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By the treaty of Windsor in 1175, Ruaidhri O’Conor became the vassal of the King of
England. He could not execute the conditions he had undertaken, not having the control over
the kings and lords of Ireland thereby made his vassals, or the organised administration
needed to secure collection and payment of dues and tributes.

The invasion of Connaught in 1177 was not made on behalf of King Henry. Murrough
O’Conor engaged Milo de Cogan and his soldiers to support him in assuming the sovereignty
of Connaught. The rebellion failed, and was but an ordinary event of Irish clan quarrels, in
which, by custom of the country, each side got what outside support it could.

It is a commonplace of Irish history that Henry II. gave his justiciary, William FitzAudelin,
a grant of Connaught in 1179, but I cannot find authority for it, or even a reference to any
authority. It is perhaps due to the confusion of William FitzAudelin with William de Burgo,
and to a misreading of a date of some grant. If a grant was made it was inoperative. The
Annals do not record events to account for it. All other grants follow upon events recorded in
the Annals or in the English Records. Several grants of this period were inoperative, made in
view of contingencies which did not arise.

Conor Moenmoy, having forced his father into retirement, joined O’Melaghlin in destroy-
ing an English castle at Killare in 1184. This was an aggression, as Meath was reserved to the
King of England. Ruaidhri returned in 1185 to recover his kingdom with the help of the
O’Briens and English from Munster, but failed. The entries in the Annals of Loch Cé go to
show that John de Courcy’s invasion in 1188 was due to Henry’s endeavour to restore
Ruaidhri.

In 1195 Cathal Crobhderg invaded Munster, but made peace at Athlone, whereby Cathal’s
position as King of Connaught was recognised, de facto if not de jure. Up to this time the
King of England made no attack on the King of Connaught, but the actual kings of Conn-
aught, Conor and Cathal, made two unprovoked attacks upon the land of their lord.

The Gormanston Register has a charter of about 1195, wherein W. de Burgo grants to Hugh
de Lacy ten cantreds of Connaught, the Three Tuaths, Moylurg-Tirerrill, Corran, Carbury
Drumcliff, Tireraghmoy, the two cantreds of Tirawley, Erris, Leyny, Slievelua, for 100 marks
yearly and the service of ten knights. W. de Burgo must have had a grant from the king, given
to him to enable him to raise forces against Cathal. We may take it to have been the conseq-



uence of Cathal’s invasion of Munster, and to have been made inoperative by the peace of
Athlone.

After Ruaidhri’s death in 1198, and an arrangement between the Cathals whereby Cathal
Carrach got a large tract in the south of Connaught as a lordship, Cathal Crobhderg in 1199
and 1200 attacked the English at Athlone and invaded Munster, where he took William de
Burgo’s Castle Wilkin and Castle Connell. This was aggression by Cathal. The Justiciary and
William de Burgo entered into treaty with Cathal Carrach to set him up as king.

In 1200 and 1201 King John began to make grants of land in Connaught. He gave Tirmany,
which was something more than the barony of Athlone, and Tirieghrathbothe, which was a
tract of land next the Castle of Athlone, to Geoffrey de Costentin, and Dungalue—Galway, or
perhaps Galey on Lough Ree—to Richard Tirel. The grantees never had possession.

While John was Earl of Mortaigne he made an inoperative grant to Hugh de Lacy of six
cantreds of North Connaught, which may be attributed to 1195, or more probably to 1199,
when Cathal Crobhderg was in possession of North Connaught.

In 1201 Cathal Crobhderg made terms and was brought back to Connaught. The death of
Cathal Carrach left him without a rival in his family. But the murder of 600 to 700 of William
de Burgo’s soldiers caused a war between Cathal and William, which seems to have been
considered a private affair. In 1203 William took up the cause of Conor Moenmoy’s sons and
advanced as far north as Mayo. King John took up Cathal’s cause. William made no resist-
ance. He surrendered his castles peaceably to the king, who certainly fulfilled his obligations
to Cathal. William appeared before the king in October 1203, and justified his conduct, as he
was allowed to return in 1204 and was given possession of all his castles.

At some time he had a grant of some parts of Connaught, as he made grants. But it was cer-
tainly inoperative.

In March 1204 the king appointed Meyler FitzHenry and the Archdeacon of Stafford to
settle all matters between him and Cathal by the advice of Walter de Lacy. By August an ag-
reement was made that Cathal should give up two thirds of Connaught and keep one third by
right of inheritance at a yearly rent of 100 marks. In 1205 the king accepted another proposal
by Cathal, that Cathal should hold of the king in fee as a barony one third of Connaught at
100 marks a year, and should pay for the other two thirds a tribute of 300 marks, and out of
them grant two cantreds to the king. This arrangement lasted for some time.

The cause of surrender of two thirds I take to have been Cathal’s inability to pay the costs
of the armies which were raised on his behalf. It was very difficult at all times for an Irish
king to raise money or cattle from his people, for one in Cathal’s circumstances impossible.
The arrangement obviated difficulties. Considering the King of Connaught’s attack upon his
lord’s lands, and the great expense of the wars consequent upon it, the settlement does not
seem oppressive.

In 1207 the king pardoned Gilbert and Philip de Angulo, who had been outlawed in 1195,
and confirmed Cathal’s grant of the cantred of Moenmagh to Gilbert, who had taken service
under Cathal in 1195. At the same time the king granted to Gilbert a cantred of land in
Eastyre, Wintelmolman, Ul’unan, and Nyaki to hold by service of four knights. Eastyre and
Nyaki I cannot guess at, but Wintelmolman and Ul’unan may be taken to be Muintir-
Mailfhinnain and O’Loman. There was an O’Loman at Finnure in Abbeygormican parish.



