishing and maintenance are presented in 
tables and appendices.

As seen already, parishioners, regardless of religious affiliation, were 
responsible for the upkeep of churchyards and for repairs to church buildings, apart 
from the chancel, which was the remit of either the minister or the impropriator.5 In 
the 1830s Samuel Lewis reported many of Ireland’s churches to have been lately 
repaired through First Fruits funding.6 However, the board did not allot monies for 
repair during the early nineteenth century and the idea to provide funds for such a 
purpose continued to be opposed in 1810 by Archbishop Stuart of Armagh.7 The 
primate contended ‘I think the difficulty of procuring money from the vestries will 
be much increased if this plan be adopted even under any limitation’ ,8 It is difficult 
to see the validity in Stuart’s argument if taken at face value, as several vestry 
minutes clearly indicate that the cost of church repairs was generally estimated and 
included in the annual cess; alternatively, the surplus, often referred to as the 
overplus, from each annual cess was automatically put to use for repairs.9 Stuart’s 
stance was more likely to have been based on a belief that if government monies 
were used to repair churches, fewer requests to build or rebuild would be 
forthcoming from the vestries. It is also possible that had the repair option been 
given to the First Fruits, its board may have proved better disposed to that choice, 
rather than to the disbursement of larger amounts for building, rebuilding or 
enlargement. Vestry minute books record the almost constant battle with repairing 
old buildings, and when the opportunity to provide new or rebuilt churches 
throughout the country was given it would have been foolhardy to let that facility 
pass without use.

5 B r o w n e ,  A  co m pen d iou s view , p p  1 8 1 -1 8 2 .
6 L e w is ,  A to p o gra ph ica l d ic tion ary.
7 S tu a r t  t o  B r o d e r ic k ,  2 3  J u n e  1 8 1 0  (N .L .I . ,  M S  8 8 6 9 ) .
8 Ib id .
9 F o r  e x a m p le s  s e e  B a l l y m o r e  K i l l a r e  V .M .B . ;  C lo n a r d  V .M .B .,  1 7 9 5 - 1 9 3 2  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 2 3 5 .5 .1 ) ;  
D o n a g h p a tr i c k  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 4 - 1 8 7 2  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 8 .5 .1 ) ;  D u n b o y n e  V .M .B .;  F o r g n e y  V .M .B . ,  &  
g e n e ra l  r e g is te r ,  1 7 9 8 - 1 8 3 6  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 9 5 .1 .  l ) ; K e n t s t o w n  V .M .B . ,  13  ( R .C .B . ,M S P .  4 4 1 .5 .1 ;  
K i l l i c o n n ig h a n  V . M B ,  1 8 0 9 - 1 8 6 1  ( R .C .B . , M S P .  5 8 8 .5 .1 ) ;  M o y g l a r e  V .M .B .,  1 8 0 0 - 1 8 7 0  ( R .C .B .,  
M S  P . 5 5 8 .5 .1 ) .
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If the Church of Ireland is considered by vestry notes and accounts in 
relation to the annual gamut of church repairs alone, any notion that the 
establishment indulged itself in unnecessary church-building during this time may 
be dismissed. At St Mary’s, Athlone for example (Table 5.1), the vestry struggled 
with repairs from at least 1799 until 1821, when the decision was finally taken to 
forward a memorial ‘to the Lord Bishop of Meath, praying for a grant of £800 to be 
obtained from the Board of First Fruits to enlarge and new roof the Church.’10

Table5.1 Repair and m aintenance o f  St M ary’s, Athlone County W estmeath, 1799-1821
Y e a r R e p a i r  &  m a i n t e n a n c e C o s t  t o  p a r i s h io n e r s  

b y  m e a n s  o f  a  c e s s
1 7 9 9 R e p a ir s  t o  s t e e p le £ 3 0

S la te r £ 4
1 8 0 1 T h r e e  p e w s  to  a c c o m m o d a te  t h e  m il i t a ry . n .a .

S e a ts  &  d o o r s  o f  t h e  g a l l e r y  to  b e  r e p a i r e d . n .a .
S ta i r s  t o  b e  re p a ire d . n .a .
S la t e r £ 4

1 8 0 2 T o  r e p a i r  s to r m  d a m a g e  &  o t h e r  e x ig e n c ie s . £ 1 4  4 s ,  4d.
S la te r £ 4

1 8 0 3 S p i r e  t o  b e  s e c u r e d  in  a  p e r m a n e n t  m a n n e r  b y  c o p p e r in g . £20 0
T o  M r  B l a n d  to  s e c u r e  t h e  t im b e r  o f  t h e  b e ll . 1 Vz G u in e a s
S la t e r £ 4

1 8 0 5 R e p a i r  o f  t h e  b e lf r y £ 1 0
S la te r £ 4

1 8 0 6 N e w  h a n d r a i l ,  s l e e p e r s ,  u p r ig h ts ,  l a n d in g  &  2  c o a ts  o f  
p a in t  f o r  g a l l e r y  s ta ir s .  C o n t in u e d  r e p a i r  o f  t h e  b e l f iy  &  
s e c u r in g  t h e  b e ll .

£ 1 1  7 s . 6d.

R a is in g ,  p in n i n g  &  d a s h i n g  c h u r c h y a r d  w a ll . £ 4  4 s .  3d.
S la te r . £ 4

1 8 0 7 M a k in g  a  f l o o r  o v e r  t h e  b e l l  &  r e p a i r i n g  th e  g r o u n d  f lo o r  
o f  t h e  c h u r c h .

£ 3 7  1 1 s . 4d.

S la te r . £ 4
1 8 0 9 T o  T h o m a s  B u r c h a l l  f o r  m a k in g  a  n e w  g a te . £ 3 0

T o  M r  L e n n o n  f o r  h a n g i n g  n e w  g a te . 1 g u in e a
T o  M r  B u r c h a l l  fo r  p u l l in g  d o w n  th e  v e s t r y  r o o m  &  
f i l l in g - u p  t h e  d o o r

£ 2  16s. 10 'Ad.

S la te r . £ 4
1 8 1 0 S la te r . £ 4

F lo o r in g . n .a .
1 8 1 1 S la te r . £ 4

3 c o a t s  o f  p a in t. n .a .
1 8 1 3 S la te r . £ 4

W o r k  o n  p o r c h  &  s ta i r s  &  r e p a i r s  to  t h e  w h o le  o f  t h e  
c o m ic e .

£ 2 4  1 0s.

10 S t  M a r y ’s  A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  c o p y ,  15  F e b .  1 8 2 1 ,  p . 3 .
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Y e a r
( c o n t , )

R e p a i r  &  m a i n t e n a n c e C o s t  to  p a r i s h io n e r s  
b y  m e a n s  o f  a  c e s s

1 8 1 4 S la te r . £ 4
T o  J o h n  C l a n c y  f o r  o p e n i n g  t h e  p e w s  o n  o n e  s id e  o f  t h e  
c h u rc h .

£ 2

T o  O w e n  R e il ly  M a s o n  f o r  r e b u i ld in g  a  w a ll . n .a .
1 8 1 5 S la te r . £ 4

R e p a i r  d a m p  o v e r  t h e  c h u r c h  d o o r . n .a .
1 8 1 6 S la te r . £ 4
1 8 1 7 S la te r . £ 4
1 8 1 8 S la te r . £ 4
1 8 1 9 S la te r . £ 4

N e w  c o m m u n i o n  ta b le . n .a .
1 8 2 0 S la te r . £ 4
1 8 2 1 S la te r . £ 4

Source: S t M a ry ’s , A th lo ne  V .M .B ., pp 1-30  &  1-3 respective!} '

It should be noted that Athlone was one of several parishes to retain a slater at an 
annual salary, in much the same manner as a sexton or sextoness. In Mullingar, the 
sum of £6.16s.6d was allotted each year, over several years, prior to a levy for an 
entire new roof in 1813.11 At Laracor, ‘Francis Malone, Slator [sic] hath agreed to 
keep the Slating Work on the Church of Laracor in good repair for one Year from 
this Date finding all materials for which said Malone is to receive a Salary of two 
Guineas’.12 Although the church of Benowen was new, a loose slip of paper in the 
vestry minute book provides evidence of a similar arrangement for regular repairs 
to the roof;

I  R i c h a r d  G la s s  d o  e n g a g e  to  k e e p  t h e  r o o f  o f  t h e  P a r i s h  C h u r c h  o f  B e n o w e n  
in  r e p a ir ,  a n d  p e r f e c t ly  w e a t h e r  p r o o f  f o r  t h e  t e r m  o f  s e v e n  y e a r s  fo r  t h r e e  p o u n d s  
t e n  s h i l l in g s  p e r  a n n u m  f r o m  t h i s  d a y .
R ic h a r d  G la s s ,
B e n o w e n .  A p r i l  1 8 2 3 .
W itn e s s :  J a m e s  P . M u r r a y ’ .13

11 M u l l in g a r  V .M .B .,  1 8 0 6 - 1 2 ,  p p  2 - 3 3 , 4 1 .
12 L a r a c o r  V .M .B . ,  2 2  M a y  1 8 0 4  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 9 4 .5 ,1 ,  p . 3 5 ) .  F o r  f u r th e r  e x a m p le s  s e e  T a r a  
V . M B . , 2 7  A p r . 1 8 2 4 ,  p . 7 3 ;  K i lk e n n y  W e s t  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 0 - 0 6 , 1 8 1 3 - 1 7  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 3 9 .1 .1 ,  p p  
7 , 1 0 , 1 2 ,5 3 - 6 5 ) .
13 B e n o w e n  V .M .B . ,  A p r . 1 8 2 3 .
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In 1818 O’Beime updated the figures of Church of Ireland families in the 
diocese.14 His account gave no more than 3,769 families (Appendix 5.2). When 
these figures are rightly taken into account, the importance of the parochial cess 
becomes obvious. The small numbers of families in most parishes suggest that 
despite unprecedented government funding, there was not a parish in the diocese, 
excepting perhaps Tullamore and Portneshangan, in which the most modest of 
churches could have been built, kept in repair, or have had the loans repaid, without 
the cesses collected from the parish at large.

Parochial salaries and the provision of items of material culture within the 
church was the responsibility of all those who held property in the parish and 
therefore were liable to pay the parochial cess. The cloths for communion table, 
pulpit and reading desk, cushions, font, chest for alms, all communion items, 
including the bread and wine, minister’s surplice, large volume bible, books of 
common prayer, book of homilies, table of degrees and ten commandments, bell, 
bier for the dead, public pews and books of register, were among the items paid for 
by parishioners; their procurement being the responsibility of churchwardens.15 
With the unprecedented scale of government gifts and loans towards building and 
rebuilding parish churches drat prevailed in the early years of the nineteenth 
century, one could reasonably expect a Protestant, whether lay patron, impropriator 
or a less elevated member of a congregation, to have been anxious to offer an 
individual contribution and have his name engraved on some item other than a 
family pew. The opening of subscription books was generally an attempt to 
encourage members of the congregation to purchase a family pew, and the vestry 
minute books do not record any other advances made to invite individual 
subscriptions towards the procurement of the many essential items of furnishing. 
The vestry minutes also support the hypothesis that there was a lack of 
contributions from tithe owners and parish patrons for the building, rebuilding, 
furnishing and maintenance of parish churches. Excepting the ruinous chancel at

14 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 7 -3 4 .
15 B r o w n e ,  A com pen d iou s view , p . 1 8 0 .
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Kilkenny West and modest repairs to the same at Kilshine, there is no mention of 
any vestry approaching the impropriator or patron with a view to securing financial 
aid.16 This gives a definite impression that the vestries had no expectation of 
financial supplement from those who appointed the minister or received a tithe 
income from the parish.

In the seventy-seven unions and curacies considered, the bishop was patron 
of twenty-six parish unions and nine perpetual curacies. In several such cases the 
rector or vicar of the parish to which the curacy was affiliated was permitted to 
nominate the curate, although is likely that the union incumbent made the 
appointment under episcopal consultation. The crown patronised twenty-seven

i *junions and was challenged by Lord Dunsany for the patronage of Kentstown. 
Kilmoon was shared by crown and primate.18 In twenty-two unions and one 
perpetual curacy, the power of clerical nomination was in the hands of the 
Protestant laity and in Kilkenny West the clergyman was appointed by the pluralist 
and non-resident Revd William Bryan, who also held the rectory of Kilcronaghan in 
the diocese of Derry.19 As can be seen in Tables 5.2-5.4 not all unions were held 
outright. The bishop shared nomination rights with the crown in five unions and 
with Lord Drogheda in one.20 Although some tithe owners could not be traced, the 
identification of a sufficient number indicates that advowson and impropriation 
appear to have rarely gone hand in hand.

16 K i lk e n n y  W e s t  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 8 - 0 9 ,  p p  2 4 , 2 9 - 3 0 ,  3 3 - 3 5 ;  C l o n g i l l  &  K i l s h i n e  V .M .B .,  1 8 2 3 , p . 17 .
17 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 9 -2 0 .
18 Ib id . ,  p .  2 1 .
19Ib id . ,  p . 9 6 ;  T a l la g h t ,  (h t tp : / /w w w .c h a p te r s o f d u b l in .c o m /b o o k s /H a n d c o c k / t a l l a g h t l .h tm ~l(15 J u n e ,
2 0 0 9 ) .
20 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 6 4 .
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Table 5.2 Tithe ownership in parish unions and perpetual curacies where the diocesan held
p a t r o n a g e

C h u r c h O th e r  p a t r o n T i t h e  o w n e r s h ip  &  re n ts

A lm o r i t ia N o n e n .a .
A rd a g h  P e r p e tu a l  C u ra c y N o n e B i s h o p
A th lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s N o n e P a r t l y  h e ld  b y  i n c u m b e n t  a t  r e n t  o f  £1  6s, 8d.
B a l ly lo u g h lo e N o n e A t  r e n t  o f  £1  I s .  1 0 d
B a l ly m o r e N o n e B i s h o p
B e n o w e n  P e r p e tu a l  C u ra c y N o n e B i s h o p
C a s t l e p o l la r d N o n e I n c u m b e n t ,  e a r l  o f  M e a th  &  v ic a r s  c h o r a l  o f  S t  

P a t r i c k ’s  C h r i s t c h u r c h  D u b l i n  a t  r e n t  o f  £ 1 4  5s,
C h u r c h to w n C r o w n n .a .
C lo n a r d N o n e J o s e p h  A s h e  &  i n c u m b e n t
C io n f a d /T y r r e l l s p a s s N o n e n .a .
D r a k e s to w n C r o w n I n c u m b e n t  &  r e c to r s  o f  K i l s h i n e  &  N o b b e r  a t  

Q u i t  r e n t  s h a r e d  w i th  C a s t l e t o w n  K i lp a t r ic k
D r o g h e d a  S t. M a r y ’s N o n e L o r d  D r o g h e d a  &  i n c u m b e n t
D r u m c r e e L o r d  D r o g h e d a A t  a  r e n t  o f  a b o u t  £ 3
D r u m r a n y  P e r p e tu a l  C u r a c y N o n e I n c u m b e n t  o f  B a l ly lo u g h lo e  a t  a  g l e b e  r e n t  o f  £ 3 3
E n n i s c o f f e y N o n e B l u n d a l l  f a m i ly
E n n i s k e e n  P e r p e tu a l  C u ra c y N o n e B i s h o p
F o r g n e y  P e r p e tu a l  C u r a c y N o n e B i s h o p
G a lle n N o n e M e s s r s  B o w e s - D a ly ,  T h o m p s o n  &  J u d g e
K e ll s N o n e A r c h d e a c o n
K i lb e g g a n  P e r p e tu a l  C u r a c y N o n e L a m b e r t  f a m ily
K i lc le a g h /M o a te N o n e A t  a  r e n t  o f  £1  l,s\
K i l s h in e C r o w n n .a .
K i n n e g a d  P e r p e tu a l  C u r a c y N o n e I n c u m b e n t  o f  R a th w ir e /K i l lu c a n
M a y n e  P e r p e tu a l  C u r a c y N o n e M a r q u i s  o f  W e s t m e a th  &  i n c u m b e n t  o f  

R a th g r a f f e  a t  a  r e n t  o f  £3
N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h N o n e B i s h o p  a t  a  g l e b e  r e n t  o f  £ 1 3  1 6 s . 11<L
P a in e s to w n C r o w n I n c u m b e n t
P o r tn a s i ia n g a n N o n e n .a .
R a th a s p e c k N o n e n .a .
R a th w ir e /K i l lu c a n N o n e n .a .
S ta c k a l le n C r o w n I n c u m b e n t
S to n e h a l l  P e r p e tu a l  C u ra c y N o n e M a r q u is  o f  H e a d f o r t  a t  a  g l e b e  r e n t  o f  £ 1 0
T is s a u r a n N o n e A t  a  r e n t  o f  £ 2  9 s . 2d. s h a r e d  w i th  W h e r r y
T r im N o n e B i s h o p  &  i n c u m b e n t
T u l l a m o r e N o n e L o r d  N o r b u r y  &  i n c u m b e n t
W h e r ry N o n e I n c u m b e n t  &  R e v d s .  J  A r m s tr o n g  &  H . K i n g  a t  a  

r e n t  s h a r e d  w i th  T is s a u r a n

Source: V isitation , 18 18 ; A rch iép isco pa l v isita tio n  18 26 ; L ew is. A topographical dictionary
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Table 5.3 Tithe ownership in parish unions where the crown held patronage
C h u r c h O t h e r  p a t r o n T i t h e  o w n e r s h ip  &  r e n ts

A g h e r N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t
A r d n u r c h e r N o n e L o r d  D o w n s h i r e
B a l ly m a g la s s o n N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £ 1 5
C h u r c h to w n B i s h o p n .a .
D ra k e s to w n B i s h o p I n c u m b e n t  &  r e c to r s  o f  K i l s h i n e  &  N o b b e r  

a t  q u i t  r e n t  s h a r e d  w i th  C a s t l e to w n  
K i lp a t r ic k

D u n b o y n e N o n e I n c u m b e n t  o f  M u l l in g a r
D u n s h a u g h l in N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  2 0 g u in e a s
K e n ts t o w n D i s p u t e d  b y  L o r d  

D u n s a n y 21
I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £ 3  &  c r o w n  r e n t  
o f  £ 1  10 s .

K i lb r e w /T r y v e t N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £ 1 9  1 0 s.
K i l l e a g h N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £ 3  11 s, 11 d. 

s h a r e d  w i th  L o u g h c r e w
K i lm a in h a m w o o d N o n e P a p i s t  r e p r e s e n t a t iv e s  o f  t h e  la te  L o r d  

B e a u l i e u
K J lm o o n P r im a te I n c u m b e n t
K i lm o r e N o n e I n c u m b e n t  w i th  a  q u i t  r e n t
K i l s h i n e B i s h o p n .a .
K i ls k y r e N o n e I n c u m b e n t
K n o c k m a r k N o n e L o r d  D u n s a n y  &  i n c u m b e n t
L o u g h c r e w N o n e E . R o th e r h a m  &  i n c u m b e n t ,22 a t  q u i t  r e n t  

s h a r e d  w i th  K i l l e a g h
M o y n a l ty N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  s m a l l  q u i t  r e n t
M u l l in g a r N o n e B l u e  C o a t  H o s p i t a l  D u b l i n
N a v a n N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  c r o w n  r e n t  o f  £ 3 0
P a in e s to w n B i s h o p I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  &  c r o w n  r e n ts  s h a r e d  

W i t h  K e n ts t o w n
R a to a th L o w t h e r  f a m i ly I n c u m b e n t ,  v i c a r  o f  S t  M a r y ’s  A t h lo n e  &  

M r  L a w  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £ 5 5  9 s . 6d.
S k r y n e N o n e I n c u m b e n t  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  £1 1  1 2 s
S la n e N o n e I n c u m b e n t
S ta c k a l l e n B i s h o p I n c u m b e n t
T a ra N o n e I n c u m b e n t  &  L o r d  D u n s a n y  a t  q u i t  r e n t  o f  

£ 7  1 0 s .
V a s t i n a / C a s t l e t o w n k in d e l l a n N o n e S i r  W il l i a m  L a m b a r t  C r o m ie  &  

i n c u m b e n t s  o f  C h u r c h t o w n  &  V a s t in a 23

Source: V isitation , 1818; A rch iép isco pal v is ita tio n , 1826

21 S e e  J o h n  C a i l la r d  E r c k ’s  Irish  E cc le s ia s tica l R e g is te r  ( D u b l in ,  1 8 3 0 ) ,  p . 2 7 9 ,  w h e r e  it  w a s  
r e p o r te d  th a t  R a n d a l l ,  L o r d  D u n s a n y  c h a l le n g e d  h is  r ig h t  t o  a d v o w s o n  in  th e  e c c le s ia s t i c a l  c o u r t  in  
F e b r u a r y  1 8 1 6  a n d  t h e  lo r d  c h a n c e l l o r  f o u n d  in  h i s  f a v o u r ,
22 E d w a r d  R o th e r h a m  w a s  n a m e d  b y  L e w is  in  1 8 3 7  &  m a y  n o t  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  la y  im p r o p r ia to r  
d u r in g  O ’B e i m e ’s  e p is c o p a te .  S e e  L e w is ,  A  to p o g ra p h ica l d ic tio n a ry , i i ,  p . 3 1 3 .
23 W . L . C r o m ie  w a s  n a m e d  b y  L e w is  in  1 8 3 7  &  m a y  o r  m a y  n o t  h a v e  b e e n  t h e  la y  i m p r o p r ia to r  
d u r in g  O ’B e i m e ’s  e p is c o p a te .  S e e  L e w is ,  A to p o g ra p h ica l d ic tio n a ry , i i, p . 3 1 1 .
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Table 5.4 Tithe ownership in parish unions under lay patronage
Patron Church Other patron Tithe ownership & rents

Henry Arrabin Moyglare None Incumbent at crown rent o f 
£3 14s. 8d.

Lord Belvedere Rathcondra None n.a.
Lord Darnley Killoconnigan None Lord Damley
Lord Drogheda Colpe None Lord Drogheda & curate
do Drumcree Bishop At a rent o f about £3
do Duleek None Lord Drogheda & 

Incumbent at quit rent o f
5s. 8 d.

do Kilmessan None Lord Drogheda & 
incumbent

do Rathbeggan None Lord Drogheda & 
incumbent

do Rathconnell None Lord Drogheda & 
Incumbent

Lord Dunsany Castlecor None n.a.
do Kentstown Disputed with 

crown
Incumbent at quit rent o f £3 
& crown rent o f  £1 1 Os.

do Oldcastle None Earl o f Westmeath at rent 
o f£ l  18s.

Thomas Everard Donaghpatrick None Everard & incumbent
Gifford family Castlejordan None Gifford family
Messrs Hussey, Ashe & 
Fisher

Galtrim None Mr Hussey & incumbent

Thomas Hussey Rathkenny None Incumbent & Lord 
Drogheda

Lord Kilmaine 
(continued)

Castlelost None Partly incumbent at a glebe 
rent o f £26.5s & another of 
£9 18s. 6d.

Lowther family Ratoath Crown Incumbent, vicar o f  St 
Mary’s Athlone & Mr Law 
at quit rent o f £55 9s. 6d.

Earl Mountrath Ballyboy None Lord Downshire24
do Killoughey None Lord Downshire25
Sir John Piers Leney None Sir John Piers
George Stepney DurrowP.C. None Lord Norbury
Source: Visilation, 1818; Archiépiscopal visitation, 1826

For the purpose of this discussion, churches can be divided into four 
categories; demesne, rural, village and urban. Each category of site is separately 
examined here in order to determine the extent to which patrons and impropriators

24 Lewis, A topographical dictionary, i, p. 123.
25 Ib id .
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contributed towards the building, furnishing and maintenance of their church and to 
what degree the Church of Ireland congregations contributed. Despite the 
contributions of individuals towards the building, rebuilding, famishing and 
maintenance of parish churches, the vestry minutes clearly document the 
importance of the parochial cess. Although population figures for members of other 
denominations during the period cannot be ascertained, the tables accompanying 
each category of church give some indication of the small numbers of Church of 
Ireland families within the parishes.

Although a demesne church was quite distinct from a private chapel, it 
might be expected that the holder of a landed estate would famish and maintain a 
church that stood within the walls of his home farm and served his family, upper 
servants and Protestant tenantry. However, the six demesne churches identified and 
detailed here in Table 5.5 show that in no case did the landlord of the estate have 
the power of advowson and only in Durrow, a perpetual curacy of Tullamore, was 
the landlord also the owner of tithes. While Bishop O’Beime reported that Mr Fox, 
the previous landlord at Durrow, originally built the church at his own expense and 
in the episcopal visitation notes of 1818 stated the building to have been ‘lately put 
into good repair and is famished with everything necessary for divine service’, the 
bishop offered no information as to how this came about.26 The board of First Fruits 
did not include Durrow as a beneficiary of its disbursements between the years 
1801 and 182 2 27 Lewis, however, reported that in 1802, First Fruits gifted £450 
and also disbursed a loan of £50 to Durrow.28 As there are no surviving vestry 
minutes or accounts and no estate records, it is not possible to put forward a 
definitive answer as to how the church was refurbished, famished or maintained 
during the period in question. At Ballymaglasson, Loughcrew and Rathbeggan, the 
parishioners at large furnished and maintained the church, with no support from 
their patron or impropriator. Only in the parish union of Slane was the owner of the

26 Visitation, 1818, p. 78.
27 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-9, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-93.
28 Lewis, A topographical dictionary, i, p. 590.

191



demesne recorded as having made a contribution to the considerable building works 
and ornamentation of the church.

While O’Beime acknowledged that St Patrick’s church, Slane had ‘been 
lately much ornamented both within and without’, he credited the incumbent 
Brabazon Disney with having ‘obtained a loan and gift from the Trustees of the 
First Fruits’ to finance the improvements.29 Here again, no such disbursements 
have been found in the published versions of the board’s returns to government and 
Lewis does not attribute any improvements at all to St Patrick’s, Slane during the 
O’Beime episcopate.30 It is only in the vestry minutes that considerable 
improvements were recorded together with a detailed account of how those building 
works were financed. These records show that Lord Conyngham of Slane Castle 
financed the building of a new steeple and contributed £25 towards a new bell in 
1806.31 Two years later, albeit for his own use, he undertook to build a gallery at 
the west end, provided the parishioners were willing to ‘engage to alter and fit-up 
the body of the church according to the plan given by Mr. Johnston’. The 
architect mentioned was none other than Francis Johnston, who had recently 
designed the house of Mr Balfour at Townley Hall. There were other contributions 
from members of the congregation. Thomas Williams offered £100 towards 
refurbishments in 1805 and Robert Rigmaiden bequeathed the sum of £100 which 
was ‘applied to the repairs of the church in’ 1813.33 As can be seen in Appendix 
5.2, two of the six churches had a reasonable number of families in the 
congregation, yet, in at least four and most likely in all six, an annual parochial cess 
was levied to furnish and maintain the church (see Table 5.5).

29 Visitation, 1818, p. 8.
30 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-9, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-95; Lewis, A topographical 
dictionary, ii, pp 561-2.
31 Slane V.M.B., 1800-62, pp 65, 67.
32 Ibid., p. 77.
33 Ibid., pp 53 & 104 respectively.
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Table 5.5 Funds for the building, furnishing & maintenance of demesne churches
Church Landholder Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 

building
Furnishing & maintenance 

Parishioners Congregation

Ballymaglasson W Murphy Crown Lord Downshire First Fmits 
gift £600.34

Cess.35 Silver chalice & paten 
inscribed with the name of 
Revd Thomas Tucher |sic |.36

Not recorded

DurrowP.C. Lord
Norbury

G. Stepney Lord Norbury Mr Fox, o f  
Durrow37

Not recorded Not known after Mr Fox.

Loughcrew Mr Napier Crown Incumbent & 
Edwd. Rotherham

Not known. Cess.38 Not recorded

Rathbeggan John 
Standi sh

Lord
Drogheda

Incumbent & 
Lord Drogheda

First Fruits 
gift £800.39

Cess." Not recorded

Slane Lord
Conyngham

Crown Incumbent Steeple funded by 
Lord
Conyngham.41

Cess.42 £100 from Thos Williams.43 New bell 
part funded by Lord Conyngham.44 
New E window, new sashes, furniture, 
books & surplice. Conyngham built 
W gallery45 Legacy o f £100 from 
Robert Rigmaiden to keep church in 
repair. Pews by cess & subscription.46

34 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
35 Ballymaglasson V.M.B., 1812-69 (R.C.B., MS P. 557.5.1).
36 Inventory o f church plate for the diocese o f Meath (R.C.B., uncatalogued, unpaginated) (hereafter Inventory o f church plate); although the inscription conveys 
an impression that Tucher gifted the items, the vestry minutes indicate he was reimbursed £16 19s. IV-vd. from a parish cess, Ballymaglasson V.M.B., 1812, p. 1.
37 Visitation, 1818, p. 78.
38 Ibid., p. 58.
39 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
40Rathbeggan V.M.B., 1817-59 (R.C.B., MS P. 563.5.1, pp 3, 9, 11, remainder unpaginated).
41 Ibid., 24 Apr. 1806, p. 77.
42 Slane V.M.B., 1800-62.
43 Ibid., 16 Apr. 1805, p. 53.
44 Ibid., 22 Sept 1806, p. 67.
45 Ibid., 8 Feb. 1808, p. 77.
46 Ibid., 20 Apr. 1813, p. 104; 21 Apr. 1813, pp 108-9.
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(continued)
Church

Landholder Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 
building

Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Stackallen Lord Boyne Bishop 
& crown

Incumbent n.a. Not recorded Not recorded

Source: V.M.Bs.; Visitation. 1817; Visitation, 1818; Inventory o f  church plate; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-95
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The parish church of Ardbraccan, (Plate 5.1) in crown patronage, was built and 
financed by O’Beirne’s immediate predecessor Henry Maxwell in 1777,47 and although 
it is not one of the seventy-seven O’Beime churches, its location within die episcopal 
demesne warrants some mention of how it was maintained during O’Beime’s tenure. 
According to the vestry mmutes St Ultan’s, Ardbraccan, required very little 
maintenance from the time of its erection by Bishop Maxwell in 1777.48 In 1805 and 
1816 the wooden spire of the free-standing stone tower was painted at the cost of £19 
105. Id. and £20 10y. respectively.49

Plate 5.1 St Ultan’s, Ardbraccan County Meath

 a     —  —Caroline Gallagher 28 Aug. 2002

In 1811 two local masons, Michael Shepherd and John Farrelly, were contracted to 
enclose die churchyard with ‘a 4ft wall of Lime and stone -  4ft high and 2ft Broad’.50 
The church was painted in 1813 and 1818.51 While vestries in other parishes throughout 
the diocese spent yearly sums on roof repairs, the church at Ardbraccan required no

47 Lewis, i, p. 42; Healy, ii, p. 313.
48 Ardbraccan V.M.B., & accounts, 1767-1814, 1815-26 (R.C.B., MSS P. 50.5.1; 50.5.2, pp 169-219 & 
3-64 respectively).
49 Ibid., 16 June 1805, accounts 1818, p. 185 & p. 23 respectively.
50 Ibid., 31 Mar. 1812, p. 215.
51 Ibid., 20 Apr. 1813, accounts 1818, p. 219 &, p. 33 respectively.
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such work until 1818 when the modest sum of £3 155. 6d. was paid to William West 
‘for slating the church and offices’.52 This may well have been due to the simplicity of 
the roof, as with a free-standing tower, the complications of marrying and maintaining 
flashings between hall and tower were avoided. The only other items recorded as 
purchased during the entire O’Beime episcopate were five new prayer books in April 
181153 Of course, there were also the clerk’s and sexton’s salaries, bread and wine for 
the communion and the refurbishment of the schoolhouse. All were financed, as in 
other parishes, by the parochial cess. It seems a little incongruous that the bishop not 
only occupied the demesne in which the church stood but was also in receipt of £3 
glebe rent,54 yet he was not recorded as having contributed in any way to ease the 
parishioners annual burden. Unlike his predecessor and successor however, O’Beime 
did occasionally attend vestry meetings.55

The reasons for his attendance at vestry in 1808 were first, to instruct the 
churchwardens to print and post a copy of the licensing laws in every public house in 
the parish, and secondly, to ensure that the ‘barbarous custom’ of whiskey drinking in 
the graveyard during funerals be no longer tolerated.56 The ineffectiveness of the 
parish overseers in this regard was evidenced in the bishop’s attendance at a vestry 
meeting more than three years later. In this further attempt to keep drunkenness as far 
from the demesne and episcopal palace as possible, O’Beime also instructed that a new 
line of road be built between the church and the glebe house and that the existing road 
between the demesne gate known as Kells Gate and the village of Ardbraccan be closed 
to all, except in the immediate hours of public service or parochial meetings. Under no 
circumstance was the existing route to be used either on foot or horseback to facilitate 
those attending funerals. This was not a request nor a matter put forward for resolution

52 Ibid., accounts 1818, p. 33.
53 Ibid., 16 Apr. 1811, p. 211.
34 Archiépiscopal visitation, 1826, p. 22.
35 Ardbraccan V.M.B., 3 Apr. 1804, 8 Apr. 1806, 24 Mar. 1808, pp 175, 196, Ardbraccan V.M.B., 21 
July 1811,1819, pp 3, 39.
36 Ardbraccan V.M.B., 24 Mar. 1808, p. 196.
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by the vestry but was declared by O’Beirne and written in the minute book as an order 
‘given under my hand and episcopal seal’.57

A rural church may, by and large, have served a similar type of congregation as 
the demesne church and some, such as Kentstown, Kilshine and Moyglare stood but a 
very few yards from the demesne wall. It should not be taken for granted that country 
congregations comprised only landlords, upper servants and Church of Ireland tenants. 
Not all adult members of Protestant households depended on the land or the big house 
for an income. In the perpetual curacy of Mayne, while the congregation included a 
farmer, coachman, servant, gardener, steward and gamekeeper, there was also a miller, 
soldier, carpenter, publican, hat-maker, postmaster, brick-maker, shoemaker, mason 
and blacksmith.58

In 1818, Bishop O’Beirne recorded Kentstown (Plate 5.2) as having ‘been lately 
put into complete repair and handsomely finished with a steeple and inside as well as 
outside ornaments and all necessary for the decent celebration of divine service’.59 
While the vestry minutes noted several general repairs to the church, there was no 
mention of the parishioners erecting a steeple.60 Before and after 1815, the cess at 
Kentstown varied between 2d. and is. per acre.61 However, in 1815, ‘to finish repairs 
necessary to the church,’ the levy was set at an inordinately high rate of £1 per acre.62 
It is likely therefore that the major improvements were carried out around that time. Sir 
Marcus Somerville of the Somerville estate, though neither patron nor impropriator, 
was the largest landholder and occupier in the parish. Somerville had an extensive 
demesne and as churchwarden, he was, to a considerable extent, laying the cess upon 
himself.

57 Ibid., 21 July 1811, p. 3.
58Mayne V.M.B., and registry, 1808-19 (R.C.B., M SP. 420.1.1, pp 11-15).
59 Visitation, 1818, pp 19-20.
60 Kentstown V.M.B., 1801-18, pp 97-127.
61 Ibid.
62 Ibid., p. 115.
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Plate 5.2 St M ary’s, K entstow n, County M eath

Caroline Gallagher 4 Aug. 2006

As can be seen in Appendix 5.2, many rural parishes contained few Church of 
Ireland families. Although there was scarcely a parish that did not accommodate at least 
one Protestant family of substantial means, it was in country areas that the parochial 
cess was most vital in the repayment of First Fruits loans that had been secured in order 
to build or rebuild a parish church (Table 5.6). Some of the most obvious examples 
where even general maintenance would have been difficult without a parochial cess 
were Almoritia, Donaghpatrick, Drakestown, Galtrim, Kilbrew, Kilmainhamwood, 
Knockmark, Moyglare and Rathkenny, where the number of Church of Ireland families 
stood below ten. A further twelve parishes served fewer than twenty families and in no 
more than thirteen parishes did membership of the established church rise in excess of 
thirty families.
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T a b le  5 .6  F u n d s  f o r  b u i ld in g ,  f u r n i s h i n g  a n d  m a in t a in in g  r u r a l  c h u r c h e s
Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 

Parishioners Congregation
Agher Crown Incumbent Mr. Winter“ Cess.64 Voluntary contributions65

Almoritia Bishop n.a. First Fruits loan
£60066

Not recorded Not recorded

Ardagh PC . Bishop Bishop First Fruits 
gift £50067

N ot recorded Not recorded

Ardnurcher Crown Lord Downshire Parishioners08 Cess o f 2Vid per acre for new steeple.09 
Cess £190 to complete steeple & spire.70 
Cess for new gallery 71

Not recorded

Ballyboy Earl
Mountrath

Incumbent & 
Lord Downshire

First Fruits 
loan i9Q0n 
Parishioners73

Cess.74 Not recorded

Ballyloughloe Bishop n.a. First Fruits 
loan £40075 
Parishioners76

C ess.” Not recorded

63 Visitation, 1818, p. 34; Lewis, A topographical dictionary, gives the date as 1804, i, p. 18.
64 Lewis, A topographical dictionary, i, p. 18.
65 Ibid.
66 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
67 Ibid., p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
68 Visitation, 1818, pp 74-5.
69Horseleap V.M.B., 4 Apr. 1820, p. 5.
70 Ibid., 23 May, 1822, p. 6.
71 Ibid., 30 July, 1822, p. 6.
72 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
73 Visitation, 1818, p. 77.
74 Ballyboy V.M.B., 19 Oct. & 13 Nov. 1813 (R.C.B., MS P. 225.5.2, pp 17 & 39); Visitation, 1818, p. 77.
75 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
76 Visitation, 1818, p. 94.
77 Ibid.

1 9 9



(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Ballymore P.C. Bishop Bishop First Fruits 
loan £80078

Cess to repair ch urch .R ebu ild  
churchyard wall. General repairs. Paint 
the church & flag the aisle. Build 4 
seats, slating, roughcast the church. New  
surplice & repair old. New bible, 
Common Prayer book & pulpit cushion. 
Bible & one prayer book. 0

Not recorded

Benowen P.C. Bishop Bishop First Fruits 
gift £60081

Cess to repair ceiling, roof & chair. New  
seats, kneeling stools & communion 
table.82

Lord Castlemaine -1  cup, 1 tankard,
2 plates.83

Castlejordan Gifford
family

Gifford family First Fruits 
loan £1,00084 
Parishioners85

Cess.86 Not recorded

Churchtown Bishop 
& crown

n.a. First Fruits 
gift £60087

Not recorded Not recorded

Colpe Lord
Drogheda

Incumbent & 
Lord Drogheda

First Fruits 
gift £60088

Not recorded 1815, silver-plated chalice & 
paten gifted by Henry Smith.89

78 Ballymore Killare V.M.B., 17 Dec. 1822, pp 178-9; Fiist Fruits returns did not record funding this church, see First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-11, H.C. 
1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-95.
79 Ballymore Killare V.M.B., 1802-22, pp 80-179.
80 Ibid, 8 Mar. 1803,21 Feb 1804,1806-07, 9 Mar. 1808,17 Feb. 1810, 6 Feb. 1811,20 Apr. 1813,17 Jan. 1818,13 Apr. 1819, 8 Feb. 1820, pp, 80, 86, 95, 110, 
119,123 , 133, 151 ,157 ,161  respectively.
81 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
82 Benowen V.M.B., Easter & 3 Apr. 1820, pp 2-6.
83 Ibid., 23 Apr. 1821, p. 2.
84 Castlejordan V.M.B., 17 Apr. 1822 & 16 Apr. 1827, pp 3 & 24.
85 Visitation, 1818, p. 60.
86 Castlejordan transcripts o f records, 1769-1874 (R.C.B., MS P. 234.28.1); Visitation, 1818, p. 60.
87 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
88 Ibid.
89 Inventory o f church plate.
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Donaghpatrick Thomas
Everard

Incumbent & 
Mr Everard

First Fruits 
[loan] E50090

Cess.91 Improve churchyard wall & 
ditch. Church painted. E window  
repairs. Slating. Cloth for communion 
table. Gravel for churchyard. Church 
door altered & porch plastered. General 
repairs. 3 new seats. 1 seat & 3 benches. 
N ew  piers. New Bell, roof repairs & 
painting inside o f church. 2 new  
surplices & a blind for the E window. 
R oof repairs.92

Not recorded

Drakestown Bishop 
& crown

Incumbent 
& bishop

First Fruits 
loan £53293

Not recorded 1822, silver collecting plate 
gifted by Revd Longfield 
1824, silver chalice gifted by 
Revd Longfield, Henry Owens 
& John Dyas94

Drumcree Bishop & 
Lord
Drogheda

n.a. First Fruits 
loan £85095 
Parishioners & 
Mr Smith o f  
Barbavilla96

Cess.9' Loan partly repaid by Mr 
Smith who also contributed further & 
made the church ‘an 
ornament to the country & a 
credit to the establishment’.98

90 See Visitation, 1818, pp 5-6 where O’Beim e did not give a date for the rebuilding ofDonaghpatrick; Lewis, A topographical dictionary, i, p. 483, noted that a 
new hall was added to the tower o f the old church in 1805. Note: as there is no mention o f  repayments to the First Fruits and no individual was found credited 
with repaying a loan, it is reasonable to suggest the £500 was gifted.
91 Donaghpatrick V.M.B., 1804-22, pp 2-117.
92Ibid., 14 Nov. 1804, 8 Apr. 1806, accounts 1806, accounts 1808-9 ,4  July 1809, 30 Apr. & 28 May 1811, 26 May 1813,13 Apr. 1819, 24 Apr. 1821, 9 Apr. 
1822, pp 2, 6 -7 ,16 , 31, 46, 47, 53, 73, 93 ,102.
93 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11,H.C. 1823 (135 2 4 1 ) ,xvi, 95.
94 Inventory o f church plate.
95 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.