Muintir-Mailfhinnain appears in 1333 as the title of a great cantred which extended to that
neighbourhood. So the king’s grant may be taken to have been one of his two cantreds lying
between Moenmagh and the cantred next Athlone.

King John came to Ireland in 1210. Cathal met him and arranged that John should give his
son Aedh a charter for the third part of Connaught, and that he should give Aedh to John as a
hostage. The annalist blames Cathal’s wife for advising Cathal to break his engagement. John
de Gray, the new justiciary, invaded Connaught. Cathal submitted, and gave his son Torlogh
as a hostage. But it does not appear that the proposed arrangement was carried out.

Something seems to have occurred in 1215 which caused the king to provide for new ar-
rangements in regard to Connaught by grants [1] of the same date, one to Richard de Burgo of
“ all the land of Connac’ which William his father held of the king in fee farm rendering
yearly 300 marks, . . . saving to the king the castle of Athlone, with the cantred in which it is
situated ; and saving to Godfrey de Constentin the cantred [2] given to him by the king in ex-
change for the former cantred ; Godfrey to render homage and due service to Richard de
Burgh ; saving to the king donationes crociarum in that land” ; and one to the King of Conn-
aught of all the land of Connaught saving to the king the castle of Athlone, in fee during good
service, not to be dispossessed save by order of the King’s Court, at 300 marks yearly. An-
other paper shows that Cathal had agreed to pay 5000 marks for this grant. The grant to R. de
Burgh was to provide for failure of Cathal to accept his grant in accordance with agreement.
This settlement lasted for some years.

In 1221 Walter de Lacy built a castle at Lanesborough in Annaly, a country not included in
the kingdom of Connaught. Cathal invaded West Meath and took the castle. This aggression
was arranged somehow.

In 1224 Cathal’s son Aedh helped the king in the war against the de Lacys, and was given
for his expenses temporary possession of the land of Tirbriuin, Conmaicne, and Caladh— that
is, of all O’Rourk’s kingdom except the northern part of Leitrim.

The justiciary supported Aedh in succession to Cathal, who died in 1224.

On the 25th June 1226 Geoffrey de Marisco was made justiciary in succession to William the
Earl Marshall. On the 30th June orders were made for his guidance. He was to summon
“ Oethus, son of Kathal, late King of Connaught, to be before the justiciary at the King’s Court,
to surrender the land of Connaught, which he ought no longer to hold on account of his father’s
and his own forfeiture ; by the charter of King John granted to Kathal, he only held the land so
long as he should faithfully serve the king. If Oethus do not surrender the land, the justiciary
shall by the Court ascertain the truth of the forfeiture ; and if he forfeited the land, the justiciary
shall take it into the K.’s hand.” [3] It was further ordered at the same time that, on taking into
the king’s hand the land of Connaught on account of the forfeiture of Oethus, he grant seisin
thereof to Richard de Burgo at a rent of 300 marks for the first five years and 500 marks
subsequently ; five of the best cantreds nearest Athlone to be retained for the king. [4]

A report by Geoffrey to the king shows that resistance was feared ; it is undated, but was
made about August, soon after he landed. William made no resistance. Geoffrey reported that
all the king’s castles were held and fortified against him, except that of Limerick held by
Richard de Burgo. But he believed that it was not William Marshall’s wish that his bailiffs
should hold them against the king. “ All the Irish are so banded together, and so wheedled by
William Crassus, that they cannot be recalled from their conspiracy.” . . . “ As to the King of



Connaught, who at the instigation of William Crassus has become heedless of the king’s
mandates, the justiciary summoned him to come to Dublin under safe conduct of Walter de
Lacy ; as the king did not come, the justiciary appointed a day for him at the K.’s castle of
Athlone, which is on the confines of the king’s territory, and is fortified with men and pro-
visions against the K.”

It is evident that Aedh was to be brought to trial in the usual way if he denied the forfeiture,
and that the result was not prejudged. Provision was made for the case of forfeiture. This
grant to Richard did not come into operation. Aedh was given an opportunity again of coming
to terms. It is to be remembered that he held the land from the king as a baron. But the idea of
trial or submission to a court would not commend itself to an Irish prince who acknowledged
no right but force.

From the Annals of Loch Cé we learn that when Aedh appeared at Athlone he seized the
messengers sent to treat with him, burnt the town of Athlone, killed the constable of the
castle, and released the hostages of Connaught. The Annals say that William Marshall
forcibly took him out of the King’s Court when he was betrayed there. This is certainly
wrong. The course of events was that William Marshall was suspected of an intention to
rebel, and perhaps did make preparations, that a plot was made among the Irish lords on his
behalf, in which Aedh joined, and that Aedh did not submit quietly as William Marshall did
when the new justiciary came. This Athlone affair committed Aedh to open war.

On the 21st May 1228 Richard de Burgo got a grant in fee of all Connaught which had
come to the king by Aedh’s forfeiture, at a rent of 300 marks for the first five years and 500
marks a year afterwards, and for the service of ten knights ; the king retained five cantreds
and reserved episcopal investitures. This grant is the origin of the de Burgo lordship of Conn-
aught.

The five cantreds, afterwards known as “ the King’s Cantreds,” were—Omany, Tirmany,
MoyAi, the Three Tuaths, Moylurg, and Tirerrill.

Tirmany comprised the baronies of Athlone, part of Ballymoe in Roscommon and Galway,
some land north of Roscommon, and some more land west of the Suck in Killian. Omany
comprised the baronies of Kilconnell, Clonmacnowen, Moycarn, and some more. The bound-
aries of these cantreds are uncertain in places.

A ten years’ war ensued before the O’Conors and their allies were subdued, and Richard de
Burgo and his barons were established and fortified in their demesnes in 1237. The king made
various grants in his cantreds which came to nothing. He held only the castles of Athlone and
Randown and some adjoining lands. The Annals record how various O’Conors were set up as
kings of Connaught during this period. The king seems to have been willing to let the King of
Connaught hold Silmurray and Moylurg, and even the whole of his five cant-reds, if he could
maintain his position among his own people. That was impossible for a long time, Felim
O’Conor appeared eventually to be the strongest, and submitted and accepted the five
cantreds in 1237, at a rent of £400 a year (35 D.K., p. 37). He endeavoured to keep the peace,
and was for many years a faithful vassal, even going to help in the Welsh wars.

In 1249 Felim’s son Aedh attacked the Berminghams in Tireragh. Felim supported his act-
ion. The justiciary therefore drove Felim out of the country, and made Torlogh, son of Aedh,
king in his place. But peace was made with Felim, and he was restored in 1251. In 1253 it
appears that Felim had held four cantreds at the king’s pleasure. At this time he must have



been deprived of another cantred, for the king began to give permanent tenures in Tirmany
and Omany in 1252. Henceforth the kings of Connaught seem to have been only tenants at
will. The Pipe Roll of ix. Edw. I. shows that Felim had held 3 cantreds under rent. The out-
break of 1245 thus appears to have cost Felim 2 cantreds. Henceforth his son Aedh was evid-
ently beyond his control.

The O’Conors joined in O’Neill’s rebellion, and continued the war in Connaught after
O’Neill’s defeat. The justiciary had to come into Connaught. Peace was made in 1262, and a
site was chosen for the castle of Roscommon. The kings of Connaught were constantly at war
with the English until Richard, the Earl of Ulster, came of age and got control of his estates,
when his great power soon forced the O’Conors to confine their fighting to their own family
and subjects.

This arrangement lasted until after the battle of Athenry in 1317. In 1318 Roger Mortimer
let to King Torlogh the king’s lands of Silmurray, Fethys (Tuathas ?), and the lands of the
King of Tirmany (O’Kelly), saving the lands of Englishmen and those granted in burgage.

In 1324 Torlogh was given the three cantreds which Felim had held. This was a period
when Connaught kings went up and down quickly.

In 1331 the escheator reported that no income came from Richard de Exeter’s Connaught
lands, because Torlogh and his brother Cathal forcibly held them. It was a very troubled
period for the O’Conors. The Earl had crushed them and held his own dominions with a
strong hand, intervening as he pleased in their feuds. On the other hand, the King of
England’s power in Connaught had lapsed. No real settlements had been made by the English
in Omany or Tirmany, except by David de Burgo, ancestor of MacDavid, who acquired
Clanconway, probably from the heirs of William de Oddingeseles, who was owner in the
beginning of the fourteenth century.

In a few years the English power and English law were nearly extinguished by the murder
of Sir Edmond de Burgo. The sons of Sir William de Burgo and their cousins, and other
tenants of the infant Countess of Ulster, finding that the King was unable to punish the
murder or enforce the rights of the Countess, by degrees disregarded those rights and the
king’s authority more and more, until they discarded English law and adopted Irish customs.
So came to an end, in practice, the relation of lord and vassal or tenant between the kings of
England and Connaught. But the legal rights were never forgotten by the kings of England.

After the treaty of Windsor established the relation of lord and vassal between the King of
England and the King of Connaught, the former had a right to insist upon observance of the
treaty. The trouble arose because the King of Connaught undertook what he could not per-
form. The parties were not upon an equality in respect of observance. The King of England
was at the head of a powerful nation, highly organised upon a civil basis, able to enforce law
against his subjects, and to carry out his engagements.

The King of Connaught was acknowledged head of several kings of a nation but slightly
organised upon a tribal basis, unable to enforce law against any but his immediate subjects,
his relation to the other kings being practically limited to levying tribute when he was strong
enough. Moreover, his own position was insecure and the succession uncertain. The Irish
chieftains could not at a moment’s notice give up their habits of making raids on their neigh-
bours, or assisting their neighbours in their conflicts with enemies, and could not understand
that any treaty between the King of Connaught and the King of England affected their ancient



rights and customs, and drew an imaginary line between certain districts which they must not
pass. In truth such a treaty was beyond the powers of any king, and no one need regard it, any
more than any other submission, unless he was compelled by force. On the other hand, by
Irish custom every king was entitled to subdue any other king or tribe if he could, and if a
king of Connaught, or of England, was strong enough to do so, he was within his rights ac-
cording to immemorial custom.

I have here dealt only with the relations between the two kings, and have passed over the
many quarrels and wars in which the kings were not considered to be involved, which were
settled by the English barons without the King of England’s intervention. A distinction seems
to have been made between raids made by subjects on their own account and international
raids, as we should call them, taken up by the kings on both sides. The general question of
right and wrong between the two kings ended with the treaty of Windsor. The subsequent
wars were results of that treaty, and, as far as we can see, originated in breaches by the King
of Connaught, or in rebellions and other intestine disorders in which the King of England
interfered to support his vassal, who, according to the custom of the time and of the present
courts of justice, had to pay the costs of being put in possession.