’ Visitation, 1818, p. 64.
97 Ibid.
98 Ibid.
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Drumranny PC . Bishop Incumbent
ofBallyloughloe

First Fruits 
gift £600"

Not recorded 1804, silver chalice gifted by 
Lord Sunderlin.100

Enniscoffey Bishop Blundall family First Fmits 
gift £900101

Not recorded Not recorded

Forgney P C. Bishop Bishop Countess o f Rosse Cess.10Z Church enlarged & steepled by the
Countess ofR osse103

Galtrim Hussey, 
Ashe 
& Fisher

Bowes-Daly, 
Thompson 
& Judge

n.a. Not recorded Not recorded

Kentstown Crown v 
Lord
Dunsany

Incumbent First Fruits 
gift £100 & 
loan £625104

Cess.1Ui N ew churchyard wall & general 
repairs to church. N ew  bell & hanging
o f  same.106

c. 1801-20, 4 silver-plated
collecting plates & flagon from
Sir Marcus & Marianne
Somerville.107
1810, 2 silver patens gifted
by Thomas Meredyth.108

Kilbrew Crown Incumbent at a 
crown rent

Not recorded Cess.109 Work continuing inside church, 
vestry room slated, new surplice, pulpit 
cushion & carpet for chancel floor.11

Not recorded

99 First Fruits returns, 1801-22 , p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
100 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
101 First Fruits returns, 1 801-22 ,  p . 6 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
102 F o r g n e y  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 2 - 1 0 ,  n .p ..
103 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 5 ;  L e w is ,  A  topographical dictionary, i, p . 6 3 3 ,  c o r r o b o r a te s  O ’B e i m e  in  t h i s  &  g iv e s  t h e  d a te  a s  1 8 1 0 ,;  F o r g n e y  v e s t r y  m in u te s  &  
g e n e r a l  r e g is te r ,  1 7 9 8 - 1 8 3 5  m a k e s  n o  m e n t i o n  o f  t h e  D o w a g e r ’s c o n t r ib u t io n .
104 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 9 -2 0 .
105 K e n ts t o w n  V .M .B .,  1 8 0 1 -1 8 .
106 I b id . ,  7  A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,  E a s t e r  1 8 1 5 ,  E a s t e r  1 8 1 6 ,  p p  9 7 , 1 1 5 , 1 1 7 .
107 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .  N o te :  a l t h o u g h  u n d a te d ,  t h i s  i te m  w a s  p r e s e n te d  d u r in g  t h e  O ’B e i m e  e p i s c o p a te  a s  M a r ia n n e  M e r e d y t h  m a r r ie d  S i r  M a r c u s  
S o m e r v i l l e  o n  1 O c t  1 8 0 1  &  d i e d  in  1 8 2 1 . S e e  S o m e r v i l l e  f a m i ly  a t  h t tp : / / t h e p e e r a g e .c o m  (2 1  M a y  2 0 0 9 ) ;  S i r  R i c h a r d  P h i l l ip s ,  ‘I r e l a n d ’ in  The m onthly
magazine or British register, Hi, P a r t  ii  ( 1 8 2 1 ) ,  p . 3 8 4 .
108 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
109 K i lb r e w  V .M .B .,  E a s t e r  1 8 2 4  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 5 3 . 5 . 1 , p p  1 -2 )  r e c o r d s  t h e  w o r k s  n o t  y e t  c o m p le te ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 - 2 &  1 0 9 .
110 K i lb r e w  V .M .B .,  E a s t e r  1 8 2 4 ,  p p  1 -2 .
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Kilkenny West Reverend 
Wm. Bryon

n.a. Parishioners111 Cess.112 Annual roof repairs 1800-33113 
General church repairs. Dashed church, 
dashed & repaired vestry roof, new  
vestry door, vestry painted, repairs to 
churchyard wall, new seats. N ew  
registry book. N ew  cloth for table, 
brush, lock, panels for church door & 
seats, repairs to vestry room. Paneling & 
lock, repairs to reading desk, new cloths 
for pulpit, reading desk & communion 
table, six chairs for vestry room, repairs 
to churchyard wall, new roof on chapel 
& repairs to church roof. House built for 
parish clerk.114

Ten pews by subscription115

Killeagh Crown n.a. First Fruits 
gift £500116

Not recorded Not recorded

Killoughey Earl
Mountrath

Lord Downshire First Fruits 
g ift£900U7

Not recorded Not recorded

Kilmainhamwood Crown Roman Catholic 
representatives o f  
the late Lord 
Beaulieu

First Fruits 
gift £500118

Not recorded Not recorded

111 Ibid., p. 97.
112 Kilkenny West V .M .B , 1783-1833.
113 Ibid.
114 Ibid., March 1807, Apr. 1808 ,6  Apr. 1811,1 May 1811 ,30  Nov. 1812,14 Apr. 1817, pp 1 4 ,2 1 ,4 4 -5 ,4 7 , 50-1,65.
115 Ibid., 1 May 1811, pp 44^ 5 .
116 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
117 Ibid., 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
118 Visitation, 1818, p. 4 ,Lewis, A topographical dictionary, ii, p. 170, gives the year o f  building as 1803; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 5-11, H.C. 1823 (135 
241), xvi, 89-95, makes no mention o f  a disbursement for Kilmainhamwood.
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Kilmoon Primate 
& crown

Incumbent First Fruits 
loan £500119 
Parishioners120

Cess.121 Not recorded

Kilmore Crown n.a. Not recorded Cess.122 Not recorded

Kilshine Bishop 
& crown

n.a. First Fruits gifts 
£600 & £200123 
Upwards o f £2,000  
from John Pollock 
for church, spire & 
furnishings.1 4

Cess.125 Glass, ropes, repairs to yard 
wall. Prayer books, cost o f pulling down 
the church at Clongill. Stud church 
walls. Church furniture. Repairs to 
ditch, slating, gravel. Consecration fee. 
Stud E & W ends o f church, excluding 
damp & finish churchyard wall. New  
piers & gate, slating, leveling yard. 
Internal & external church repairs.
Dash & paint the church, repay Revd 
Sutton for repairs to chancel.1 6

1802, silver-plated chalice & paten 
gifted by Revd Noble.127 
1815, chalice gifted by John 
Pollock o f Mountainstown,128

Knockmark Crown Incumbent First Fruits 
gift £900129

Not recorded Not recorded

First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
120 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 2 1 .
121 Ib id .
122 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 3 2 .
123 I b id . ,  p . 5 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 .
124 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .7 .
125 C lo n g i l l  &  K i l s h i n e  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 7 -2 3 .
126 I b id . ,  11 J u n e  1 8 1 1 ,1 8 1 5  a c c o u n ts ,  1 6  A p r . 1 8 1 6 ,  2 4  S e p t  1 8 1 6 ,  8 A p r .  1 8 1 7 ,  2 4  M a r .  1 8 1 8 ,  13  A p r . 1 8 1 9 ,  4  A p r .  1 8 2 0 , 2 4  A p r . 1 8 2 1 , 9  A p r .  1 8 2 3 ,  p p  4 ,  8- 
1 6 ,1 8
127 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la t e ;  H e a ly ,  History o f the diocese, i i ,  p. 2 6 6 .
128 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te ;  H e a ly ,  History o f the diocese, i i ,  p . 2 6 6 .
129 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 6, H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Leney Sir John 
Piers

Sir John Piers First Fruits 
loan £3 50130 
Incorporated Soc., 
£200. W ilson’s 
Hosp., £200  
Parishioners131

Cess.1JZ 1808, silver paten gifted by 
Alexander Murray; 1816, silver 
chalice gifted by the above 
named.1 3

Moyglare Henry
ArTabin

Incumbent n.a. Cess.134 Church repairs, new gate, books 
& surplice. Repairs to church & yard. 
N ew  churchyard wall. Dash churchyard 
wall, paint, book binding. Slating one 
side o f church. Repair N  roof, rafters, 
point S wall. R oof repairs, whitening & 
gravel. Repairs to ceiling & vault door, 
walls stripped & replastered, new  
window casing, sashing & glazing same. 
Improvements to vestry. Slating, new  
floor gate & bible, church dashed.135

Not recorded

Mayne P C. Bishop Incumbent o f  
Rathgraff & 
Marquis 
Westmeath

First Fruits 
gift £500136

Cess.137 Slater, surplice, church books, 
churchyard gate, communion plate, 
communion table & cloth, pulpit & all 
necessities for divine service. New  
bell.138

Not recorded

130 First Fruits returns, 180 1-22 , p .  1 1 , H.C. 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
131 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 0 .
132 Ib id .
133 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
134 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  3 3 -3 4 .
135 M o y g la r e  V .M .B . ,  6 A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,1 1  A p r . 1 8 0 3 ,3  A p r . 1 8 0 4 ,  A p r .  1 8 0 5 ,  7 A p r. &  7 O c t. 1 8 0 6 , 1 8 0 9 , 2 3  A p r . &  1 6  N o v . 1 8 1 1 ,1 8 1 3 ,  n .p .
136 First Fruits returns, 1801-22 , p .  5 , H.C. 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 .
137 M a y n e  V .M .B .
138 I b id . ,  1 9  A p r . 1 8 0 8 &  1 8 1 2 , p p  1 - 2 ,1 1 .
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Newtown
Fertullagh

Bishop 
& crown

n.a. Parishioners1 9 Cess.140 R oof repaired. R oof slated. 
Church repairs. All pews repaired or 
rebuilt. Church repaired & painted, new  
books & vestry book. New pews.141

Not recorded

Painestown Bishop 
& crown

Incumbent First Fruits 
loan £400 & 
parishioners142

Cess.143 Steeple, new roof & new  
gallery at W end.144

Not recorded

Portneshangan Bishop n.a. Site & church gifted 
by Mr Jas. Gibbons, 
Ballinagall145

Not recorded 1823, Silver chalice, flagon & paten, 
probably gifted by James Gibbons.146

Rathaspick Bishop n.a. First Fruits 
loan £200 & 
parishioners147

Not recorded Not recorded

Rathcondra Lord
Belvedere

n.a. First Fruits 
gift £500148

Not recorded Not recorded

Rathkenny Thomas
Hussey

Incumbent & 
Lord Drogheda

Church put in 
complete repair 
by parishioners149

Cess.150 Not recorded

V is i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 1 .
140 N e w to w n  V .M .B . ,  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P  9 1 1 .5 .1 ) .
141 I b id . ,  9  A p r . 1 8 0 2 , 2 A p r .  1 8 0 4 ,  1 A p r . 1 8 0 5 ,  18  A p r . 1 8 0 8 ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 0 8 , 2 2  A p r . 1 8 1 1 ,  p p  3 1 4 ,  3 2 0 ,  3 2 2 ,  3 3 6 ,  3 3 8 ,  3 4 1 .
142 P a in e s to w n  &  A r d m u lc h a n  V .M .B .,  i n  w h i c h  a r e  l o o s e  r e c e ip t s  f ro m  t h e  B o a r d  o f  F i r s t  F r u i t s  f o r  i n s ta lm e n ts  r e c e iv e d ;  L e w is ,  A  topographical d ic t io n a r y ,  i i, 
p .  4 5 4 .
43 P a in e s to w n  &  A r d m u lc h a n  V .M .B .

144 L e w is ,  A  topographical dictionary i i, p  4 5 4 .
145 P o r t l o m o n  &  P o r tn a s h a n g a n  V .M .B . ,  11 J a n . 1 8 2 2 , 1 8 2 4 ,  p p  1 , 6 -7 ;  L e w i s ,  A topographical dictionary, i i, p . 4 6 8  s ta te s  s i t e  &  £ 1 ,8 9 2  g i f te d  b y  G i b b o n s ,  £ 2 7 7  
g i f t e d  b y  S i r  R i c h a r d  L e v i n g e  &  £ 7 3 8  g i f te d  b y  F i r s t  F r u i t s .
146 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
147 R a th a s p ic k  / R a t h o w e n  V .M .B . ,  2 7  N o v . 1 8 2 0  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 9 9 .5 .1 ,  n .p  ).
148 First Fruits returns, 180 1-22 , p . 5 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 .
149 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 14 .
150 Ib id .
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Rathconnell Lord
Drogheda

Incumbent & 
Lord Drogheda

Bishop Maxwell 
£500
Parishioners raised 
£197.10s 6d131 
Steeple gifted by 
Richard Reynell o f  
Reynella132

Cess.153 2 crimson velvet cushions with 
silk tassels. Silver-plated chalice, flagon 
& paten. Crimson cloths for communion 
table, pulpit & readers desk. Complete 
the church, make a pathway & enclose 
churchyard. Extensive repairs to church 
& coppering o f steeple. Repairs to 
church. Internal alterations, repairs & 
additions. New vestry room, stud E &
W walls o f  church & repair steeple.134

4 boxed pews 
by subscription at 
20guineas per pew155

Skiyne Crown Incumbent First Fruits 
loan £500136

Not recorded Not recorded

Stonehall Bishop Marquis Headfort First Fruits 
gift £600 & 
parishioners157

Cess.158 Church repairs. Further repairs 
to the church. Repairing & ornamenting 
the church.159

Not recorded

Tara Crown Incumbent & 
Lord Dunsany

Site gifted by Lord 
Ludlow or Lord
Tara.
First Fruits loan 
£500 & 
parishioners160

Cess.161 Old church - buttresses to E 
gable, walls repaired ‘due to damp’, new  
bell rope, surplice. N ew  bell.162

Not recorded

51 R a th c o n n e l l  V .M .B .,  1 0  A p r .  1 7 9 8  (R .C .B .,  M S  P. 2 4 0 .5 .1 ,  p . 3 ).
52 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 66 .
53 R a th c o n n e l  V .M .B .
54 I b id . ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 0 0 - 1 8 0 2 ,  6 A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,1 5  A p r . 1 8 1 1 , 1 5  A p r . 1 8 1 5 ,  2 3  M a r .  1 8 1 8  ( R C . B . , M S  P . 2 4 0 .5 . ,  p p  1 , 5 - 7  a t  e n d  o f  b o o k ,  4 6 ,  5 6 ,6 1 ) .
55 I b id . ,  2  A p r . 1 8 0 4 ,  p . 2 7 .
56 First Fruits returns, 180 1-22 , p .  1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
57 I b id . ,  p .  6 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 ;  M S  D 7 / 1 5 7 ,  p . 6 9 .
38 S to n e h a l l  &  M u l t i f a m h a m  V .M .B .
39 I b id . ,  1 7  A p r . 1 8 1 4 ,  8 M a r .  1 8 1 5 ,  13 A p r . 1 8 1 9 ,  p p  3 , 5 ,  13.
60 F irs t Fruits returns, 1801-22 , p. 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  2 8 - 9 .
61 T a r a  V .M .B .
62 Ib id . ,  1 9  A p r. 1 8 0 8 , 2 4  A p r . 1 8 1 0 ,  p p  1 2 ,2 8 .
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(continued)
Church

Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Tissauran Bishop n.a. Site gifted by 
Colonel L’Estrange. 
Steeple built by 
subscription & 
cess163
First Fruits gift 
£500164

Cess.1“ Not recorded

Vastina Crown Incumbents 
o f Churchtown 
& Vastina & Sir 
William Lambart 
Cromie

First Fruits gift 
£500166
Parishioners167

Not recorded Not recorded

Wherry Bishop Incumbent & 
Revds H. King &
J. Armstrong

Steeple by cess 
& subscription168

N ot recorded Not recorded

Source: see footnotes for this table

163 Visitation, 1818, p. 97.
164 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
165 Visitation, 1818, p. 97.
166 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
167 Visitation, 1818, p. 92.
168 Ibid., p. 99.
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Sir Marcus Somerville of Kentstown was not alone in his largesse. While 
Table 5.6 clearly shows the degree to which the parishioners at large were obliged to 
contribute through the annual cess, and through additional cesses that were set during 
the year to meet arising necessities, sizable gifts from individuals towards church 
improvements are also evident. One fact worthy of note is that of the ten parishes 
where individuals contributed large amounts of money or the land on which to build a 
new church, six were in the patronage of the bishop. At Forgney, the countess of 
Rosse enlarged the church and built the steeple.169 Richard Reynell built the steeple 
at Rathconnell.170 John Pollock of Mountainstown contributed upwards of £2,000 for 
the building and furnishing of Kilshine.171 James Gibbons of Ballinagall gave the site 
and built the church at Portneshangan.172 Colonel L’Estrange of Streamstown Castle 
gave the site at Tissauran.173 There were individual subscriptions towards the 
steeples of Tissauran and Wherry.174 In no parish was either the patron or 
impropriator recorded as having contributed anything towards the building, furnishing 
or maintenance of the church. There are no extant records to inform how the 
remaining churches were maintained, though again, it is likely that the parish cess 
was the means of finance.

Moving to the third category, the sixteen village churches were also mainly 
reliant on the parochial cess for furnishing and maintenance (Table 5.7). Only in the 
villages of Castlecor, Castlelost, Clonfad/Tyrrellspass and Gallen were individual 
contributions substantial.175 Ironically these were parishes with some of the highest 
number of families in the congregation. Gallen and Killiconnighan are particularly 
notable. The church at Gallen was built on a site gifted by one of the parish 
impropriators, Dennis Bowes-Daly, and the communion plate for St Kinneth’s at 
Killiconnighan was provided by the wife of the patron and impropriator, Lord

169 Ibid., p. 95.
170 Ibid., p. 66.
171 Ibid., p. 7.
172 Portlomon & Portneshangan V.M.B., pp 1, 6-7.
173 Ibid., p. 97.
174 Ibid., p. 99.
173 Visitation, 1818, pp 56,71-72; Mount Nugent V.M.B., lOFeb. 1 8 1 6 ,n.p.
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Damley.176 As Appendix 5.2 illustrates, these were parishes with relatively healthy 
Church of Ireland populations. The parishes of Kilmessan and Ratoath, where the 
number of Protestant families stood at no more than six and five respectively, relied 
most heavily on the parishioners at large and those at Ratoath shouldered the 
additional burden of repaying a loan of £805 to the board of First Fruits.177

176 Visitation, 1818, pp 103 -4; Inventory o f church plate.
'71 Rebuilt in 1820, binding not given, National inventory o f  architectural heritage, Kilmessan Church 
o f  Ireland, available at
nntp.7/www.buildingsofireland.ie/niah/search.isp?tvpe-record&countv=ME&reano=l 4329013) (7 
July 2009); First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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Table 5.7 Funds for the building, furnishing and maintenance of village churches
Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 

Parishioners Congregation

Castlecor Lord Dunsany n.a. Site gifted by Nugent o f  
Bobsgrove17 
Vestry room, tower & 
ditch to enclose the 
churchyard also at the 
expense o f Mr Nugent 
o f  Bobsgrove.179

Cess.180
Cloths for pulpit, readers desk 
& communion table, new  
Communion table, cushion for 
pulpit, surplice,
Communion cup & plate, 
fringe, vestry book & registry, 
poor box. Repairs to church. 
Repairs to belfty & louvres181

Not recorded

Castlelost Lord Kilmaine n.a. Site gifted by Rochfort
ofRochfort182
First Fruits gift £800183

Not recorded Not recorded

Clonfad/Tyrrellspass Bishop n.a. Steeple from Mr Boyd  
husband o f Dowager 
Lady Belvedere1

Not recorded Not recorded

Clonard Bishop Incumbent & Joseph Ashe First Fruits loan £400 & 
parishioners185

Cess.186 Church repairs. 
Remove & refit slates in a fit 
manner, repair all floors, new  
backs on three pews.187

Not recorded

V is i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 5 6 .
179 M o u n t  N u g e n t  V .M .B . ,  1 0  F e b .  1 8 1 6 ,  n .p .
180 M o u n t  N u g e n t  V . M . B ,  n .p .
181 I b id . ,  1 8  F e b .  1 8 1 1 ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 1 1 , 2 0  M a y  1 8 2 0 , 1 3  N o v .  1 8 2 1 ,  n .p .
182 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 7 1 .
183 First Fruits returns, 1 801-22 ,  p .  6 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
184 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 7 2 .
185 First Fruits returns, 1801-22 ,  p .  5 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 ;  C l o n a r d  V .M .B . ,  2 4  J u l y  1 8 0 9 ,  p p  2 3 - 4 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 6 0 .
186 C l o n a r d  V .M .B .
187 I b id . ,  1 7  A u g  1 8 1 8 ,1 3  O c t. 1 8 1 8 , 1 3  A p r .  1 8 1 9 , 1 3  M a y  1 8 1 9 ,  p p  4 0 , 4 2 , 4 7 ,  5 3 -5 4 .
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( continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Dunboyne Crown Incumbent & 
Hamilton family

Parishioners188 Cess. Repairs to roof, bell, 
masonry, porch & windows. 
Repair roof & church. Slates. 
New roof. Raise & plaster 
walls. Works continued. Further 
works on church. New vestry 
room. Finish & paint church. 
New stove. Repairs to steeple & 
new spire. Finish vestry room, 
Build new gallery.189 
Whitewash & paint church. 
Repair roof door & door-case, 
N ew surplice & tippet.190

Not recorded

Duleek Lord Drogheda Incumbent 
& Lord Drogheda

First Fruits 
loan £1,500191

Not recorded Not recorded

Dunshaughlin Crown Incumbent & crown First Fruits loans £500 
& £200192

Cess.198 
N ew bell.194

Not recorded

Gallen Bishop Denis Bowes-Daly o f  
Cuba Court, Cloghan; 
Thompson & Judge o f  
Shillestown

Site gifted by Bowes- 
Daly
First Fruits gift £600196

Cess.“9' Not recorded

188 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  3 9 .
189 D u n b o y n e  V M J 3 . ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 0 0 ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 0 2 ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 0 3 , 2 0  S e p t .  &  3  O c t.  1 8 0 4 ,  5 J u n e  1 8 0 5 , 1 5  A p r . 1 8 0 6 , 7  A p r .  1 8 0 7 , 2 6  A p r .  1 8 0 8 ,  7  A p r . 
1 8 0 9 ,  2 3  A p r .  1 8 1 1 ,  2 0  A p r . 1 8 1 3 ;  D u n b o y n e  b o o k  2 ,  n .p .
190 D u n b o y n e  V .M .B . ,  2 4  M a r .  1 8 1 8 ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 2 0 , 4  A p r . 1 8 2 0 ;  D u n b o y n e  V .M .B .,  b o o k  2 ,  n .p .
191 First Fruits returns, 1 8 0 1 -2 2 ,p. 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) , x v i , 9 5 .
192 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  D u n s h a u g h l in  V .M .B . ,  5 J u l y  1 8 1 3 , p . 1 9 4 .
193 D u n s h a u g h l in  V .M .B .
194 I b id . ,  a c c o u n t s  1 7 9 9 - 1 8 0 0 ,  p. 1 4 3 .
195 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 3 -0 4 .
196 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
197 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 3 -0 4 .
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( continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Kiibeggan Bishop Lambert family First Fruits loan £200  
Parishioners198

Cess.1" Not recorded

Killiconnigan Lord Damley Lord Damley First Fruits loan fSOO200 Cess 201 Church repairs, new
bible, books bound. General202repairs.

1823, silver chalice, 
flagon & paten gifted 
by the Countess o f  
Damley.203

Killucan/Rathwire Bishop n.a. First Fruits loans £1,000  
& £200204 Parishioners 
& subscriptions205

Cess.206 Pews by 
subscription207

Kilmessan295 Lord Drogheda Incumbent & 
Lord Drogheda

Not recorded Not recorded Not recorded

Kilskyre Crown Incumbent First Fruits loan £466209 
Parishioners210

Cess to procure all proper• 211 necessaries
Not recorded

198 I b id . ,  p . 9 0 .
199 K i ib e g g a n  V .M .B . ,  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 0 9 .5 .1 ) .
200 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
201 K i l l i c o n n ig h a n  V .M .B
202 I b id . ,  13  A p r . 1 8 1 9 ,  4  A p r . 1 8 2 0 ,  p p  1 8 , 2 7 .
203 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
204 First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  K i l l u c a n  V .M .B . ,  13  M a y  1 8 1 1 ,  p . 1 1 1 .
205 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 6 2 .
206 K i l lu c a n  V .M .B .,  8 O c t. 1 8 1 0 ,  p . 1 0 8 .
207 I b id . ,  2 8  M a r .  1 8 1 5 , p. 1 3 7 .
208 R e b u i l t  i n  1 8 2 0 ,  f u n d i n g  n o t  g iv e n ,  N a t io n a l  i n v e n to r y  o f  a r c h i t e c tu r a l  h e r i t a g e ,  K i lm e s s a n  C h u r c h  o f  I r e la n d ,  a v a i la b le  a t  
h t tp : / /w w w .b u i l d i n g s o f i r e la n d . i e / n ia h / s e a r c h . i s D ? ty o e = r e c o r d & c o u n tv = M E & r e g n o =  1 4 3 2 9 0 1 3  (7  J u ly  2 0 0 9 ) .
209 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
210 K i ls k y r e  V .M .B . , 7  J a n .  1 8 2 2  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 7 .5 .1 ,  p . 1 8 7 ) .
211 I b id . ,  2 3  A u g . 1 8 2 4 ,  p . 1 9 8 .
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( continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for building Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation

Kinnegad P C. Bishop Incumbent o f  Killucan First Fruits loans 
£333 & £1,000212 
Parishioners213

Cess.214 Stove & metal flue, 
fixtures, glazing, new bell.215

Not recorded

Moynalty Crown Incumbent First Fruits loan 
£1,000216 
Parishioners217

Cess218 Not recorded

Ratoath Crown & 
Lowther family

Incumbent, vicar o f  St 
Mary’s, Athlone & Law  
family

First Fruits loan £805219 
Parishioners220

Cess221 Not recorded

Source: See footnotes for this table

212 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  S e e  K i n n e g a d  9  N o v .  1 8 2 1 ,  p . 7 , w h e r e  i t  i s  r e c o r d e d  t h a t  a  l o a n  o f  £ 1 ,0 0 0  w a s
g i v e n  b y  t h e  F i r s t  F r u i t s ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  2  a l s o  g iv e s  t h e  f ig u r e  £ 1 ,0 0 0 .
213 K i n n e g a d  V .M .B .,  2 4  A p r . 1 8 2 1 , p .  2 .
214 Ib id .
215 I b id . ,  a c c o u n t s  1 8 2 3 ,  p .  1 7 .
216 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, ip. 1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
217 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 2 .
218 Ib id .
219 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) , x v i ,  9 5 .
220 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  3 5 .
221 Ib id .
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In 1813 the vestry at Dunshaughlin agreed a cess of £42 per year for a period 
of seventeen years to repay the First Fruits loan of £700.222 The parish was unusual 
as unlike most other parishes, the cess set in 1813 appears not to have been 
subsequently raised to accommodate the vagaries of builders, tradesmen or over- 
optimistic estimates. The accounts for the new village church were finally settled in 
1821 following a protracted arbitration that concerned the contracted local carpenter, 
Peter Early 223 The church of Dunboyne was not unusual in its long history of annual 
repairs, nor in its small congregation of twenty-eight Church of Ireland families.224 In 
1804 when carpenters at work on the roof reported the building too ‘dangerous and 
unsafe to continue Divine Service’, the vestry resolved to ‘receive proposals for 
raising the walls, new roofing, slating and plaistering [sic] ’.225 The sum of £204 or 
10 d. per acre was to be raised off the parish ‘without loss of time’ 226 Over the 
following three years the cess was set at £92, £118 and £152.227 In 1809 £38 1 Os. was 
needed and in 1811, £138 was levied in order to repair the steeple and erect a spire.228 
Two years later the cess oveiplus was used to begin building a gallery and in 1814 £3 
was levied to complete it.229 A total sum well in excess of £700 had been cessed 
upon the parish at large. There is no record of either First Fruits funding or individual 
contributions from among the congregation. In this parish the entire sum was borne 
by the parishioners at large.

We come now to urban churches. While generally sited in a town where some 
landlord held a great proportion of the property within the parish, the church also 
served a congregation of shopkeepers, merchants, millers, lawyers, bankers, 
physicians and so on. It was in urban parishes where Church of Ireland families were 
most numerous and where the level of contributions from individual members of the 
congregations could reasonably be expected to have been high. However, several of

222 Dunshaughlin V.M.B., 23 Oct, 1818, pp 195-6.
223 Ibid., pp 195-240.
224 Dunboyne V.M.B., 13 Apr. 1790-16 Apr. 1798, n.p.
225 Ibid., 20 Sept. 1804 & 3 Oct. 1804, n.p.
226 Ibid., 3 Oct. 1804, n.p.
227 Ibid., 26 Aug. 1805,15 Apr. 1806, 7 Apr. 1807, n.p.
228 Ibid., 7 Apr. 1809,23 Apr. 1811, n.p.
229 Ibid., 20 Apr. 1813,19 Apr. 1814, n.p.
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the eleven towns in which churches were built or rebuilt during the O’Beime 
episcopate fared no better in terms of individual support than their demesne, rural or 
village counterparts (Table 5.8) despite the fact that in seven towns of the diocese 
Protestant congregations numbered one hundred or more families (Appendix 5.2). For 
example, the parish of St Mary’s Drogheda, with no more than forty-one families, had 
a reduced congregation if  compared to the rural parishes of Newtown Fertullagh, 
Ballyloughloe or Tissauran. Six of the eleven village churches exceeded St Mary’s in 
terms of Protestant families (Appendix 5.2).
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Table 5 .8 Funds for building, furnishing and maintaining urban churches

Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 
building

Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation/Clergy

Athlone St Mary’s Bishop Incumbent at a 
crown rent o f  
£1.6s Sd230

First Fruits loan 
FLOOO231

Cess.212 1816, one restored silver chalice gifted by 
Revd Robert Handcock D.D.233

Castlepollard Bishop Earl o f Meath & 
St Patrick’s 
Christchurch 
vicars choral.

First Fmits loan 
£3,000234 
Lord Longford, 
Mr Pollard & 
parishioners235

Cess 236 Not recorded

Drogheda St Mary’s Bishop Incumbent & Lord 
Drogheda

First Fmits gift 
£600 & loan
f s o o 237
Parishioners238

Cess.239 1815, silver-plated chalice & paten 
gifted by Henry Smith.240

Enniskeen P.C. Bishop Bishop Parishioners241 Cess.242 Not recorded

230 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 7 .
231 S t  M a i y ’s  A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  1 , 4  F e b .  1 8 2 3 ,  p . 3 ;  S t  M a i y ’s  A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 , 2 0  F e b  &  3 1  M a r . 1 8 2 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 9 2 .5 .1 ,  p p  4 4 ,4 7 ) .
232 S e e  T a b l e  5 .1  a b o v e .
235 S t  M a i y ’s A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 , 1 6  S e p t.  1 8 1 6 ,  p . 1; I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
234 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
235 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 5 2 - 5 4 .
236 Ib id .
237 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 .
238 S t  M a r y ’s  D r o g h e d a  V .M .B .,  8 A p r . 1 8 0 4  ( R .C .B . , M S P .  4 0 4 .5 .1 ,  n .p ) .
239 Ib id .
240 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
241 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 12 .
242 Ib id .
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(continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 
building

Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation/Clergy

Kells Bishop Archdeacon Parishioners24"* Cess.244
Rearrange chancel, rebuild & buttress S wall 
& re-roof S side.
N ew  vestry room & corresponding room at 
the opposite side.
A new building for the gallery staircase & a 
new building on the opposite side to 
correspond.
Convert the present gallery staircase & the 
present vestry room to four pews o f  equal 
size.
The church ceiling to be coved in the 
Gothic style.245
Chimney sweep, repairs to masonry, 
woodwork, plaster, floors roof & bell,

246pamting.

Not recorded

Kilcleagh/Moate Bishop N ot known First Fruits 
loan £857 247 
Parishioners248

Cess.249
Enlarge churchyard, repair & paint pews, 
windows, churchyard gate & railing. 
N ew  eave troughs & water spouts. 
Staunch damp walls & paint ceiling.250

Pews by subscription251

245 I b id . ,  p p  1 -2 .
244 K e l l s  V .M .B .
245 I b id . ,  1 0  A p r .  1 8 0 3 ,  6 A p r .  1 8 0 5 ,  p p  1 1 - 1 2 ,1 7 - 1 8 .
246 K e l l s  a c c o u n t  b o o k ,  1 8 1 8  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 1 9 2 .7 .2 ,  p p  6 -8).
247 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  K i l c l e a g h  V .M .B . ,  1 J a n .  1 8 1 6  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 1 2 .5 .1 ,  p . 66).
248 K i l c l e a g h  V .M .B .
249 Ib id .
250 I b id . ,  11  A p r .  1 8 1 4 , 8  A p r . 1 8 2 2 ,  p p  6 1 ,1 8 1 .
251 I b id . ,  2 2  A p r .  1 8 1 7 ,  p p  8 1 - 8 3 .
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(continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 
building

Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation/Clergy

Mullingar Crown Vicar o f Rathgraff 
Blue Coat Hosp.
& Earl Westmeath

First Fruits 
loan il^O O 232 
Parishioners253

Cess.254 
R oof repair.
N ew  prayer books, binding old bible & prayer 
books.
Repair the churchyard wall.
N ew  roof & repairs to church.
Continued works to the church.
£200 to Edward Dibbs in compensation for 
pulling down his two dwellings in order to 
make sufficient space to enlarge the church. 
£3. 6s. compensation to Owen Browne due to 
injury he sustained upon the church 
scaffolding.
Defray expense incurred by church wardens. 
£1,800 to liquidate debts & finish the church. 
£424.16s. 8d. to further liquidate debt & make 
repairs to church roof.255

Pews by subscription256

Oldcastle Lord Dunsany Earl o f Westmeath First Fruits 
loan £1,0002"57 
Ornamented & 
spired Iw Mr 
Napier 8

Not recorded Not recorded

252 First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. 11,H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95; V.M.B., 24  O ct 1814 ,p. 55.
253 Visitation, 1818, p. 65.
254 Mullingar V.M.B.
255 Ibid., 8 Apr. 1806-30Mar. 1812, 24 Apr. 1810 ,20  Apr. 1813 ,10  Aug. 1813 ,12  Apr. 1814 ,20  Aug. 1817, 27 July 1818, 14Mar. 1820 ,4Apr. 1820, 1 Apr 
1823, pp 2-33, 38, 41, 49, 77, 81, 93, 97-98,127.
256 Ibid., 10 Aug. 1821, pp 113-4.
257 First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. 11, H C . 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
258 Visitation, 1818, pp 54-56.
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(continued) Church Patron Tithe ownership Funds for 
building

Furnishing & maintenance 
Parishioners Congregation/Clergy

Navan Crown Incumbent at a 
crown rent

First Fruits 
gift £600  
& loan £1,100259 
Subscriptions.260 
Steeple partly 
funded by 
subscription.261 
Earl o f  Bective, 
Sir Marcus 
Somerville & 
Revd D. A. 
Beaufort, £50 
each.262

Cess.26'
Church & steeple repairs.
Hang the great bell, boarded cover on steeple, 
pin & dash the church walls.264 
Finish steeple, repairs to roof new  prayer 
books & register.
Paint the church ceiling.
Church repairs.
Sand & paint the five windows, glaze & paint 
Belfry window to give an appearance o f  
Portland stone.
N ew  roof for steeple.
Staunch & finish the steeple.
Usual repairs.
Repair & preserve the church organ.
Two new surplices.
Law costs in a suit taken by Owen Madden & 
Charles Curry, masons.
Paint internal church walls & wood-work. 
Repair & regulate the steeple clock.
N ew  bell.265

Pews by subscription.200 
1810, silver chalice gifted 
by Thomas Meredyth.267 
Gallery erected by Lords 
Ludlow & Tara.
Episcopal throne erected by 
the bishop.268

259 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 ;  N a v a n  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 , 1 6  J u n e  1 8 1 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 4 2 .5 .2 ,  p . 7 0 ) .
260 N a v a n  V .M .B . ,  b o o k s  1 &  2  ( R .C .B .,  M S S  P .  4 4 2 .5 .1  &  4 4 2 .5 .2 ) ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 7 - 4 9 .
261 N a v a n  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 , 2 0  A p r . 1 8 0 2 ,  p . 3 3 0 .
262 I b id . ,  2 1  J u l y  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 3 1  -2 .
263 N a v a n  V .M .B .,  b o o k  1.
264 I b id . ,  2 0  A p r .  1 8 0 2 ,  2 0  A p r .  1 8 0 4 ,  p p  3 2 5 ,  3 4 4 .
265 N a v a n  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 ,  8 A p r .  1 8 0 6 ,  1 7  D e c .  1 8 0 7 , 1 2  A p r . 1 8 0 9 , 1 3  A p r .  1 8 1 1 , 1 2  M a y  1 8 1 5 , 2 0  O c t  1 8 1 8 ,  3 F e b .  1 8 2 0 , 1  M a y  1 8 2 1 , 1 8 2 3 ,  p p  1 &  5 , 1 4 ,  
2 4 , 4 4 ,  9 5 , 1 4 1 , 1 5 9 ,  1 6 9 , 1 8 7 -8 ) .
266 I b id . ,  1 6  J u n e  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 9 -1 3 1 .
267 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te .
268 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 7 - 4 9 .
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( c o n t in u e d )  C h u r c h P a t r o n T i t h e  o w n e r s h ip F u n d s  f o r  
b u i l d in g

F u r n i s h in g  &  m a i n t e n a n c e  
P a r i s h io n e r s  C o n g r e g a t io n /C le r g y

T r im B i s h o p n .a . B i s h o p
&  p a r i s h io n e r s 269

N o t  r e c o r d e d ‘R i c h  c o v e r in g s  f o r  t h e  P u l p i t ,  
& °°, & “ , a n d  b o o k s  o f  e x p e n s iv e  

b i n d in g ,  g i f te d  b y  t h e  e a r l  o f  
M o m i n g to n  f r o m  h i s  c h a p e l  a t  
D a n g a n  70

T u l l a m o r e B i s h o p I n c u m b e n t  &  L o r d  
N o r b u i y

S i t e  g i v e n  b y  
L o r d
C h a r l e v i l l e .271 
F i r s t  F r u i t s  g i f ts  
£ 5 0 0 ,  £ 6 0 0 ,  £ 2 0 0  
&  lo a n s  
£ 1 ,0 0 0 x 3 272 
£ 5 0 0  g i f t  f ro m  
R e v d  P o n s o n b y  
G o u ld s b u r y .273 
L o r d  C h a r l e v i l l e  
&  p a r i s h io n e r s 274

C e s s 275 P e w s  b y  s u b s c r i p t i o n .2/b

S o u r c e :  s e e  f o o tn o te s  f o r  t h i s  t a b le

269 Ibid., pp 40-42; Lewis, A  topographical dictionary, ii, pp 643-5 credits the bishop’s gift.
270 Visitation, 1818, pp 40-42.
271 Tullamore V.M.B., & accounts, 18 July 1806, p. 5.
272 First Fruits returns, 1 801-22 , pp 5-6 ,11, H .C . 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-90,95.
273 Tullamore V.M.B., & accounts, 18 July 1806, p. 7.
274 Visitation, 1818, p. 79; Lewis, A  topographical dictionary, ii, pp 652-3.
275 Tullamore V.M.B., & accounts, 15 Apr. 1811,18 Oct. 1818, pp 27 & 54.
276 Ibid., 2 Aug. 1809, pp 19-20.
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St Catherine’s, Tullamore was coupled with Durrow, and with the exception 
of Ardnurcher and its chapelries, had the greatest number of Church of Ireland 
families of any parish in the diocese.277 It was the largest church built during the 
period in question and benefited more than any other in terms of government funding 
and individual subscription. Revd Ponsonby Gouldsbury, who had served the parish 
since 1799, gifted £500.278 Pews were allotted by subscriptions of ten, twenty or 
thirty guineas.279 In order to generate as much revenue as possible from the sale of 
pews, no more than two families were permitted to share one seat.280 A ‘subscription 
book’ was opened and by 1809 twenty-one pews costing thirty and twenty guineas 
had already been reserved (Table 5.9). The board of First Fruits gifted £1,300 towards 
the cost of St Catherine’s and gave loans totaling £3,000 281 Lord Charleville, in

989addition to repaying the loan amount, contributed a further £3,000.