On the whole the King of England does not seem to have oppressed his vassal, at first prob-
ably because that vassal was very powerful, and latterly, when his power fell low, because he
became useful as some counterpoise to the immense power of the de Burgo Earls of Ulster.

State of the Country from 1170 to 1237.

The Anglo-Norman invasion occurred when the internal conditions favoured an attack on
Leinster, Meath, and Munster. For fifty years the O’Briens had resisted the O’Conor suprem-
acy with results disastrous to Munster, especially during the later years. Meath and Leinster
had been so crushed by Torlogh Mor in 1143 that he set up his son Conor as king, who was
killed by the Meathmen in the next year. Ruaidhri not only compelled submission to himself
as chief king, but interfered in family feuds, dividing kingdoms and setting up his own
partisans. Owing to these events the kingdom of Meath was held to comprise O’Rourk’s
kingdom, which therefore passed by Henry II.’s grant of Meath to Hugh de Lacy, though it
had been throughout the historic period within the kingdom of Connaught.

These proceedings of Torlogh and Ruaidhri, and the decay of the power of the royal
families of Meath and Leinster, suggest that the foreign invasion prevented the establishment
of an O’Conor as chief king of Meath, and a general repetition of very early events whereby
the kings of Connaught established branches of their family in Leinster and in Meath.

Connaught had enjoyed unusual freedom from invasion under the power of those kings, and
so was the stronger in relation to the other provinces, but was left a prey to disorder by the
great number of their sons and grandsons who naturally quarrelled for supremacy. In ordinary
course the sons of those who did not become kings would have been allotted hereditary
estates, and would have formed a great Siltorly alongside of the Silmurray. The process had
begun. Ruaidhri’s sons were settled in Carra, Murtough Mweenagh’s and Maghnus’s and
Cathal Migaran’s in Clann Cuain and Umall, Donnell Midheach’s in Carbury, where they
were replaced, after fighting, by the Clann Andrias. Conor Moenmoy’s son Cathal Carrach
got a large assignment in Hy Many by partition with Cathal Crobhderg. The conquest of
Connaught upset these arrangements, and drove the whole family into a small tract of Ros-
common, except the clan of Murtough Mweenagh, who were let remain in Umall and Erris
until their turbulence brought on expulsion in 1273 and the clan of Andrias, son of Brian



Luighnech, who remained in Carbury, and profited so much by submission to FitzGerald, and
afterwards to de Burgo, that their head eventually became O’Conor Sligo.

There are indications that the new lords of Connaught were ready to accept the Irish chiefs
as their tenants so long as those chiefs behaved fairly well. Many remained in their original
territories during the Norman supremacy. For 150 years the King of Connaught’s power de-
clined steadily, and the minor kings and chiefs accepted to a certain extent their new position.
The power of the de Burgo lord of Connaught and Earl of Ulster was irresistible when
brought to bear, and gave those who held loyally under him a peace and security not known
before, a material compensation for loss of savage independence subject to heavy and un-
certain exactions of more powerful kings and to constant war and plundering.

Disorder arose not from rebellion of their own vassals against the Norman resident lords,
but from O’Conors, O’Rourks, O’Donnells, O’Neills, whose territories had not been occup-
ied, who were compelled only to submission, and were not under control unless an army was
brought against them. The lord contented himself then with setting up a new chief under en-
gagements. The Annals show a tangle of fighting, plundering, and murdering, very seldom
causes and consequences. It has been taken as a matter of course that the King of Connaught
was victim of a series of unprovoked attacks and injuries by the King of England and the
Norman barons. The Annals and the Calendar of Documents relating to Ireland, which sup-
plement and help each other, show that the wrongs are not all on one side.

The wars and fighting fall under three heads—quarrels between the kings of Connaught and
England ; those between the kings of Connaught and the adjoining barons, which were not
treated as wars against the King of England ; the raids and rebellions against Norman lords.
Those under the second head seem to have been aggressions by the Irish, but where the
Normans appear as invaders they were resisting and punishing raids or taking sides in a dis-
puted succession. The relations between the kings of England and Connaught explain most of
the fighting down to 1338.

From 1228 to 1235 fighting was incessant, chiefly directed against O’Conors, those who
opposed the man recognised by King Henry as King of Connaught, and those who were set-
tled in the de Burgo part of Connaught. Richard de Burgo tried to bring them to terms, and
failing to do so, drove most of them out and divided Connaught completely among his allies
only after 1235. We find no evidence of settlement except the building of castles of Galway
and Meelick. He tried then to keep the O’Conors and others as feudal lords under him, hold-
ing the country by means of these castles and garrisons. This became impossible, and we
know that the barons spread over Connaught and began to build castles in 1237.

Felim O’Conor accepted the new position after this. Those O’Conors who did not were
driven out of the de Burgo lands. Some accepted it, as Clan Murtough Mweenagh, and re-
mained in possession of large estates. O’Flaherty was allowed to remain on an estate in the
barony of Clare until his rebellion in 1273, when he was driven out and sent to the west of
Lough Corrib. O’Heyne and O’Flaherty were on R. de Burgo’s side during these early wars,
having submitted to him among the first.

O’Heyne, O’Flaherty, O’Kelly, O’Malley, O’Dowda, O’Hara, O’Cara seem to have been
treated by Richard and his great barons much as King Henry and his successors treated O’Conor.
But as regards them evidence is slight. Where English lords and colonists settled down the local
Irish chiefs disappeared. But the great chiefs named above were left in pos-session of large
estates. Where no settlements were made these chiefs recovered their position after 1338.



Events from 1170 to 1224.

RUAIDHRI regarded his first submission to Henry II. as he regarded submission to an Irish
king, and soon attacked him again. But in 1175 he came to terms in the treaty of Windsor.

In 1177 William FitzAudelin was Governor of Ireland. Murrough O’Conor came to Dublin
and engaged Milo de Cogan and a force of 40 men-at-arms, 200 horse soldiers, and 300 arch-
ers, in order to dethrone his father. The Annals of Innisfallen give the fullest account of this
raid, and are generally in agreement with Giraldus Cambrensis. They went direct to Ros-
common, where Murrough joined them. They burnt churches in Moy Ai and Clanconway, and
marched by the Togher of Moin Coinneadha, which gives Templetogher its name, to
Dunmore and to Tuam, where they remained for three nights.

King Ruaidhri was touring in the west of Connaught when he heard of the invasion. No re-
sistance was offered to the invaders, and no one joined them. Ruaidhri, or his friends, aband-
oned Tuam and burnt Kilmaine and Kilbennan and Lackagh and Kilcahill and Roskeen and
the castle of Galway. The country was laid waste before the invaders. This action, and the
failure of Murrough to secure support, showed the English that the enterprise was hopeless,
and they retreated. Meanwhile Ruaidhri had collected forces and had got behind them, and
had a skirmish with them as they passed over the Tochar, and attacked them again when they
were crossing the Shannon at Athleague, opposite Lanesborough. Giraldus says that the en-
gagement was unintentional on both sides, and that the English lost only three men. This
must mean that it was only a skirmish with the rear, for his own account shows that the
Connaughtmen waited for the English between Tuam and the river. All accounts agree that
the Connaughtmen laid their own country waste and defeated the Englishmen. The expedient
was effective against a heavily armed body without many Irish allies. It is also evident that
such a body could not be attacked successfully by the lightly armed Irish forces except at a
disadvantage in crossing a bog or ford. It is therefore probable that only three men of im-
portance fell, as the Irish accounts substantially agree that there was no severe fighting. This
was the first appearance of an English force in Connaught, It was not an attack by the English
upon the kingdom, but a rebellion by Murrough with the help of mercenaries.

Ruaidhri got hold of his sons. He blinded Murrough, and confined Conor in the island of
Lough Hacket. In a year the O’Flaherty faction rescued him, and brought about a reconciliat-
ion with his father.

In 1180 Aedh O’Caithniadh, lord of Erris, was treacherously slain by O’Callaghan at Kil-
common. Auliff O’Toghda, chief of Bredagh, was killed by O’Gaughan, chief of Moyheleog.
Murrough O’Lachtna was drowned in Lough Con. Thus we get an occasional glimpse of
what went on when the chiefs were not engaged in war on a larger scale.

In 1182 Murrough, son of Taichleach O’Dowda, was slain by Melaghlin O’Mulrony of
Moylurg.

In 1183 Bec O’Hara, lord of Leyny, was treacherously slain by Conor O’Diarmada, son of
Ruaidhri O’Conor, in his own house on Lough MacFarry, now called Lough Talt.

Conor Moenmoy drove his father out of Connaught in 1181, and made himself king.
Ruaidhri retired into the Abbey of Cong in 1186, where he remained until his death, except
for a futile attempt to recover the sovereignty in 1189. He died there on the 29th November
1198, in his 82nd year. His body was removed to Clonmacnoise in 1207, probably in con-
nection with the rebuilding of the great church of Cong,



In 1187 MacDermot (Maurice, son of Teige), lord of Moylurg, died in his own mansion on
Claenloch, in Clann Chuain. This house was probably Boyd’s Island, near Castlebar—form-
erly a crannoge, since drainage a peninsula—if Lough Lannagh be the Claenloch.

When Conor Moenmoy was murdered in 1189, Cathal Crobhderg became king after contest
with Conor’s son, Cathal Carrach. The quarrels of these Cathals were the cause of great suf-
fering to the people of Connaught during several years until the death of the latter.

In 1192 Taichleach O’Dowda, lord of the Hy Awley and Hy Fiachrach, was slain by his two
grandsons.

Gilbert and Philip de Angulo fled from Meath and were outlawed in 1195, Gilbert joined
Cathal Crobhderg in his invasion of Munster in 1195, and seems to have remained perman-
ently in his service, having a large assignment of land in South Connaught.

Cathal invaded Munster without provocation, perhaps in pursuit of Cathal Macdermot of
Moylurg, whom he had driven out of Connaught, He went as far as Emly and Cashel, des-
troying castles and towns. He returned with a large force to Athlone, where he made peace
with John de Courcy and de Lacy. Cathal MacDermot “ came again in the same year, through
the strength of his hands, into Connacht, until he reached Caislen na Caillighe ; and he killed
many persons on his way from the south as far as that” (L.C.). “ On arriving at Lough Mask
and Inishrobe, he seized upon all the vessels of Cathal Crovderg O’Conor, and brought them
away to Caislen na Caillighe, where he proceeded to commit great ravages in all directions,
until Cathal Crovderg, accompanied by a party of the English and of the Sil Maelruana, ar-
rived and made peace with him, although he had hitherto committed great ravages” (F.M.).
Castle Hag must have been surrendered to him by the guard, or possibly he surprised them.
Such an impregnable stronghold most likely secured him easy terms of peace. This is the first
reference to Castle Hag in the Annals. It is not mentioned again until Sir R. Bingham ruined
it. It is remarkable that the Annals should ignore the building of such a fortress, a great cahir
with mortared walls of great height.