Table 5.9 St Catherine’s, Tullamore: pews reserved by subscription, 2 Aug. 1809
P e w T h ir ty  g u in e a s P e w T w e n ty  g u in e a s

1 J o h n  K i l la ly 1 M r s  W i l s o n
2 F r a n c is  B e r r y 2 M r s  C r a w f o r d
3 G e o r g e  S la to r 3 S a m u e l  C o l l in s
4 T h o m a s  A c r e s 4 J .B . T a b u te a u
5 R i c h a r d  D e v e r a i 5 R o s b o r o  &  W il s o n
6 J o h n  G r ie r 6 C o g h i l l  &  b r e th r e n
7 f 1 W il s o n 7 J a m e s  R i d l e y
8 S a m u e l  [ ] 8 M s  D o g h e r ty  &  D r . B r e r e to n
9 M r s  O ’F la n g a n 9 M i s s e s  C r o w

10 C u r a te 10 R & S  M c M u l le n
1 1 M i c h a e l  C u d d y

Source: T u llam o re  V .M .B ., &  accoun ts, 2  A ug. 1809, pp  18-20

Without detracting from Charleville’s generosity, the erection of St 
Catherine’s on the imposing site of Hop Hill overlooking the town was most certainly 
the architectural pièce de résistance of Tullamore, which, under his guidance, was

277 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 7 - 1 3 4
278 T u l l a m o r e  V .M .B . ,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  1 8  J u l y  1 8 0 6 ,  p . 7 ; H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d io cese ,  i i, p . 3 3 1 .
279 T u l l a m o r e  V .M .B .,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  2  A u g . 1 8 0 9 ,  p p  1 8 -2 0 .
280 I b id . ,  p . 19 .
281 F irst F ru its  returns, 180 1-22 , p p  5 -6 ,  1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0 ,  9 5 .
282 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 7 9 .
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then undergoing some considerable development. Charleville’s generosity was 
acknowledged by Revd Gouldsbury and the congregation when a public show of 
gratitude was presented before him in 1815 and recorded in the vestry minutes:

. .fo r  t h o s e  m u n i f i c i e n t  a n d  r e p e a t e d  d o n a t io n s  w h ic h  h a v e  e n a b b le d  [ s ic ]  u s  t o  b u i ld  
o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  b e a u t i f u l  a n d  c o m m o d i o u s  C h u r c h e s  in  th is  C o u n t r y ;  a n d  f o r  t h i s  w e  
a re  n o  le s s  i n d e b te d  to  y o u r  L o r d s h ip s  j u d g m e n t  in  t h e  a r r a n g e m e n t  o f  t h e  p l a n ,  t h a n  
y o u r  g e n e r o u s  a s s i s t a n c e  in  t h e  e x e c u t io n  o f  i t . .. .W e  t r u s t ,  m y  L o r d ,  it  w i l l  r e m a in  f o r  
m a n y  a g e s  a  m e m o r ia l  o f  y o u r  L o r d s h ip s  l ib e r a l i ty ,  a s  w e l l  a s  a n  o r n a m e n t  a n d  s u p p o r t  
o f  o u r  h a p p y  E s ta b l i s h m e n t . . . 383

Although exceptional in its scale and ornamentation St Catherine’s was not 
the only church built as part of an urban development project. St Michael’s at 
Castlepollard, while funded by a loan of £3,000 from the First Fruits, was the 
centerpiece of the restructuring of Castlepollard, as undertaken by William Pollard, 
who inherited the family estate of Kinturk in the early years of the nineteenth 
century.284 Pollard was aided in his efforts not only by the parishioners and the First 
Fruits, but also by his neighbour Lord Longford of Tullynally Castle. Between them, 
Pollard and Longford undertook to repay £1,000 of the loan.283

St Patrick’s, Trim and St Columba’s, Kells were two churches of some 
importance in the diocese. The former, although without a chapter, was recognized as 
the cathedral church. The latter was important in that it was the church of the 
archdeaconry. As detailed information for the rebuilding, furnishing and maintenance 
of these churches is minimal, in their stead, the church of St Mary’s, Navan is worth 
consideration, given its situation in the town less than two miles from the bishop’s 
palace, and a church in which he regularly preached before a congregation of up to 
sixty-seven families.

The parishioners at Navan bore the cost of providing salaries for several 
parochial servants. In addition to the usual sums needed to pay a parish clerk, sexton

283 T u l l a m o r e  V .M .B . ,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  1 8 1 5 ,  p . 8 5 .
284 ( w w w : / / b u i l d in g s o f i r e la n d . ie /n ia h / s e a r c h . j s p ? t y p e = r e c o r d & c o u n ty = W M & r e g n o = l  5 3 0 2 0 3 6 )  (1 3  
J u l y  2 0 0 9 ) .
285 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  5 2 -5 4 .
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and schoolmaster, the parishioners employed an organ-blower or bellows-blower, 
organist, watchmaker and a bell-ringer who also acted as gravedigger.286 The organ- 
blower and sexton were both dressed at the expense of the parish, the sexton’s 
uniform being ‘a wide coat of strong blue Cloth, with a large scarlet cape and girt 
[girth] buttons’.287 Although Navan had fewer Church of Ireland families than any 
other town in the diocese, excepting St Mary’s, Drogheda, its church-rebuilding 
project seemed more individual contributions than any other. First Fruits disbursed a 
gift of £600 and a loan of £1,000.288 To this was added £50 each from the earl of 
Bective, Sir Marcus Somerville and the incumbent and architect Revd Daniel 
Augustus Beaufort.289 The steeple was part funded by subscription and Lords 
Ludlow and Tara funded the gallery.290 A silver chalice was gifted by Thomas 
Meredyth and the bishop provided an episcopal throne.291 In addition twenty-three 
pews (Table 5.10) were purchased by subscription.

Table5.10 St Mary’s, Navan: pews purchased by subscription, 16 June 1818

P e w N a m e P e w N a m e

1 R e c t o r 2 L o r d  b i s h o p  o f  M e a t h  f o r  t h r o n e
3 B a r r y  f a m i ly  o f B o y n e  H i l l 4 B a r r y  f a m i ly  o f  K i l c a m
5 J o h n  M e tg e s 6 J o h n  R u x t o n
7 M r s  C u s a c k  o f  R a th a l d r o n 8 T h o m a s  J . W h i te
9 R e v d .  F .D .  H a m i l to n 10 M a jo r  J o h n  W il l i a m s

1 1 M r  J a m e s  M o r g a n 12 P o r t r i e v e  -  p a id  b y  C o r p o r a t io n
13 T o w n  c le r k  -  p a id  b y  C o r p o r a t io n 14 M r  J a m e s  M c L o u g h l i n
15 S e r v a n ts  o f  R e v d .  M r  B a r r y 1 6 W il l ia m  D i l lo n
17 H e ld  j o i n t l y  b y  th e  s e x to n ,  J a m e s ,  

J o h n  &  E l i z a b e th  B a r r y  &  t h e i r  
f a m i l ie s

18 T h o m a s  M o r g a n

1 9 J o h n  S m ith 20 G e o r g e  K e n y o n
2 1 C a p t a i n  C h a r l e to n 2 2 M rs  N e l l ig a n
2 3 H e n r y  H a z e lw o o d

Source: N a v a n  V .M .B ., b o o k  2 , 16 Ju n e  18 18 , pp  129-31

286 N a v a n  V .M .B .,  b o o k s  1 & 2 ,  1 7 5 0 - 1 8 0 5 ,  1 8 0 6 - 1 8 6 9 .
287 N a v a n  V .M .B .,  b o o k  1 , 1 6  A p r . 1 8 0 5 ,  p . 3 5 1 .
288 F irst F ru its returns, 1801-22 , p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i,  9 0 ;  N a v a n  V .M .B . ,  b o o k  2 , 1 6  J u n e  
1 8 1 3 , p . 7 0 .
289 N a v a n  V .M .B .,  b o o k  1 , 2 0  A p r .  1 8 0 2 ,  p p  1 3 1 - 2
290 Ib id . ,  2 0  A p r . 1 8 0 2 ,  p . 3 3 0 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 7 - 4 9 .
291 I n v e n to r y  o f  c h u r c h  p la te ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 7 - 4 9 .
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As noted previously, it was the remit of the incumbent to keep the chancel in 
good order. In Meath, there was one instance where the clergyman was prevailed 
upon to ililfill his duty in this respect and another where he was allowed to 
circumvent the regulation. In Kilkenny West Revd Richard Butler Bryan served the 
parish, but Revd William Bryan was the appointed, though non-resident, incumbent. 
In a letter of complaint to the primate in 1808, the churchwardens reported that tire
chancel had fallen and that neither vestry nor bishop could compel the incumbent to
rebuild it.292 If the primate made an attempt to settle the matter, he did not meet with 
success, In 1809, one of the churchwardens, John Hogan wrote to both Revd William 
Bryan and the lay impropriator;

. ..  I  h a v e  n o t  t h e  h o n o u r  o f  k n o w i n g  y o u ,  b u t  I  a m  in c l in e d  t o  c o n c l u d e  t h a t  h a d  y o u  
s e e n  t h e  in d e c e n t ,  to  s a y  r u i n o u s  s t a t e  o f  o u r  c h u r c h ,  in  c o n s e q u e n c e  o f  t h e  C h a n c e l  
h a v i n g  b e e n  s o  lo n g  n e g l e c te d ,  y o u  w o u ld  h a v e  p r e v e n te d  th i s  a p p e a l  to  y o u . I t  is  n o t  
fo r  m e  to  g iv e  m y  o p in i o n  a s  th a t  i t  l i e s  w i th  th e  R e c t o r  o r  la y  I m p r o p r i a t o r  to  r e p a ir ,  
a n d  o f  t h i s  o p in io n  a r e  t h e  p a r i s h io n e r s .  I f  y o u  th in k  o th e r w is e  a n d  m e a n  to  d i s p u te
it, I s h a l l  e s t e e m  it a  f a v o u r  o f  y o u r  l e t t i n g  m e  k n o w  it a s  s o o n  a s  c o n v e n i e n t ,  t h a t  w e  
m a y  h a v e  t h e  p o in t  d e t e r m in e d  b e f o r e  t h e  s e a s o n  o f  r e p a ir s  g o e s  b y .293

In July, Bryan promised to bear what he considered ‘his proportion of the Expenses 
of repairing the Chancel’ and requested the wardens to obtain estimates for the work 
and decide upon a cess for the remainder.294 While the estimates were sought and the 
work was projected to cost £68 5s., the vestry informed Bryan that it continued to 
consider the parish not ‘liable to the repairs of the Chancel and therefore decline 
taking any part in them’ 295 The final resolution is not made clear, though some 
arrangement was reached, as by May of 1811 the church at Kilkenny West was 
refurbished and new pewed.296 By way of contrast and although the sum was much 
less, the vestry at Kilshine was not at all unwilling to reimburse Revd Thomas Sutton 
the £5 5s. 5d. he expended in repairing the chancel of St Sinch’s .297

292 K i lk e n n y  W e s t  V .M .B .,  6 N o v .  1 8 0 8 ,  p . 2 4 .
293 I b id . ,  2 0  A p r .  1 8 0 9 ,  p p  2 9 -3 0 .
294 I b id . ,  2 4  M y  1 8 0 9 , p p  3 3 -3 4 .
295 I b id . ,  8 A u g .  1 8 0 9 ,  p . 3 5 .
296 Ib id . ,  1 6  A p r . &  1 M a y  1 8 1 1 , p p  4 4 - 4 7 .
297 C lo n g i l l  &  K i l s h i n e  V .M .B .,  9  A p r . 1 9 2 3 ,  p . 17 .

225



If viewed in contrast to the widespread and violent protest of the later tithe 
wars of the 1830s, local or indeed national resistance to the parochial cess seems to 
have been both minimal and comparatively benign. In the previous chapter it was 
suggested that members of the Church of Ireland alone were allowed speak on 
matters relating to church-building. Therefore, opposition to cesses levied for 
building, furnishing and maintenance went unrecorded except in parishes where 
objections were raised by Church of Ireland members. The case of objection lodged 
against the Mullingar vestry and its several years of elevated cess as publicised by 
Daniel O’Connell was not the rarity it might first appear to have been. While the 
Mullingar minutes made no reference to local objections, other vestries recorded 
years when it would not have been prudent to declare a levy. There were other 
parishes where the poverty among parishioners prevented the tax being set. In only 
one parish did the vestry document the parishioners absolute refusal to pay any cess. 
In 1819 the vestry of Donaghpatrick, a parish within a few miles of the episcopal 
palace;

R e s o l v e d  t h a t  t h e  R e c t o r  b e  e m p o w e r e d  to  la y  a  S t a t e m e n t  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  o f  O r i s to w n ,  
T e l l t o w n  a n d  o t h e r  t o w n l a n d s  r e f u s i n g  t o  p a y  C e s s ,  b e f o r e  t h e  B i s h o p ,  t o  r e q u e s t  h is  
a d v i c e  a s  to  th e  m a n n e r  o f  p r o c e e d i n g  a g a i n s t  t h e m .298

Eight years later, the parishioners continued to resist and the vestry recorded that the 
cess collection ‘has proceeded very slowly’ and immediate steps were needed to 
recover the sums outstanding.299 The assistance of the local constable was secured at 
a cost of 14 .̂ 2d. and by Easter of 1820, the arrears of £48 16x. 9d. had been paid.300 
There was a further problem in 1822 when legal proceedings taken against defaulters 
in the townland of Oristown cost the parish £21 9s. 3d.30i

At other times in other parishes the vestry was unable or deemed it imprudent 
to declare an annual cess. This was true of Kells in 1808,302 and Tullamore in 1816.

298 D o n a g h p a t r i c k  V .M .B .,  2 8  M a y  1 8 1 1 ,  p . 4 7
299 I b id . ,  6 O c t. 1 8 1 9 , p . 82 .
300 I b id . ,  2 4  A p r . 1 8 2 0 ,  p . 85 .
301 I b i d . , 1 A p r . &  4  J u n e  1 8 2 2 ,  p p  1 1 5 -1 7 .
302 K e l l s  V .M .B . ,  2 0  S e p t.  1 8 0 8 , p . 3 6 .
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When the earl of Charleville was unable to advance £1,000 towards the building of St 
Catherine’s, Tullamore the vestry concluded that raising the sum on the parish was 
not practicable.303 Yet, in a year when Charleville and the parish at large were in a 
state of financial disadvantage, the incumbent Revd Ponsonby Gouldsbury was not 
charged the small sum of 3d. and the amount was taken from the parish fund ‘for 2 
Brass hooks to hang up Mr Gouldsbury’s Cane in Reading Desk’.304

Storm damage to the new demesne church of Rathbeggan in 1822 reduced the 
building to a state of near ruin. An architect’s report recommended that an entire wall 
of the church should be taken down and rebuilt. However, at the Easter vestry a 
degree of caution was adopted ‘in consequence of the pressure of the present 
times’.305 The minister and churchwardens were reluctant ‘to over pressure the 
farmers with a heavy tax’ in one year and sought a contractor who would accept 
payment in instalments over two years. This resulted in the cess being reduced to 
8V2d. per acre.306

While church-building and cess collecting appears to have gone relatively 
smoothly in most parishes of the diocese, there were some instances of unhappy 
relations between churchwardens and tradesmen. There were also some episodes of 
vandalism. The building works at Forgney were marred by the manner in which the 
builders conducted their work. The project was reported as having been ‘shamefully 
protracted’, the church exposed ‘to the most disgraceful treatment, sacrilege and 
robbery,’ and the minister subjected ‘to every species of insult’.307 The carpenter 
contracted to St Seachnail’s, Dunshaughlin was threatened with replacement in the 
spring of 1818. On Christmas Eve the same year his work was not yet completed and 
the churchwardens complained ‘what he has done, has several deficiencies’. The 
following month the situation was put before an arbitrator.308 A lawsuit was taken

303 T u l l a m o r e  V .M .B .,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  2 6  F e b .  1 8 1 6 ,  p. 1 0 3 .
304 I b id . ,  a c c o u n ts ,  p . 1 1 1 .
305 R a th b e g g a n  V .M .B .,  16  A p r. 1 8 2 2 ,  n .p .
306 Ib id .
307 F o r g n e y  V .M .B .,  A u g . 1 8 1 1 ,  n .p .
308 D u n s h a u g h l in  V .M .B . ,  1 2  A p r. &  2 4  D e c .  1 8 1 8 ,  2 0  Ja n . 1 8 1 9 ,  p p  2 1 8 ,  2 2 0 ,  2 2 3 .
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against the churchwardens of Navan by stonemasons Owen Madden and Charles 
Curry, who claimed their accounts had not been settled in full. The committee 
appointed to examine the parish and masons’ accounts, found in favour of the parish 
and declared the masons were not due ‘any sum of money what so ever’.309 Slane 
was the only parish of the diocese to record persistent vandalism. In the autumn of 
1818 a vestry meeting was called to discuss the problem and determine a solution by 
considering ‘the most effectual means of putting a stop to such shameful & 
disgraceful outrages as have from time to time been committed on the Church, 
repeatedly breaking the windows thereof.’310 The meeting was well attended and no 
fewer than seventeen members contributed towards a reward of £50 sterling. The sum 
was offered to anyone who would provide the names of the perpetrators and bear 
witness in order to secure a criminal conviction. £22 sterling was offered to any 
person who was willing to ‘give such private information’ that would lead to a 
conviction.311

There is no question that Bishop O’Beime’s church-building programme was 
at least as successful as the other infrastructural improvements of his episcopate. 
While the significance of tithe impropriation, particularly in terms of lay ownership, 
cannot be measured to reach any satisfactory conclusion, except to say that the name 
of an impropriator appears but once in the contribution columns of the above tables, 
the influence of patronage, not in terms of direct and personal financial contributions, 
but in terms of securing government funding, is clearly illustrated in Charts 3-5 
below.

Parishes where patronage was shared fared badly in terms of First Fruits 
funding and the board disbursed gifts and loans to six times the number of parishes 
where patronage was definitively and singularly held by bishop, crown or lay person 
(Charts 5.1 & 5.2). Furthermore, while twenty-three percent of parishes in receipt of 
First Fruits monies were patronised by the crown and twenty-one percent by the laity,

309 N a v a n  V .M .B .,  b o o k  2 ,  3 F e b .  1 8 2 0 ,  p p  1 5 5 , 1 5 9 .
310 S l a n e  V .M .B .,  2 0  O c t. 1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 3 3 .
311 Ib id .
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in forty-two percent of parishes, the bishop was the patron and appointed the 
clergyman (Chart 5.3).

Chart 5.1 Patronage: First Fruits gifts disbursed to churches in  the d iocese o f  
Meath, 1800-23

S o u rc e :  F irs t F ru its  re tu rn s,180 1-22 , p p  5 -6 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 -9 0 ;  
V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 - 1 0 4 ;  V . M B s . ,  f o r  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f M e a t h  ( R .C .B .,  M S S  P . 
4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 ) .

Chart 5 .2  Patronage: First Fruits loans disbursed to churches in the d iocese  o f  
Meath, 1800-23

S o u r c e. F irs t F ru its  returns, 180 1-22 , p. 1 1 ,H .C ,  1 8 2 3  (1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  
V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 -1 0 4 ;  V .M .B s . ,  f o r  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f M e a t h  ( R .C .B .,  M S S  P  
4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 ) .
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Chart 5.3 Patronage: First Fruits gifts & loans disbursed to churches in
the d iocese  o f  M eath, 1800-23

Patronage: First Fruit® gift® ft loans disbursed to churches in the dloeeBa of Meath, 1900-23

Brthop Crown Lay & crown Crown & lay Bishop & toy Crown 8. pitras

S o u rc e :  F irst F ru its returns, 180 1-22 , p p  5 -6 ,  1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  
x v i ,  8 9 - 9 0 ,  9 5 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 -1 0 4 ;  V .M .B s . ,  M e a t h  (R .C .B .,  M S S  
P . 4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 )

Of the twenty-three parishes where churches were built or rebuilt without First 
Fruits monies, eight were in episcopal patronage, seven in the laity, six in the crown 
and two were in the joint patronage of crown and bishop (Chart 5.4).

Chart 5.4 Patronage in parishes o f  the d iocese o f  M eath where churches w ere  
built or rebuilt w ithout aid from the First Fruits, 1800-23

Patronage In parishes of the diocese of Meath where churches were bulft or rebuilt without old from 
the First Fruits, 1800-22

3 1
Crown Bfctfop & crown Kahqj&by C r o w n C r o w n  Aprimtoa

S o u rc e :  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 - 1 0 4 ;  V .M .B s . ,  ( R .C .B . ,  M S S  P . 4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 )
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When all seventy-seven new or rebuilt churches are viewed, not in terms of 
funding alone but also in terms of patronage (Chart 5.5), no fewer than twenty-nine 
were held exclusively by O’Beime. He shared patronage in a further seven. In 
nineteen parishes the crown held patronage and shared Kilmoon with the primate and 
Ratoath with the Lowther family. The Church of Ireland laity patronised nineteen 
livings and in Kilkenny West Revd William Bryon appointed the clergyman.

Chart 5,5 Overall im portance o f  patronage in relation to church-building &
rebuilding in the d iocese  o f  M eath, 1800-23

O v e ra ll Im portance o f patronage In relation to church-bulldlng ft rebuild ing In the dloceee of 
Meath, 1600-23

■  Bfehop
■L«y
QCrww
□  Bfilop 4  c iwn
■  Bnhoptby
B  Crown ft toy
□ Crown & prin^a

□  Cl-yy

S o u r c e :  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 -1 0 4 ;  V .M .B s . ,  ( R C B ,  M S S  P . 4 0 .1 .2 - 9 1 2 .5 .1 )

As stated above, vestry minute books convey an impression that the decision 
to build or rebuild the parish church lay with the vestry. However, it has been shown 
that the bishop attached some importance to the role of parochial clergy in securing 
and maintaining a respectable place of worship. In addition, when data from a broader 
spectrum of sources is studied, it is clearly seen that the bishop was patron of thirty- 
eight percent of the seventy-seven parishes in which churches were built or rebuilt, 
with and without government funding. It is clear that some efforts were made by 
congregations to furnish and maintain the parish church and there cannot be any 
disputing the sizable contributions made by a number of individuals. However, it 
must be concluded that by and large, churches were funded, furnished and maintained 
by the parishioners at large through the parochial cess, and in no parish did the 
majority of those parishioners comprise members of the Church of Ireland.
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Conclusion
The main aims of this research have been to investigate Bishop Thomas 

Lewis O’Beime and to record the extent of his infrastructural improvements to the 
diocese of Meath, during the first quarter of the nineteenth century. The popular 
notion that he was the only member of his immediate family to convert to 
Protestantism has been dispelled here, and this study is the first to draw on family 
wills, including his own, as part of biographical detail. In as far as possible, 
O’Beime’s life has been traced from its origins on a Longford farm to the Roman 
Catholic seminary of St Omer, and his subsequent conversion, and taking of Orders 
in.the Church of England. This study follows the political connections O’Beime 
made for himself and how those connections were fostered and maintained to 
secure his seat on the Irish episcopal bench and the see of Meath in particular.

O’Beime’s correspondence, while illustrating his tactfulness, also leaves no 
doubt of his tenacity when in pursuit of an objective, whether political or 
ecclesiastical. This is especially evident in his correspondence with leading political 
figures, to whom he unashamedly put himself forward for office, and through 
whose influence he eventually secured his episcopal appointments. His translation 
from Ossory to the primary diocese of Meath at the end of 1798 was a significant 
personal advancement for a former Roman Catholic. He took up residence in Meath 
early in 1799 and his last overt political stance was to support the Act of Union. 
There is nothing to indicate that his efforts to improve the state of his diocese were 
spurred by anything other than his own wish to contribute towards the security of 
the future of the established church in Ireland. When the union came into being and 
the Dublin parliament was dissolved, O’Beime concentrated on his diocese and did 
not involve himself to any significant extent in political argument, except when it 
concerned the church. His correspondence offers no indication, with the exception 
of his archbishop, that he sought out like-minded reformers, or made close 
relationships with any of his colleagues on the Irish bench.
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While the early years of the nineteenth century were those in which the 
Church of Ireland was given its only substantial opportunity of establishing itself in 
terms of the built landscape, it must not be forgotten that since the reign of Queen 
Anne in the early 1700s, some degree of financial assistance from the First Fruits 
had been at its disposal. Between 1786 and 1800, 124 glebe houses were built, 59 
glebes were procured, and 102 churches were erected throughout the whole of 
Ireland.1 These figures alone provide some sort of measuring stick by which to 
evaluate the success of Thomas Lewis O’Beime in the diocese of Meath during the 
first quarter of the new century. Aided by government monies and changes in the 
laws related to the financing of glebe houses, improvements were made to 72 such 
houses, 25 glebes were extended and 77 churches were built, rebuilt, extended or 
substantially refurbished. Between 1801 and 1822, Meath came at the top of all 
First Fruits records in terms of disbursements: £44,320 was given towards the 
building of glebe houses; £8,398 1 Is. 8d. for the procurement of glebe lands, and 
£37,892 was disbursed to churchwardens for the building or rebuilding of 
churches.2 These achievements were unmatched by any other diocese. In addition, 
O’Beime restructured 27 livings. This was a measure that almost eradicated the 
chronic problem of clerical pluralism and absenteeism, by increasing the number of 
resident clergy from 25 to 79.

The significant findings of this study in terms of the period are several. First, 
the sheer scale of glebe enhancement, glebe house and church-building has been 
demonstrated, together with the drive for pastoral reform. The extensive union of 
Fircall in King’s County, at the south-west of the diocese, comprised in excess of 
40,000 statute acres. The union included included Ballyboy (Tables 4.9 a-f) and is 
an appropriate example of how infrastructural changes made during the O’Beime 
episcopate, improved a parish where low standards had prevailed since 1622.

1 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, pp 126-127, H.C. 1807 (78), v.
2 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 17-24,29, 9 & 16, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 101-108, 113, 93 &
100 respectively.
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Between 1800 and 1819, two glebe houses and two new churches were built in the 
union, and the cure was diligently served by a resident incumbent who was assisted 
by no fewer than five resident curates. Secondly, the research has produced 
considerable evidence of a widespread and distinct lack of generosity on the part of 
most major landholders, tithe impropriators or lay patrons. Very few proprietors 
gifted glebe land to the parish. It was more usual to sell, rent or exchange a few 
acres. While glebes could not have been extended without some level of co­
operation from landowners, their gestures of support cost them little or nothing, and 
where acres were sold or rented to the church, it resulted in profit to the owner. 
Thirdly, it is plain that the monies disbursed by the First Fruits went but part way in 
financing improvements to church buildings. Evidence from vestry minute books 
not only lead to this finding, but also to the conclusion that except in a handful of 
cases, First Fruits loans were repaid and churches were furnished and maintained by 
parishioners at large and not by the Church of Ireland congregations. Strong 
evidence of this is presented in chapters four and five, and All Saints, Mullingar, 
has been detailed as a specific example of the total cost of building a church (Table 
4.4).

The findings of this study give rise to several questions which cannot be 
answered here, but which may set an agenda for further research. For example, 
what was the psychological impact of all this activity on the Church of Ireland 
congregations? The constant presence of a resident, diligent clergyman, a new and 
impressive glebe house with sufficient glebe land, and regular church services, 
conducted in a church in perfect repair, must have boosted the morale of church 
members in every parish. It must also have had particular effects on the Roman 
Catholic parishioners, who were obliged to contribute towards church-building by 
means of additional cesses. Although vestry minute books are an invaluable source 
in determining the actual cost of building, furnishing and maintaining a chinch, 
apart from recording a few instances of vandalism and disputes with tradesmen,

234



they do not offer any assistance in determining to what degree the improvements 
uplifted the spirit of the church’s laity in Meath. Neither do they indicate to what 
extent resentments were felt or manifested among members of the Roman Catholic 
faith. Further research is therefore needed from the Roman Catholic perspective 
during this period.

Changes to the Church of Ireland population for the period under study and 
the reasons behind changes have proved difficult to estimate, although it is evident 
that the numbers of families increased, then fell, and in several parishes, increased 
again before 1826. Whatever situation prevailed regarding Protestant emigration 
during these years, it does not appear to have had any adverse effect upon the glebe 
house or church-building programmes in the diocese. The increasing number of 
resident clergyman ensured that glebe houses continued to be built. The number of 
cess-paying Roman Catholics in a parish and not the number of Protestants in the 
congregations is what was important in ensuring that the building of churches 
continued. Bearing this in mind, it is not altogether surprising that in the years 
between the end of the Napoleonic wars in 1815 and 1823, nineteen glebe houses 
were built, and thirty-five churches were built, rebuilt or enlarged.

Many studies have been written on the rise of and the causes taken up by the 
Catholic Association. None have considered in detail how the new visibility 
achieved by the Church of Ireland in the early years of the century may have driven 
the popularity or agenda of the Catholic Association. Bishop O’Beime set out to 
ensure the future of the Church of Ireland by improving its infrastructure and 
pastoral care. However, the effects of his achievement must have been short-lived, 
as soon after, full emancipation was granted to Catholics, and in the 1830s, the 
building of Roman Catholic churches began in earnest. The effect of emancipation 
on Church of Ireland members, coming so soon after this period of extensive 
infrastructural improvement and buoyancy, is another specific subject that is yet to
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be explored. There also remains a need to study how long the O’Beime legacy of 
improved pastoral care continued along the lines of his recommendations, or to 
what extent his methods and standards may have been swept aside by the fervor of 
evangelicalism.

Until now, the physical remains of the O’Beime churches have not been 
collectively recorded. Although some buildings have completely disappeared from 
the landscape, what remains has been photographed and presented here, together 
with individual architectural descriptions. The errors and omissions found in 
contemporary published sources and the degree to which subsequent published 
sources have relied upon them have been pointed out. The shortcomings of the most 
modem official sources have also been discovered and given mention. These 
realisations have come about due to extensive fieldwork and prove the point of its 
necessity.

Although the building of so many churches had a most definite impact on 
the landscape that is still seen today, they were generally small buildings in the 
Gothic style, of no more than two or three bays, and bore no resemblance to the 
more elaborate churches designed by the Semples for the Dublin archdiocese in the 
late 1820s and 1830s.3 The buildings comprised a simple hall and tower. The tower 
was generally in three stages and it was the third or belfry stage that was most 
evident on the surrounding rural or urban skyline. For this reason, a church with a 
tower and preferably heightened further by a spire, rather than a simple bellcote, 
was favoured by the bishop.4 Urban churches, while often built on an elevated site, 
presented as impressive structures on the outside, though were most often relatively 
unadorned inside. Decorative plasterwork was not a feature of most churches, 
regardless of their location. There are of course, some exceptions. The most notable

3 Cormac AJlen, ‘The Semple temples: the church architecture of John Semple and Son’ (M.Arch.
Sc. thesis, U.C.D., 1993).
4 Visitation, 1818, pp 6-7, 12, 19-20, 22-23, 54-56, 66, 72, 74-75, 90-92, 95, 99.
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is St Catherine’s, Tullamore. Its site, high above the town, its great dimensions, 
array of stained glass windows on two levels and internal decorations, make it one 
of the most impressive in the country. It was, of course, largely built at the expense 
of Lord Tullamore, as part of his development of the town.

Church architects were generally unrecorded, although some notable names 
are mentioned in vestry minute books. St Catherine’s, Tullamore was designed by 
Francis Johnston, who also designed the four-stage tower of St Patrick’s, Slane. J.F. 
Fuller was the architect of St Cormac’s, Ballyboy and Daniel Augustus Beaufort 
drew plans for the rebuilding of St Mary’s, Navan. Cold and damp proved 
problematic, even with newly built churches. According to the vestry minutes these 
issues were a result of inept roofing practices. In an attempt to eliminate draughts 
and preserve warmth, many churches had no window openings on the N elevation, 
and the pews were generally of the boxed-type, for the same reasons. Often, but not 
in every case, a stove was installed in the center of the church, as a means of 
providing winter heat. Some affluent landlords built a gallery to the W end of the 
hall, in which a fireplace was installed for their own comfort. In the 1860s, when 
the prospect of disestablishment was in the air, a spate of church refurbishment was 
undertaken. At that time the architects Welland and Gillespie recommended the 
removal of boxed pews and the provision of a stove in all churches. Extensive 
fieldwork has confirmed that apart from a few items of church plate, in terms of 
contents, little remains from the early nineteenth century. Therefore, for the future, 
there is a present need to at least compile inventories of current contents. The 
results of this research pertain to but one diocese. It could and should be used as a 
template for other studies of other dioceses, so that a more complete picture of the 
efforts made by the Church of Ireland in its window of greatest opportunity may 
emerge.
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Finally, it may be noted that much of the writing on the history of religion in 
early nineteenth century Ireland has focused on interdenominational rivalry, 
controversy, and conflict, and these were certainly important features of the period. 
However, there is a danger that such a focus tends to overlook other, quite contrary 
tendencies. For instance, the relationship between Thomas Lewis O’Beime and Dr 
Patrick Plunkett was remarkable. During O’Beime’s years as a seminarian, Plunkett 
was his mentor. When O’Beime was translated to the see of Meath, Plunkett was its 
Roman Catholic bishop. The two lived in close proximity to each other at Navan. 
While this research has shown that they enjoyed a congenial friendship in their 
respective posts, the full extent and nature of that relationship remains to be 
explored. Current secondary sources maintain that Roman Catholic church-building 
in the diocese of Meath did not amount to much until the 1830s. However, it has not 
been made clear what improvements or refurbishments were made to existing 
Catholic churches between the end of the 1700s and 1823. During fieldwork 
conducted during research for this thesis, evidence of the simultaneous erection of 
Church of Ireland and Roman Catholic churches was noted in the parishes of 
Dunshaughlin, Clonard and Killiconnighan. Examination of the Catholic records 
may show other parishes where this occurred, or, other parishes where some sort of 
improvements to chinches of the two religions were simultaneous. Such a study 
would prove invaluable on a number of fronts. It would throw considerable light on 
the personal, and more importantly, the working relationship between the two 
bishops. It could answer some of the questions raised above, regarding the 
psychological impact of Church of Ireland improvements on both religions. If 
Bishop Plunkett’s building improvements are found to coincide with O’Beime’s 
improvements in individual parishes, there must have been a positive impact on the 
morale of the Catholic laity. As the letters of O’Beime’s wife and daughters show, 
the relations between the two bishops extended to taking the waters at Bath 
together. It is hardly likely then, that the simultaneous building or improvement of
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churches caused trouble between the two men. It is possible however, that there was 
some sort of agreement between them on the subject.

At a time when the Church of Ireland had its greatest opportunity to make 
its mark, the relaxation of several penal laws had also increased the possibilities for 
Roman Catholics, and the effort in pursuit of full emancipation had not been 
abandoned. During this period the diocese of Meath was led by two bishops who 
once belonged to the same religion and whose relationship does not appear to have 
been marred by the conversion of one to Protestantism. The uniqueness of their 
relationship and the unprecedented position in which that relationship placed the 
diocese of Meath, must be further examined.
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Architectural inventory

In compiling this inventory, architectural advice has been sought from Dr 
Edward McParland of Trinity College Dublin and the restoration architect, David 
Sheehan of Sheehan and Barry, Dublin. While some information comes from the 
N.I.A.H., the architectural descriptions offered here are much more comprehensive 
than those found in that survey. It must also be made clear that apart from gallery- 
ffonts, floor tiling and chancel rails the churches described in the following pages 
contain almost nothing from the early nineteenth century in terms of plasterwork, 
pews and other furnishings.

Plans for less than half of the O’Beime churches survive and many of them 
are undated. Ground-plans where boxed pews are drawn, for example St Owen’s, 
Ballymore are early or relatively so. Ground-plans where the boxed pews have been 
replaced, for example St Eman’s, Enniskeen, are generally from the 1860s, when, 
prior to disestablishment, churches underwent refurbishments.

All plates, unless otherwise referenced, are the photographs taken by the 
author during the course of fieldwork.
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1 Agher
The church which was rebuilt in the early nineteenth century was replaced c. 1902 

by the present church of two bays with a three-stage tow er.1

2 Almoritia, St. Nicholas’s

Rebuilt partly by a loan of £600 from the First Fruits in 1815.2 Three-bay hall, 
three-stage W tower and projecting chancel to the E. Vestry to NE comer is a later addition. 
Tower is of limestone rubble, with limestone ashlar detail in projecting string courses, 
raised parapet, crenellations in the English-style and pointed pinnacles with ball finials. 
Pointed-arched door opening to N side of tower with dressed limestone block-and-start 
surround having timber battened door with timber battened tympanum. Oculi at second- 
stage of tower and pointed-arch openings with timber louvers in cut limestone surround at 
the third or belfry stage. The hall is roughcast rendered over a cut stone plinth. Tower of

1 Visitation, 1818, p. 109.
2 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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coursed limestone with cut limestone comer quoins. Pointed-arched window openings with 
cut stone surrounds and sills, having stained glass set in single-lights. Blank N wall. 
Pointed-arched single-light, stained glass E window with limestone surround and cut 
limestone sill. Pitched slate roof with raised limestone verges and cast iron rainwater 
goods.3 Still in church use.

3 Ardagh, St Patrick’s

Plan 1 Ardagh, St Patrick’s: ground-plan, n.d.

■r* - K )  it Vj
>1

*  fi '

Source: Portfolio 23

Part funded by a gift o f £500 from the First Fruits in 1802 and consecrated in 
1806.4 Nothing remains of this church.

3 Buildings o f Ireland: National inventory o f architectural heritage, ‘St Nicholas Church o f Ireland 
church, Almoritia, County Westmeath’,
(http://www.buildingsofireland.ie/niah/search.jsp?type=record&county=WE&regno=l 5401725) (21 
July 2009).
4 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89; Healy, ii, p. 286.
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4 Ardnurcher

N

Built by the parishioners in 1820.5 Three-bay hall and three-stage, limestone 
rubble W  tower. The tower is detailed with ashlar limestone, projecting string courses, a 
parapet cornice and crenellations in the Irish-style. Pointed-arched segmental-headed 
doorcase at N of tower with chamfered limestone surrounds and timber battened door 
having timber battened tympanum over. Blind pointed-arched window openings with cut 
stone surrounds to the second-stage. Third-stage pointed-arched window openings, with 
limestone surrounds and cut limestone sills, having timber Y-tracery louvers. The hall is o f 
limestone rubble, rendered in roughcast with limestone comer quoins. Pointed-arched 
window openings to S elevation with Y-tracery windows, having diamond panes of 
coloured glass. Blank N wall except for one small square-headed sliding sash window to 
the W end. Pitched slated roof with raised limestone verges and cast iron rainwater goods6

5 Athlone, St. Mary’s

S o u rc e :  N .IA .H ,,
S W  t o w e r  

S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,

5 H o r s e le a p  V .M .B .,  4  A p r .  1 8 2 0 ,  p . 5.
6 N a t i o n a l  i n v e n to r y  o f  a r c h i t e c tu r a l  h e r i t a g e ,  ‘A r d n u r c h e r  C h u r c h  o f  I r e la n d  c h u r c h ,  C o u n ty  
W e s t m e a th ’,
(h ttp .7 /w w w .b u i ld in g s o f i r e la n d . ie /n ia h / s e a r c h . j s p ? t y p e = r e c o r d & c o u n ty = W E & r e g n o = 1 5 4 0 3 1 2 9 ) ( 2 1  
J u l y  2 0 0 9 ) .
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S o u rc e :  N.I.A.H.,

P l a n  2  A th lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 6 9 7

'■ % i i  ^

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Rebuilt in 1821 with a First Fruits loan of £1,000 and parochial cess.8 Three-bay 
nave, later polygonal chancel and three-stage W tower of limestone. The tower is string- 
coursed and dressed with limestone, having clasping buttresses, battlemented parapet and 
comer pinnacles with finials. Pointed-arched segmental-headed doorcase at W face of 
tower, with hood mouldings, label-stops and timber battened door having timber battened 
tympanum. Ashlar string courses and oculi openings at second-stage, having hood 
mouldings and label-stops. Wooden louvers to belfry stage, with hood mouldings. Pointed- 
arched window openings to hall with limestone surrounds, cut limestone sills hood 
mouldings and label-stops. Polygonal chancel added in 1869. E gable is roughcast, having 
ashlar detail and three pointed-arched openings with cut limestone surrounds and cut 
limestone sills. Pitched slate roof on hall and chancel, raised limestone verges and cast iron

7 J a m e s  R a w s o n  C a r r o l l ’s  p l a n  f o r  a  n e w  c h a n c e l ,  1 8 6 9 , P o r t f o l i o  2 3 .
8 A th lo n e  V .M .B . ,  1 8 2 3 ,  p . 3 ;  P . 3 9 2 .5 .1 ,  p p  4 4 ,  4 7 .
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rainwater goods.9 Four-stage tower from a church of earlier times stands to the SW. Still in 
church use.

6 Ballyboy, St Cormac ’ s

P l a n  3 B a l ly b o y ,  S t  C o r m a c ’s : g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 6 6 10

Rebuilt by a First Fruits loan of £900 given in 1815 and a parochial cess.11 Three- 
bay roughcast rendered hall and two-stage W tower with porch. Pointed-arched door 
opening to N tower with triple roll-moulded surround having hood and label mouldings, 
surrounded by stone plaque and oculus. Second-stage with ashlar limestone string courses, 
pointed-arched window openings to belfry. Corner pinnacles. Pointed-arched window

9 B u i l d i n g s  o f l r e l a n d :  N a t i o n a l  in v e n to r y  o f  a r c h i t e c tu r a l  h e r i t a g e ,  ‘S t  M a r y ’s  C h u r c h  o f l r e l a n d  
c h u r c h ,  C h u r c h  S t, A th lo n e ,  C o u n t y  W e s t m e a th ’ ,
(h t tp : / /w w w .b u i ld in g s o f i r e la n d . i e /n ia h / s e a r c h . j s p ? ty p e = r e c o r d & c o u n ty = W E & r e g n o = T  5 0 0 9 3 3 0 )  (21 
J u ly  2 0 0 9 ) .
10 W e l la n d  &  G i l l e s p i e ’s  p l a n  t o  c h a n g e  s e a t i n g  a r r a n g e m e n t s ,  2 1  J u l y  1 8 6 6 , P o r t f o l io  2 3 .
11 F irst F ru its returns, 1 801-22 ,  p . 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  B a l l y b o y  V .M .B .,  1 8 1 3 - 1 8 ;  
V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p p  7 7 ,1 0 9 .
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openings to hall with cut stone surrounds, S having four, N having three. Tudor-arehed E 
window with tooled stone surround, surmounted by round-headed louvered vent opening 
with tooled block-and-start surround. Now in ruins.

7 Ballyloughloe, Holy Trinity

Nothing remains of the church that was rebuilt by a First Fruits loan of £400 given 
in 1811 and parochial cess.12

8 Ballymaglasson

Built by a First Fruits gift of £600 given in 1809 and parochial cess.13 Two-bay 
hall with three-stage W tower, all roughcast rendered. Tower with ashlar limestone string 
courses, castellations and comer pinnacles. Pointed-arched door opening to S tower, having 
cut stone surround. Second-stage diamond opening with cut stone surround. Third-stage 
belfry with pointed-arched openings, having stone dressings to what were louvered 
openings. Hall bays with limestone surrounds. E window opening with cut stone dressings. 
Pitched slate roof with limestone copings and cast iron rainwater goods.

12 F irst F ruits returns, 1 80 1 -2 2 , p . 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  9 4 , 1 0 9 .
13 F irst F ru its  returns, 1 8 0 1 -2 2 , p . 6 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 ;  B a l ly m a g la s s o n  V .M .B .,  1 8 1 2 -  
6 9 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 0 8 .
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9 Ballymore, St Owen’s

P la n  4  B a l ly m o r e ,  S t  O w e n ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 0 8 14

R e b u i l t  b y  p a r o c h i a l  c e s s  a n d  a  F i r s t  F r u i t s  l o a n  o f  £ 8 0 0  g r a n t e d  i n  1 8 2 2 . 1S T h r e e -  

b a y  h a l l  w i t h  t h r e e - b a y  W  t o w e r ,  h a v i n g  c r o w - s t e p p e d  p a r a p e t s  a n d  p o i n t e d  c o r n e r  

p i n n a c l e s .  B u i l t  o f  c o u r s e d  l i m e s t o n e  r u b b l e  w i t h  f l u s h  d r e s s e d  l i m e s t o n e  q u o i n s  t o  t h e  

c o r n e r s  a n d  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  t r i m ,  d a t e  p l a q u e  a n d  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  s t r i n g  c o u r s e s  t o  t h e  t o w e r .  

P o i n t e d - a r c h e d  d o o r  o p e n i n g  t o  S  t o w e r  h a v i n g  c h a m f e r e d  l i m e s t o n e  s u r r o u n d s  a n d  c u t  

s t o n e  h o o d  m o u l d i n g  o v e r .  S q u a r e - h e a d e d  w i n d o w  o p e n i n g s  a t  s e c o n d - s t a g e ,  h a v i n g  

c h a m f e r e d  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  s u r r o u n d s  a n d  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  s i l l s .  P o i n t e d - a r c h e d  w i n d o w  

o p e n i n g s  a t  b e l f r y  s t a g e  h a v i n g  c h a m f e r e d  l i m e s t o n e  s u r r o u n d s ,  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  s i l l s  a n d  

h o o d  m o u l d i n g  o v e r .  H a l l  w i t h  t h r e e  p o i n t e d - a r c h e d  w i n d o w  o p e n i n g s  t o  t h e  S , h a v i n g  

c h a m f e r e d  d r e s s i n g s  a n d  s i l l s  o f  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  a n d  c u t  l i m e s t o n e  h o o d  m o u l d m g  o v e r .  

B l a n k  N  w a l l  w i t h  c e n t e r  c h i m n e y s t a c k .  T r i p l e - l i g h t  p o i n t e d - a r c h e d  E  w i n d o w  o p e n i n g ,  

h a v i n g  c u t  s t o n e  i n t e r s e c t i n g  t r a c e r y ,  c h a m f e r e d  l i m e s t o n e  s u r r o u n d  a n d  h o o d  m o u l d m g

14 J .F . F u l l e r ’s  g r o u n d  p la n  o f  B a l l y m o r e  C h u r c h  o f  I r e la n d ,  3 1  J u l y  1 8 0 8 , P o r t f o l io  2 3
13 B a l ly m o r e  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 2 - 2 2 ,  p p  1 7 8 -9 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 1 0 9 .

247



over. Raised stone verges to E and W gable and a projecting cut stone eaves course. Now in 
ruins.

10 Benowen, St Canice ’ s

Built by a First Fruits gift of £600 given in 1811 and parochial cess.16 Two-bay 
hall with three-stage NW tower, having raised parapet over eaves dentils course with 
English-style crenellations and pointed comer pinnacles. Shallow chancel to SE. Built of 
limestone rubble. Hall roughcast rendered above a cut stone plinth. Projecting string 
courses and cut stone detail to tower. Pointed-arched door opening to S tower with cut 
stone surround and having drip-stone moulding over with carved label-stops and timber 
battened door. Small dressed pointed-arched window opening to NW side. Dressed 
quatrefoils to second-stage. Pointed-arched openings to belfry stage, with cut stone 
surrounds and timber louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to S hall with cut stone 
sills and surrounds and modem wooden frames, with clear glass. Blind pointed-arched 
recesses with cut stone sills and surrounds to N wall. E window with cut stone sill and 
surround, having modem timber casement windows and clear glass. Pitched slate roof with 
raised limestone verges to gable ends and cast iron rainwater goods. Still in church use.

16 F irst F ru its  returns, 1801-22 , p . 6 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 ;  B e n o w e n  V .M .B .,  1 8 2 0 ;  
V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 1 0 8 .



11 Castlecor, St Brigid’s

;0<

P l a n  5 C a s t le c o r ,  S t  B r i g i d ’s : g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

S o u rc e :  P o r tfo l io  2 3

Built by parochial cess. The site, vestry room and tower were gifted by Mr Nugent 
of Bobsgrove, c. 1816.17 Only rubble remains.

17 Visitation, 1818, pp 56,108; Mount Nugent V.M.B., 1816.
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12 Castlejordan

T o w e r  a t  S E  r  -  ' , ^ ; ^ - V ^ ^ g a £ s < T 1 P l flq n P, 
S o u rc e :  N.I.A.H ., S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,

P la n  6 C a s t le jo r d a n :  g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  23

Rebuilt by parochial cess and a First Fruits loan of £1,000 given in 1822.18 Only 
the tower remains of the two-bay church. Three-stage entrance tower with crow-stepped 
battlements and comer pinnacles having ball finials over. Roughcast rendered walls with 
limestone ashlar comer buttresses, projecting string courses and date plaque. Pointed- 
arched door and window openings with ashlar limestone surrounds, hood-mouldings over, 
drip-stones and carved label-stops.

13 Castlelost, Christ Church
18 Visitation, 1818, pp, 60, 109; Castlejordan V.M.B., 17 Apr, 1822, p. 3.

250



S o u r c e :  W estm eath E xam iner, 
7  J u n e  2 0 0 7

Built on a site given by Mr Rochfort of Rochford. Funded by parochial cess and a 
First Fruits gift o f £800 given in 1811,19 Two-bay hall with three-stage W  tower, having a 
raised parapet with English-style crenellations. Roughcast rendered walls with cut stone 
corner quoins. Cut stone string courses to the tower and a cut stone eaves course continued 
around E elevation as a string course Tower of limestone rubble with dressed pilasters to 
the corners, having cut limestone crenellations over. Pointed-arched door opening to N of 
tower having timber battened double-doors and timber battened tympanum over. Pointed- 
arched window opening to W of first-stage having cut stone dressings, modem timber 
frame with plain glass. Second-stage having oculi with cut stone dressings, modem timber 
frames and plain glass. Belfry stage has pointed-arched openings, having cut stone 
dressings, modem timber windows and plain glass. Pointed-arched window openings to the 
hall, having cut stone dressings, Y-tracery and diamond panes of plain glass. Pointed- 
arched E window, having cut limestone dressings, cusped triple-lancets, quatrefoils and 
diamond panes of plain glass. Pitched slate roof with clay ridge tiles, raised stone verges to 
E and W  gables and cast iron rainwater goods. In use as a private residence.

19 Visitation, 1818,pp 71,108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6,H.C. 1823 (135 241),xvi, 90.
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14 Castlepollard, St Michael’s

W  g a l l e r y  t o  E  c h a n c e l

Rebuilt by Lord Longford, Mr Pollard, parochial cess and a First Fruits loan of 
£3,000 given in 1819.20 Built on a plan to the N. Three-bay hall with three-stage tower 
having a castellated parapet with comer pinnacles, with an ashlar limestone spire on 
octagonal plan over. Rule-and-line render to walls o f front façade, roughcast render 
elsewhere. Entrance tower is flanked by pointed-arched window openings with timber Y- 
traceiy. Parapets above having comer pinnacles at either end. Pointed-arched entrance door 
opening to S face of tower, having moulded ashlar limestone surrounds with hood 
moulding over, timber battened double-doors with timber battened tympanum over. 
Square-headed tripartite windows to first-stage of tower. Clockface above at second-stage. 
Belfry with pointed-arched openings having louvered vents. Pointed-arched window 
openings to hall, having intersecting timber tracery and diamond, coloured glass. Three

20 Visitation, 1818,pp 52-54,109, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11,H,C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95

E  c h a n c e l  t o  W  g a l le r y
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graded pointed-arched windows to chancel gable comprising a central window with 
intersecting timber tracery and stained glass, flanked by pointed-arched openings with 
timber Y-tracery and coloured glass. Hood mouldings with label-stops over all. Pitched 
slate roof concealed by castellated parapets. Stone cross to apex of parapet on S chancel 
wall. Cast-iron rainwater goods. Simple interior, with plastered walls, plastered ceiling and 
wooden paneling. Gallery with box pews and two cast iron fireplaces. Still in church use.

15 Churchtown

W  to w e r

Built by £600 gifted by the First Fruits in 1807.21 All that remains is the three- 
stage tower. Built of limestone rubble with ashlar trim, including pilasters to the comers, a 
projecting string course between each stage and dressed openings. Pointed-arched door 
opening with ashlar block-and-start surround. Oculi to second-stage with ashlar surrounds. 
Pointed-arched openings at belfry stage. Corbelled parapet with Irish-style battlements 
over. Comer pinnacles with ball frnials over. Remnants of cast iron rainwater goods.

21 F irs t F ru its returns, 1801-22 ,  p . 5 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 ,  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 0 8 .



16 Clonard, St Finian’s,

P l a n  7  C lo n a r d ,  S t  F i n i a n ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n  s h o w in g  p r o p o s e d  v e s t r y  r o o m ,  1 8 3 4
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Rebuilt by parochial cess and a First Fruits loan of £400 given in 1809 22 Three- 
bays with three-stage W  tower with projecting string courses and vestry room at NE. 
Roughcast render, except for vestry room where coursed limestone rubble is exposed. 
Timber battened double-doors with fanlight above set in pointed-arched opening with 
limestone dressings to S face o f tower. Date plaque. Dressed roundels, decorated with 
quatrefoil to second-stage. Stone dressed pointed-arched openings at belfry stage, having 
timbered louvers. Small medieval stone head set above S louver. Eaves dentils course to 
parapet with battlements over. Corner pinnacles having ball finials. Hall with ashlar 
limestone comer quoins. S wall having wooden traceried windows set in pointed-arched 
openings, with stone sills and surrounds. Plain glass. Shallow E chancel with round-headed 
opening having cut stone sill and surround, intersecting Y-tracery heads, square panes and 
plain glass. Chimneystack rises between hall and chancel. Blank N wall. Vestry room 
square-headed W opening with stopped chamfer moulding and timber battened door. Small 
pointed-arched opening to N having stone sill and surround, timber frame and plain glass. 
Pitched slate roof with raised limestone verges to hall and chancel gables. Cast iron 
rainwater goods.

17 Clonfad/Tyrrellspass, St Sinian’s

22Clonard V.M.B., 1809, pp 23-24; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5,H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89;
Visitation, 1818, p. 109.
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W  g a lle r y  to  E  c h a n c e l  E  c h a n c e l  t o  W  g a l l e r y
S o u r c e :  N.I.A.H.,

P la n  8 C lo n f a d /T y r r e l l s p a s s ,  S t  S i n i a n ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 6 1 23

S o u r c e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Substantially rebuilt before 1818 and enhanced with a heavily ornamented steeple, 
the gift of Mr Boyd, husband of Dowager Lady Belvedere.24 Three-bay hall with three- 
stage W  tower Tower has comer pinnacles with carved head detail, battlemented parapet 
and a spire on an octagonal plan. Single-bay side vestibules with battlemented parapets and 
comer pinnacles with carved head detail flank the tower entrance to NW and SE. Rule-and- 
line rendered walls to hall with cut stone detailing. Tower and side vestibules built o f cut 
limestone. Diagonal buttresses to tower and vestibules. Pointed-arched opening to tower 
with moulded limestone surrounds, decorative timber double-doors, large fanlight over 
with reticulated tracery and clear glass. Square-headed triple-light windows to first floor of 
tower with hood moulding over. Pointed-arched openings to belfry, with louvered vents

23 W e l la n d  &  G i l l e s p i e ’s  p l a n  t o  c h a n g e  s e a t i n g  a r r a n g e m e n t ,  1 8 6 1 ,  P o r t f o l io  2 3 .
24 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  7 2 ,1 0 9 .
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and hood mouldings. Pointed-arched openings to hall, with paired cusped lights, reticulated 
tracery and coloured glass. Four-light window to chancel, with perpendicular tracery and 
coloured glass. Pitched slate roof with decorative stone eaves course, raised stone verges 
with fractables. A combination of cast iron and modem ramwater goods. Simple gothic 
interior with open truss timber roof, plastered walls, wainscoting and painted panels. Plaster 
rib-vaulting to the ceiling of the entrance porch. W gallery. Still in church use.

18 Colpe, St Columba ’ s

The First Fruits gifted £600 towards the building of this church in 1806.25 Three- 
bay hall with two-stage W tower and vestry room to NE. Roughcast rendered with 
limestone eaves course. Pointed-arched door opening to S tower with chamfered limestone 
dressing and timber battened door. Blank oculi to first floor. Pointed-arched window 
openings with timber louvers to belfry stage. Protruding string courses. Castellations with 
pointed comer pinnacles above. Pointed-arched openings to S hall with chamfered tooled 
limestone surrounds, timber Y-tracery windows and plain glass. N wall blank. Triple-light 
traceried E window with roundel over. Vestry room with Tudor-arched door opening and 
chimney stack. Pitched slate roof with raised verge to E gable. Cast iron rainwater goods. 
Currently in business use.

25 F irst F ruits returns, 1801-22 , p . 5 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  8 9 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 0 8 .



P l a n  9  D o n a g h p a t r i c k ,  S t  P a t r i c k ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 6 4 26

19 Donaghpatrick, St Patrick’s

The hall of this church was demolished and replaced in 1896. In the visitation of 
1818 Bishop O ’Beime recorded a sum of £500 from the First Fruits.27

20 Drakestown, St Patrick’s

26 P l a n  to  c h a n g e  t h e  s e a t i n g  a r r a n g e m e n t ,  1 8 6 4 ,  P o r t f o l i o  2 3
27 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  5 -6 .
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Built by a First Fruits loan of £532 given in 1820.28 Two-bay hall with three-stage 
W tower. Built of limestone rubble with projecting string courses to tower. Pointed-arched 
door opening to S face of tower, with carved limestone surround, comprising flanking 
pilasters with plaque and pediment above. Pointed-arched opening to W face of first-stage. 
Medieval windows inserted to S, W and N faces of second-stage. Belfry stage with pointed- 
arched openings, having brick dressings, limestone sills and louvered vents. Castellations 
with corner pinnacles above. S wall with pointed-arched window openings, having brick 
surrounds and limestone sills. Pointed-arched E window opening, having brick surround 
and limestone sill. Fragment of female in fifteenth-century dress inserted in wall above E 
window. Blmd pointed-arched window openings to N wall, having brick surrounds and 
limestone sills. Pitched slate roof with raised limestone verges to E and W gables. Cast iron 
rainwater goods. Now in ruins.

21 Drogheda, St. Mary’s

P la n  1 0  D r o g h e d a ,  S t  M a r y ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

28 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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Rebuilt by the parishioners and a First Fruits loan of £500 given in 1809 and gift of 
£600 in 1819.29 Three-bay hall, projecting E chancel and three-stage W tower with spire 
and vestry room to the SE. Built o f limestone rubble. Tooled limestone comer quoins to 
hall and tower and limestone ashlar pediment surrounds to gables, Pointed-arched door 
opening to N of tower, with ashlar limestone chamfered surround, timber panelled door and 
timber tympanum, with carved stone plaque above. Carved limestone hood moulding to W 
tower window and blind door opening to S face with block-and-start brick surround. 
Square-headed window openings to second-stage of tower with block-and-start brick 
surrounds, limestone sills and louvered shutters. Pointed-arched window openings to third- 
stage louvers, with limestone surrounds and hood moulding, Battlement with pointed 
comer pinnacles. Pointed-arched hall window openings, with smooth render surrounds, 
limestone sills, limestone tracery, leaded-lights with coloured glass, protected with fine- 
mesh metal screens. Pointed-arched E window opening, with smooth render surround, 
limestone sill, triple-light limestone tracery, having stained glass, Vestry has a date of 1909. 
Square-headed triple-light W window opening to vestry, with limestone tracery and 
surround. Square-headed door opening to S face of vestry, flanked by single-light window 
openings to E and W. Pitched slate roof to hall, protruding chancel and vestry. Cast iron 
ridge-comb to hall. Tooled limestone coping to gables, with raised verges to hall, chancel 
and vestry. Chimneystacks to chancel and vestry. Cast iron rainwater goods. Currently in 
business use.

22 Drumcree, St John ’ s

N

29 St Mary’s Drogheda V.M.B., 1809\ First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 6, ll .H .C . 1823 (135 241),
xvi, 90, 95; Visitation, 1818, p. 109.
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Plan 11 Drumcree, St John’s: ground-plan, n.d.

S o u r c e :  P o r t f o l i o  2 3

Rebuilt by Mr Smith of Barbavilla, parishioners and a First Fruits loan of £850 
given in 1811.30 Three-bay hall with three-stage tower and single-bay vestry room to SW. 
Built o f limestone rubble. Hall and first stage of tower roughcast rendered. Pointed-arched 
door opening to NE face of tower, with cut limestone surround and studded, battened 
timber double-doors having studded timber battened tympanum over. Single gothic-arched 
window to W face of first-stage, with copper and brass clock-face above to second-stage. 
Oculi to S and N faces of second-stage. Pointed-arched louvers set in limestone surround 
with limestone sills at belfry stage. E face slated. Battlemented parapet, having eaves 
dentils course, pointed comer pinnacles and ball finials. Projecting string courses between 
stages. Three pointed-arched openings to N hall, with limestone sills and buttresses 
between each bay, having pointed pinnacles with ball finials over. Two with timber Y- 
tracery and clear diamond panes. One with stained glass. Three modem timber replacement 
windows and chimneystack to S hall. Pointed-arched window to chancel gable, with 
limestone sill and stained glass. Square-headed doorcase to W  face of vestry, with brick 
surround and timber battened door. Lancet window to E face of vestry, with brick surround 
and modem, plain glass. Modem timber and plain glass conservatory to SE comer of E 
elevation. Pitched slate roof. Protruding string eaves course, with battlements above. Cast 
iron rainwater goods. In use as a private residence.

30 Visitation, 1818, pp 64,109; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. ll .H .C . 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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23 Drumranny

Nothing remains of this church which was rebuilt by a gift £600 from the First 
Fruits in 1809.31

24 Duleek, St Cianan’s

S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,

Rebuilt by a First Fruits loan of £1,500 given in 1811.32 This building has been 
much modified in recent years. It originally comprised three-bays with three-stage entrance 
tower to W and vestry room to SE. Pointed-arched door opening at N face of tower, having 
cut and tooled chamfered limestone surround, timber battened door and hood moulding 
with label-stops. Blank pointed-arched window opening to S face of first-stage, having 
limestone surround, limestone sill, hood moulding and label-stops. Square-headed blind 
openings to second-stage, with limestone surrounds, limestone sills, hood moulding and 
label-stops. Third-stage lancet openings, having limestone surrounds, limestone sills, hood 
mouldings and label-stops, with timber louvers. Projecting limestone string courses 
between stages. Parapet with eaves dentils course, crenellations, comer pinnacles with

31 F irs t F ruits returns, 180 1-22 , p . 6 ,  H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0 ;  V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 1 0 8 .
32 F irs t F ruits returns, 180 1-22 , p . 1 1 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  1 0 9

262



decorated frnials and finished with cut limestone quoins and a spire on octagonal plan. 
Pointed-arched window openings to S hall, having limestone surrounds, hood mouldings 
and modem timber frames with clear glass. Pointed-arched blind window openings with 
limestone sills and hood mouldings are recent decorations to N elevation. This wall was 
originally blank. Pointed-arched E window opening, having limestone surround, limestone 
sill and triple-light with plain glass and projecting limestone string course over. Square­
headed door opening with cut limestone surround and timber battened door to E face of 
vestry room. Cut limestone comer quoins. Small pointed-arched window opening to vestry, 
having limestone surround, limestone sill, modem timber frame with plain glass. Small 
circular chimneystack. Pitched slate roof with raised verges. In use as a restaurant.

25 Dunboyne, SS Peter & Paul

Nothing remains of the church where the rebuilding was funded by parochial cess 
over several years.33 It was replaced by a new church on the same site in 1866.

26 Dunshaughlin, St Seachlain’s

Rebuilt by the parishioners and First Fruits loans of £500 and £200 given in 1813 
and 1819 respectively.34 Three-bay hall with three-stage W tower and protruding chancel. 
Roughcast rendered hall, tower and chancel. Pointed-arched door opening to S of tower,

33 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 3 9 : D u n b o y n e  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 0 -1 8 ,
34 D u n s h a u g h l in  V .M .B . ,  1 7 9 9 - 1 8 2 1 ,  p p  1 4 3 - 2 4 0 \ F irs t F ru its returns, 1 80 1-22 , p. 1 1 ,H .C .  1 8 2 3  
( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i,  9 5 ,  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 10 9 .
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having moulded limestone surround, hood moulding over with carved label-stops. Timber 
battened double-doors with timber battened tympanum over. Louvered oculus to second- 
stage. Ashlar limestone string course between second-stage and belfry. Belfiy with large 
arch-pointed openings, having cut limestone dressing and cut limestone sills, hood 
mouldings and louvers. Ashlar limestone string course to castellations. Parapet with eaves 
dentils, comer pinnacles and fleur-de-lis finials. Pointed-arched openings to S hall, with 
tooled limestone surrounds and cut limestone sills. Y-tracery windows with cast iron 
diamond paned windows, having plain glass. N hall is blank, with modem pump-house. 
Large pointed-arched opening to chancel, with tooled limestone surround, cut limestone 
sill, having triple-light intersecting-tracery window with stained glass. Pitched slate roof to 
hall and chancel with raised verges to gables. Cast iron and modem plastic rainwater goods. 
Still in church use.

27 Durrow, St Columba’s
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Recorded in 1818 as having been put into good repair and furnished by the 
parishioners.35 Two-bays with bellcote to W entrance. E and W  walls built o f coursed 
limestone rubble. N and S walls rising to courses. Brick chimneystack to S wall. Round- 
headed window openings to N and S elevations, with tooled limestone surrounds and sills. 
Square-headed door opening to W, with elaborate limestone surround, having keystone and 
scroll brackets supporting comice surmounted by three ums. Timber paneled door. 
Medieval stone head inserted to W wall, beneath bellcote. Round-headed E window 
opening, with tooled limestone surround and sill. All window openings shuttered from the 
exterior. Pitched slate roof with raised verges to E and W gables. Cast-iron rainwater 
goods. In the care of the O.P.W.

28 Enniscoffey

Nothing remains of the church to which the First Fmits gifted £900 in 1818.36

29 Enniskeen, St Eman ’ s

33 Visitation, 1818, p, 78.
36 First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90; Visitation, 1818, p. 108
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P la n  12  E n n i s k e e n ,  S t  E r n a n ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n ,  1 8 6 6 37

S o u r c e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Recorded by O ’Beime in 1818 as having been rebuilt and ornamented with a 
steeple at the expense of the parishioners.38 Three-bay hall, projecting E chancel and two- 
stage tower rising from W  gable entrance, being flanked by single-bay side vestibules. Built 
of coursed limestone, with cut limestone quoins to hall, tower and chancel. Block-and-start 
cut limestone dressings to all window openings. Ashlar limestone dressing to center section 
of vestibules, NW and SW sections with roughcast render. Pointed-arched entrance door 
opening to W gable vestibules, having block-and-start cut limestone dressing, tooled, 
chamfered limestone surround, timber battened double-doors with timber battened 
tympanum and plaque over. Flanked by pointed-arched single-light stained glass windows, 
having limestone surrounds and cut limestone sills. N face vestibule with pointed-arched 
blind opening, having cut limestone sill. Small pointed-arched blind window opening 
above. S face vestibule with pointed-arched window opening, with cut limestone sill, center 
panel of stained glass, surrounded with leaded diamond panes. Small pointed-arched blind 
opening over. First floor vestibule with pointed-arched window opening, with cut limestone 
surround and cut limestone sill. Single-light window with two stained glass panels, 
surrounded with leaded diamond panes. Flanked by quatrefoils, N having leaded diamond 
panes, S havmg stained glass. First-stage of tower with louvered oculi to N, S, E and W. 
Belfry stage with large arched-pointed louvers to N, S, E and W. Castellated parapet with 
pointed corner pinnacles and ball finials. N and S nave with pointed-arched window 
openings, Y-tracery windows with leaded diamond panes. Chancel with pointed-arched 
triple-light window, havmg intersecting tracery and stained glass. Pitched slate roof to hall.

37 W e l la n d  &  G i l l e s p i e ’s p l a n  to  c h a n g e  s e a t i n g  a r r a n g e m e n t ,  1 8 6 6 , P o r t f o l io  2 3 .
38 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 ,1 0 9 .
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Hipped slate roof to chancel. Rising verge to W gable with kneeler stones to eaves. Small 
pump-house to S hall. Cast iron rainwater goods. Still in church use.

3 0 Forgney, St Munis’s

S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,

W
S o u rc e :  N .IA .H .,

W g a l l e r y  t o  E  c h a n c e l

S o u rc e :  N .IA .H .,
E  c h a n c e l  t o  W  g a l le r y



P l a n  13 F o r g n e y ,  S t  M u n i s ’s: i n c o m p le te  g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 4 5 39

Source: Portfolio 23

This church was enlarged and steepled by the Countess of Ross in 1813.40 Three- 
bay hall, three-stage W tower flanked by castellated single-bay bowed vestibules and 
projecting E chancel. Roughcast rendered hall, chancel and vestibules. Cut stone string 
courses to side vestibules at eaves level. Dressed ashlar limestone to first-stage of tower, 
rendered limestone walls to other stages, all having tooled limestone comer quoins with 
chamfered edges and projecting cut limestone string courses. Carved limestone plaques and 
decorative limestone carvings to W face of vestibules, the carvings surmounted by carved 
limestone label mouldings. Pointed-arched door opening to W  face of tower, having block- 
and-start surround, timber battened double doors, fanlight with intersecting timber tracery 
hood moulding and lahel-stops. Rounded-headed window openmgs to N and S bows of 
vestibules, with cut limestone surrounds, cut limestone sills and having six-over-six timber 
sash windows, with intersecting tracery to upper sash. Pointed-arched window opening to 
W  face of tower at second-stage, with cut limestone surround and carved limestone label 
moulding over, having nine-over-six sash window. Pointed-arched openings to belfiy stage, 
with dressed limestone surrounds, cut limestone sills and Y-tracery timber louvers, 
surmounted by carved limestone hood mouldings. Ashlar limestone panels to W face, 
having a pair of incised Bottonee-cross motifs. Castellated parapet, having Irish-style 
crenellations with cut stone copings over. Round-headed window openings to N and S hall, 
having cut limestone surrounds, cut limestone sills and leaded diamond panes of coloured 
glass. Oculus near eaves level, to W end of N and S hall, having timber frame and plain 
glass. Round-headed, single-light chancel window with cut limestone surround, cut 
limestone sill, having stained glass. Pitched slate roof to hall, having raised cut stone

39 W e l l a n d ’s  p l a n  f o r  c h a n g e s  to  p u l p i t  a n d  r e a d in g  d e s k ,  3 O c t, 1 8 4 5 ,  P o r t f o l io  2 3
40 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  9 5 , 1 0 9 ;  D a te  p l a q u e  o n  W  fa c e  o f  to w e r .
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coping with kneeler-stones to eaves o f E gable. Hipped slate roof to chancel. Cast iron 
rainwater goods. Interior painted walls, having low paneling to hall and chancel. Timber 
king-post trusses, paneled gallery. Still in church use.

31 Gallen, St Mary7 s

N , c  1 9 4 0
S o u r c e :  u n c r e d i t e d  p h o to g r a p h  i n  C lo g h a n  
p a r i s h  c a l e n d a r  ( F e r b a n e ,  2 0 0 0 )

S  s i t e

P la n  14  G a lle n ,  S t  M a r y ’s: s e t  o f  p la n s ,  1 8 4 5 41 

(a )  G r o u n d - p la n (b )  S  e le v a t io n

(d )  E  &  W  e le v a t io n s

41 P r o p o s e d  c h a n g e s  to  t h e  c h u r c h  o f  G a l l e n ,  2 8  A u g . 1 8 4 5 ,  P o r t f o l i o  2 3 .
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Nothing remains of this church. Its site, in the village of Cloghan was given-by Mr 
Bowes-Daly. The First Fruits gifted £600 towards its building in 1809.42

3 2 Galtrim, St Mary ’ s

The steeple was added in 1800.43 There is no record of how it was funded. Hall 
with three-stage W tower and vestry room to N elevation. Buttressing to E end of N and S 
elevations and to E elevation. Roughcast rendered, with chamfered limestone comer quoins 
to hall. Pointed-arched entrance door opening to W face of tower, having tooled limestone 
surround and timber battened double-doors. Second-stage with plaque surmounted by 
carved label-moulding. Narrow ogee openings to N and S face. Pointed-arched window 
openings at belfry stage, with tooled limestone surround and Y-tracery timber louvers. 
Castellated parapet with pointed comer pinnacles and fleur-de-lis finials. Blank N hall. 
Vestry with pointed-arched door opening to W  face, having chamfered, tooled limestone 
surround with timber battened double-doors. Pointed-arched window opening to N  face, 
having tooled limestone surround, tooled limestone sill and leaded diamond panes o f plain 
glass. Pointed-arched E window having exterior shutters. Square-headed window opening 
to S elevation, having cut limestone block-and-start surround with carved label moulding 
over and exterior shutters. Pitched caulked slate roof to hall and vestry. Rising verges to E 
and W gables. Cast iron rainwater goods. Not in use.

42 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 3 - 4 , 1 0 8 ;  F irs t F ru its returns, 180 1-22 ,  p . 6 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  (1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 0
43 D a te  p l a q u e  o n  W  f a c e  o f  to w e r .
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3 3 Kells, St Columba ’ s

P l a n  15  K e l l s ,  S t  C o l u m b a ’s : g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

 |
S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l i o  2 3

Recorded in 1818 as having been rebuilt by the parishioners.44 Roughcast render 
on coursed limestone. Gable-fronted, comprising four-bay nave with single-bay E chancel

44 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 - 2 ,1 0 9
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and projecting entrance bays to N and S elevations, Three-bay flat-roofed projecting 
entrance block to W  with chamfered comers, comprising central breakfront with pointed- 
arched door opening having chamfered limestone dressing, intersecting tracery fanlight and 
timber battened double doors, flanked by single-bays with sash lancet windows with plain 
glass, having cut limestone sills and hood mouldings. Lancet to N and S face of breakfront 
having cut limestone sill, square leaded panes having coloured glass and hood moulding. 
Flight of cut stone steps to N nave projecting entrance bay, with pointed-arched door 
opening, having chamfered limestone surround, timber battened door and intersecting 
tracery fanlight with plain glass. Cusped single-light above, having block-and-start ashlar 
limestone surround and stained glass. Large pointed-arched window openings flank 
entrance door opening, with block-and-start ashlar limestone surround, cusped stone 
tracery, one having stained glass, the other having square leaded panes with coloured glass. 
S nave with pointed-arched window openmgs, having block-and-start ashlar limestone 
surrounds, cusped paired lancets with quatrefoil, having square leaded panes with coloured 
glass. Triple-light lancet window, flanked by single lancets to chancel, having ashlar 
limestone surrounds and hood mouldings. Stained glass. Pitched slate roof. Cast iron water 
goods. Still in church use.

34 Kentstown, St Mary’s

S o u rc e :  N .IA .H .,
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P la n  16 K e n ts t o w n ,  S t  M a r y ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d

S o u r c e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

In 1818 Bishop O’Beime recorded St M ary’s as having been put into complete 
repair and finished with a steeple. The same notes classify the church as rebuilt. The works 
were financed by parochial cess.45 Three-bay hall, three-stage tower, projecting porch to N 
hall and apsidal chancel to E. Roughly dressed stone walls with string courses to tower. 
Round-headed door opening to N tower face, having tooled limestone surround and timber 
battened door with plaque over. Roundels to N, S and E of second-stage. Small square­
headed window to W face, having four plain glass panes. Pointed-arched openings to belfry 
stage, having tooled limestone surrounds and Y-tracery louvers. Balustrade with pointed 
comer pinnacles. N hall with paired round-headed window openings, having ashlar 
dressings and stained glass. Porch with round-headed door opening, having ashlar surround 
and timber battened door. S hall with three paired round-headed window openings, having 
ashlar dressings and stained glass. One round-headed sash window with plain glass. Cast 
iron railings enclosing the Somerville vault at W  end. Apsidal chancel with central rose 
window, having ashlar surround and stained glass. Venetian-arched side window openings, 
with ashlar dressing and stained glass. Pitched slate roof with raised stone verges to W hall 
and porch. Cast iron rainwater goods. Still in church use.

45 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 9 - 2 0 , 1 0 9 ;  K e n t s t o w n  V .M .B . ,  1 8 1 0 - 1 8 ,  p p  1 0 5 -1 2 7 .
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35 Kilbeggan, StBeccan’s

Rebuilt with a loan of £200 given by the First Fruits in 1821 and parochial cess.46 
Only part o f the tower remains. Roughcast rendered, having ashlar limestone comer 
dressings. Remnants o f E hall wall attached to tower is o f limestone rubble. Pointed-arched 
door openings to N  and S elevations, having ashlar, chamfered limestone surrounds, with 
hood mouldings. Pointed-arched door opening to W  elevation, having tooled limestone 
surround. Square-headed door opening to E. Square-headed window openings to N, S and 
W elevations of second-stage. Third-stage with pointed-arched window openings to N, S, E 
and W elevations, having chamfered limestone surrounds, chamfered limestone Y-tracery 
and hood mouldings.

46 Visitation, 1818, pp 90,109; First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. ll.H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95
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36 Kilbrew/Tryvet
I

*

Nothing remains of the two-bay hall and two-stage tower that was rebuilt by the 
parishioners and completed c. 1824.47 Demolished 1895.48

37 Kilcleagh, St Mary’s

Source: N.1A.H.,

47 Visitation, 1818,p. 109;Kilbrew 1824, pp2-ll.
48 Unreferenced drawing from Margaret Nugent, ‘Kilbrew house’ in Dermot Oates (ed), Curraha 
jubilee, 2000 (no place of publication, 2000), p. 58.
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W  g a l le r y  t o  E  c h a n c e l
Source: N.I.A.H., I 1 Source:

E  c h a n c e l  t o  W  g a l l e r y

P la n  17  K i lc le a g h ,  S t  M a r y ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Rebuilt by the parishioners and a loan of £857, given by the First Fruits in 1816.49 
Three-bay nave, single-bay transepts to the N and S, curved chancel to the E and slender 
two-stage W tower. Vestry protrudes from W  wall of S transept. Built o f limestone rubble 
with roughcast render to the S nave and tower. Pointed-arched door opening to the N face 
of tower, set in a raised square-headed surround, with timber battened double-doors. 
Pointed-arched openings to belfry stage, having limestone surround, cut limestone sills and 
timber louvers. Raised parapet having Irish-style crenellations with cut stone copings over. 
Pointed-arched window openings to W elevation, the nave and to the end elevations of 
transepts, with brick over-arches, cut limestone sills, having timber sliding sash windows

49 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Kilcleagh V.M.B., 1816, p. 66; First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. 11,H.C.
1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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with intersecting-tracery heads. Pointed-arched window openings to the E elevations of 
transepts, having cut limestone surrounds, cut limestone sills, brick arches over, with triple­
light coloured glass windows. Pointed-arched door opening to W face o f N  transept, having 
chamfered limestone surround, with timber battened double-doors. Square-headed window 
opening to W face of vestry, having cut limestone sill, timber frame four-over-two sliding 
sash window with plain glass. Pointed-arched window opening to the chancel, having cut 
limestone surround, cut limestone sill and Y-tracery coloured glass window. Pitched slate 
roof with raised verge to the W  gable and with a projecting corbelled eaves course. Curved 
slate roof to chancel. Cast iron rainwater goods. Painted interior walls, having moulded 
ceiling comice and ceiling roses. W gallery with paneling to floor. Still in church use.