In 1196 Cathal Crovderg drove Ruaidhri O’Flaherty out of his kingdom. O’Flaherty took to
the sea, and plundered Conmaicne and Umhall, but afterwards went to Ulster and made peace
with O’Conor by the mediation of the Comarb of Patrick, the Archbishop of Armagh. Yet
O’Conor seized O’Flaherty next year. Such relations between the powerful O’Flaherty clan
and O’Conor facilitated an agreement between de Burgos and O’Flaherties in later wars.

In 1199 Cathal Crovderg made an unprovoked attack on the English, at Athlone probably,
killed many persons, and carried off cattle. Thus he came into collision with the English
forces, whereby his position as King of Connaught was eventually much reduced. The history
of these wars, ending in what the Irish justly called the Conquest of Connaught, shows the
ruinous and inconclusive character of native Irish warfare. The main object was to plunder
and destroy the country, not to follow up and annihilate the enemy’s forces or to overawe him
by occupation of his country.

The Annals differ somewhat as to the years in which events fell, but agree generally as to
events. The Annals of Clonmacnoise seem to give the best arrangement on the whole, and are
here followed as to date and sequence.

In 1200 Cathal Crovderg invaded Munster and burnt William de Burgo’s castles. After a
raid into West Meath, where he suffered loss, he collected his forces and went into Aidhne, as



if to meet the English from Munster, but began to plunder Cathal Carrach’s territory.
C. Carrach inflicted a severe defeat on a detachment sent against him. C. Crovderg seems to
have retired without fighting before the English forces under William Burk and Murtough and
Conor O’Brien, who made C. Carrach king. To him hostages were given by the chiefs of the
Silmurray and the Tuaths and by MacDermot, O’Gara, O’Hara, and O’Dowda. C. Crobh-derg
went into Ulster.

“ However, Cathal Carrach and William Burk, and the two O’Briains, with their Foreigners
and Gaeidhel, left neither church nor territory from Echtghe to Dun-Rossarach, and from the
Sinuinn westwards to the sea, that they did not pillage and destroy, so that neither church, nor
altar, nor priest, nor monk, nor canon, nor abbot, nor bishop afforded protection against this
demoniacal host ; and they used to strip the priests in the churches, and carry off the women,
and every kind of property and stock found in the churches, without regard to saint or sanct-
uary, or to any power on earth ; so that never before was there inflicted on the Connachtmen
any punishment of famine, nakedness, and plundering like this punishment.” (L.C.)

This plundering must have been before the general submission. We must understand that
Cathal Crovderg adopted the course usually taken by an Irish king in face of superior force.
He retired before them with his adherents, and looked on while his and their country was
being pillaged. His chief adherents got tired of this and submitted to the conquerors, and he
fled to come again if he could. We need not suppose that this war was any worse than the
other wars which the country was well used to. But it may have been more thorough. The
invaders were largely well-armed, organised soldiers, able to beat down opposition, irresis-
tible by a purely Irish army, but slow. Their O’Conor and O’Brien allies were used to the
work of plundering and destruction, and could do it well under cover of the main body.

The pillage and destruction of churches I believe to mean no more than that the surrounding
houses or villages were destroyed and pillaged, not that the fabric of the church was purpos-
ely destroyed. Destruction of churches was not a Norman or English custom. There was
reason for plundering and burning churches if by the term we understand the subsidiary
buildings belonging to the clergy and the villagers which grew up about the churches. Under
1236 (L.C.) we find that corn was stored in the religs or churchyards, and kept in baskets in
the churches, and the practice is mentioned in the above extract. Thus burning Kilmaine and
Kilbennan may mean burning the church itself, which is the exact meaning of the expression.
But we know that burning a line of churches would make no difference to an invader. Burn-
ing the houses of the villages of that name and all the supplies with them would be an effect-
ive act of defensive warfare. It needs only the sight of the cashel of Moyne church, near
Headford, to make clear the importance of the churches in the warfare of those days. It was a
custom in Ireland to put corn and heavy property in charge of the clergy when the owners be-
took themselves to fastnesses with their cattle, in the hope that the invaders would respect the
clergy, as they evidently often did in ordinary Irish cattle raids. The Normans made war in a
more serious and thorough fashion, and had no idea of leaving the enemy’s supplies for his
use as soon as they left the place. At an early period an arrangement was made with the clergy
that, if property left with them for safe keeping was taken from the churches, the fees due for
keeping it should be paid by him who took it.

In 1201 Cathal Crovderg came twice from Ulster, and twice suffered defeat. In this fighting
Taichleach O’Dowda was killed. After the second defeat Cathal Crovderg procured the sup-
port of William de Burgo and his Munster allies. These transactions are obscure. Meiler Fitz-
Henry, the justiciary, and William de Burgo supported Cathal Carrach against O’Neill and
O’Hegny. Cathal Carrach defeated Cathal Crovderg when he came a second time with de



Courcy and de Lacy. The king arrested de Courcy and called him to account for his action,
but the result does not appear. It is certain that William de Burgo now suddenly took up
Cathal Crovderg’s cause against Cathal Carrach, and he seems to have done so with the king’s
consent, as he was called to account by the king only when he attacked C. Crovderg in 1203.
It is most probable that this change was the result of an attack on the English by C. Carrach,
as the only means of securing the favour and toleration of the Connaught chieftains. It is
evident that he had hitherto relied on English arms for his position, that Cathal Crovderg had
a very strong party in Connaught ; having been king for ten years, and being a son of Torlogh
Mor, were points in his favour. Other Connaught kings set up by the English took the same
course, notably Felim O’Conor in 1316.

However this may be, Cathal Crovderg came again early in 1202 with W. Burk, Murtough
and Conor O’Brien, and Finghin MacCarthy. They went at once to Boyle and occupied the
monastery, which they began to fortify with a stone wall.

On the third day Cathal Carrach was killed in a skirmish with a party sent out to plunder
MacDermot’s lands, who therefore must have been his supporter. Tomaltach, son of Taich-
leach O’Dowda, was killed, and several other men of rank at the same time. This ended the
war. The O’Briens and Finghin MacCarthy went home. Cathal and William de Burgo made a
tour to the south by Dunlo and Moenmoy and then by West Connaught, i.e. along the country
of O’Flaherty east of the Lough as far as Cong, where they stayed to spend Easter.

“ The resolution that Cathal Crobhderg and William Burk adopted, moreover, was to de-
spatch their mercenaries throughout Connacht, to levy their wages ; and William Burk, to-
gether with all who were with him, and Cathal Crobhderg, went to Cunga-Feichin. After this
a miraculous event happened, and it is not known whether it occurred through a man or
through the spirit of God in the shape of a man—viz. it was reported that William Burk had
been killed ; and there was not a road in Connacht by which this report did not come. The
resolution adopted by the tribes on hearing this news was as if they had taken counsel
together— viz. each man to kill his guest. And thus it was done—viz. each tribe killed all that
came to them ; and the loss, according to the report of their own people, was nine hundred,
vel amplius. When William Burk heard that his people had been slain, he plotted against
O’Conchobhair ; but timely notice reached O’Conchobhair, and he left the place where
William was ; and William went to Mumha, after losing the majority of his people.”
(L.C., 1202.)

Torlogh, son of King Ruaidhri, was seized by his own brother Diarmaid, and by Diarmaid,
son of Ruaidhri, son of his uncle Maghnus, and by O’Dowda and O’Hara, on behalf of Cathal
Crovderg. This arrest must be a consequence of the breach between Cathal and William Burk.
Torlogh was a man who might be set up as a rival king.

The slaughter of his men must have been the cause of William’s turning against Cathal. The
proceedings of these years justly earned for William his Irish title of William Conquer.

William Burk began the campaign of 1203 by plundering Clonfert about the 1st February in
company with Conor Moenmoy’s sons. Thence they moved to Meelick and made a fortificat-
ion round the church, in which a garrison was left. He then marched northwards by Knock-
moy, plundering all places until he reached Mayo, where he killed the two sons of Aedh Dall
O’Conor, and settled for a time at Cong. Of this time it is said : “ Tuaim-dha-ghualann was
emptied, and Cunga Feichin was rased, so that it was without a house or church, and the
churches of nearly all Connaught were emptied” (L.C.).



King Cathal was evidently powerless to resist. But Meiler Fitz-Henry, the justiciary, and
Walter de Lacy brought an army into Munster against William, who returned to the south and
submitted himself to the king’s orders, giving up all his castles to the justiciary. In July 1203
the king ordered William to answer all complaints brought against him by the justiciary. In
October William had appeared before the king. In March 1204 commissioners were ap-
pointed to inquire into the complaints made by the justiciary and others against William, and
by William against the justiciary. He took William into Normandy with him, and ordered res-
toration to William of all his castles and lands, save those in Connaught. In September an
order is made retaining the land of Connaught in the king’s hand on account of these dis-
putes, which are not further mentioned in the record. He seems to have justified his actions
before the king, as he returned to Ireland in 1204, and died in 1205. But this was probably in
January, February, or March of 1205 according to the official year, 1206 according to the
usual computation of the year from the 1st January. He closed a chapter in the history of
Connaught and of Ireland, by putting an end to the independence of the kings of Connaught.

It is not known when this great man came to Ireland, but it must have been not later than
1190. He married a daughter of Donnell Mor O’Brien, King of Thomond, and of Munster
until the Invasion, by whom he left three sons. He had large grants in the counties of
Limerick and Tipperary, and seems to have settled down on his lands and kept out of the wars
until Cathal Crovderg’s attack forced him to take up arms for his own defence. Though his
lands were within the kingdom of Thomond, they had not been directly occupied by the
O’Briens, and it was therefore easy for him to cultivate friendly relations with that family,
which were maintained by his descendants. This alliance was an important factor in the con-
quest of Connaught by giving him and his son Richard the help of the O’Briens. Another
daughter of O’Brien named Mor was married to Cathal Crovderg, and another to Donnell
Mor O’Kelly.

He certainly had a grant of some parts of Connaught, but I cannot ascertain what it was, ex-
cept that the grant related to parts of the counties of Mayo and Galway, in which he gave
grants to two Petits and others. But none of these grants were effective.

The writer of the Annals of Clonmacnoise was very abusive of him, but the translator sup-
pressed most of the abuse. As far as the Irish Annals deal with his actions, they show only
what would have made him “ the Glory of the Gael” if he had been an Irish provincial king.