38 Kilkenny West, St Canice’s

S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,  S o u r c e :  N.I.A.H.,

P la n  1 8  K i lk e n n y  W e s t ,  S t  C a n i c e ’s: s e t  o f  p l a n s ,  n . d .50

(a )  g r o u n d - p la n

50 Portfolio 23

277



(b) W elevation (c) E elevation

(d )  S  e le v a t io n

Now ruinous, this church was new roofed by the parishioners and the chancel 
repaired during the O’Beime episcopate.51 Three-bays with bellcote to the W end. Built of 
coursed limestone rubble, having cut tooled limestone comer quoins, over a stone plinth, 
Round-headed door opening to the W, with tooled limestone surround and flanked by 
slender round-headed window openings, having tooled limestone surrounds and cut 
limestone sills. Small ogee-headed window opening above W  door, having tooled 
limestone surround N and S elevations with slender round-headed window openings, 
having tooled limestone surrounds and cut limestone sills with tooled dressed discs 
beneath. E elevation with Venetian-arched window opening, having tooled limestone 
surround and cut limestone sill. Raised stone verges with kneel-stones to the E and W 
gables.

51 K i lk e n n y  W e s t  V . M B . ,  1 8 0 7 - 1 7 ,  p p  1 4 -6 5 .



P l a n  1 9  K i l le a g h ,  S t F i a c h ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 6 9

39 Killeagh, StFiach’s

Nothing remains of the church which was built by a First Fruits gift of £500, given 
in 1802.52

40 Killiconnighan, St Kinneth ’ s

52 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89
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W gallery to E chancel E chancel to W gallery

Plan 20 Killiconnighan, St Kinneth’s: ground-plan, n.d.

Rebuilt with a First Fruits loan of £700, given in 1820.53 Three-bay hall, limestone 
ashlar dressed three-stage W tower, with limestone spire on octagonal plan, projecting E 
chancel and projecting vestry to E end of N elevation. Rendered walls to hall and chancel. 
Diagonal buttresses and projecting string courses to tower. Tudor-arched door open mg to S 
face of tower, having cut chamfered limestone surround, hood moulding with label-stops, 
timber battened double-doors with plain glass fanlight over and plaque above. W face with 
square-headed window opening, cut limestone surround, tracery and square panes of clear 
glass. Square-headed window openings to second-stage with cut limestone surrounds,

53 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Killiconnighan V.M.B., 1819, p. 23; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11,
H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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having two rectangular panes of plain glass. Pointed-arched window openings to- belfry 
stage, with cut stone surrounds, hood mouldings over, label-stops and Y-tracery timbered 
louvers. Battlemented parapet with squared comer pinnacles set on the diagonal buttresses, 
having sloping capstones over. Pointed-arched window openings to S hall, with cut 
limestone surrounds and sills, hood mouldings with label-stops and paired cusped lights 
having square panes with plain glass. N elevation blank. Projecting vestry with pointed- 
arched door opening to W face, having cut limestone surround and timber battened door. 
Small pointed-arched window to E face of vestry, with timber sliding sash windows, having 
intersecting tracery to the head, square panes and plain glass. Pointed-arched openings to N 
and S faces of chancel with ashlar sills and square panes with coloured glass. Pointed- 
arched E window with cut stone dressings and hood moulding with label-stops, having 
paired-lights, with quatrefoil over and square panes with coloured glass. Oculi to E and W 
gables, E having clover-leaf cross motif and ochre glass, W  having cross motif and crimson 
glass. Pitched slate roof to hall, chancel and vestry. Cast iron raised ridge-comb to chancel. 
Cast iron rainwater goods. Interior walls painted, having no decorative plaster. Timber 
panelled ceiling with coupled-rafter trusses. Timber chair-rail panelling to chancel. Timber 
W gallery. Now in the care of FÂS.

41 Killoughey, St Eoughy’ s

S
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Plan 21 Killoughey, StEoughy’s: incomplete ground-plan, n d

Built by a gift of £900 given by the First Fruits in 1816 54 Three-bay hall, two-stage 
buttressed W  tower having limestone ashlar spire on an octagonal plan, projecting E 
chancel and projecting vestry at E end of S elevation. Roughcast rendered walls. Projecting 
string course between stages of tower. Tudor-arched door opening to W face of tower, 
having cut chamfered limestone surround with hood moulding over, label-stops and plaque 
above with drip-moulding. Timber battened double-doors with timber battened tympanum 
over. Pointed-arched window openings to N, S and W of belfry stage, having limestone 
surrounds and timber louvers. Crenellated limestone parapet with pointed pinnacles. N hall 
with pointed-arched window openings, cut limestone surrounds and cut limestone sills, 
having Y-tracery windows and diamond panes of plain glass. S hall originally blank, now 
having three small modem pointed-arched window openings, concrete sills and timber 
frames with diamond panes of plain glass. Vestry with small square-headed modem 
window opening to E, having cut limestone sill and diamond panes of plam glass. Square­

54 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
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headed modem door opening to W  face of vestry, having modem timber paneled door. 
Brick chimneystacks to S hall and S gable of vestry. Pointed-arched E window with cut 
limestone sill, intersecting Y-tracery window, having diamond panes and plain glass. 
Pitched slate roof to hall, chancel and vestry. Cast iron rainwater goods. Interior walls 
pamted and timber paneling retamed in the vestry room. King-post trusses support the roof. 
In use as a private residence.

42 Kilmainhamwood, St John the Baptist

In 1803 the First Fruits gifted £500 towards the building of this church,55 The 
church was demolished in the early 1960s and the stone used in the building of the 
boundary wall surrounding its graveyard.

43 Kilmessan, St Mary’s

55 Visitation, 1818, pp 4,108; Lewis, A topographical dictionary, ii, p. 170
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Rebuilt in 1820. No record remains of how the work was financed.56 Three-bay 
hall with bellcote and projecting W porch. Projecting E chancel with projecting vestry 
room to SE. Built o f squared, dressed limestone, having roughcast render to hall, chancel 
and vestry. Three cut stone steps lead upwards to pointed-arched door opening at W  face of 
porch, having ashlar moulded limestone surround, partly dressed with ashlar limestone 
block-and-start, having timber battened double-doors. Pointed-arched window openings to 
N and S faces of porch, having tooled limestone dressings and with external steel shutters. 
Rose window to W gable over door opening, having ashlar limestone dressing and stained 
glass. Pointed-arched window openings to N and S hall, with ashlar limestone block-and- 
start surrounds, cusped paired-lancets and quatrefoil with stained glass. Pointed-arched E 
window with ashlar limestone dressing and external steel shutters. Pointed-arched door 
opening to W face of vestry room with ashlar limestone surround, having block-and-start 
ashlar limestone dressing and timber battened double-doors. Pointed-arched window 
opening to S face of vestry room, having ashlar limestone dressing and external timber 
shutters. Short, round, stone chimneystack rising from S vestry gable. Pitched slate roof to 
hall, chancel and vestry. Raised stone verges with kneeler-stones to E and W  hall gables 
and to E chancel gable. Cast iron rainwater goods. Now in community use.

44 Kilmoon, StM unna’s

All that remains of this church is a section o f the N wall. St Munna’s was rebuilt by 
the parishioners and a First Fruits loan of £500, given in 1815.57

56 National architectural inventory, ‘Kilmessan Church of Ireland, Kilmessan, County Meath’, at 
f h ttD ://w w w .b u i ld in e s o f i r e l a n d . i e / n i a h / s e a r c h . i s p ? tv p e = r e c o r d & c o u n tv = M E & r e g n o =  143290131 (20 
July 2009).
57 Visitation, 1818, pp 21,109; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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45 Kilmore, St Patrick’s

Nothing remains of this church which was recorded by O’Beime as having been 
put into complete repair by the parishioners.58

46 Kilshine, St Sinch’s

Plan 22 Kilshine, St Sinch’s: ground-plan, n.d.

Source: Portfolio 23

John Pollock of Mountainstown financed the spire and furnishings. The 
parishioners paid a cess over several years and the First Fruits gifted £600 in 1807 and 
£200 in 1816.59 Two-bay hall with three-stage W tower and ashlar limestone spire on an

58 Visitation, 1818, p. 22.
59 Visitation, 1818, pp 7, 108; Clongill & Kilshine V.M.B., 1816-25, pp 9-20); First Fruits returns, 
1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
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octagonal plan. Hall of squared coursed limestone rubble, having roughcast render to S 
elevation. Tooled limestone comer quoins to hall and tower, the latter having string courses 
between stages. Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower, with chamfered limestone 
surround, hood moulding and label-stops, surmounted by a lozenge plaque, Pointed-arched 
window opening to W face, having ashlar limestone dressings and reticulated leaded panes. 
Square-headed window openings to N, S and W faces of second-stage, having ' ashlar 
limestone dressings, paired lights with reticulated leaded panes. Pointed-arched window 
openings to belfry stage, having ashlar limestone dressings, hood mouldings with label- 
stops, cusped paired-lights with quatrefoil and timber louvers. Castellated parapet, having 
castellated comers with pointed pinnacles. Pointed-arched window openings to S hall, with 
ashlar limestone dressings, having cusped paired-lights, quatrefoil and reticulated leaded 
panes. Cast iron railing enclosing Pollock vault to E end. Pointed-arched blind window 
openings to N hall, with ashlar limestone dressings and Y-tracery. Pomted-arched window 
opening to E elevation, with ashlar limestone dressings, having cusped triple-lights, 
quatrefoils and reticulated leaded panes. Pitched slate roof. Cast iron rainwater goods. Now 
in ruins.

47 Kilskyre, St Schiria’s

Rebuilt by the parishioners and a loan of £466 given by the First Fruits in 1822.60 
Three-stage hall with three-stage W  tower, having flanking bays and ashlar limestone spire 
on an octagonal plan. Exposed limestone rubble to hall with ashlar limestone comer 
buttresses. Roughcast render to tower and flanking bays. Pointed-arched door opening to W 
face of tower having chamfered limestone surround. Pointed-arched window openings to

60 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Kilskyre V.M.B., 1820-25, pp 183-204, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p.
11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95,
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flanking bays with cut limestone dressings, having castellations with pointed gablet 
pinnacles rising from buttresses and fleur-de-lis frnials over. Pointed-arched windows to 
belfry stage having ashlar limestone dressings, hood mouldings with label-stops and Y- 
tracery timber louvers. Battlemented parapet, having pointed gablet pinnacles with fleur- 
de-lis frnials. Pointed-arched window openings to N and S hall with ashlar limestone 
dressings. Pointed-arched window opening to E elevation with ashlar limestone dressings. 
Castellations to E gable with corner buttressing and pointed gablet pinnacles viixh. fleur-de- 
lis frnials. Now in ruins.

48 Kinnegad, St John the Baptist
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Nothing remains at the site where the church was rebuilt by the parishioners and 
loans of £1,000 in 1821 and £333 in 1822.61 In 1954, when the church was being 
demolished the parish priest of Coralstown, Revd Crinion, the Roman Catholic bishop of 
Meath John Anthony Kyne and James McCann, the Church of Ireland bishop of Meath and 
Clonmacnoise came to what was, in light of the time, an unusual arrangement. The three- 
stage tower and spire o f St John the Baptist, Kinnegad, was taken asunder and rebuilt at its 
present situation on the NW wall o f St Agnes’s Roman Catholic church at Coralstown. In 
its current position the tower comprises Tudor-arched door opening with chamfered cut 
limestone surround to W face of first-stage, having cut, tooled limestone plaque over. N 
and E faces with pointed-arched window openings, having cut, tooled limestone dressings, 
hood mouldings with label-stops and single-light windows of stained glass. Square-headed 
window openings to N and W faces of the second-stage, having cut, tooled limestone 
dressings and timber louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage havmg cut, 
tooled limestone dressings, hood mouldings with label-stops and timber louvers. 
Battlemented parapet with pomted gablet comer pinnacles and fleur-de-lis fmials. Ashlar 
limestone spire on an octagonal plan, having a cross finial. Constructed of dressed 
limestone with comer buttressing, having string courses between stages.

49 Knockmark

tower face

61 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Kinnegad V.M.B., 1821-27, pp2-31, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11,
H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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Only the tower remains at Knockmark. The hall was dismantled before 1908.62 
The First Fruits gifted £900 towards its building in 1816.63 Three-stage tower of squared 
coursed limestone rubble, having projecting string courses between stages and ashlar 
limestone comer dressings. Pointed-arched door opening to S elevation, having chamfered 
limestone surround and hood moulding with label-stops. Elaborately decorated memorial to 
W  elevation, dedication unreadable. Pointed-arched window opening to N and S elevations, 
having ashlar limestone dressings. Recessed panel to S elevation o f second-stage. Pointed- 
arched openings to belfry stage, having ashlar limestone dressings and timber louvers. 
Battlemented parapet with pointed comer pinnacles. Cast iron rainwater goods to N 
elevation.

50 Leney

E chancel to W W to E chancel N aisle from E chancel

62 Healy, History o f the diocese, ii, p 304.
63 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
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N aisle and vestry entrance from W E

Rebuilt by the parishioners, the Incorporated Society, trustees of Wilson’s Hospital 
and a loan of £350 which was given by the First Fruits in 1809.54 Four-bay nave with three- 
stage W tower. Roughcast rendered walls with projecting string courses to tower. Pointed- 
arched door opening to S face of tower with chamfered, cut limestone surround. Pointed- 
arched window opening to W  face, with cut limestone surround. Oculi to N, S and W faces 
of second-stage, having cut limestone dressings, timber quatrefoils and timber louvers. 
Raised parapet having English-style crenellations. S nave with pointed-arched window 
openings with cut limestone sills and single-light windows, having remains of leaded 
square panes and coloured glass. N nave with round-arched paired window openings, 
having ashlar limestone surrounds and leaded single-lights with square panes of coloured 
glass. Shouldered-arched door opening to vestry, flanked by single-light lancet windows, 
with leaded square panes of coloured glass and set in ashlar limestone surrounds. Pointed- 
arched E window opening with brick surround, having triple-light geometric window with 
plain glass. Stone Celtic cross to apex of E gable. Raised stone verges to E and W  gables. 
Cast iron rainwater goods to tower. Interior with pointed-arched arcade to N of nave, 
supported on Tuscan columns. Much of the interior brick-work and rubble courses are 
exposed, particularly around the chancel-arch and the chancel itself. The chancel floor 
tiling and chancel-rail remain intact. Now in ruins.

64 Visitation, 1818, pp 90, 109; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.

chancel with rails and floor tiling still intact.
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51 Loughcrew, St Kieran’s

Nothing remains of the church recorded by O ’Beime in 1818 as having been new 
roofed and put in complete repair by the parishioners.65

52 Mayne, St Nicholas ’ s

Source: N.IA.H.,

65 Visitation, 1818, pp 58-9
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P la n  2 3 Mayne, St Nicholas’s: ground-plan, n.d.

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

(T

Built by the parishioners and a gift of £500 given by the First Fruits in 1804.66 
Two-bay hall, three-bay W  tower, with projecting E chancel. Vestry to E end of projecting 
N hall. Cement rendered hall and chancel over projecting stone plinth. Tower o f limestone 
rubble, with ashlar limestone detail, including projecting string courses and parapet. 
Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower, with chamfered limestone surround, hood 
moulding having drop-shaped label-stops. Timber battened door with fanlight o f Gothic 
tracery, having plain glass. Small square-headed window opening to W face, having four 
square panes o f plain glass. Ashlar limestone quatrefoil mouldings to second-stage. 
Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage, with ashlar limestone dressings having Y- 
tracery timber louvers. Ashlar limestone parapet, crenellations with pointed comer 
pinnacles having ball finials over. Pointed-arched window openings to S hall with cut 
limestone dressings and Y-tracery windows, having stained glass. Four round-headed and 
paired window openings to projecting N  elevation, having ashlar limestone block-and-start 
surrounds, square leaded panes and coloured glass. Square-headed door opening to E face 
of vestry room, having ashlar limestone surround and timber paneled door. Chimneystack 
to N vestry gable. Pointed-arched window opening to E chancel, having tooled limestone 
dressings, Y-tracery window with diamond leaded panes of coloured glass. Pitched slate 
roofs. Raised stone gable verges. Buttress to N hall at vestry bay. Moulded limestone 
corbels to projecting N hall and E face of vestry, supporting cast iron rainwater goods. Not 
in use.

66 Visitation, 1818,p. 108; Mayne V.M.B., 1808-12,pp 1-11; First Fruits returns, 1801-22,p. 5,
H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89,
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53 Moyglare

Nothing remains of the church described by O’Beime in 1818 as having been lately 
put into complete repair by the parishioners.67

54 Moynalty, St Mary’s

Rebuilt by the parishioners and a loan of £1,000 given by the First Fruits in 1818.68 
Two-bay hall with three-stage tower to the NE. Exposed random limestone rubble walls 
with cut, tooled limestone comer dressings. Projecting string courses to tower. Pointed- 
arched door opening to E tower face with chamfered cut limestone surround, hood 
moulding with label-stops and timber battened double-doors, having battened timber 
tympanum over. Pointed-arched window openings to NE and SW faces of tower, with cut 
limestone dressings, having sliding sash windows with intersecting Y-tracery head. 
Recessed quatrefoils having ashlar limestone dressings to second-stage. Pointed-arched cut 
limestone dressings to window openings at belfry stage, having timber louvers. Parapet 
with crow-stepped crenellations, having pointed comer pinnacles. Pointed-arched window 
openings to side elevations of hall, with moulded cut limestone dressings, intersecting Y- 
tracery, quatrefoils and square panes of plain glass. Pointed-arched chancel window 
opening with moulded, cut limestone dressings and intersecting Y-tracery window, with 
quatrefoils, having square panes of plain glass. Pitched slate roof. Modem rainwater goods, 
In use as Credit Union.

67 Visitation, 1818, pp 33-34; Moyglare V.M.B., 1801-13.
68 Visitation, 1818, pp 2, 109; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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55 Mullingar, All Saints

Plan 24 Mullingar, All Saints: ground-plan, n.d.

Rebuilt by the parishioners and a loan of £1,200 given by the First Fruits in 1815, 
on a simpler plan than now exists.69 Two-bay nave having single-bay transepts to the N

69 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Mullingar V.M.B., 1806-30, pp 2-201, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p.
11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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and S, chancel to the E. Double-height, two-bay vestry to the S face of the chancel,- added 
c. 1860. Three-stage tower to the W, having clasping diagonal comer buttresses, rising to 
decorated pointed comer pinnacles over a crenellated parapet, having English-style 
battlements, with a spire on octagonal plan. Nave, chancel and transepts constructed of 
limestone mbble, changing to ashlar limestone construction over where the height of 
chancel and gable was raised, c.1878. Vestry constructed of coursed snecked and squared 
limestone mbble. Tower constructed o f ashlar limestone with extensive cut limestone 
dressings, with projecting string courses between stages. Pointed- arched segmental-headed 
doorcases to N  and S faces of tower, each having hood moulding, label-stops, timber 
panelled double-doors and carved cut limestone coat-of-arms over. Pointed-arched window 
opening to W face with hood moulding, label-stops and having single-light stained glass 
window. Small square-headed window openings to second-stage, with cusped paired-lights 
having square leaded panes with plain glass. Second-stage window opening to S face now 
converted into a door opening, having modem metal spiral staircase. Pointed-segmental­
headed window openings to belfry stage, having hood moulding, label-stops and timber 
louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to nave, having chamfered limestone surrounds, 
moulded hood mouldings, label-stops and Y-tracery windows with stained glass. Pointed- 
segmental-headed multi-light Perpendicular Gothic windows to transepts and chancel, 
added c.1860, having cut stone tracery, hood mouldings, label-stops and stained glass. 
Pointed-arched door opening to vestry with chamfered cut limestone surround, having 
timber battened, studded door. Pitched slate roofs with crested clay ridge tiles, raised cut 
stone verges with kneeler-stones to gable ends. Cut stone Celtic cross to apex of chancel 
gable and apex of N and S gables. Chamfered stone fleur-de-lis to vestry gable. Moulded 
cut stone eaves comice. Cast iron rainwater goods. Still in church use.

56 Navan, St Mary’s
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Rebuilt by subscription, parochial cess and a First Fruits loan of £1,100 in 1812 
and gift of £600 disbursed in 1816.70 Three-bay nave, three-stage tower to W, projecting 
chancel to E and single-height vestry room having single-bay and set in corner between E 
end of S wall and S face of projecting chancel. Projecting bay to N nave. Limestone rubble 
walls, squared and snecked, with ashlar limestone dressings. Projecting string courses to 
tower, Diagonal buttressing to nave, projecting bay and chancel. Bay-defining buttresses to 
S nave. Pointed-arched door opening to N face of tower with moulded cut limestone 
surround, hood moulding and head-stops. Timber battened double-doors having timber 
battened tympanum over. Tudor-arched multi-light perpendicular window above, having 
dark glass and set in block-and-start surround with square-headed moulding over. Disused 
clock recess above. Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage, with cut limestone 
dressings and timber louvers set in intersecting Y-tracery. Clock-face set between louvers 
on W face. Pointed comer pinnacles. Four-centred-arched window openings to nave, with 
ashlar limestone surrounds and mullioned Perpendicular-style windows, having stained 
glass. Projecting N bay with flight of stone steps and cast iron railing leading upwards to 
three-centred segmented-arched door opening with square-headed dressing, having timber 
paneled door. Four-centred-arched mullioned window opening above, with ashlar limestone 
surround and Perpencicular-style window, having stained glass. Four-centred-arched 
mullioned window opening to chancel, with cut limestone dressing, having Perpendicular- 
style window, with dark glass. Vestry with pointed-arched door opening to S face, having 
timber battened door. Lancet window openings to S and E vestry faces, set in cut limestone 
block-and-start surround, having single-light windows with diamond panes of clear glass. 
Double-pitched and hipped slate roofs with eaves dentils course. Cast iron rainwater goods. 
Still in church use.

70 Visitation, 1818, p. 109; Navan V.M.B., books 1 & 2, 1802-23, pp 330-334 & 1-188 respectively;
First Fruits returns, 1801-22, pp 6, 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90, 95.



57 Newtown Fertullagh, Christ Church

Plan 25 Newtown Fertullagh, Christ Church: ground-plan, n.d

Recorded by O ’Beirne in 1818 as having been rebuilt by the parishioners. The 
vestry minutes support this 71 Three-bay hall to NW, chancel to SE, single-height polygonal 
vestry set between hall and chancel at SE corner. Three-stage tower to NW, having 
projecting moulded string courses between stages. Roughcast rendered with extensive cut 
limestone trim, including clasping buttresses to comers of hall and between bays. Pointed- 
arched door opening to S face of tower, with cut limestone surround, hood moulding and 
pointed label-stops, having timber paneled double-doors with timber tympanum over. Blind 
recessed oculi to second-stage, having ashlar limestone dressings. Pointed-arched window 
openings to belfry stage, having ashlar limestone dressings, with hood mouldings and label- 
stops. Timber louvers with Y-tracery. Battlemented parapet with pointed comer pinnacles. 
Pointed-arched window openings to hall, with cut limestone surrounds, hood mouldings,

71 Visitation, 1818, p. 91; Newtown V.M.B., 1802-11, pp 312-341.
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label-stops and having Y-tracery windows with diamond-panes of plain glass. Three graded 
lancet window openings to chancel, having tooled limestone surrounds and square panes of 
coloured glass. Square-headed door opening to S face of vestry, with chamfered cut 
limestone surround, having timber panelled door. Square-headed window opening to E face 
of vestry with modem sliding sash window, having four square panes of plain glass. 
Pitched slate roofs, with rising stone verges to hall and chancel. Cast iron rainwater goods. 
Not in use.

5 8 Oldcastle, St Bride’s

Source: N.IA.H.,

E  c h a n c e l
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Rebuilt with a First Fruits loan of £1,000 in 1816. The spire and other ornaments 
were gifted by Mr Napier of Oldcastle.72 Three-bay hall, three-stage tower having ashlar 
cut limestone spire on octagonal plan. Projecting vestry room to NW hall at chancel end. 
Exposed coursed stone to tower, entrance gable and vestry, roughcast rendered hall, 
chancel and vestry, with cut limestone comer quoins. Projecting string courses to tower. 
Pointed-arched doorcase to SE face of tower, having ashlar limestone surround with hood 
moulding, label-stops, timber battened double-doors with timber battened tympanum and 
cast iron lamp over. Clock-face to SE at second-stage and dressed oculi to other faces. 
Pointed-arched window openings at belfry stage, having limestone dressings, with hood 
mouldings and label-stops, Y-tracery and timber louvers. Crenellated parapet having Latin 
cross in high-relief to parapet dressing at entrance face, pointed comer pinnacles having 
crockets. Pointed-arched window openings to SW hall with cut limestone dressings, hood 
mouldings, label-stops, Y-tracery windows having coloured glass. NE hall having two 
pointed-arched window openings with cut limestone dressings, hood mouldings, label-stops 
and Y-traceiy windows having coloured glass. Quatrefoil window opening to center bay, 
having ashlar limestone surround with diamond panes of clear glass. Slated projecting 
chancel window having cut limestone surround with hood moulding, label-stops, ashlar 
limestone block-and-start outer dressing, intersecting Y-tracery window with coloured and 
stained glass. Single-height, single-bay vestry with square-headed cut limestone doorcase 
having chamfered lintel and timber battened door to SE face. Pointed-arched window 
opening to SE face, with chamfered limestone surround having diamond panes of clear 
glass. Pitched slate roof to hall and vestry with raised stone verges. Modem rainwater 
goods. Still in church use.

72 Visitation, 1818,pp 54-56,109, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11,H.C. 1823 (135 241),xvi,95.
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59 Painestown, St Mary’s
*■

Source: Un-referenced cover photograph in Conor Brennan, Bits & pieces o f Yellow Furze parish 
(Navan, 2000).

Plate 26 Painestown, St Mary’s: ground-plan, n.d.

The parishioners new roofed the church, built a steeple and new gallery with the 
help of a £400 loan disbursed by the First Fruits c. 1823.73 Demolished in the 195.0s.

73 Painestown & Ardmulchan V.M.B., loose papers and First Fruits receipts; Lewis, A topographical 
dictionary, ii, 454.
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60 Portnashangan, St. Mary’s

Source: N.I.A.H.,
The site and church gifted by Mr James Gibbons of Ballinagall in 1822.74 

Although Gibbons is the only subscriber acknowledged in the vestry minutes, Samuel 
Lewis attributes gifts of £277 to Sir Richard Levinge and £738 to the First Fruits.75 Five- 
bay hall with single-bay, single-height, gable-fronted porch to center of S and N elevations 
of hall. Three-stage W tower with clasping diagonal comer buttresses, having a spire on 
octagonal plan. Constructed o f snecked dressed limestone with extensive ashlar detail. 
Pointed segmental-headed door opening to W face of tower, having studded timber 
battened double-doors with studded timber battened tympanum over. Pointed-segmental­
headed window openings to N and S faces of tower, with chamfered reveals, hood 
mouldings, label-stops and having triple-light perpendicular windows with coloured glass. 
Paired square-headed window openings to second-stage with chamfered reveals, stone 
mullions and hood mouldings with label-stops. Clock-face over second-stage window of S 
face. Pointed-segmental-headed window openings to belfiy stage with cut stone switchback 
mullions, hood mouldings, label-stops, cut stone Perpendicular tracery, and modem leaded 
windows. Raised parapet with English-style crenellations and comer pinnacles having 
decorated finials. Pointed-segmental-headed window openings to N and S hall with cut 
stone switchback mullions, chamfered reveals, hood mouldings, label-stops and triple-light 
Perpendicular windows having coloured glass. Pointed-segmental-headed chancel window 
opening with cut stone switchback mullions, chamfered reveals, hood moulding, label-stops 
and five-light window having Perpendicular tracery with coloured glass. Recessed oculus 
over chancel window, having stone tracery and coloured glass. Pitched slate roof behind

74 Visitation, 1818, p. 108, Portlomon & Portnashangan V.M.B., 1822-24, pp 1, 6-7.
75 Lewis, ii, A topographical dictionary, p. 468.
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continuous battlemented parapet with eaves cornice. Cast iron rainwater goods. Modem 
single-height extension to N. In use as a restaurant.

61 Rathaspick, St Thomas ’ s

Built by parochial cess and a First Fruits loan of £200, which was disbursed in 
1820.76 Three-bay hall and three-stage tower to NW having single-height single-bay 
vestibules with castellated parapets and pointed corner pinnacles having decorated finials 
over. Roughcast rendered with ashlar limestone detailing. Pointed-arched door opening to 
NW face of tower with cut limestone block-and-start trim, having timber battened double- 
doors with timber tympanum over. Pointed-arched window openings to flanking bays with 
limestone dressings and Y-tracery windows having latticed panes of coloured glass. Blind 
oculi to second-atage. Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage with Y-tracery and 
timber louvers. Raised castellated parapet with dentils course and pointed comer pinnacles 
having decorated finials over. Pointed-arched window openings to hall with limestone 
dressings, having Y-tracery latticed windows with plain glass. Pointed-arched window 
opening to SE chancel gable with cut limestone surround, ashlar limestone outer dressing 
with block-and-start, hood moulding, label-stops and cusped arched triple-light window 
with cut stone Geometric tracery having diamond panes of coloured glass. Pitched slate 
roof with projecting stone eaves course and raised stone verge to chancel gable. Not in use.

76 R a th a s p ic k  V .M .B . ,  1 8 1 9 -2 8 .
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62 Rathbeggan, St Beccan’s

o f  t o w e r W

o f  e a r ly  s to n e  f o n t ,  r o u g h l y  s e t  u p o n  r u b b l e  s t o n e  p l in th

All that remains is the three-stage W tower, W wall and part of the N wall. St 
Beccan’s was built by the parishioners and a First Fruits gift o f £800, which was disbursed 
in 1813.77 Tower constructed of coursed limestone rubble having cut limestone dressings. 
Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower, having moulded limestone surround, hood 
moulding and label-stops. Pointed-arched window opening to W face with ashlar limestone 
dressings, having Y-tracery window with timber louvers. E face of tower with square­
headed door opening that once led to hall. Quatrefoils to N  and W  face o f second-stage 
having moulded surrounds and timber louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to N and 
E faces of belfry stage, N opening with cut limestone surround and Y-tracery with timber

77 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; Rathbeggan V.M.B., 1818-22, pp 3-n.p.; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p.
6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
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louvers, E opening having ashlar limestone surround, hood moulding, label-stops, Y- 
tracery and timber louvers. Raised parapet having castellations, dentils course and moulded 
corner pinnacles. Bowl o f early stone font having carved corners. The bowl still used by the 
Brindley family of Rathbeggan House.

63 Rathcondra

Nothing remains of the church that was gifted £500 by the First Fruits in 1802.78

64 Rathconnell, St John the Baptist

78 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241 ), xvi, 89
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P la n  2 7  (a ) R a th c o n n e l l ,  S t  J o h n  t h e  B a p t is t :  g r o u n d - p l a n ,  1 8 5 5

P la n  2 7  (b )  R a th c o n n e l l ,  S t  J o h n  th e  B a p t is t :  p l a n  f o r  n e w  c h a n c e l  a n d  v e s t r y  r o o m ,  S &  E  
E le v a t i o n s ,  n .d .

Nothing remains of the church that was built with the help of £500 from 
O’Beime’s immediate predecessor Henry Maxwell c. 1798 and a parochial cess. By 1803 
the church was m need of major repair and required the addition of a vestry room. Those 
works were financed by parochial cesses over several years. The steeple was gifted by 
Richard Reynell o f Reynella.79

79 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 66 ; R a th c o n n e l l  V .M .B . ,  &  a c c o u n ts ,  1 8 0 0 - 2 3 ,  p p  3 -7 1  &  p p  5 -2 8  a t  b a c k  o f  
m in u te  b o o k .
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65 Rathkenny, St Canice’s

Nothing remains of the church that was recorded by O ’Beime in 1818 as having 
been put in complete repair by the parishioners.80

66 Rathwire/Killucan, St Etchen ’ s

Rebuilt by the parishioners, individual subscriptions, a First Fruits loan of £1,000 
in 1811 and a further loan of £200 in 1815.81 Three-bay hall with three-stage W tower 
having clasping comer buttresses rising to pointed comer pinnacles having sprockets and 
an ashlar limestone spire on octagonal plan. Victorian extensions to chancel and projecting 
porches to chancel ends of N and S hall. Clasping buttresses to N and S of chancel gable. 
Limestone rubble construction to hall and chancel. Limestone rubble construction to tower 
with extensive cut limestone trim. Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower having 
chamfered cut limestone doorcase with hood moulding and decorated label-stops. Timber 
battened door having timber battened tympanum over. Date plaque above with squared- 
drip-moulding and label-stops. Deep-set square-headed window opening to second-stage of 
S face, having cut limestone block-and-start dressing with cusped paired-lights having 
squared panes of coloured glass. Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage, with 
chamfered limestone surrounds, moulded hood mouldings, label-stops and window opening 
with staged cusped tracery having timber louvers. Raised castellated parapet having dentils 
course. Four Tudor-arched window openings to N elevation of hall, with cut stone 
surrounds. Two windows having paired-lights with cusped heads, quatrefoil and squared

80 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 14 .
81 I b id . ,  p p  6 2 , 1 0 9 ;  K i l l u c a n  V .M .B .,  1 8 0 9 - 1 5 ,  p p  9 9 - 1 4 4 ;  F irs t F ru its returns, 1801-22 , p . 1 1 , H .C . 
1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 .
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panes of plain glass. The other two being Y-tracery paired-lights with stained glass. N 
elevation porch with drop-arched door opening, having square moulding over and carved 
corner lintel roses and recessed timber herring-bone door. Boiler-house extension to N face 
of N porch having square-headed timber battened door. Three Tudor-arched window 
openings with cut limestone surrounds to the S hall, one having staged paired-lights with 
cusped tracery head, quatrefoil and squared plain glass, the other two having Y-tracery 
paired-lights and stained glass. Tudor-arched window openings to N and S elevations of 
first chancel extension, having cut limestone surrounds and single-light stained glass 
windows. Tudor-arched window opening to E chancel gable with cut limestone surround, 
block-and-start limestone dressing and Y-tracery window having stained glass. Pitched 
slate roofs having overhanging eaves with exposed rafter ends, raised ridge-comb to hall 
and chancel. Raised stone verges to gables. Carved Celtic cross to apex of S porch at S 
gable. Cast iron rainwater goods.

67 Ratoath, Holy Trinity

o f  t o w e r  w i th  r e m a in s  o f N  w a ll

The three-stage W tower and lower section of the hall walls are all that remain. 
Rebuilt by parochial cess and a loan of £805 from the First Fruits, given in 1817.82 
Roughcast rendered with limestone dressings. Pointed-arched chamfered door opening to S 
face of tower having hood moulding and label-stops. Elaborate memorial to W  face, from 
which the dedication has been removed. Pointed-arched opening to N face with cut 
limestone surround. Recessed rectangle to N face at second-stage. Pointed-arched window

82 Visitation, 1818, pp 33,109, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95.
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openings to belfry stage, having ashlar limestone surrounds, openings to N and E having 
timber louvers. String courses between stages. Castellated raised parapet having pointed 
corner pinnacles. Cast iron rainwater goods to N face.

68 Skryne

R e m a in s  o f  W  t o w e r  

P l a n  2 8  S k r y n e :  g r o u n d - p l a n ,  1 8 3 9

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Only part of the tower remains. In 1809 the First Fruits disbursed a loan of £500 
towards building a new church.83

83 Visitation, 1818, p. 108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C, 1823 (135 241), xvi, 95
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69 Siane, St Patrick’s

W gallery to E chancel E chance! to Wgallery

Rebuilt by parochial cess and subscriptions from Lord Conyngham, Thomas 
Williams and Robert Rigmartin.84 Cruciform, having four-stage tower to N, S transept and 
projecting single-height vestry room to W  end of nave. Roughcast rendered nave, transept 
and vestry, snecked limestone tower, having ashlar limestone fourth-stage. Pointed-arched 
chamfered limestone door opening to N face of tower with block-and-start limestone 
dressing having studded timber battened door with decorated timber tympanum over. 
Chamfered limestone lancet window opening to E face having Y-tracery and louvered 
vents. Date plaque to N face at second-stage having tooled limestone surround and drip- 
moulding with label-stops over. Square-headed window openings to third-stage having cut 
limestone surrounds, block-and-start dressings, paired lights having cusped tracery and 
louvered vents. Belfry stage in two sections, lower with clock-face to N, E and W  faces,

84 S i a n e  V .M .B . ,  1 8 0 1 - 1 7 ,  p p  2 4 - 1 2 9 .
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upper having pointed-arched window openings with chamfered limestone dressings, eusped 
intersecting Y-tracery, quatrefoils and louvered vents. Raised crenellated parapet and 
clasping buttresses rising to pointed comer pinnacles having fleur-de-lis finials over. 
Extended lunette window openings to N nave and chancel end of S nave, having ashlar 
limestone dressing to arch .85 Block-and-start dressing below springing-level to N opening 
at chancel end. All having stained glass. Lunette window opening to W end of S nave 
having ashlar limestone dressing and coloured glass. Round-arched quatre-light E window 
with block-and-start cut limestone surround and sill, having stained glass. Square-headed 
door opening to E face of S transept with modem cement surround having timber panelled 
door. Round-arched window opening to S face of transept with cut limestone sill, having 
stained glass. Two ogee-arched window openings to S face of W vestry with ashlar 
limestone dressings, cut tooled limestone sills, sliding sash timber casements having 
intersecting-tracery heads and square panes of clear glass. External timber battened 
decorative shutters. W face of vestry inset with fragments of early stone carvings 
transferred from St Mary’s church at Stackallen. Chimney stack rising from apex of S 
vestry gable. Ogee-arched window opening to N vestry face with ashlar limestone dressing 
to head and block-and-start dressing below springing-level, sliding sash timber casement 
having intersecting tracery head and square panes of clear glass. External timber battened 
decorative shutters. Ogee-arched door opening with ashlar limestone dressing to head and 
block-and-start ashlar limestone dressing below. Timber panelled double-doors with tracery 
fanlight having clear glass. Pitched slate roofs. Raised verges to gables. Cast iron rainwater 
goods. Painted interior walls having a continuous ceiling-comice, painted tongue-and- 
groove chair-rail paneling, moulded chancel-arch with slender Tuscan columns having 
first-pointed gothic capitals, round-arched reredos having same and with painted panels of 
sacred motifs. Early twentieth-century richly-veined pink and grey Connemara marble 
pulpit and reading desk, transferred from St Mary’s church Painestown in 1958. Timber- 
fronted W gallery supported by four clustered shafts, coming forward at the centre with 
decorated cusped panels and with three-bay Gothic arcade, quatrefoils in the spandrels, 
further cusped panels and roped borders.86 Cast iron fireplace. Still in church use.

85 N.I.A.H., e r r o n e o u s ly  d e s c r i b e s  t h e  e x te n d e d  lu n e t t e s  a s  D io c le t ia n .  I  a m  i n d e b te d  t o  E d w a r d  
M c P a r la n  f o r  t h e  c o r r e c t io n .
86 C h r i s t in e  C a s e y  &  A l i s t a i r  R o w a n ,  The bu ild in gs o f  Ire lan d: N o rth  L e in ster  ( L o n d o n ,  1 9 9 3 ) ,  p . 
4 7 4 .
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70 Stackallen, St Mary’s

S t o n e  c a r v in g s  t a k e n  f ro m  t h e  d e m o l i s h e d  c h u r c h  o f  S t  M a ry ,  
S t a c k a l le n  a n d  p la c e d  in  W  v e s t r y  w a ll  o f  S t  P a t r i c k ’s, S l a n e

P la n  2 9  S ta c k a l l e n ,  S t  M a r y ’s : g r o u n d - p la n ,  1 8 5 8

Nothing remains of the church that according to Healy was built in 1815.87 
Stackallen was demolished in 1959 and some of its stone carvings were removed to St 
Patrick’s, Slane where they can be seen in the W wall of the W vestry.

87 H e a ly ,  H isto ry  o f  the d iocese , i i, p . 2 8 9 .
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71 Stonehall, St John the Baptist

t o w e r  a n d  s t e e p le
S o u rc e :  N.I.A.H

S
S o u r c e :  N.I.A.H .,

Built by the parishioners and a First Fruits gift of £600 disbursed in 1808.88 Three- 
bay hall with three-stage W tower, having ashlar limestone spire with arrow-slits and 
apsidal chancel. Roughcast rendered walls to hall with ashlar limestone detail. Limestone 
rubble tower with ashlar limestone detail, including corner buttresses and string courses. 
Chancel constructed of limestone rubble. Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower 
with date plaque over. Quatrefoil window opening to second-stage. Pointed-arched window 
openings at belfry stage. Raised parapet with Irish-style crenellations and comer pinnacles. 
Pointed-arched window openings to S hall. N Hall blank.

72 Tara, St Patrick’s

88 Visitation, 1818, pp 69,108; Stonehall V.M.B., 1814-19, pp 3-13; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p.
6, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 90.
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W to E chancel E  c h a n c e l  t o  W

Built by the parishioners and a First Fruits loan of £500 which was disbursed in 
1820.89 The site was gifted by Lord Tara. Three-bay hall and three-stage tower, flanked by 
projecting entrance porch to the N and projecting vestry room to the S, both being of 
single-height. Constructed of limestone rubble having roughcast render to the hall. Ruled- 
and-lined render to the tower, porch and vestry. Clasping buttresses to E elevation. 
Projecting limestone string courses to tower. Pointed-arched door opening to N porch with 
timber battened double-doors and fanlight over, having diamond panes of coloured glass. 
Single-light staged lancet window to W face of porch having cut limestone sill and modem 
panes of frosted glass. Blind pointed-arched cusped triple-light Geometric stone window 
surround inserted into W face of tower. NW vestry with single-light staged lancet windows 
to W and S faces, having cut limestone sills and modem panes of frosted glass. Square- 
headed window openings to second-stage having ashlar limestone surrounds, having twin- 
lights of plain glass. Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage with ashlar limestone 
surrounds, Y-tracery and timber louvers. Parapet having dentils course below. Crenellations 
with pointed comer pinnacles having ball finials. Pointed-arched window openings to N 
and S hall, N hall openings blind with intersecting tracery painted-in. S hall openings with 
cut limestone dressings, sills and Y-tracery windows with diamond panes of plain glass. 
Battlemented E elevation with pointed-arched window opening havmg cut limestone 
dressings, paired-lancets set in Geometric tracery and stained glass by Evie Hone, c. 1935. 
Pitched slate roofs with raised limestone verges. Cast iron rainwater goods. Plaster has been

89 Tara V.M.B., 1817-24, pp 50-73; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 
95.
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removed from internal walls to reveal coursed limestone. Modem staircase has been-added 
to W end of hall and leads to projection-room in second-stage of tower. King-post trusses 
on moulded limestone corbels support the roof. Currently in the care of the O.P.W., and 
used as the interpretative center for the Hill of Tara heritage site.

73 Tissauran

W  to  E  c h a n c e l E  c h a n c e l  t o  W  t o w e r

Built by parochial cess and subscriptions on a site gifted by Colonel L’Estrange of 
Kilcummin. The First Fruits disbursed a gift o f £500 in 1804.90 Three-bay hall, three-stage 
W  tower and projecting single-height vestry to N elevation at chancel end. Roughcast 
rendered. Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower having cut limestone surround,

90 Visitation, 1818, pp 100,108, First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
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hood moulding, label-stops and timber battened double-doors with timber battened 
tympanum over. Small pointed-arched window opening to N  face of tower. Square-headed 
window openings to S and W  faces at the second-stage, only that facing S is dressed with 
ashlar limestone, hood moulding and label-stops, having cusped paired-lights and timber 
louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to the belfry stage, those facing S and E are 
dressed with ashlar limestone having hood moulding and label-stops over and timber 
louvers. Raised castellated parapet having pointed comer pinnacles. Projecting cut 
limestone string courses between stages. Three pointed-arched window openings to S hall 
with chamfered moulded limestone surrounds, hood moulding, label-stops and having 
paired-lancets with quatrefoil. Two pointed-arched window openings to N elevation, 
having cut limestone sill and paired-lancets with quatrefoil. Pointed-arched door opening to 
N face of vestry, no dressings remain. Small single-light pointed-arched window to E face 
of vestry. No dressings remain. Pointed-arched E window opening having chamfered 
limestone surround and intersecting Y-tracery. Cut limestone eaves course, raised verges to 
hall and vestry gables. Chimneystack rising from apex of vestry N gable. Cast iron 
rainwater goods. Moulded chancel-arch to interior springing from polished stone 
colonnettes.

74 Trim, St Patrick’s

S o u r c e :  N .IA .H .,
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Source: N.IA.H.,
Rebuilt by the bishop and parishioners in 1802.91 Three-bay side elevations to 

nave, single-bay chancel to the E, projecting gabled porch to the N, fifteenth century 
castellated tower to the NW comer having lateral buttressing with slit-openings, projecting 
string courses and dentils course below parapet. Snecked limestone walls with buttressing 
and ashlar limestone dressings to comers. Pointed-arched entrance door opening to W face 
of tower with chamfered carved limestone surround, hood moulding, head-stops carved 
with shamrocks, timber battened double-doors having trefoil window opening with leaded 
diamond panes of stained glass over. Square-headed single-light window openmg above, 
having ashlar limestone dressings and cast-iron louvers. Smaller pointed-arched door 
openmg to W o f entrance, approached by three ascending cut stone steps, with ashlar 
limestone surround and timber battened door, having recessed rectangular date plaque over. 
Small square-headed window opening to E face of tower, having ashlar limestone surround 
and cast iron louvers. Pointed-arched window openings to upper stage of tower having 
ashlar limestone dressings, staged twin-light, stone mullions and louvers. Clock-face 
inserted between louvers on S face. Ogee-headed window openings to all faces of tower 
just below the parapet, having ashlar limestone dressings and louvers. Three pointed-arched 
window openings to the S nave, two to the N nave, with block-and-start ashlar limestone 
dressings, having paired-lancets with trefoils above and leaded diamond panes of plain 
glass. Pointed-arched window opening to W elevation with ashlar limestone dressing, hood 
moulding with head-stops, one male, one female, tracery having four cusped lancets with 
six quatrefoils over and stained glass. Pointed-arched Perpendicular-style window opening 
to E elevation with carved stone tracery and four cusped lancets of stained glass. Small 
trefoil just below apex of E gable having ashlar limestone surround and stained glass. 
Shouldered-arched door openmg to E face of projecting vestry at chancel end, with ashlar

91 Visitation, 1818, pp 40-42,109; Lewis, A topographical dictionary, ii, pp 643-5,
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limestone dressings and timber battened door. Small rose-window with ashlar limestone 
dressing and stained glass above to E face gable. Single-light lancet window to W  face of 
vestry at nave end, having ashlar limestone block-and-start surround below springing-level 
and stained glass. Square-headed window opening to N face of vestry at chancel end, 
having ashlar limestone block-and-start dressing and stained glass. Small rose-window to N 
vestry gable with ashlar limestone dressing and stained glass. Chimneystack rising between 
vestry roofs. Pitched slate roofs with raised limestone verges to all gables. Carved stone 
wheel-head cross rising from apex of E chancel gable. Cast iron rainwater goods.

7 5 Tullamore, St Catherine ’ s
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f r o m  S E  c h a n c e l  t o  N W  g a lle r y  
S o u rc e :  N .IA .H .,

P la n  3 0  T u l l a m o r e ,  S t  C a th e r i n e ’s: g r o u n d - p la n ,  n .d .

S o u rc e :  P o r t f o l io  2 3

Built largely by Lord Charleville who in addition to gifting the site and a 
considerable subscription of more than £3,000, also undertook to repay First Fruits loans
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totaling £3,000. Reverend Ponsonby Gouldsbury gifted £500 and the First Fruits disbursed 
gifts totaling £1,300 92 Cruciform with side-aisles, five-bays to nave and three-stage 
entrance tower to NW. Random coursed limestone walls, buttresses and base-batter. Tower 
buttresses rising to raised battlemented parapet with castellations and pointed corner 
pinnacles having decorated finials over. Continuous battlemented parapet at two levels of 
nave. Extensive ashlar limestone detail throughout. Single-height single-bay battlemented 
recessed vestibules flank W entrance, having diagonal buttresses, pointed corner pinnacles 
with decorated finials over. Pointed-arched door opening to W  face of tower with 
chamfered limestone surround, timber battened double-doors on casters and carved timber 
tympanum over. Plaque above with hood moulding and label-stops. Cusped paired-lancet 
lights to N and S faces having square panes of coloured glass. Square-headed window 
openings to second-stage having cusped paired-lights with square panes of clear glass. 
Pointed-arched window openings to belfry stage having Y-tracery and timber louvers. 
Beading course below parapet. Pointed-arched window openings to upper and lower levels 
of nave, upper being Tudor-arched, having stone tracery with cusped heads, lower having 
stone intersecting Y-tracery and quatrefoils, both levels having stained glass. NW transept 
with flight of steps ascending to recessed door opening having inner and outer pointed- 
arch, block-and-start surround below springing-level, timber battened door with timber 
battened tympanum over and flanked by single-lancets with stained glass. Pointed-arched 
geometric-tracery window above having triple-lights and stained glass. Pointed-arched 
window openings at two levels, the lower having paired-lancet with rose above and stained 
glass, the upper being Tudor-arched having Y-tracery and squared panes of clear glass. 
Similar arrangement to SE transept, excepting the pointed-arched window opening has 
triple-light lancet with rose over, having stained glass. SE elevation with Tudor-arched 
door opening to vault at base-batter level, having timber battened door. Pointed-arched 
chancel window opening having triple-light lancet with triple roses over and stained glass. 
Pitched slate roof behind upper battlements. Cast iron rainwater goods. Interior walls 
painted. Rib vaulting and flat panelling to ceiling. Pointed-arched arcading to side aisle and 
timber gallery and organ to SW end having carved cusped panels. Still in church use.

92 Visitation, 1818, pp 79,108; Tullamore V.M.B., 1806-20, pp 5-168; First Fruits returns, 1801-22,
pp 5-6, 11, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89-90, 95.
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76 Vastina, StBrigid’s

E
S o u rc e :  N.I.A.H.,

P la n  31  V a s t in a ,  S t  B r i g i d ’s: g r o u n d - p l a n ,  n .d .

Built by parochial cess and a gift o f £500 given by the First Fruits in 1804 93 Two-bay hall 
with two-stage truncated W tower. Roughcast rendered with cut stone string courses to 
tower. Pointed-arched door opening to S face of tower, now blocked. Blind oculus to W 
face. Blind oculi to second-stage. Pointed-arched window openings to S elevation having 
cut tooled limestone dressings, now blocked. N elevation is blank. E elevation having large

93 Visitation, 1818, pp 92,108; First Fruits returns, 1801-22, p. 5, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89.
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modern square-headed carriage opening with steel shutters. Projecting cut stone- eaves 
course and pitched corrugated metal roof. Now used as a workshop.

77 Wherry
Repaired and ornamented with a steeple by the parishioners c. 1818.94 Nothing 

remains.

94 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 9 .
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Appendix 1.1
Protest against the defeat o f the Irish Act of Union, 14 May 1799

N o b le m e n ,  c le r g y  g e n t le m e n  [ i l l e g ib le ]  &  in  w h i c h  l is ts  o f  t h e  c o u n ty  o f  M e a th ,  a s  i n d e e d  th e  p u r p o r t  o f  
c e r ta in  r e s o lu t i o n s ,  p u b l i s h e d  in  t h e  n e w s p a p e r s  a n d  a s s u m in g  t o  b e  t h e  s e n s e  o f  t h e  c o u n t y  o n  t h e  p r o p o s a l  
o f  a  l e g i s la t iv e  u n i o n  w i th  G r e a t  B r i t a in ,  f e e l  i t  a  j u s t i c e  w e  o w e  o u r s e l v e s  t o  p r o t e s t  a g a in s t  s u c h  
a s s u m p t io n s ,  a n d  t o  c la im  a  r i g h t  o f  e x p r e s s in g  o u r  o w n  j u d g m e n t  o n  a  m e a s u r e  t h a t  s o  m a te r ia l ly  a f f e c ts  
o u r  g e n e r a l  a n d  i n d iv id u a l  in te r e s ts .

W e  c a n n o t  c o n t e m p l a t e  th e  v a r io u s  d i s a s t e r s  a n d  c a l a m i t ie s  t h a t  h a v e  s o  u n i f o r m ly  s u c c e e d e d  e a c h  o th e r ,  
fo r  s u c h  a  s e r ie s  o f  y e a r s ,  in  th is  d i s t r a c t e d  c o u n t r y ,  w i th o u t  b e in g  i m p r e s s e d  w i th  a  c o n v i c t i o n  t h a t  
s o m e th i n g  is  e s s e n t ia l ly  a n d  r a d ic a l ly  d e f e c t iv e  i n  o u r  p o l i t i c a l  s y s te m , a n d  t h a t  s o m e  m o r e  e f f e c t iv e  
m e a s u r e s  m u s t  b e  r e s o r t e d  t o ,  t h a n  h a v e  b e e n  h i th e r t o  p r o v id e d ,  t o  r e m e d y  t h e  e v e n t s  t o  w h i c h  t h e  s ta te  is 
s o  c o n s t a n t ly  e x p o s e d .

In  t h e  p r o p o s a l  o f  a  l e g i s la t iv e  u n io n  a s  p r o m is i n g  to  b e  c o n d u c i v e  to  t h i s  h a p p y  e n d ,  w e  [ i l l e g ib le ]  [ 
i l l e g ib le ]  u s  f o r  o u r  i n d e p e n d e n c e  o r  o u r  in te r e s t s ;  n o r  c a n  w e  c o m p r e h e n d  h o w  s u c h  a  m e a s u r e  c a n  b e  
e i th e r  i n ju r io u s  o r  d e g r a d in g  to  e i t h e r  o f  t h e  p a r t i e s ,  w h i c h  t h e  te r m s  b o th  a s  to  c o n s t i t u t i o n  a n d  c o m m e r c e ,  
a r e  to  b e  d i s c u s s e d  a n d  s e t t l e d  b y  e a c h  n a t i o n ,  e x e r c i s i n g  i ts  o w n  i n d e p e n d e n t  p o w e r s  o f  d e l ib e r a t io n  a n d  
d i s c u s s io n .

W e  a g r e e  w i th  s o m e  o f  t h e  b e s t  a n d  w i s e s t  m e a s u r e s  in  b o th  k in g d o m s  in  c o n c e i v i n g  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  h o p e s  
th a t  a  u n io n  s o  a t t a i n e d  w o u ld  r e m o v e  e v e r y  c a u s e  o f  d i s t r u s t  a n d  j e a l o u s y  b e tw e e n  t h e  t w o  c o u n t r i e s ’ t h a t  
it w o u ld  c o n s o l id a t e  t i r e  p o w e r s  a n d  r e s o u r c e s  o f  t h e  E m p ir e  a n d  p r e c lu d e  i ts  c o m m o n  e n e m y  f r o m  a l l  h o p e  
o f  c o n v e r t in g  o u r  d i v i s io n s  in to  a n  i n s t r u m e n t  o f  s e p a r a t io n ;  t h a t  i t  w o u ld  o p e n  a  p r o s p e c t  o f  c o m p o s in g  
th o s e  r e l ig io u s  [ i l l e g ib le ]  a n d  d i s s e n t i o n s ,  to  w h ic h  w e  c a n  t r a c e  t o o  m u c h  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  m is e ry ;  a n d  t h a t  i t  
w o u ld  i n t r o d u c e  a m o n g  o u r  p e o p l e ,  E n g l i s h  c a p i ta l ,  E n g l i s h  m a n u f a c tu r e ,  E n g l i s h  i n d u s t r y ,  h a b i ts  a n d  
m a n n e r s .

U n d e r  t h e s e  im p r e s s io n s  w e  t r u s t  t h a t  w h e n e v e r  H is  M a je s ty  s h a l l ,  in  h is  w i s d o m ,  t h in k  p r o p e r  to  
c o m m u n i c a te  t o  o u r  l e g i s la tu r e  t h e  [ i l l e g ib l e ]  o f  t h e  e n l i g h t e n e d  a n d  t e m p e r a t e  d e l i b e r a t io n s  o f  t h e  L o r d s  
a n d  C o m m o n s  o f  G r e a t  B r i t a in  o n  th i s  m o m e n to u s  q u e s t io n ,  i t  w ill  b e  r e c e iv e d  w i th  t h e  a t t e n t io n  t h a t  is  d u e  
to  t h e  c o m m o n  S o v e r e ig n ,  a n d  to  t h e  p a r l i a m e n t  o f  a  c o u n t r y  w i th  w h i c h  w e  w i s h  f o r e v e r  t o  b e  u n i t e d  in  
a f f e c t io n  a n d  in te r e s t s ;  a n d  w e  e x p e c t  t h a t  in  g iv in g  i t  a  f u l l  a n d  d i s p a s s i o n a t e  d i s c u s s io n ,  o u r  
r e p r e s e n ta t iv e s  w i l l  m a n i f e s t  t o  b o th  k i n g d o m s  t h a t  t h e y  h a v e  n o th i n g  in  v i e w  b u t  t h e  p e a c e  a n d  p r o s p e r i ty  
o f  I r e la n d  a s  i n s e p a r a b l e  f ro m  t h e  p e a c e  a n d  p r o s p e r i t y  o f  t h e  E m p ir e .
P e r s o n s  f ro m  M e a t h  n o w  in  D u b l i n  w h o  it  is  t h o u g h t  w i l l  s ig n :
L o r d  D a r n le y  L o r d  B o y n e  L o r d  S h e f f ie ld
L o r d  L a n d s d o w n e  L o r d  S h e r b o r n e  M r .  D i l l o n
C o lo n e l  B l ig h  M r. C . R o w le y  C o lo n e l  B u r r o w e s
M r. N u g e n t  B i s h o p  o f  M e a t h  R e v e r e n d  M r . M u r p h y  o f  A th b o y
M r. L a m b e r t  L o r d  E s s e x  L o r d  M a x w e l l
M r. C le m e n t s  M r . R u l e r  L o r d  D a rb y
S o u rc e :  ( P .R .O .N .I . ,  C a s t ie r e a g h  p a p e r s ,  M S S  D 3 0 3 0 / 7 7 3 A  &  B ) . 

N o te :  T r a n s c r i b e d  a s  f o u n d  in  M S S
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Appendix 3.1

Church of Ireland congregations recorded in fifty-three parishes of the diocese of Meath,
1802-04 & their improvements

P a r is h M e m b e r s G l e b e H o u s e C h u r c h

A g h e r 2 8 • •

A r d a g h 68 • • •

C a s t l e r ic k a r d 23
C a s t l e to w n - K i lp a t r i c k /D r a k e s to w n 5 6 •

C lo n a r d 123 •

C lo n g i l l 2 2 • •

D r u m c o n r a th 103
D u l e e k  [ o n ly  c h i l d r e n  e n u m e r a te d ] 73 •

E n n i s k e e n 3 5 5 •

J u l i a n s t o w n 2 8 •

K e l l s  U n io n 3 3 5 •

K e n t s  t o w n 7 9 • •

K i lm a i n h a m w o o d 3 0 •

K i l s k y r e 1 4 4 •

L a r a c o r 1 6 4 •

M o y n a l t y 1 4 6 •

N a v a n 2 3 5 •

N e w to w n ,  K i lb e g ,  R o b e r t s t o w n  &  E m l a g h 5 0 •

P a in e s to w n 5 2 • • •

R a d d e n s t o w n 61

R a th c o r e 9 5 •

R a th k e n n y 9 •

R a th m o ly o n 1 4 3 •

R a to a t h 2 6 • •

S k r y n e 6 7 • • •

S la n e 1 8 4 •

S y d d a n  U n i o n 7 3 •

T a r a 5 5 • •  |

T r im 4 4 5 * •
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P a r is h
( c o n t in u e d )

M e m b e r s G l e b e H o u s e C h u r c h

B a l l y b o y 3 4 3 •

C a s t l e j o r d a n  &  B a l ly b o g g a n 1 5 9 •

C l o n m a c n o i s e 2 8

D r u m c u l l i n 100

E g l i s h 2 0 6

K i l l o u g h e y 10 2 • •

L y n a l ly 15 1

R y n a g h  &  G a l le n 5 4 4 •

T u l l a m o r e - K i l b r id e 1 ,0 4 4 • • •

B a l l y l o u g h l o e 91 • •

C l o n a m e y  &  K i l lo u g h 68

D r u m r a n y 100 • •

E n n i s c o f f e y 4 4 • • •

K i lb r id e - P i la te /P a s s  o f  K i lb r id e 1 1

K i lc le a g h 3 1 0 • • •

K i l l u a  &  K i l l a l lo n 3 0 0 • •

K i l l u c a n  &  R a th w ir e 1 6 0 • •

L e n e y 1 2 9 • • •

L a c k e n 2

T y f a m a n 12

K i lm a c n e v i n 2 4

T e m p l e o r a n 6 7

M o y l i s k e r 1 5 7 • •

R a th e o n n e l l 14 1 • • •

T o ta l 7 ,5 6 5

* i n c l u d e s  5 0  C h a r t e r  S c h o o l  c h i ld r e n

Source: Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 58, H.C. 1807 (78), v; (R.C.B., MS D7/157, pp 2-109); First Fruits 
returns, 1801-22, pp 5, 11, 18-19, 26-27, H.C. 1823 (135 241), xvi, 89, 95, 102-103, 110-111; Ellison, 
‘Early nineteenth century lists’ in The Irish Ancestor, v, nos 1 & 2 (1973), pp 37-53 & pp 113-126 
respectively.
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Appendix 3.2

Church of Ireland families recorded in eighty-one parishes of the diocese of Meath,
1 7 3 3 ,  1 8 0 4  &  1 8 1 8

P a r is h F a m i l i e s
1 7 3 3

F a m i l i e s
1 8 0 2 - 4

F a m i l i e s
1 8 1 8

A g h e r n .a . 8 1 0

A lm o r i t ia 1 6 n .a . 7

A r d n u r c h e r  &  i ts  c h a p e l r ie s n .a . n .a . 2 2 5

A s s e y n .a . n .a . 4

A th b o y n .a . n .a . 6 2

A th lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s n .a . n .a . 1 4 4

B a l r o d d a n 13 n .a . 1 2

B a l ly g a r th n .a . n .a . 2

B a l l y l o u g h l o e 9 0 5 6 5 8

B a l ly m a g la s s o n 0 n .a . 4

C a s t l e c o r 1 n .a . 5 6

C a s t l e j o r d a n  &  B a l l y b o g g a n 2 7 3 4 3 4

C a s t l e l o s t 1 8 n .a . 51

C a s t l e p o l la r d  &  M a y n e 1 0 0 n .a . 1 2 6

C a s t l e r ic k a r d 3 4 7

C a s t l e t o w n  D e lv i n 1 6 2 4 2 7

C a s t l e t o w n - K i l p a t r i c k /D r a k e s to w n 8 1 6 8

C h u r c h t o w n 8 n .a . 13

C lo n a r d 3 2 3 6 3 2

C  lo n f a d /T  y r r e l  l s p a s s 3 n .a . 3 7

C lo n g i l l  &  K i l s h i n e 4 6 n .a .
C l o n m a c n o i s e 18 7 1 0

C o lp e 1 4 n .a . 1 9

D o n a g h p a t r i c k 7 n .a . 6

D r o g h e d a ,  S t  M a r y ’s 2 4 n .a . 41

D r u m c o n r a th n .a . 3 2 2 9

D r u m c r e e 1 0 1 0 3 0

D r u m r a n n y n .a . n .a . 13
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( c o n t in u e d )  P a r i s h F a m i l i e s
1 7 3 3

F a m i l i e s
1 8 0 2 - 4

F a m i l i e s
1 8 1 8

D u l e e k n .a . n .a . 4 3

D u n b o y n e n .a . n .a . 2 8
D u n s h a u g h l in 2 3 n .a . 2 0

E n n i s c o f f e y 6 3 1 2
E n n i s k e e n  &  A r d a g h 5 2 1 3 8 1 0 9

F i r c a l l 1 1 6 1 4 2 + 1 8 9

F o r g n e y ,  B u n o w e n ,  B a l ly m o r e  &  
N o u g h e v a l

7 3 n .a . 1 0 5

G a lt r im 3 n .a . 7

I n n i s h m o t t n .a . n .a . 1

K e l l s  U n io n 9 4 1 0 9 1 8 5

K e n t s t o w n 1 2 19 16
K i lb e g g a n 3 4 n .a , 5 4

K i lb ix e y ,  P o r t l o m o n  &  P o r tn e s h a n g a n 1 7 n .a . 3 4
K i lb r e w 6 n .a . 8

K i lc le a g h n .a . n .a . 1 0 8

K i lk e n n y  W e s t 1 2 n .a . 41

K i l l a l lo n 5 7 7 8 3
K i l l i c o n n ig h a n 8 n .a . 2 0

K i l l u c a n  &  R a th w ir e 7 0 51 1 2 7

K i lm a i n h a m w o o d 4 7 3

K i lm e s s a n 8 n .a . 6

K i lm o o n 7 n .a . 11
K i lm o r e 1 8 n .a . 1 4

K i ls k y r e n .a . 3 2 3 3

K n o c k m a r k 1 0 n .a . 6

L a r a c o r n .a . 5 6 3 8

L e m a n a g h a n 9 n .a . 7 0

L e n e y  * 1 0 4 0 6 7

L o u g h c r e w 6 0 n .a . 63
M o o r e c h u r c h n .a . n .a . 9

M o y g la r e 1 7 n .a . 7
M o y l i s k e r n .a . 19 2 0

M o y n a l t y 1 4 n .a . 2 4
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( c o n t in u e d )  P a r i s h F a m i l i e s F a m i l i e s F a m i l i e s
1 7 3 3 1 8 0 2 - 4 1 8 1 8

M o y v o r e 2 0 n .a . 1
M u l l in g a r 1 0 0 n .a . 9 8

N a v a n 3 6 101 6 7

N e w to w n ,  K i lb e g ,  R o b e r t s t o w n  &  E m la g h 1 9 1 6 10
N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h 1 7 n .a . 6 5
N o b b e r 8 n .a . 18
O ld c a s t l e 3 8 n .a . 9 2

P a in e s  t o w n 1 6 1 7 17
R a th b e g g a n 8 n .a . 4

R a th c o n d r a 9 n .a . 1 0

R a th c o n n e l l n .a . 3 8 3 4

R a th c o r e 6 3 0 2 6

R a th k e n n y 7 5 2

R a th m o ly o n 1 6 3 9 3 0

R a to a t h 3 5 1 2 5

R e y n a g h  &  G a l l e n 2 2 n .a . 1 0 9

S k r y n e 1 6 14 16

S la n e 2 0 6 5 3 7
S ta c k a l l e n 2 3 n .a . 2 0

S y d d a n  U n i o n 2 0 2 7 2 0

T a g h m o n n .a . n .a . 13

T a r a n .a . 1 2 11
T is s a u r a n n .a . n .a . 4 7

T r im n .a . 1 3 0 101

T u l l a m o r e  &  D u r r o w 8 9 3 1 7 2 3 4

V a s t i n a 5 n .a . 1 4
W h e r r y / F e r b a n e 2 0 n .a . 4 0

M i n i m u m  t o ta l  o f  f a m i l ie s 1 ,6 5 0 1 ,7 4 9 3 ,7 6 9

S o u r c e :  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p p  2 - 1 0 9 ;  E l l i s o n ,  ‘E a r l y  n i n e te e n th  c e n tu r y  l i s t s ’ in  
Irish  A n cesto r , v ,  n o s .  1 &  2  ( 1 9 7 3 ) ,  p p  3 7 - 5 3  &  p p  1 1 3 - 1 2 6  r e s p e c t iv e ly  
* I n c lu d e s  5 0  C h a r t e r  S c h o o l  c h i l d r e n
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Appendix 3.3
Building accounts for the glebe house at Skryne, County Meath 1810-131

M e a s u r e m e n t  o f  t h e  
M a s o n  w o r k  a t  
S k r e e n  g l e b e - H o u s e  
f o r t h e R e v d  S, 
R a tc li f f .
P e r c h e s  F t  In .

D e s c r i p t io n

£ r . d.

8 0 9 17 9 o f  M a s o n  w o r k  in  h o u s e  &  O f f ic e s  (3} 1 2 s . Ad. ft. 9 4 9 6 V2
3 8 6 T u m i n g  o f  p a r g e t in g  f u n n e ls  (8), 2d . ft. 3 4 4
4 0 2 T u r n i n g  s t o n e  o f  O f f ic e s  @  Ad. ft. 2 2 10

5 2 7 T u r n i n g  o f  q u o in s 6 1 1 9
1 6 5 R u n  o f  e v e  [ s ic ]  c o u r s e  t o  h o u s e 1 7 6
3 2 6 R u n  o f  r e a r a ls 2 1 4 4
2 2 1 R u n  o f  s p l a y e d  l a m b s  [ l a m b r e q u in s ] 1 1 6 1 1
4 7 2 S e t t in g  c u t  s to n e 3 18 9

2  la rg e  e l l i p t i c  a r c h e s  in  B a m  &  C o a c h  H o u s e  1 3 /6 1 7 0
8 0  I n s i d e  B r i c k  A r c h e s  @  3s. 1 2 0 0
3 6  O u t s id e  B r i c k  A r c h e s  (5} 3 s . 5 8 0
4  S c h o m e  B r ic k  A r c h e s  (fb. 2s. 8 0

2  L a rg e  B r i c k  A rc h e s 8 0
4  f o u r  i n c h  A r c h e s  (5} I s . 4 0

1 0  h o o k  s to n e s  w i th  I r o n s  l e a d e d - in  @  2 s . 1 0 0
D e c e m b e r  1 4  1 8 1 0  C h a s  H e n y .  S i l l e r y  1 3 8  16s. 11 'Ad.

A n  a c c o u n t  o f  c a s h  e x p e n d e d  b y  t h e  R e v d  S te p h e n  R a d c l i f f e  r e c t o r  o f  S c r e e n  in  b u i l d in g  a  g l e b e  H s e  &  
O ff ic e s  o n  t h e  G l e b e  o f  s a id  p a r i s h  a s  a c c o u n te d  b y  a d m e a s u r e m e n t  m a d e  b y  m e  C h a s  H e n y' S i l le ry ,  m e a s u r e r  
&  a rc h i te c t .

T o  e x c a v a t io n  o f  f o u n d a t i o n s  o f  H o u s e ,  A re a ,  Y a rd s ,  O f f ic e s  
c o l l e c t e d 71 15 4
T o  m a s o n  w o r k  o f  s to n e  &  b r i c k  in  H o u s e ,  O f f ic e s  &  A r e a  
w a ll  c o l l e c te d 5 4 8 1 7 6
T o  C a r p e n te r  w o r k  in  H o u s e  &  O f f ic e s  c o l l e c t e d 6 7 7 7 l'A
T o  S le a to r s  [ s ic ]  w o r k  o n  H o u s e  &  O f f ic e s  c o l l e c te d 1 5 2 6 3
T o  S to n e  C u t t e r s  w o r k  in c .  C h im n e y  p i e c e s ,  C a s e  w i n d o w  
s to o l s ,  s p u d  s to n e s ,  e v e  [s ic ]  c o u r s e ,  C h im n e y  t o p s ,  s te p s  to  
H a l l  D o o r  &  f r o m  A r e a  to  y a rd  &  f l a g g in g  t h e  K i t c h e n 9 4 1 6 AV2
T o  I r o n  M o n g e r s  b i l l s  in c .  n a i l s ,  l o c k s ,  G ra te s ,  s a s h  
f a s te n in g s ,  s a s h  w e ig h ts ,  p u l ly  b o x e s ,  s h u t t e r  k n o b s ,  t h u m b  
la t c h e s ,  I r o n  G a te  t o  Y a rd ,  - I r o n  G a te  to  b a c k  in te r a n c e  [s ic ] 1 2 0 7 6
T o  P l a i s te r in g  [s ic ]  &  c o r n i c e s  in  t h e  H o u s e  &  p la i s te r in g  
o f f ic e s  c o l l e c t e d 1 1 2 5 4
T o  G la i z in g  [ s ic ]  t h e  h o u s e  &  O f f ic e s 2 3 10 AVi
T o  P a in t in g  t h e  H o u s e  &  O f f ic e s 2 1 1 7 6
T o  P a v in g  A r e a  w i th  S t o n e  &  C a s e m e n t  w i th  b r i c k  o n  e d g e , 
o r  t i l e ,  e x c e p t  t h e  K i t c h e n  w h i c h  is  f l a g g e d 2 2 1 4 6

1 ,8 4 5  1 7 s. 9Vid.
C h a s  H e n  S i l l e r v  A r c h 1' D e c r 2 0 th 1 8 1 3  A r c h L f e e s  9 3  5 s . 9 d.

1 ,9 3 8  3 s . 6 V*d.

1 S k r y n e  g l e b e  h o u s e ,  1 4  D e c .  1 8 1 0  &  2 0  D e c .  1 8 1 3  ( R .C .B . ,  S k r y n e  l o o s e  p a p e r s ,  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 4 1 .1 ).
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Appendix 3.4

T h e  B i s h o p  o f  M e a t h  w i s h e s  to  a u g m e n t  t h e  g l e b e - L a n d s  o f  t h e  P a r i s h  o f  C lo n g i l l  in  h is  
D i o c e s e  ( o f  w h i c h  t h e  R e v d .  M u n g o  H e n r y  N o b le  is  R e c t o r )  -  b y  t h e  a d d i t i o n  o f  s o m e  L a n d s  
ly in g  c o n t ig u o u s  th e r e to .

D a v id  T h o m p s o n  E s q  is  T e n a n t  t o  t h e  a d jo in i n g  L a n d s  u n d e r  a  L e a s e  f o r  T h r e e  L iv e s  o r  
31  Y e a r s  f ro m  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  K i l l a l l a  -  w h o  is  S e iz e d  i n  F e e  -  a n d  M r  T h o m p s o n  is  w i l l i n g  to  
S e ll  h i s  I n t e r e s t  in  6  o r  7  A c r e s  o f  h i s  H o l d i n g  -  a n d  h i s  L a n d lo r d  ( th e  B i s h o p  o f  K i l l a l l a )  h a s  
a g r e e d  t o  m a k e  a  L e a s e  in  f e e - f a rm  o f  t h e  p a r t  w a n te d  to  a u g m e n t  t h e  G l e b e  L a n d s ,  &  t o  F i n e  
d o w n  t h e  R e n t  to  5 d  a n  A c re .

T h e  la te  B i s h o p  E v a n s  b y  W il l  l e f t  a  c e r t a in  F u n d  t o  P u r c h a s e  L a n d s  f o r  t h e  
A u g m e n ta t io n  o f  G l e b e  L a n d s  i n  t h e  D i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h  -  A n d  o u t  o f  t h a t  F u n d  t h e  p r e s e n t  
B i s h o p  i n t e n d s  to  c a r r y  t h e  a b o v e  T r e a ty  in to  e f f e c t  a s  t h e  G l e b e  L a n d s  o f  t h e  P a r i s h  o f  
C lo n g i l l  c o n t a i n  l i t t l e  m o r e  t h a n  13 A c r e s  o n  w h ic h  t h e  B i s h o p  h a d  d i r e c t e d  a  P a r s o n a g e  
H o u s e  &  O f f ic e s  to  b e  b u i l t  a n d  w o u ld  b e  t o o  s m a l l  f o r  t h e  u s e  o f  t h e  I n c u m b e n t  e s p e c ia l l y  a s  
th e  G l e b e  L a n d s  d o  n o t  ly e  t o g e t h e r  b u t  i n  d i f f e r e n t  d iv i s io n s  a p a r t  f r o m  e a c h  o th e r .

T h a t  a n  A c r e  o r  t h e r e a b o u t s  o f  t h e  G l e b e  L a n d s  l ie s  in  a  d i s t a n t  p a r t  o f  t h e  s a m e  L a n d s  
h e ld  b y  M r  T h o m p s o n ,  a n d  w h i c h  is  m o r e  t h a n  H a l f  a  M i le  f r o m  a n y  p a r t  o f  t h e  G le b e  L a n d s  
&  in  t h e  H e a r t  o f  M r  T h o m p s o n ’s  L a n d s  a n d  M r  T h o m p s o n  is  w i l l in g  to  e x c h a n g e  a n  E q u a l  
p a r t  o f  h i s  L a n d s  m o r e  c o n t ig u o u s  to  th e  G l e b e  L a n d s  in  l ie u  o f  t h e  p a r t  s o  d e t a c h e d  &  
s u r r o u n d e d  b y  h i s  la n d s .

C o u n s e l  is  r e q u e s t e d  to  A d v i s e  H o w  t h e  M a t t e r s  a b o v e  s t a te d  a r e  to  b e  c a r r i e d  i n to  e f f e c t  
-  A n d  H o w  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  I n t e r e s t s  o f  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  K i l l a l l a  &  M r  T h o m p s o n  a r e  t o  b e  
a s c e r t a in e d  -  i n  p o i n t  o f  t h e  V a lu e ,  o r  o t h e r w is e  -  w i th  h i s  p a r t i c u la r  d i r e c t io n s  u p o n  th e  
W h o le .

Glebe augmentation in the parish of Clongill County Meath, 1802

[A different hand continues with the following]:
C o p y  O p i n i o n
I  h a v e  r e a d  th i s  C a s e  -  A n d  t h i n k  M r  T h o m p s o n  m a y  e i t h e r  S u r r e n d e r  h is  I n t e r e s t ,  in  t h a t  p a r t  
o f  h i s  F a r m  i n t e n d e d  f o r  t h e  G l e b e  t o  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  K i l la l la ,  w h o  m a y  t h e n  D e m i s e ,  e i t h e r  in  
t h e  F e e  F a r m ,  o r  f o r  L iv e s  R e n e w a b le  f o r  E v e r ,  o n  s u c h  T e r m s  a s  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  M e a t h  m a y  
t h in k  r e a s o n a b le  a s  T r u s t e e ,  u n d e r  B i s h o p  E v a n s  W il l :  o r  M r  T h o m p s o n  m a y  D e m i s e  b a c k  to  
t h e  B i s h o p  o f  K i l la l la ,  t h a t  p a r t  o f  h i s  F a r m  i n t e n d e d  f o r  t h e  G le b e  o f  C lo n g i l l ,  a n d  t h e n  h e  
a n d  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  M e a th  m a y  a g r e e  o n  t h e  T e r m s .-  A s  to  t h e  E x c h a n g e ,  a s  t h e  p a r t  i n t e n d e d  to  
b e  e x c h a n g e d  is  s o  s m a l l  a s  o n e  A c re , I  t h i n k  a l l  t h e  F o r m a l i t i e s  r e q u i r e d  b y  t h e  2 nd A n n  C h a p  
1 0  n e e d  n o t  b e  p u r s u e d .  I  t h i n k  t h e  u s u a l  D e e d s  o f  E x c h a n g e  e n te r e d  in to  b e tw e e n  M r  
T h o m p s o n ,  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  K i ld a r e  a n d  t h e  R e c t o r  o f  C l o n g i l l  w i l l  a n s w e r  w h ic h .

D e e d  o f  E x c h a n g e  m u s t  b e  a p p r o v e d  b y  t h e  B i s h o p  o f  t h e  D i o c e s e  w i th  h i s  D e a n  a n d  
C h a p te r  u n d e r  t h e i r  C o m m o n  S e a l .

G e r ’d . O  F a n re ll .
9 th J u n e  1 8 0 2 .
H a r c o u r t  S t r e e t ,1

1 ‘C lo n g il l :  M r  N o b l e ’s  c a s e ,  a s  t o  a  t r e a ty  f o r  a u g m e n t i n g  t h e  g l e b e - l a n d s  o f  t h e  p a r i s h  o f  C l o n g i l l ’, 9  J u n e  
1 8 0 2  ( R C .B . ,  M S  D 7 /1 0 /1 3 /1 ) .

329



Appendix 3.5

Glebe lands in Church o f  Ireland livings o f  the diocese o f  M eath, 1807-261
L iv in g P a r i s h A c re s R o o d s P e r c h e s

A g h e r A g h e r 7 0 0
A lm o r i t i a A lm o r i t i a 2 8 0 0

P i e r c e t o w n 1 2 0 0
A rd a g ii E n n i s k e e n 1 0 0 0
A r d b r a c c a n A r d b r a c c a n 3 7 0 0
A r d n u r c h e r A r d n u r c h e r 5 5 0 0

K i lc o m r a g h 1 0 3 0 0
K i lm a n a g h a n 5 2 0 0

A s s e y ,  B a ls o o n ,  K i l l a g h  & K i l l a g h 13 0 0
C l o n a m e y A s s e y 2 0 0
A th b o y A th b o y 9 2 6

G ir le y 1 2 0
A lh lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s A t h lo n e 8 0 0
B a l ly g a r th B a l ly g a r th 3 0 0
B a l l y l o u g h l o e B a l l y l o u g h l o e 31 0 0

D r u m r a n n y 3 0 0 0
B a l ly  m a g la s s o n B a l l y m a g la s s o n 2 0 0 0
B a l ly m o r e B a l ly m o r e 3 0 0 0
B a l r o d d a n R a d d o n s t o w n 0 2 0
B e n o w e n n .a . n .a . n .a . n .a .
C a s t l e j o r d a n  &  B a l l y b o g g a n n .a . 0 0 0
C a s t l e l o s t C a s t l e lo s t 2 2 0 0
C a s t l e p o l la r d C a s t l e p o l la r d 2 0 0 0

F a u g h y 4 0 0
M a v n e 3 0 0

C a s t l e r ic k a r d C a s t l e r ic k a r d 1 0 0 0
C h u r c h t o w n C h u r c h t o w n 1 4 0 0
C lo n a r d C lo n a r d 4 0 0 0
C l o n f a d  &  K i lb r id e  V e s to n C lo n f a d f o r a n 2 0 0 0
C lo n g i l l C lo n g i l l 1 9 2 3 0
C l o n m a c n o i s e n .a . 5 0 0 0
C o lp e K i l s h a r v a n 3 0 0

M o m i n g to n 7 0 0
D e lv i n D e lv in 1 4 2 0

D o n a g h p a t r i c k D o n a g h p a t r i c k 1 8 0 0
K i lb e r r v 6 1 3 7

D r a k e s to w n D r a k e s to w n 5 0 14
K n o u g h 3 0 3 0
K i lp a t r i c k 6 0 2 3

D r o g h e d a ,  S t  M a r y 's n .a . 0 0 0
D r u m c o n r a t h D r u m c o n r a t h 9 1 2 6
D r u m c r e e D r u m c r e e 3 6 1 15

1 E cc le sia s tica l report, 1806, p p  4 6 - 7 5 ,  H .C , 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v : V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  2 - 1 0 5 ;  A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  
v is i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6 .
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( c o n t in u e d )  L iv in g P a r i s h A c re s R o o d s P e r c h e s

D u l e e k D u l e e k 0 2 0
C lo n a lv e y 21 0 0
S ta m u l l in 3 0 0
D o w th 3 0 0 0

D u n b o y n e D u n b o y n e 1 6 0 0
D u n s h a u g h l in R a th r e g a n 2 3 0 0
D u r r o w D u r r o w 2 5 0 0
D y s a r t D y s a r t 1 2 0 0
E n n i s k e e n E n n i s k e e n 3 5 0 0
F i r c a l l K i l l a g h e y 6 4 1 1 3 2

R a h  a n 4 5 1 0
B a l l y b o y 3 3 9 1 1 0
E g l i s h / D m m c u l l i n 2 9 2 3 3 4

F o r g n e y n .a . 0 0 0
G a l le n G a l l e n 1 3 7 0 0
G a l  t r im G a lt r im 6 0 0

C o lm o ly n 9 0 0
G r a n g e g e e th  &  M o n k n e w t o w n n .a . n .a . n .a . n .a .
I n n i s h m o t n .a . 0 0 0
J u l ia n s to w n J u l i a n s t o w n 1 9 2 15

M o o r e c h u r c h 4 0 2 5
A r d c a th 2 7 0 3
T y m o o le 6 1 2 5

K e l l s K e l l s 8 8 2 0 0
K e n ts t o w n K e n t s t o w n 4 0 0

D a n e s t o w n 1 2 0
B a l ly m a g a r v e y 4 2 0

K i lb e g g a n K i lb e g g a n 21 2 2 5
K i lb ix y K i lb ix y 2 0 0 0
K i lb r id e  P i la te  &  E n n i s c o f f e y E n n i s c o f f e y 2 0 0 0
K i lk e n n y  W e s t K i lk e n n y  W e s t 15 0 0
K i l l a l lo n K i l l a l lo n 3 6 0 0
K i l l i c o n n ig h a n K i l l o c o n n i g h a n 15 0 0
K i lm a i n h a m w o o d '1 K i lm a i n h a m w o o d 0 0 0
K i lm e s s a n K i lm e s s a n 1 2 0 0
K i l s h i n e K i l s h i n e 1 3 0 0
K i ls k y r e K i ls k y r e 2 2 0 0
K i lm o o n  &  L e c k n o K i lm o o n 3 6 0 0

P i e r c e t o w n 7 0 0
K i lm o r e K i lm o r e 1 2 1 9
K i n n e g a d K i n n e g a d 3 0 0 0
K n o c k m a r k 3 ‘a  s m a l l  p o r t i o n ’ n .a . n .a . n .a .
L a r a c o r L a r a c o r 21 0 0

2 In  1 8 1 8  O ’B e i m e  s ta te d  t h e  w a n t  o f  g l e b e  la n d  in  th e  p a r is h  o f  K i lm a i n h a m w o o d  w a s  d u e  t o  t h e  l a n d s  o f  
t h e  la te  L o r d  B e a u l i e u  h a d  f a l l e n  t o  a  P a p is t  w h o  r e f u s e d  u n d e r  a n y  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  to  g if t ,  s e l l  o r  r e n t  to  th e  
e s t a b l i s h e d  c h u r c h .  T h is  a c c o u n ts  f o r  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  a c c o r d i n g  t o  h i s  s t a t e m e n t  o f  1 8 0 7  2 0 a  o f  g l e b e  w e r e  
p r o m is e d  b u t  t h e  la n d s  w e r e  n e v e r  s e c u r e d .  S e e  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 4  &  Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p. 4 7 , 
H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v i.
3 Ecclesiastical report, 1806, p . 5 7 , H .C .  1 8 0 7  ( 7 8 ) ,  v .  T h e r e  w a s  n o  o t h e r  m e n t i o n  o f  g l e b e  la n d  f o r  t h e  
l iv in g  u n t i l  L e w i s ’s s ta te m e n t  in  1 8 3 7 ,  w h e r e  2 1 a  a t  K n o c k m a r k  a n d  5 a  a t  C u lm u l l in  w e r e  g iv e n .  S e e  
L e w is ,  A topographical dictionary, i, p p  2 3 9 - 4 0 .
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( c o n t in u e d )  L iv in g P a r i s h A c re s R o o d s P e r c h e s

L e n e y B a l l in a l e c k 2 2 0 0
L o u g h c r e w 4 L o u g h c r e w 2 0 0 0
M o v g la r e M o y g la r e 4 3 0
M o y l i s k e r L y n n 2 0 0 0
M o y m e t5 M o y m e t 10 0 ‘a  f e w  

p e r c h e s ’
M o y n a l t y M o y n a l t y 13 0 0
M u l l in g a r M u l l in g a r 1 3 0
M u lt i f a r n h a m ,  S to n e h a l l  & M u lt i f a r n h a m 3 0 0
T a g h m o n S to n e h a l l 11 2 0

T a g h m o n 4 0 0 0
N a v a n N a v a n 9 2 0

D o n o g h m o r e 0 2 0
N e w to w n K i lb e g 1 6 0 0
N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h N e w to w n 4 0 0 0
N o b b e r N o b b e r 4 0 0 0
O l d c a s t l e O ld c a s t l e 7 0 0

K i lb r id e 2 9 0 0
P a in e s to w n P a in e s to w n 21 2 0

A r d m u lc h a n 2 0 0
P o r t l o m a n  &  P o r tn a s h a n g a n P o r tn a s h a n g a n 3 0 0
R a th b e g g a n 0 n .a . n .a . n .a . n .a .
R a th c o n n e l l R a th c o n n e l l 2 4 1 0
R a th c o n r a th R a th c o n r a th 2 2 0 0
R a th c o r e R a th c o r e 4 7 2 0
R a th k e n n y R a th k e n n y 1 0 0
R a th m o ly o n R a th m o ly o n 3 6 0 0
R a th w ir e  a l ia s  K i l lu c a n K i l l u c a n 4 0 0 0
R a to a t h R a to a t h 6 0 0
R e y n a g h R e y n a g h 9 4 0 0
S k i y n e S k r y n e 2 4 0 0
S la n e S la n e 1 2 0 0
S ta c k a l l e n S ta c k a l l e n 9 0 0

G e r n o n s to w n 1 2 0 0
S y d d a n S y d d a n 2 0 0 0

K i l l a r v e y 4 0 0
M i tc h e l s t o w n 4 3 0
S ta h a lm o c k 9 0 0
C r u ic e s to w n 2 4 0 0

T a r a T a r a 8 3 15
K i l l e e n 5 2 0 0

T r im T r im 1 8 5 2 0
T r y v e t  &  K i lb r e w K i lb r e w 11 1 7
T u l l a m o r e  a l ia s  K i lb r id e T u l l a m o r e 4 2 0

4 T h e  2 0 a  a t  L o u g h c r e w  a p p e a r e d  t o  h a v e  b e e n  in  u s e  b y  t h e  in c u m b e n t ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  N a p ie r  e s ta te  w a s  in  
m in o r i ty .  T h e  p a p e r s  c o n c e r n in g  t h e  g l e b e  w e r e  c o m p le t e d  a t  s o m e  d a te  b e tw e e n  1 8 0 7  a n d  1 8 1 8 . S e e  
V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p .  5 8 .
5 V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  4 3 -4 4 . .
6 T h e  f i r s t  m e n t i o n  o f  a  7 ‘/ 2a  g l e b e  a t  R a th b e g g a n  w a s  m a d e  in  L e w i s ’s A  to p o g ra p h ica l d ic tion ary ,  i i, p. 
4 8 9 .
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( c o n t in u e d )  L iv in g P a r is h A c re s R o o d s P e r c h e s

V a s t in a  a l ia s  C a s t l e to w n  K i n d e l l a n V a s t in a 1 5 0 0
W h e r r y n .a . 3 9 4 0 0
T o ta l 5 ,0 1 3 3 21

S o u rc e :  E x c e p t  w h e r e  o th e r w is e  f o o tn o te d  t h e  in f o r m a t io n  in  th is  t a b le  is  t a k e n  f ro m  E cclesia s tica l report, 
1806, p p  4 6 - 7 5 ,  H .C . 1 8 0 7  (7 8 ) ,  v: V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  2 - 1 0 5 ;  A r c h ié p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 2 6
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Appendix 3.6
Board of First Fruits: loans & gifts advanced for building glebe houses in the diocese of

Meath, 1804-21
Y e a r P a r is h I n c u m b e n t  to  

w h o m  th e  
m o n i e s  w e r e  
p a id

L o a n
£

G r a n t
£

A n n u a l
v a lu e

£

1 8 0 4 K i lb e g g a n W  M a r s h a l l 0 1 0 0 n .a .
1 8 0 9 B a l ly lo u g h lo e T h o m a s  E n g l i s h 6 7 5 1 0 0 5 5 0
1 8 0 9 K i l lu c a n H  W y n n e 0 1 0 0 n .a .
1 8 1 0 C a s t l e lo s t S a m u e l  L u c a s 4 0 0 4 0 0 2 6 0
1 8 1 0 D r o g h e d a C h a s .  C r a w f o r d 1 5 0 4 5 0 1 0 0
1 8 1 0 S la n e T h o s  B r o w n r i g g 5 0 0 1 0 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 0 P a in e s to w n B r i n s l e y  N i x o n 6 2 5 1 0 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 1 D r u m r a n v J . A l e x a n d e r 5 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 1 C lo n fa d fo ra n H e m s w o r th

U s s h e r
3 0 0 4 0 0 1 5 0

1 8 1 1 C lo n g i l l T h o m a s  S u t to n 3 5 0 4 0 0 1 7 5
1 8 1 2 M a y n e R i c h d .  V a v a s o u r 5 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 2 D u r r o w E d w a r d  P e p p e r 5 0 4 5 0 4 0
1 8 1 2 K i l l a l lo n G .L .  G r e s s o n 7 5 0 1 0 0 5 0 0
1 8 1 2 A th lo n e J .W . S te r l in g 5 0 0 1 0 0 3 3 0
1 8 1 2 C la r a S . G r e s s o n 5 0 4 5 0 8 0
1 8 1 2 J u l ia n s to w n R o b e r t  S h a n le y 4 0 0 4 0 0 2 0 0
1 8 1 2 M u l l in g a r T  R o b i n s o n 6 7 5 1 0 0 4 7 8
1 8 1 2 T is s a u r a n H  M a h o n 0 1 0 0 n .a .
1 8 1 3 B a l ly m o r e E d w d .  D o n o v a n 5 0 4 5 0 1 1 2
1 8 1 3 A g h e r J . K e l l e t t 1 6 8 4 5 0 8 4
1 8 1 3 K i lk e n n y  W e s t W i l l i a m  B r y o n 5 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 3 M o y m e t G e o r g e  A l le y 4 0 0 4 0 0 2 0 0
1 8 1 3 L a r a c o r B l a n e y  I r w in e 5 5 0 2 0 0 3 5 0
1 8 1 3 M o y l i s k e r M e a d e  D e n n i s 5 0 0 2 0 0 3 8 0
1 8 1 3 D o n a g h p a t r i c k G e o .  O ’C o n n o r 6 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 1 3 N e w to w n W . S h i e l d s 6 5 0 1 0 0 5 0 0
1 8 1 3 T a g h m o n B o n d  H a l l 3 0 0 4 0 0 1 5 0
1 8 1 3 R a to a t h L .K . C o n y n g h a m 9 0 0 1 0 0 6 0 0
1 8 1 3 V a s t i n a T . R o b i n s o n 9 0 0 1 0 0 6 0 0
1 8 1 3 N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h H . R o c h f o r t 4 5 0 3 5 0 2 6 0
1 8 1 3 R a th c o n n e l l F .P .  W in te r 2 3 2 4 0 0 1 1 6
1 8 1 3 K i lm o r e W . G o r m a n 5 0 0 2 5 0 3 1 5
1 8 1 4 S k r y n e S t e p h e n  R a t c l i f f 9 0 0 1 0 0 6 0 0
1 8 1 4 K i l l e a g h T h o s .  O ’R o u r k e 5 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 4 D u n b o y n e R . H a m i l t o n 5 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 1 4 O l d c a s t l e T .F .  K n i p e 5 0 0 3 0 0 2 5 0
1 8 1 4 K e n ts t o w n J o h n  T o le r 6 2 5 1 0 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 4 C h u r c h to w n R o g e r  F o r d 2 1 0 4 0 0 1 0 5
1 8 1 4 T a r a W .H . I r v in e 7 5 0 1 0 0 5 0 0
1 8 1 4 T u l l a m o r e P .  G o u ld s b u r y 4 5 0 3 5 0 2 2 0
1 8 1 4 R a th m o ly o n C  B e n n i n g 0 1 0 0 n .a .
1 8 1 5 G a l t r im J o h n  L o w 3 0 0 4 0 0 1 5 0
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Y e a r
( c o n t . , )

P a r is h I n c u m b e n t  to  
w h o m  t h e  
m o n i e s  w e r e  
p a id

L o a n
£

G r a n t
£

A n n u a l
v a lu e

£

1 8 1 5 S ta c k a l le n G e o r g e  H a r d m a n 6 5 0 1 0 0 5 0 0
1 8 1 5 D e lv in H . F i tz g e r a l d 3 2 0 4 0 0 1 6 0
1 8 1 5 M o y g la r e T h o m a s  J o n e s 3 9 0 4 0 0 1 9 5
1 8 1 5 K n o c k m a r k W i l l i a m  L id d ia r d 6 7 5 1 0 0 4 5 0
1 8 1 6 K i lb i x y J o h n  J e p h s o n 5 0 4 5 0 2 2
1 8 1 6 A r d n u r c h e r H . U s h e r 1 ,1 5 0 1 0 0 7 9 8
1 8 1 7 S to n e h a l l R .  L o c k w o o d 5 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 7 L e n e v D a n ie l  W a r d 3 7  1 0 s 3 3 7  1 0 s n .a .
1 8 1 8 T r y v i t t /K i lb r e w B i g o e  H e n z e l l 5 0 0 3 0 0 2 8 9
1 8 1 8 A th b o y R o b e r t  T r o m s o n 1 ,0 5 0 1 0 0 7 0 0
1 8 1 8 F e r b a n e H . F i tz g e r a l d 5 0 4 5 0 n .a .
1 8 1 9 R a h a n F . E n n i s 5 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 9 R a th c o n r a th F .A . P o t t e r 4 5 0 3 5 0 2 9 2
1 8 1 9 R a th b e g g a n J. M a th e w s 1 0 0 4 5 0 6 0
1 8 1 9 K i lc le a g h A , R o l l e s t o n 5 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0
1 8 2 0 B a l ly m a g la s s o n W . G o r m a n 6 0 0 2 0 0 4 3 0
1 8 2 0 D u n s h a u g h l in G .L . I r v in e 5 6 2  1 0 s 1 0 0 3 5 0
1 8 2 0 D r a k e s to w n R . L o n g f ie ld 9 0 0 0 8 0 0
1 8 2 0 K i lb r id e  P i la te J o h n  H a le s 1 5 0 3 3 7 1 0 s 1 0 0
1 8 2 1 A lm o r i t ia J a m e s  H a m i l to n 6 0 0 2 0 0 4 0 0
1 8 2 1 L o u g h c r e w R .B . V i n c e n t 1 ,2 7 5 1 0 0 8 5 0
1 8 2 1 A r d a g h J  M c C a u s la n d 3 7  1 0 s 3 3 7  1 0 s n .a .
1 8 2 2 K i l lo c o n e g a n J o s e p h  G r e e n 5 0 4 5 0 1 0 0
n .a . C o lp e n .a . n .a . n .a . n .a .
n .a . K i l l o u g h y n .a . n .a . n .a . n .a .

S o u r c e :  F irs t F ruits returns, 1 8 0 1 -22 ,  p p  1 8 - 1 9 , H .C . 1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) , x v i ,  1 0 2 -1 0 3 .

Note: Annual value was the sum a living was deemed to be worth, a percentage of which was due 
to the First Fruits
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Appendix 4.1 
Bishop Thomas Lewis O’Beime: memorial tablet

N e a r  t h i s  P l a c e  a r e  i n te r r e d  t h e  M o r ta l  R e m a i n s  o f  

T h e  M o s t  R e v e r e n d  a n d  R i g h t  H o n o r a b l e  

T H O M A S  L E W I S  O ’B E I R N E , D .D .,

L o r d  B i s h o p  o f  M e a th ,

T h e  C h i e f  O b j e c t s  o f  w h o s e  L i f e  w e r e  

T o  p r o m o te  H a p p i n e s s  i n  h i s  F a m i ly  b y  A f f e c t io n  a n d  

B e n e v o l e n c e ,

A n d  t o  d i f f u s e  P i e t y  a n d  H o l i n e s s  t h r o u g h  h i s  D i o c e s e ,

B y  g u i d i n g  a n d  d i r e c t in g  h i s  P a r o c h ia l  C le r g y  

In  t h e  P e r f o r m a n c e  o f  t h e  A w fu l  D u t ie s  

I n c u m b e n t  o n  t h e m  a s  M i n i s t e r s  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  C h u r c h .

D u r in g  t h e  2 5  Y e a r s  t h a t  h e  p r e s i d e d  o v e r  t h i s  S e e  

T h e r e  w e r e  e r e c te d  i n  i t  

7 2  G l e b e  H o u s e s  a n d  5 7  C h u r c h e s  

H e  d i e d  F e b r u a r y  1 7 th, 1 8 2 3 ,

A g e d  7 6  Y e a rs .

Note: Removed from St Ultan’s, Ardbraccan and erected at St Patrick’s Trim
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Appendix 4.2
Procedures to be followed during the consecration and dedication of churches

‘T h e  b i s h o p  is  to  b e  r e c e iv e d  a t  t h e  w e s t  d o o r ,  o r  a t  s o m e  o t h e r  p a r t  o f  th e  c h u r c h ,  o r  c h u r c h y a r d ,  w h i c h  is  
m o s t  c o n v e n i e n t  f o r  h is  e n t r a n c e ,  b y  s o m e  o f  t h e  p r in c ip a l  i n h a b i ta n ts .  I f  t h e  c h u r c h  t o  b e  c o n s e c r a te d  b e  a  
n e w  c h u r c h  b u i l t  in  a n  o ld  p a r is h ,  t h e n  to  b e  m e t  b y  th e  m in is t e r  o f  t h e  p l a c e ,  t h e  C h u r c h - w a r d e n s ,  a n d  
s o m e  o f  t h e  p r in c ip a l  i n h a b ita n ts .

A t t h e  p l a c e  w h e r e  th e  b i s h o p  is  r e c e iv e d ,  a  p e t i t i o n  is  to  b e  d e l i v e r e d  to  h i m  b y  s o m e  o f  t h e  p e r s o n s  w h o  
r e c e iv e  h im ,  p r a y in g  t h a t  h e  w i l l  c o n s e c r a t e  t h e  c h u r c h .  T h e  p e t i t i o n  is  to  b e  r e a d  b y  t h e  r e g is t e r  [s ic ]

T h e  b i s h o p ,  h is  c h a p la in s ,  t h e  p r e a c h e r ,  a n d  t h e  m in i s t e r  w h o  is  to  r e a d  d i v i n e  s e r v ic e ,  t o g e th e r  w i th  t h e  
re s t  o f  t h e  c le rg y ,  i f  a n y  o t h e r  b e  p r e s e n t ,  e n t e r  t h e  c h u r c h  a n d  r e p a i r  t o  t h e  v e s t r y ,  o r  ( i f  t h e r e  b e  n o  v e s t r y )  
t o  s o m e  c o n v e n i e n t  p a r t  o f  t h e  c h u r c h ,  w h e r e  a s  m a n y  a s  a r e  t o  o f f ic ia te  p u t  o n  t h e i r  s e v e r a l  h a b i ts ;  d u r in g  
w h ic h  t im e  t h e  p a r i s h io n e r s  a r e  to  r e p a i r  t o  t h e i r  s e a ts ,  a n d  th e  m id d le  a i s le  i s  t o  b e  k e p t  c le a r .

A s  s o o n  a s  t h e  c h u r c h  is q u ie t ,  t h e  b i s h o p  a n d  h is  c h a p la in s ,  w i th  t h e  p r e a c h e r  a n d  t h e  m in i s t e r  w h o  is  to  
o f f ic ia te ,  a n d  th e  r e s t  o f  t h e  c le rg y ,  i f  a n y  o t h e r  b e  p r e s e n t ,  r e tu r n  t o  t h e  w e s t  d o o r ,  a n d  g o  u p  t h e  a i s l e  to  
th e  c o m m u n i o n  ta b le ,  r e p e a t in g  t h e  tw e n t y - f o u r t h  p s a lm  a l t e r n a t e l y  a s  t h e y  g o  u p ,  t h e  b i s h o p  o n e  v e r s e ,  a n d  
t h e y  a n o th e r .  T h e  b i s h o p  a n d  h i s  c h a p la in s  g o  w i th in  th e  ra i l s ;  t h e  b i s h o p  to  t h e  n o r th  s id e ;  t h e  m in i s t e r  
o f f ic ia t in g  g o e s  to  t h e  r e a d in g  d e s k ,  a n d  t h e  p r e a c h e r  to  s o m e  c o n v e n i e n t  s e a t  n e a r  t h e  p u lp i t .

T h e  b i s h o p ,  s i t t i n g  in  h is  c h a i r ,  is  to  h a v e  t h e  in s t r u m e n t  o r  i n s t r u m e n t s  o f  d o n a t io n  a n d  e n d o w m e n t  
p r e s e n te d  to  h im  b y  t h e  f o u n d e r ,  o r  s o m e  s u b s t i tu t e ;  w h ic h  h e  la y s  u p o n  t h e  c o m m u n i o n  ta b le .

T h e  p r e s e n ta t i o n  o f  s u c h  a n  i n s t r u m e n t  i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  n o t  n e e d f u l  i f  i t  b e  i n  a  n e w  c h u r c h  in  a n  o l d  p a r is h .  
A f te r  t h e  s p e c ia l  p r a y e r s  a p p o i n t e d  t o  b e  r e a d  b y  t h e  b i s h o p  f o r  t h e  c o m m e n c e m e n t  o f  t h i s  s e r v ic e ,  a n d  
im m e d ia t e ly  b e f o r e  t h e  s e r v ic e  o f  t h e  d a y  b e g in s ,  t h e  s e n te n c e  o f  c o n s e c r a t i o n  is  t o  b e  r e a d  b y  t h e  
c h a n c e l lo r ,  a n d  t h e  b i s h o p  s i t t i n g  in  h i s  c h a i r  d u r in g  th e  r e a d in g  th e r e o f ;  i t  is  t h e n  to  b e  s ig n e d  b y  t h e  
b i s h o p ,  a n d  b y  h im  o r d e r e d  to  b e  r e g i s t e r e d ,  a n d  t h e n  la id  o n  t h e  c o m m u n i o n  ta b le .  T h e  s e r v ic e  t h e n  
p r o c e e d s ;  a n d  t h e  s e r m o n  b e in g  e n d e d  a n d  a ll  w h o  d o  n o t  r e c e iv e  t h e  H o l y  C o m m u n i o n  r e tu r n e d ,  a n d  t h e  
d o o r  s h u t ,  t h e  b i s h o p  p r o c e e d s  in t h e  c o m m u n i o n  s e r v ic e ,  a n d  h e  a n d  t h e  c le r g y  h a v in g  m a d e  t h e i r  
o b la t io n s ,  t h e  C h u r c h - w a r d e n s  c o l l e c t  t h e  o f f e r in g s  o f  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  c o n g r e g a t i o n ’.1

1 F in la y ,  The office & du ties,  p p  1 6 2 -4 .
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Appendix 4.3
Document of consecration: St Cormac’s, Ballyboy, 11 October 1824

I n  t h e  N a m e  o f  G o d ,  A m e n .  W h e r e a s  a  C h u r c h  h a th  b e e n  e r e c t e d  o u t  o f  t h e  fu n d s  o f  t h e  f i r s t  
f ru its  o n  th e  S i te  o f  t h e  o ld  C h u r c h  in  th e  P a r i s h  o f  B a l l y b o y ,  i n  t h e  D i o c e s e  o f  M e a th ,  
c o n t a i n i n g  w i th in  t h e  w a l l s  t h e r e o f  S ix ty  f e e t  o r  t h e r e a b o u t s  f r o m  E a s t  t o  W e s t ,  a n d  in  
B r e a d th  f ro m  N o r th  t o  S o u th  T w e n ty  f iv e  f e e t  o r  t h e r e a b o u t s .  A n d  W h e r e a s  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  is  
n o w  a d o m e d  [? ] a n d  f u r n is h e d  w i th  a ll  t h in g s  d e c e n t  a n d  n e c e s s a r y  f o r  t h e  W o r s h ip  o f  G o d . 
A n d  w h e r e a s  t h e  M i n i s t e r ,  C h u r c h w a r d e n s  a n d  P a r i s h io n e r s  o f  t h e  s a id  p a r i s h  h a v e  h u m b ly  
r e q u e s te d  o f  u s  to  s e p a r a t e  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  f ro m  a ll  C o m m o n  a n d  p r o f a n e  u s e ,  t h e r e f o r e  
N a th a n ie l ,  b y  d i v i n e  p r o v i d e n c e  L o r d  B i s h o p  o f  M e a t h  [is ]  w i l l in g  to  C o m p ly  w i th  t h e i r  p io u s  
a n d  r e l ig io u s  i n te n t io n  in  t h i s  B e h a l f  a n d  p r o c e e d in g  t h e  C o n s e c r a t i o n  o f  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  to  
t h e  W o r s h ip  o f  G o d  a b o v e  a n d  t h e  C e le b r a t i o n  o f  D i v in e  S e r v i c e  a n d  w e  G ra n t ,  W il l  a n d  
O r d a in  t h a t  f ro m  h e n c e f o r th  f o r e v e r  p u b l i c  p r a y e r s  b e  O p e n ly  r e a d  in  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  
A c c o r d in g  to  t h e  L i t u r g y  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  C h u r c h  o f  E n g l a n d  a n d  I r e la n d  a s  b y  L a w  E s ta b l i s h e d .  
T h e  W o r d  o f  G o d  s in c e r e l y  p r o p o u n d e d  a n d  p r e a c h e d  t h e  S a c r a m e n t s  A d m in i s t e r e d  a n d  th a t  
a l l  o t h e r  m a t te r s  b e  d o n e  a n d  p e r f o r m e d  W h ic h  b y  th e  L a w s  o f  G o d  a n d  C a n o n s ,  a n d  
C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  U n i t e d  C h u r c h  o f  E n g l a n d  a n d  I r e la n d  c a n  o r  m a y  b e  d o n e  t o w a r d s  d iv in e  
W o r s h ip  t o  th e  G lo r y  o f  G o d  a n d  t h e  i n c r e a s e  a n d  p r o s p e r i t y  o f  t h e  C h u r c h  A n d  w e  d o  o rd a in ,  
d e c r e e  a n d  d e c l a r e  t h a t  t h e  s a id  c h u r c h  s h a l l  a n d  o u g h t  to  b e  t h e  P a r i s h  C h u r c h  t o  a n d  f o r  t h e  
u s e  o f  t h e  P a r i s h io n e r s  o f  t h e  P a r i s h  o f  B a l l y b o y  f o r e v e r  h e r e a f t e r  a n d  th a t  i t  s h a l l  h a v e  a n d  
e n jo y ,  A n d  w e  a c c o r d i n g l y  d o  a s  f a r  a s  in  U s  l ie  a n d  b y  L a w .  W e  a r e  e n a b le d  b y  t h e s e  
p r e s e n t  [? ] C o n f i r m  a n d  E s ta b l i s h  t h e  s a m e  to  a l l  i n te n t s  a n d  p u r p o s e s  in  A l l  a n d  S in g u la r  t h e  
p r iv i l e g e s  a c c u s to m e d  in  s u c h  C h u r c h  a s  C o m p e t e n t  t o  a n y  P a r i s h  C h u r c h  f o u n d e d  o f  o ld  
w i th in  o u r  D i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h  a n d  w e  d o  a l s o  C o n s e c r a te  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  to  t h e  h o n o r  o f  G o d  
a n d  to  h o ly  u s e ,  b y  t h e  N a m e  o f  t h e  P a r i s h  C h u r c h  o f  B a l ly b o y .  A n d  w e  p r o n o u n c e ,  d e c r e e  
a n d  d e c la r e  t h a t  t h e  s a m e  h a th  b e e n  a n d  is  s o  C o n s e c r a te d  a n d  t h a t  i t  o u g h t  to  r e m a in  s o  to  
f u tu r e  t im e .  N e v e r th e le s s ,  W e  a lw a y s  r e s e r v e  to  o u r s e l v e s  a n d  o u r  S u c c e s s o r s ,  B i s h o p s  o f  
M e a th ,  t h e  P o w e r  o f  V i s i t i n g  t h e  s a id  C h u r c h  w h e n  w e  o r  t h e y  s h a l l  t h in k  i t  o u r  O f f ic e  to  d o  
s o  in  O r d e r  t h a t  w e  m a y  s e e  t h a t  t h e  s a m e  b e  t a k e n  c a r e  o f  w i th  r e p a i r s  a n d  o r n a m e n te d  a n d  
t h a t  a l l  t h in g s  b e  O b s e r v e d  t h e r e i n  C a n o n ic a l ly  a n d  o r d e r l y  A l l  a n d  S in g u la r  w h ic h  m a t te r s  
w e  r e s e r v e  -  B u t  a s  t o  t h e  r e s t  o f  t h e  p r e m is e s ,  W e  d e c r e e  a n d  C o n f i r m  t h e  s a m e  f o r  u s  a n d  
o u r  S u c c e s s o r s ,  B i s h o p s  o f  M e a t h  a s  m u c h  a s  in  U s  l ie  b y  L a w  w e  c a n . I n  T e s t im o n y  
W h e r e o f  w e  h a v e  c a u s e d  a n  E p i s c o p a l  S e a l  t o  b e  h e r e u n t o  a f f ix e d  t h i s  1 1 1,1 d a y  o f  O c to b e r  in  
t h e  Y e a r  o f  O u r  L o r d  O n e  th o u s a n d ,  E ig h t  h u n d r e d  a n d  t w e n t y - f o u r .1

S ig n e d  b y : N a th  M e a t h  G e o  B r a b a z o n

1 P a r c h m e n t  o f  c o n s e c r a t i o n  f o r  t h e  c h u r c h  a t  B a l l y b o y  (R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 /1 0 /5 ) .
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Twenty additional churches now identified as having undergone considerable restructuring during the O ’Beime episcopate of the diocese of
Meath, 1798-1823

Appendix 5.1

C h u r c h Y e a r D e s c r i p t io n F u n d i n g
A r d n u r c h e r 1 8 1 8 C h u r c h  p u t  in  c o m p le t e  r e p a i r C e s s . 1

1 8 2 0 N e w  s t e e p le  a n d  s p ire . C e s s  a t  2VS>d p e r  a c r e .2
1 8 2 2 C o m p le t i o n  o f  s t e e p le  a n d  s p i r e ;  n e w  g a l le r y . £ 1 9 0  t o  b e  p a id  in  in s ta lm e n ts  t o  t h e  b u i l d e r  M r  

B o o t h  f r o m  f u tu r e  c e s s e s .3
A t h lo n e  S t  M a r y ’s 1 8 0 5 R e p a i r  o f  t h e  b e l f t y  a n d  s p i r e . C e s s  in c r e a s e d  b y  £ 1 0

1 8 0 6 R a is i n g  t h e  w a l l s  o f  t h e  c h u r c h . C e s s  i n c r e a d e d  b y  £ 4 .
1 8 0 7 C o p p e r i n g  o f  b e l f r y  a n d  s p i re . C e s s .
1 8 0 9 -1 3 R o o f  r e - s la te d ,  f l o o r in g  r e p la c e d ,  p o r c h ,  g a l l e r y  s ta ir s  &  r a i l  

r e p la c e d ,  c h u r c h  p a in t e d  ( th r e e  c o a t s ) ,  r e p a i r s  to  w h o le  o f  t h e  
c o r n ic e .

C e s s .

1 8 1 4 R e b u i l t  o n e  c h u r c h  w a ll ;  p e w s  o p e n e d  o n  o n e  s id e  o f  t h e  
c h u r c h .

C e s s  r a i s e d  t o  £ 5 6 .4

D r a k e s to w n 1 8 2 0 R e b u i l t L o a n  f ro m  B o a r d  o f  F i r s t  F r u i t s .3
D u n b o y n e 1 8 0 3 C h u r c h  s la te d . C e s s  o f  £ 3 6 .1 2 s  5d .

1 8 0 4 R a is i n g  t h e  w a ll s ,  n e w  r o o f in g ,  s l a t in g  &  p la s te r in g . C e s s  o f  lO d  p e r  a c re .
1 8 0 5 C o n t in u in g  1 8 0 4  w o rk s . C e s s  o f  £ 9 2 .
1 8 0 6 - 0 7 do. C e s s e s  o f  £ 1 1 8  &  £ 1 5 2 .
1 8 0 9 N e w  v e s t r y  ro o m . O v e r p lu s  o f  c e s s .
1 8 1 1 R e p a i r  s t e e p le  &  e r e c t i o n  o f  s p i re . C e s s  o f  £ 1 3 8 .

1 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  7 4 -7 5 .
2 H o r s e le a p  V .M .B . ,  4  A p r .  1 8 2 0  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 1 1 .5 .1 ,  p . 5).
3 I b id ,  2 3  M a y  1 8 2 2 ,  p .  6.
4 A t h lo n e  V .M .B . ,  1 6  A p r . 1 8 0 5 - 1 8  A p r i l  1 8 1 4  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 3 9 2 .2 8 .6 ,  p p  6 ,  2 1 - 2 2 , 2 5 ,  2 7 -2 8 ) .
5 A ccou n ts re la tin g  to  the church estab lish m en t o f  Ireland, 18 0 1 -18 22 , p . 1 1 , H .C .  1 8 2 3  ( 1 3 5  2 4 1 ) ,  x v i ,  9 5 . N o te ;  h o w  th e  lo a n  w a s  r e p a id  is  n o t  c e r t a in ,  t h o u g h  
l ik e ly  to  h a v e  b e e n  b y  p a r i s h  c e s s ;  R e v d .  W .A . R e y n e l l ’s  ‘C le r ic a l  p r o m o t i o n s  b y  t h e  c r o w n  in  M e a t h  d i o c e s e ’ ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 / 1 2 /1 .6 .4 ,  p . 2 0 ) .
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( c o n t in u e d )  D u n b o y n e 1 8 1 3
1 8 1 8

N e w  g a lle ry .
C h u r c h  p a in t e d  &  w h i te w a s h e d .

O v e r p lu s  o f  c e s s .  6 
C e s s .7

D u r r o w s 1 8 0 2 C h u r c h  p u t  i n  c o m p le t e  re p a ir . F i r s t  F r u i t s  l o a n  £ 5 0  &  g i f t  £ 4 5 0 . 8
G a l t r im 1 8 0 0 N e w  s te e p le . n .a .
K i lk e n n y  W e s t 1 8 0 9 R e p a i r s  t o  c h a n c e l . £ 6 8 .5 s ,  t h e  r e m i t  o f R e v .  B r y a n .

1 8 1 1 R e p a i r s  t o  c h u r c h  r o o f  &  w a l l ,  v e s t r y  r e p a i r s ,  n e w  p e w s ,  c h u r c h  
d a s h e d .

C e s s  £ 3 9 . 1 3 s 6 d .

1 8 1 2 P a r t ly  n e w  r o o f  t h e  c h u r c h . C e s s  £ 1 5 .5 s  VAd.
1 8 1 3 N e w  g a lle ry . C e s s .9

K i lm e s s a n c. 1 8 2 0 R e n o v a te d . n . a .10
K i lm o r e c. 1 8 1 8 P u t  in  c o m p le t e  re p a ir . n . a .11
K i l s k y r e 1 8 2 2 N e w  c h u r c h . A n n u a l  c e s s  t o  r e p a y  F i r s t  F r u i t s .12
L o u g h c r e w c . 1 8 1 8 N e w  r o o f  &  p u t  in  c o m p le t e  re p a ir . n . a .13
M o y g la r e 1 8 0 6 S la t e d  o n e  s id e  o f  r o o f  &  r e p la c e d  r a f te r s  o n  N  o f  ro o f ,  p o in t e d  

S  w a ll .
C e s s e s  £ 2 7 .3 s  6 d  &  £ 4 7 . 1 2 s  9 'Ad r e s p e c t iv e ly .

1 8 1 1 W a l l s  &  c e i l i n g  s t r ip p e d  &  r e p la s te r e d ,  w o r k s  d o n e  t o  v e s t r y  
ro o m .

C e s s e s  o f  £ 1 9 .4 s  5 d  &  £ 3 9 .1 8 s  8 'A d r e s p e c t iv e ly .

1 8 1 3 N e w  f lo o r ,  c h u r c h  d a s h e d ,  n e w  g a te . C e s s .14
N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h 1 8 0 2 C h u r c h  r e - s la te d . C e s s  5 d  p e r  a c re .

1 8 0 4 A ll p e w s  r e p la c e d . O ld  p e w s  a u c t io n e d  t o  p a r t  p a y ,  t h e  r e s t  b y  
s u b s c r i p t i o n  f ro m  o w n e r s  o f  n e w  p e w s .

1 8 0 8 C h u r c h  f u r th e r  r e p a i r e d  &  p a in te d . C e s s .
1 8 1 1 C h u r c h  f u r th e r  r e p a i r e d  &  a d d i t i o n a l  p e w s . C e s s  £ 1 0 9 .0 s  8 d .15

6 D u n b o y n e  V .M .B .,  1 2  A p r . 1 8 0 3 , 2 0  S e p t .  &  3 O c t. 1 8 0 4 ,5  J u n e  1 8 0 5 , 1 5  A p r . 1 8 0 6 & 7 A p r .  1 8 0 7 , 7  A p r . 1 8 0 9 ,2 3  A p r . 1 8 1 1 , 2 0  A p r . 1 8 1 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 
5 6 0 .5 .1 ,  u n p a g in a te d ) .
7 D u n b o y n e  V .M .B .,  2 4  M a r .  1 8 1 8  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 6 0 .5 .2 ,  u n p a g in a te d ) .
8 ( R .C .B .,  M S  D 7 / 1 4 7 ,  p . 7 8 ) ;  L e w is ,  A  topographical dictionary, i , p . 5 9 0 .
9 K i lk e n n y  W e s t  V .M .B .,  ( R C . B . , M S  P . 3 3 9 .1 .1 ,  p p  3 5 , 4 3 ^ 7 ,  5 1 ,  5 3 ) .
10 B u i l d i n g s  o f  I r e la n d  ( h t tp : / /b u i l d i n g s o f i r e ia n d . i e / n ih e / s e a r c h . i s p  ? tv p e = r e c o r d & c o u n tv = M E & r e g n o = l  4 3 2 9 0 1 3 ) (1 6  J u n e  2 0 0 9 ) .
11 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 3 2 .
12 K i l s k y r e  V .M .B . ,  (R .C .B .,  M S  P . 4 7 .5 .1 ,  p . 1 8 7 ) .
13 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 , p . 5 8 .
14M o y g l a r e  V .M .B . ,  7  A p r . &  1 4  O c t. 1 8 0 6 ,2 3  A p r . &  1 6 N o v .  1 8 1 1 , E a s t e r  1 8 1 3  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 5 8 .5 .1 ,  u n p a g in a te d ) .
15 N e w to w n  F e r tu l l a g h  V .M .B . ,  2 2  A p r . 1 8 0 2 , 2 A p r .  1 8 0 4 , 1 8 A p r .  1 8 0 8 , 2 2  A p r . 1 8 1 1  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 9 1 1 .5 .1 ,  p p  3 1 4 , 3 2 2 ,  3 3 6 , 3 3 8 ,3 4 1 ) ;  s e e  a ls o  V i s i t a t io n ,  
1 8 1 8  w h e r e  B i s h o p  O ’B e i m e  r e p o r t e d  t h e  c h u r c h  a s  h a v i n g  b e e n  r e b u i l t  d u r in g  t h e  in c u m b e n c y  o f  R e v .  J o h n  Y e a ts ,  1 8 0 5 - 1 1 ,  p . 9 1 .
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( c o n t in u e d )  C h u r c h Y e a r D e s c r i p t io n F u n d i n g
P a in e s to w n 1 8 2 3 N e w  g a l le r y ,  s t e e p le  r e p a i r e d  &  re - ro o fe d . A n n u a l  c e s s  £ 1 6  t o  r e p a y  F i r s t  F r u i t s  l o a n  o f  £ 4 0 0 . 10
R a th a s p e c k 1 8 2 0 C h u r c h  e n la r g e d  1 8 f t  a t  E  e n d . C e s s  t o  r e p a y  £ 2 0 0  F i r s t F r u i t s  l o a n .12
R a th c o n n e l l 1 8 0 1 C o m p le te  t h e  c h u r c h ,  m a k e  a  p a th  t o  i t  &  e n c l o s e  c h u r c h y a r d C e s s  2 d  p e r  a c r e

1 8 0 4 E x te n s i v e  r e p a i r s  &  c o p p e r i n g  o f  s te e p le . C e s s  £ 1 0 2 .4 s  7 d
1 8 1 1 N e c e s s a r y  r e p a i r s  t o  c h u rc h . C e s s  £ 2 3 .4 s  4 '/ 2d
1 8 1 5 I n te r n a l  a l t e r a t io n s ,  r e p a i r s  &  a d d i t io n s . C e s s  £ 3 0 .1 9 s  2 d  a t  1 d  p e r  a c r e
1 8 1 8 N e w  v e s t r y  ro o m , s tu d  E  &  W  w a l l s  o f  c h u r c h  &  r e p a i r  s t e e p le C e s s  £ 6 0 .6 s 18

R a th k e n n y 1 8 1 8 C h u r c h  p u t  i n to  c o m p le t e  re p a ir . n .a .19
S la n e 1 8 0 5 S a s h  w i n d o w s  &  n e w  E  w in d o w . C e s s .

1 8 0 6 N e w  s t e e p le  &  n e w  b e l l . S t e e p le  a t  e x p e n s e  o f  L o r d  C o n y n g h a m , b e l l  p a r t-  
p a id  b y  C o n y n g h a m  &  p a r t  b y  c e s s  o f  2 d  p e r  a c re .

1 8 0 8 N e w  g a l le r y ,  b o d y  o f  c h u r c h  a l t e r e d  &  re f i t te d . G a l l e r y  a t  e x p e n s e  o f  L o r d  C o n y n g h a m .  O t h e r  w o r k s
b y  c e s s .

1 8 0 9 R o o f  &  s t e e p le  r e p a i r e d ,  a l l  p e w s  r e p la c e d  w i th  s in g le  s e a ts . C e s s e s  o f  £ 2 6  &  £ 1 0 0  r e s p e c t iv e ly .
1 8 1 3 C h u r c h  r e p a i r e d ,  v e s t r y  r o o m  r e - r o o f e d ,  c h u r c h ,  v e s t r y  r o o m  &  

s t e e p le  d a s h e d .
P a r t  p a id  b y  R i g m a r t i n  [ R ig m a id e n ]  l e g a c y  &  p a r t  b y  
c e s s  o f  1 Od p e r  a c re .

1 8 1 7 S t e e p le  r e - lo f te d ,  n e w  w a te r - s p o u ts . C e s s  1 'Ad p e r  a c r e 20
S ta c k a l le n 1 8 1 5 C h u r c h  b u i l t ,  1 8 1 5 .21 n .a .
W h e r r y 1 8 1 8 N e w  s te e p le . B y  c e s s  &  s u b s c r i p t i o n .22

16 L o o s e  r e c e ip t s  &  i n v o i c e s  in  P a in e s to w n  &  A r d m u lc h a n  V .M .B . ,  1 8 2 4 - 1 8 2 5  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 8 6 5 .5 .2 ) ;  V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 8 -1 9 ;  L e w is ,  Topographical 
dictionary, ii, p. 4 5 4 .
17 R a th a s p e c k  V .M .B . ,  2 7  N o v .  1 8 2 0  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 5 9 9 .5 .1 ,  u n p a g in a t e d )
18 R a th c o n n e l l  V .M .B . ,  6  A p r . 1 8 0 1 ,1 5  A p r .  1 8 1 1 , 1 5  A p r . 1 8 1 5 ,  2 3  M a r .  1 8 1 8  ( R .C .B .,  M S  P . 2 4 0 .5 .1 ,  p p  1 1 ,4 6 ,  5 6 ,6 1 ) .
19 V i s i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 14 .
20 S la n e  V .M .B . ,  2 3  A p r . &  1 7  J u n e  1 8 0 5 ,  2 4  A p r  &  2 2  S e p t .  1 8 0 6 ,  8  F e b .  1 8 0 8 ,  4  A p r . &  3 0  O c t.  1 8 0 9 , 2 0  A p r . 1 8 1 3 ,  7  O c t. 1 8 1 7  (R _ C .B ., M S  P . 8 6 9 .5 .2 ,  p p  
5 5 ,  5 7 , 6 5 ,  6 7 ,  7 7 ,  8 6 ,  8 9 ,1 0 5 ,  1 2 9 ) .
21 H e a ly ,  History o f  the diocese, i i ,  p .  2 8 8 .
22 V is i t a t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p . 9 9 .
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Appendix 5.2
Church o f Ireland families in the diocese o f Meath, 1818

P a r is h N o . P a r i s h N o . P a r is h N o .
T u l l a m o r e  &  D u r ro w * * 2 3 4 C lo n f a d * 3 7 K i lm o o n * 11
A r d n u r c h e r  &  i ts  c h a p e l r ie s * 2 2 5 S ia n e * 3 7 T a ra * 11
F i r c a l l 1 8 9 C a s t l e jo r d a n * 3 4 A g h e r* 1 0
K e ll s * 1 8 5 K i lb ix y ,

P o r t l o m o n ,
P o r tn e s h a n g a n *

3 4 C l o n m a c n o i s e 1 0

A th lo n e ,  S t  M a r y ’s* 1 4 4 R a th c o n n e l l * 3 4 N e w to w n 1 0
K i l lu c a n /R a th w ir e * 1 2 7 K i ls k y r e * 3 3 M o o r e c h u r c h 9
E n n i s k e e n  &  A rd a g h * * 1 0 9 C lo n a r d * 3 2 D r a k e s to w n * 8
R e y n a g h  &  G a lle n * 1 0 9 D r u m c r e e * 3 0 K i lb r e w * 8
K i lc le a g h * 1 0 8 R a th m o ly o n 3 0 A lm o r i t ia * 7
B e n o w e n ,  F o r g n e y  &  B a l ly m o r e * * * 1 0 5 D r u m c o n r a th 2 9 C a s t le r ic k a r d 7
T r im * 101 D y n b o y n e * 2 8 G a lt r im * 7
C a s t l e p o l la r d  &  M a y n e * * 1 0 0 D e lv i n 2 7 M o y g la r e * 7
M u ll in g a r * 9 8 R a th c o r e 2 6 D o n a g h p a t r i c k * 6
O ld c a s t le * 9 2 M o y n a l ty * 2 4 K i lm e s s a n * 6
K i l l a l lo n 83 D u n s h a u g h l in * 2 0 K n o c k m a r k * 6
L e m a n a g h a n 7 0 K i l l i c o n n ig h a n * 2 0 R a to a th * 5
L e n e y * 6 7 M o y l i s k e r 2 0 A s s e y 4
N a v a n * 6 7 S ta c k a l l e n * 2 0 B a l ly m a g la s s o n * 4
N e w to w n  F e r tu l la g h * 6 5 S y d d a n 2 0 R a th b e g g a n * 4
L o u g h c r e w * 6 3 C o lp e * 1 9 K i lm a in h a m w o o d * 3
A t h b o y 6 2 N o b b e r 18 B a l ly g a r th 2
B a l ly lo u g h lo e * 5 8 P a in e s to w n * 17 R a th k e n n y * 2
C a s t le c o r * 5 6 K e n t s  to w n * 16 I n n is h m o t t 1
K i lb e g g a n * 5 4 S k r y n e * 1 6 M o y v o r e 1
C a s t le lo s t* 51 K i lm o r e * 1 4 C r u ic e s to w n 0
T is s a u r a n  * 4 7 V a s t in a * 14 M o y m e t 0
D u l e e k  * 4 3 C h u r c h t o w n * 13 K i lb r id e  W e s to n N o t  k n o w n
D r o g h e d a ,  S t  M a r y ’s* 41 D r u m r a n n y * 13 K i ls h in e /C lo n g i l l* N o t  k n o w n
K i lk e n n y  W e s t* 4 1 T a g h m o n 13 S to n e h a l l* N o t  k n o w n
W h e r r y * 4 0 B a l r o d d a n 1 2 * P a r i s h  u n io n  w h e r e  t h e  c h u r c h  

w a s  b u i l t ,  r e b u i l t  o r  s u b s ta n t i a l ly  
r e p a ir e d .

L a r a c o r 3 8 E n n i s c o f f e y * 1 2

S o u rc e :  V is i ta t io n ,  1 8 1 8 ,  p p  1 2 7 - 3 4
N o te :  n o t  a l l  p a r i s h e s  in  t h e  d i o c e s e  w e r e  i n c l u d e d  in  t h e s e  r e tu r n s .
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R e t u r n s  o f  P r o t e s t a n t s  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h .  1 8 0 2 - 0 8 .  M S  D 7 / 1 2 / 2 / 2  
C a n o n  E l l i s o n .  N o t e s  o n  t h e  r e t u r n s  o f  P r o t e s t a n t s  l i v i n g  i n  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h ,  
n . d .  M S  D 7 / 1 2 / 2 / 2
A u g m e n t a t i o n  o f  g l e b e  l a n d s  a t  C l o n g i l l .  9  J u n e  1 8 0 2 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 1 3 / 1  
A n s w e r s  t o  q u e r i e s  r e g a r d i n g  t i t h e s ,  l a n d  v a l u e s ,  g l e b e s ,  r e c t o r i e s ,  p e r p e t u a l  
c u r a c i e s ,  s c h o o l s  i n  T r i m  p a r i s h ,  c. 1 8 0 5 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 4 6  
B a l l y b o y ,  m i s c . ,  p a p e r s ,  1 8 0 8 .  M S S  P o r t f o l i o  1 3 9 . 2
S t o c k  b o o k  &  m i s c . ,  n o t e s  &  m a p s  o n  t h e  c o n d i t i o n  o f  c h u r c h e s  i n  v a r i o u s  
p a r i s h e s ,  c. 1 8 0 8  M S  D 7 / 1 2 / 1 / 5
O ’B e i m e  t o  R e v d  N o b l e .  E c c l e s i a s t i c a l  &  p e r s o n a l  m a t t e r s .  1 8 0 9 - 1 2 .  M S  D 7 / 2 / 1 .2  
J o h n  P o l l o c k ’ s  s u r v e y  o f  g l e b e  l a n d s  i n  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h .  1 8 1 1 .  M S S  D 7 / 7 / 1 ,  
D 7 / 1 8 / 6
T r a n s f e r  l i c e n c e  f o r  R e v d  C .H .  C r o o k s h a n k  f r o m  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  C l o g h e r  t o
L a r a c o r .  1 8 1 2 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 2 9
E p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t i o n  n o t e s .  1 8 1 7 .  M S  D 7 / 1 / 1 *
O ’B e i m e .  V i s i t a t i o n  n o t e s .  1 8 1 8 .  M S  D 7 / 1 5 7
O ’B e i r n e .  V i s i t a t i o n  n o t e s  o n  t h e  p a r i s h  o f  A t h b o y .  n . d .  M S  D 7 / 2 / 1 / 1
C o m p l a i n t s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  c o l l e c t i o n  o f  p a r i s h  r a t e s  &  t i t h e  a p p l o t m e n t s  i n
D o n a g h p a t r i c k  &  K i l b e r r y .  J u l y  1 8 2 1 .  M S  D 7 / 1 9 / 1 6 A
B a l l y b o y ,  c h u r c h  c o n s e c r a t i o n ,  t i t h e s ,  c h u r c h  a l t e r a t i o n s .  1 8 2 4 - 6 8 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 5  
A r c h i é p i s c o p a l  v i s i t a t i o n  o f  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h .  1 0  A u g .  1 8 2 6 .  M S  D 7 / 1 / 2 *  
A l t e r a t i o n s  t o  c h u r c h e s  o f  D u n b o y n e  &  D u n s h a u g h l i n ,  1 8 6 7 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 1 8  
C o l o u r  a t l a s  o f  p a r i s h e s  i n  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h ,  c. 1 8 7 0 .  M S  D 7 / 6 / 9  
M i s c .  p a p e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  c o n s e c r a t i o n  o f  c h u r c h e s  &  b u r i a l  g r o u n d s .  1 8 0 0 s .  M S  
D 7 / 9 / 7
M i s c .  p a r i s h  p a p e r s .  1 8 0 0 s - 1 9 0 0 s .  M S  D 7 / 1 9 / 2
B u r k e .  J .B .  O p i n i o n  o n  t h e  p r e c e d e n c e  o f  t h e  b i s h o p  o f  M e a t h .  1 8  D e c .  1 8 7 6 .  M S  
D 7 / 2 0 9
C a n o n  H e a l y ’s n o t e s  o n  c h u r c h e s  &  d e d i c a t i o n s  i n  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h ,  c. 1 9 0 8 .  
M i s c . ,  p a p e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  d e c o n s e c r a t i o n  o f  c h u r c h e s  &  t h e  d i s p o s a l  o f  i t e m s  o f  
f u r n i t u r e .  1 9 0 8 - 7 7 .  M S D 7 / 1 2 / 6
M i s c .  p a p e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  p a r i s h  o f  T a r a .  1 9 3 2 - 6 0 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 4 5  
M i s c .  p a p e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  c l o s u r e  o f  S k r y n e  c h u r c h .  1 9 5 8 - 6 6 .  M S  D 7 / 1 0 / 4 3  
P a p e r s  r e l a t i n g  t o  a  n e w  v e s t r y  r o o m  &  p o r c h  a t  S t  P a t r i c k ’ s ,  T a r a .  2 5  J u n e .  1 9 6 1 .  
M S  D 7 / 1 6 / 1 6
C h u r c h  p l a n s  a n d  d r a w i n g s .  1 7 0 0 s - l  8 0 0 s .  M S S  P o r t f o l i o  2 3 .
I n v e n t o r y  o f  c h u r c h  p l a t e  f o r  t h e  d i o c e s e  o f  M e a t h .  U n c a t a l o g u e d .

V e s t r y  m i n u t e  b o o k s  &  p a r i s h  a c c o u n t s ;
N e w t o w n .  1 7 1 8 - 1 8 1 1 .  M S  P .  9 9 1 .5 .1
S l a n e .  1 7 4 0 - 9 9 ,  1 8 0 0 - 6 2 .  M S S  P .  8 6 9 . 5 . 1 - 2
N a v a n .  1 7 5 0 - 1 8 0 5 ,  1 8 0 6 - 6 9 .  M S S  P .  4 4 2 .5 . 1 - 1
A t h l o n e ,  S t  M a r y ’ s. [ C o p y ] .  1 7 5 0 - 1 8 1 6 ,  1 8 1 6 - 8 8 .  M S  P .  3 9 2 . 5 . 2
D u n s h a u g h l i n .  1 7 5 2 - 1 8 7 6 .  M S  P .  5 5 9 .5 .1
K e n t s t o w n .  1 7 5 8 - 1 8 1 8 .  M S  P .  4 4 1 . 5 . 1
K i l s k y r e .  1 7 6 1 - 1 8 5 4 .  M S  P .  4 7 .5 .1
A r d b r a c c a n .  1 7 6 7 - 1 8 1 4 ,  1 8 1 5 - 2 6 .  M S S  P . 5 0 .5 . 1 - 2
C a s t l e j o r d a n .  [ C o p y ] ,  1 7 6 9 - 1 8 7 4 ,  1 8 2 2 - 1 9 1 6  M S S  P .  2 3 4 . 2 8 . 1 , 2 3 4 . 5 . 1
D r o g h e d a ,  S t .  M a r y ’ s .  1 7 8 0 - 1 8 1 3 ,  1 8 1 4 - 4 5 .  M S S  P .  4 0 4 . 5 . 1 - 2
B a l l y m o r e  K i l l a i r e .  1 7 8 0 - 1 8 5 0 .  M S  p . 3 9 8 .5 .1
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Kilkenny West. 1783-1833. MS P. 339.1.1
Dunboyne. 1785-1817,1818-75. MSS P. 560.5.1-2
Külucan/Rathwire. 1787-1826. MS P. 238.5.2
Kilcleagh. 1787-1965. M SP. 412.5.1
Laracor. 1788-1879. M SP. 594.5.1
Clonard. 1795-1932. MS P. 235.5.1
Athlone, St Mary’s. 1797-1816, 1816-80. MSS P. 392.5.2-3
Rathconnell. 1797-1875. MS P. 240.5.1
Forgney. 1798-1836, 1872-1952. MSS P. 395.1.1, 39.5.3
Moyglare. 1800-70. MS P. 558.5.1
Kells. 1800-89. M SP. 192.5.2
Ballyboy. 1803-1934. MS P. 225.5.2
Donaghpatrick. 1804-72. MS P. 58.5.1
Tullamore. 1806-27. MS P. 912.5.1
Mullingar. 1806-1983. MS P. 336.4.1
Mount Nugent/Kilbride Castlecor. 1807-85. MS P. 421.5.1
Tara. 1807-73. M SP. 439.5.1
Mayne. 1808-19. MS P. 420.1.1
Clongill & Kilshine. 1809-84. MS P. 34.5.1
Killiconnighan. 1809-61. MS P. 588.5.1
Kilmaine. 1812-1913. MS P. 40.1.2
Ballymaglasson. 1812-69. MS P. 557.5.1
Stonehall & Multifamham. 1814-57. MS P. 340.5.1
Rathaspick/Rathowen. 1816-1950. MS P. 599.5.1
Kells. Account book. 1817-30. MS p. 192.7.2
Horseleap. 1819-38. MS P. 411.5.1
Kinnegad. 1820-91. MS P. 239.5.1
Benowen. 1820-27. MS p. 393.5.1
Portlomon & Portneshangan. 1822-1920. MS P. 337.5.1
Kilbrew. 1824-72. MS P. 553.5.1
Painestown& Ardmulchan/Stackallen. 1827-1901, 1902-33. MSS P. 868.5.2-3
Kilbeggan. 1829-1928. MS P. 409.5.1
Drumconrath. 1870-1955. MS P. 361.5.1
Kilmoon. 1873-1927. MS p. 554.5.1
Duleek. 1877-1916. MS P. 403.5.1

Trinity College Dublin
Ballitore papers;

O ’Beime & Mrs Jane O ’Beime to Mary Ledbetter. Personal papers. 1800-20. MS 
n.1013
Valor Beneficiorum Eccles. In Hibernia, 29 Henry VIII. a.d. 1591. MS 567
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Public Record Office of Northern Ireland
Castlereagh papers;

O’Beime to Lord Castlereagh, Political & personal matters. 1798-1800 
MSS D/3030/579, D/3030/739, D/3030/772, D/3030/773/1+2, D/3030/773/2, 
D/3030/773/89, D/3030/993, D/3030/1050, D/3030/1116, D/3030/1123,
D/3030/1255, D/3030/1340, D/3030/1414/1, D/3030/1414/2, D/3030/1507/1.

Armagh Public Library
Evans Fund papers;

Bishops of Meath. 1700-1800. MS K1 II 14

Belfast Central Library
Castlereagh papers;

Lord Castlereagh. Speech in favour of the Irish Act of Union. 5 Feb. 1800. MS 
Document 0371, no., 1

The National Archives, Kew
State papers,

Bishop Edward Staples to Thomas Boleyn, Earl o f Wiltshire, n.d. MSS S.P.,
46/130, 63/13/39, 63/37/11
Bishop of Meath to Anon. MS SP 36/68, f. 144

Charles Abbot, 1st Baron Colchester papers, 1799-1814;
Castlereagh to Abbot. Allowance to Roman Catholic & Presbyterian clergy. 1799. 
MS P.R.O., 30/9/128, f f l 7-19
Abbot on government provision to Roman Catholic clergy. 1800. MS P.R.O., 
30/9/28, if  1-1L
Distribution of the Dissenting congregation of the synod of Ulster into classes. 10 
January, 1801. P.R.O., 30/9/28, f. 21R
Castlereagh’s plan of public provision for Roman Catholic & Presbyterian clergy. 
1801. MS P R O., 30/9/128, ff 7-8
Robert Black to Abbot. Remarks on synod of Ulster. 19 June 1801. MS P.R.O., 
30/9/128, f. 38
Yearly income of the four archbishoprics & improvements to their demesnes, n.d. 
MS P R O., 30/9/128, ff 42-43
Yearly value of bishoprics, n.d. MS P.R.O., 30/9/128, ff 44-45
List of crown deaneries & their value, n.d. MS P R O ., 30/9/128, f. 46
Abbot. Statement on the state of the Church o f Ireland & public education. 1801.
MS P R O., 30/9/128, ff 52-57
Parish unions & their divisions. 18 Sept. 1801. MS P.R.O., 30/9/128, ff 57-61 
Proposal to extend Episcopal leases. 1801. MS P R O ,  30/9/163, ff 92-93 
Pitt to Cornwallis. Roman Catholic nobility & gentry in Ireland. 1801. MS P R O ., 
30/9/128, ff95-7
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T.L. Meath to Abbot. The state of the church in Ireland & provisions for the 
Roman Catholic clergy. Apr. 1801. MS P R O ,  30/9/163, ff 138-64 
Abbot to Redsdale. Schedule of political papers. 1 Apr. 1803, 16 Apr. 1814. MS 
P.R.O., 30/9/128, ff 88-91

Wills;
Thomas Lewis, Bishop of Meath. 12 Nov. 1819. Codicil 25 Nov. 1819. MS Prob., 
11/1673, ff 222-4
Jane O’Beirne. 19 July 1823. Codicil 2 Oct. 1827. MS Prob., 11/1888, ff 122-3 
Rebecca Hamilton O ’Beime. 24 Jan. 1831. Codicils 24 Jan. 1832, 5 Feb. 1833, 26 
Dec. 1841. MS Prob., 11/1963, ff 7-9
Henrietta Emily O ’Beime. 13 Apr. 1848. MS Prob., 11/2073, ff 287-8 
Venerable Thomas De Lacy. 24 Nov. 1843. Codicil 1 Jan. 1844. MS Prob,, 
11/2001, ff 294-8
Armine Simcoe Mountain. 28 June 1848. Codicils 4 Oct. 1848, 3 Oct. 1854. MS 
Prob. 11/2202, ff 304-05

British Library
Correspondence of Lord Bexley, 1792-1835, ii

T.L. Meath to Bexley. 1807-09. Add. MS 31230, ff 186-7, 188-93, 194-8
Cotton papers;

Sir Henry Sydney to Queen Elizabeth I. 28 Apr. 1576. MS Titus B. x
Hardwicke papers, 1802-12;

T.L. Meath to William Wickham. Remarks on a bill to enforce clerical residence. 7 
Apr. 1803. Add. MS 35741, ff 284-316
William Wickham to Archbishop Stuart. 18 June 1803. Add. MS 36739, f. 269 
Bishop Christopher Butson of Clonfert to Hardwicke. 10 Sept. 1805. Add. MS 
35762, f. 42
Bishop Christopher Butson of Clonfert to Hardwicke. Mar. 1806. Add. MS 35766, 
f. 344
T.L. Meath to Hardwicke. 26 May 1806. Add. MS 35689, f. 199

Hardwicke papers. General Irish correspondence. 1 Oct.-20 Dec. 1801, ccclxxxiii 
T.L. Meath to Hardwicke. 14 Oct. 1800. Add. MS 35731, ff 75-76

Hardwicke papers. General Irish correspondence. Feb. 1805, cccviii
T.L. Meath to Hardwicke. Feb. 1805. Add. MS 35756, ff 122-8

Hone papers;
T.L. Meath. Stuart family entry in Debrett's Peerage. 19 Dec. 1800. Add. MS 
40856, f. 88

North (Sheffield Park) papers;
T.L. O’Beirne to Sir. Evan Nepean. 12Dec. 1783. Add. MS 61867, f. 176

Peel papers. 1812-13, xxvii;
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T.L. Meath to Chancellor of the Exchequer. 19 Sept. 1812. Add. MS 40207, ff  29- 
31
T.L. Meath to William Fitzgerald. 19 July 1813. Add. MS 40207, if  209-10

Peel papers. 11 Feb.-l Sept. 1813, xlv;
T.L. Meath to Robert Peel. 12 Mar., 26 Mar., 20 July. Add. MS 40255, if  210-13, 
288-90, 409

Peel papers. General Irish correspondence. 20 Apr.-9 May 1825;
Jane O’Beime to Robert Peel. 9 May. Add. MS 40337, p. 408
Robert Peel to Jane O’Beime. 11 May. Add. MS 40337, p. 408 [reverse of page]

British Parliamentary Archive, Victoria Tower, Westminster
Main papers. 1-11 May 1812;

Bishops of Meath & Kildare. Petition to have their precedence respected. 5 May 
1812. MS HL/PO/JO/10/8/275

Lambeth Palace Library
Fairhurst papers. Misc., papers, 1577-1640;

Archbishop John Whitgift to Queen Elizabeth I. 1585. MS 2004, i f  14-15 
Archbishop John Whitgift to Queen Elizabeth I. 19 Nov. 1601. MS 200, if  12, 17- 
18,31

Letters & papers concerning musters of the clergy;
Queen Elizabeth I to John Whitgift. 29 Sept. 1580. MS 2009
Archbishop John Whitgift to bishops of the province of Canterbury. 4 Mar. 1595
MS 2009, f. 64

National Portrait Gallery, London
Andrew Gillray. ‘Visitingthe sick’. 1806. Cat., no. N PG D  12871

Centre for Kentish Studies
Pratt manuscripts; 16 July-5 Aug. 1795

Report o f attack on the house of the bishop o f Meath, n.d. MS U840/0149/8, file 16

Hampshire Record Office
Wickham family papers. Part 1 ,B. Irish papers. 1798-1804.

T.L. Meath. Misc., papers relating to church & religious establishments in Ireland, 
n.d. MS 38M49/8/4-5
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Hertfordshire Archives
Papers of Lovel Smeatham & Co., solicitors, Hemel Hempstead;

Marriage settlement between Major A.H.S. Mountain & Jane O ’Beime of Warfield 
Lodge Bracknell Berkshire. 1837. MS DE/LS/B570

Luton & Bedfordshire County Archives
Wynne of Tempsford papers;

T.L. Meath to William Stuart, archbishop of Armagh. 1803-14. MSS WY994/26- 
27, WY994/36-37, WY994/47, WY994/69, WY994/75, WY994/81, WY994/84, 
WY994/86, WY994/96, WY994/17

Northampton Record Office
FitzwiUiam (Milton) Burke papers,

T.L. Ossory to Edmund Burke. 1795. MS F.(M)A.vi.28. Bundle vi

Saint Margaret’s Church Westminister
Marriage register;

Revd Thomas Lewis O ’Beirne & Jane Stuart. 1 Nov. 1783. MS Vol 55. No 625

Sheffield City Council Archives
Wentworth Woodhouse Muniments;

O’Beime to Earl FitzwiUiam. 1785-98. MSS WWMF 29/1, WWMF 29/7, WWMF 
29/9, WWMF 29/10, WWMF 30/60, WWMF 64/117

University of Nottingham
Papers ofWilliam Henry Cavendish-Bentinck, 3rd duke of Portland. 1738-1809:

O’Beime to Pordand.n.d.,-1817. MSS Pw F 3419, Pw F 3420/1-2, Pw F 7243, Pw 
F 7244, Pw F 7245/1-2, Pw F 7246, Pw F 7247, Pw F 7248/1-2, Pw F 7249/1-2, 
Pw F 7250/1-4, Pw Jc 143-4, Pw Je 557

Historical Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia
Cadwalader collection. Series vii. Papers of General George Cadwalader. 1818-71:

O’Beime estate papers. 1818-71. Box 464, folders 1-8; Box 465, folder 7; Box 
486, folders 1 -6
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II Printed sources

Parliamentary papers & reports
Account o f  receipts & payments by trustees & commissioners o f  First Fruits in Ireland 
1790-1802, p. 1481, H.C. 1802-3, (168), viii
Bill to enable Commissioners o f  First Fruits in Ireland to lend money to incumbents o f  
benefices fo r  erection o f  residences 1803, p. 379, H.C. 1802-3, (106), i 
Bill to amend Act in Ireland fo r  amending laws relating to First Fruits payable out o f  
ecclesiastical benefices & regulation o f  charity fo r  augmentation o f  maintenance o f  poor 
clergy 1805, p. 407, H.C. 1805, (101), i
Papers relating to the established church in Ireland. No. 5, the diocese o f  Meath, 1806. 
H.C. 1807 (78), v
Bill fo r  enforcing residence o f  spiritual persons on benefices in Ireland 1808. H.C. 1806, 
(18), i
Papers relating to the established church in Ireland: No. 5, diocese o f  Meath, 1806. H.C.
1807 (78), v
Account o f  First Fruits fu n d  o f  Ireland 1801-10, p,539, H.C. 1810-11, (129), v 
Account o f  First Fruits Fund o f  Ireland 1811, p. 605, H.C. 1812, (140), v 
Account o f  First Fruits Fund o f Ireland 1812, p. 625, H.C. 1812-13, (155), vi 
Account o f  First Fruits Fund o f  Ireland 1812-13, p. 625, H.C. 1812-13, (155), vi 
Account o f  First Fruits Fund o f  Ireland, 1814-15, p. I l l ,H.C.  1814-15, (187), vii 
Second report o f  the commissioners fo r  auditing public accounts in Ireland 1813-1814, 
1814(129), vii
Fifth report o f  the commissioners fo r  auditing public accounts in Ireland 1817-1817, 1817 
(116), viii
Correspondence between Lord Lieutenant and Ecclesiastical Commissioners in reference 
to application o f  portion & perpetuity fu n d  to building & repairing churches in Ireland 
1815-19,p . 519, H.C. 1819, (526),xvii
Papers relating to the established church o f  Ireland: diocese o f  Meath, 1820, pp 92-93.
H.C. 1820 (93), ix
Papers relating to the state o f  the established church in Ireland, diocese o f  Meath 1820, 
p.80, H.C.P.P. 1820, vol ix, micro fiche, Box 7. John Paul Library. N.U.I. Maynooth. 
Accounts relating to the church establishment o f  Ireland 1801-1822, H.C. 1823 (135 241), 
xvi
Returns to an order o f  the Honourable House o f  Commons, dated the 10'1' o f  February 
1824:- fo r  a list o f  the parishes in Ireland, with the names o f  their respective incumbents; 
and distinguishing those parishes in which the incumbent is not resident. H.C. 1824 (246 
436), xxi
Statement o f  number o f  acres belonging to the church in Ireland. H.C. 1824 (402 436 462), 
xxi
The fifteenth report o f  the commissioners fo r  auditing public accounts in Ireland (Dated 24 
February 1827): Instalments in repayments o f  loans advanced for building churches, 1826- 
1827, H.C. 1827(246), xi
Return o f  sums advanced by Commissioners o f  First Fruits in Ireland relative to glebe land 
in diocese o f  Meath 1830, p. 645, H.C. 1830, (438), xix
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Hansard’s parliamentary debates
Hansard, 2, vii, cc 1147-98 (19 June 1822) 
Hansard, 3, xxiv, cc 6, 85-86 (27 Apr. 1830) 
Hansard, 3, lxxv, cc 594-9 (12 June 1844)

Thomas Lewis O’Beirne: published papers, sermons and charges
An excellent sermon preached in St. P aul’s church, New York, before the Right Honorable 
Lord and General Howe, the commodores, generals, colonels, and all other inferior 
officers belonging to the british [sic] army, there residing. By the Reverend Mr. 
O ’Beirne... upon the first Sunday after the attempt to burn New-York, being the 22nd o f  Sept. 
last. In which you have an account in a note, o f  the damage done to the churches, and other 
public buildings, in this flourishing city. Printed at the desire o f  the congregation (New 
York, 1776)
A candid & impartial narrative o f the transactions o f  the fleet, under the command o f  Lord 
Howe, with observations: by an officer then serving in the flee t (London, 1780)
A short history o f  the last session ofparliament, with remarks (London, 1780)
Considerations on the late disturbances, by a consistant whig (London, 1780)
Considerations on the principals o f  naval discipline, & naval courts martial (London, 
1781)
The generous imposter: a comedy as it is now performing at the Theatre Royal, Drury Lane 
(London, 1781)
A letter from an Irish gentleman in London to his friend  in Dublin, on the proposed system 
o f  commerce (Dublin, 1785)
A gleam o f  comfort to this distracted empire, in despite o f  faction, violence & cunning, 
demonstrating the fairness & reasonableness o f  national confidence in the present ministry 
(London, 1785)
A sermon preached fo r  the benefit o f  the Sunday School at Roscommon on Sunday 
September the 28th, 1788 (Dublin, 1788)
A sermon preached in the parish church o f  Longford on Friday the 19th o f  April, 1793, 
being the day appointedfor the general fa st (Dublin, 1793)
A sermon (on Luke xix, 41-44), preached in the church o f  Longford on the 28th o f  February, 
1794; being the day appointed fo r  a general fa s t (Dublin, 1794)
The charge o f  the Right Reverend Thomas Lewis, Lord Bishop o f  Ossory, to the clergy o f  
his diocese in his annual visitation, 1796 (Dublin, 1796)

351



A sermon preached at St. M ary's Kilkenny, Sunday the 7th o f  January, 1797, on the 
providential dispersion o f  the enem y’s fleet, & the deliverance o f  this Kingdom from  the 
threatened invasion (Dublin, 1797)
The charge o f  the Right Reverend T.L. O 'Beirne, D.D. Lord bishop o f Ossory to the clergy 
o f  his diocese, delivered at the annual visitation, September 28th, 1797 (Dublin, 1797)
A circular address to the clergy o f  the diocese o f  Ossory by the Right Reverend Thomas 
Lewis O ’Beirne (Dublin, 1797)
A sermon preached before His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant & both houses o f  parliament 
on Tuesday the 16th o f  January, 1798 (Dublin, 1798)
A sermon preached before His Excellency John Jefferies, Earl Camden & the members o f  
the Association fo r  Discountenancing Vice & promoting the practice o f  virtue & religion; 
in St. P eter’s church on Tuesday 22ndMay, 1798 (Dublin, 1798)
Sermons preached on several occasions, to which are added three charges & a circular 
address to the clergy o f  the diocese o f  Ossory on the state o f  Ireland in the year 1797 
(London, 1799)
Charge o f  the Most Reverend the Lord Bishop o f  Meath to the clergy o f  Meath at his 
annual visitation (Dublin, 1800)
Charge o f  the M ost Reverend the Lord Bishop o f  Meath to the clergy o f  his diocese at his 
annual visitation (Dublin, 1804)
‘A letter to Dr. Troy titular Archbishop of Dublin on the coronation of Bonaparte by Pope 
Pius IT. Roman Catholics, xxi (Dublin, 1805)
‘Sermon preached in the parish church of Navan at a visitation held there in September 17th 
1801, by the Right Reverend & the Right Honorable the Lord Bishop of Meath’. Catholic 
Affairs (2nd edition), ii (Dublin, 1811)
A letter to the Right Honorable George Canning on his proposed motion on Catholic 
Emancipation (Dublin, 1812)
A letter to the Earl o f  Fingal by the author o f  the letter to Mr. Canning (Dublin, 1813)
A charge delivered to the clergy o f  the diocese o f  Meath at the annual visitation 1816 
(Dublin, 1816)
Circular letter o f  the Lord Bishop o f Meath to the rural deans o f  his diocese (Dublin, 1821) 
A letter from  an Irish dignitary to an English clergyman on the subject o f  tithes in Ireland 
(Dublin, 1822)
A charge delivered to the clergy o f  the diocese o f  Meath at the annual visitation on 
Thursday the 20th July 1822 (Dublin, 1822)
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Anderdon, R.B. A practical treatise on the duties o f  churchwardens (London, 1824)
Archdall, Mervyn. Monasticon Hibernicum, or an history o f the abbies, priories & other 
religious houses in Ireland (Dublin, 1786)
Browne, Arthur. A compendious view o f  the ecclesiastical law o f  Ireland: being the 
substance o f  a course o f  lectures read in the university o f Dublin, by Arthur Browne; to 
which is added, a sketch o f  the practice o f  the ecclesiastical courts, with some cases 
determined therein, in Ireland (2nd edition, Dublin, 1803)
Elrington. C. R. (ed) The whole works o f  the M ost Reverend James Ussher, D.D., Lord 
Archbishop o f  Armagh & primate o f  all Ireland, with a life o f  the author, & an account o f  
his writings (17 vols, Dublin, 1829-64)
Finlay, John. The office and duties o f  churchwarden and parish officer in Ireland, new 
edition, with a supplement containing a reading on the act o f  parliament o f  the seventh, 
George Fourth, c. 72, which will be in force on the first day o f  January, 1827 (2nd ed., 
Dublin, 1827)
Gibson, Edmond. Codex juris ecclesiastici Anglicani (2 vols, London, 1715)
King, William. The state o f the Protestants in Ireland under the late King Jam es’s 
government; in which their carriage towards him is justified, & the absolute necessity o f  
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