He was buried in the Abbey of Athassel, now better known as Golden Abbey, near Cashel,
which he had founded. A tombstone effigy, supposed to be from his tomb, is set up in a
chapel of the old church of Ballynakill, near Glinsk, but it is probably that of a later William
Burke. [5]

During the remainder of the reign of Cathal Crovderg the country enjoyed an unusual
amount of peace, and therefore the annalists tell but little. At this time the power of the
O’Conors was very much based on the country from Tirawley southwards to Tuam, in which
Murtough Mweenagh and his family, the son of Maghnus, the sons of Ruaidhri, and some
other descendants of Torlogh Mor, were settled. But the mainstay of the family was still the
great Silmurray tribe. They themselves were always quarrelling over the sovereignty. In these
new settlements they were by their presence putting the old local chiefs a step lower in rank,
and so making it easier for the newAnglo-Norman lords to take the place of the O’Conors
later on. For the first effect of Anglo-Norman settlement was to relieve the people from in-
cessant plundering by strangers, and to enable those minor lords who accepted the new con-
ditions to enjoy their own in peace, free from irregular exactions.



In 1207 Aedh O’Goirmghiallaigh, lord of Partry, was slain by the men of Carra.

In 1208 Donnsleibhe O’Gara, King of Sliabh Lugha, Murtough Mweenagh, who was now
Tanist of Connaught, and others helped King Cathal to remove Cathal O’Mulrony from the
chieftainship of Moylurg, and to set up the son of Tomaltach MacDermot.

Auliffe O’Rothlain, chief of the Calry of Coolcarney, was slain by O’Moran, who lived at
Ardnarea, whose land extended thence to Toomore.

In 1210 King Cathal broke with King John. The consequence was that the justiciary built a
bridge and a castle at Athlone, and an invasion of Connaught by Geoffrey de Marisco and an
army from Munster, accompanied by Aedh, son of Ruaidhri O’Conor, and O’Flaherty’s son,
and Donough Cairbreach O’Brien. They came by Tuam to Lough Narney, where they halted
for fourteen to twenty days. Cathal Crovderg did not fight, but came to terms and went with
them to Athlone, where he made peace with the justiciary by giving as hostages his son
Torlogh and the son of another noble. The four hostages which were in the king’s hands were
then released, one being Conor O’Hara.

1213. “ Donnchadh O’Dubhda sailed with a fleet of fifty-six ships from the Insi Gall, and
landed on Inis Raithin, one of the Insi Modh, in Umhall, and wrested his own land free of
tribute from Cathal Croibhdhearg O’Conor” (H.F., p. 303). This must mean that, owing to the
reduced power of the O’Conors, O’Dowda freed himself from the heavy tribute due accord-
ing to the O’Mulconry tract.

1217. Cathal Finn O’Lachtna, chief of the Two Bacs, was treacherously slain in his house
by O’Flynn of Moyheleog.

1220. “ Dubhdara, son of Muiredhach O’Maille, was killed in a dispute by Cathal Crobh-
derg, in his own camp, in violation of all Connacht; and this was a grievous act, although it
was his own misdeeds that recoiled on him” (L.C.).

The next event shows that a conspiracy was formed against King Cathal, brought on pos-
sibly by his having associated his son Aedh with him in the sovereignty, and by the king’s
having recognised Aedh’s right of succession, which is apparent from the State Papers and the
Annals. Though the fact appears later, we may suppose that Cathal’s intentions became
apparent earlier. This succession was in derogation of the right of the O’Conors to choose a
qualified heir among themselves ; and it was necessary to act as Cathal was old. I cannot
ascertain who the Mulrony O’Dowda is.

1221. “ Diarmaid, son of Ruaidhri, son of Toirdhelbhach Mor O’Conchobhair, was slain by
Thomas MacUchtraigh as he was coming from Insi-Gall, whilst collecting a fleet for the pur-
pose of acquiring the sovereignty of Connacht ; . . . Maelruanaidh O’Dubhda, King of Ui-
Amhalghaidh, was drowned while assembling the same fleet.

“ Diarmaid O’Culechain, a professor of history and writing, died in this year, i.e. a man
who had more writings and knowledge than any one that came in his own time ; and it was he
that wrote the Massbook of Cnoc, and another Massbook the equal of it for Diarmaid
MacOirechtaigh, his tutor, and for Gillapatraic, his foster-brother—the comarbs of Achadh-
Fabhair in succession.” (L.C.)

1224. “ Maelisu, son of the bishop O’Maelfhaghmhair, parson of Ui Fiachrach and Ui-
Amhalghaidh, and materies of a bishop, was killed by the son of Donnchadh O’Dubhda, after



enjoying his food and his fire in his own [O’Dubhda’s] house” (L.C). “ A deed strange in him,
for none of the O’Dowdas had ever before killed an ecclesiastic.” (F.M.)

“ Cathal Crobhderg O’Conchobhair, King of Connacht, and king of the Gaeidhel of Erinn
according to merit, died in the monastery of Cnoc-Muaidhe on the 5th of the kalends of June ;
the best Gaeidhel for nobility and honour that came from the time of Brian Borumha down ;
the battle-prosperous, puissant upholder of the people ; the rich, excellent maintainer of peace
; (for it was in his time that tithes were first received in the land of Erinn) ; the meek, devout
pillar of faith and Christianity ; corrector of the culprits and transgressors ; the destroyer of
robbers and evil-doers ; the general battle-victorious defender of the royal law, to whom God
gave good honour on earth, and the heavenly kingdom beyond, after dying in the habit of a
monk, after triumphing over the world and the devil. Aedh O’Conchobhair, his own son,
assumed the government of Connacht, with his luck and happiness, after him ; for he was a
king in dignity near his father previously, and the hostages of Connacht were at his
command ; and it was God who granted the sovereignty to him thus, for no crime was com-
mitted in Connacht through the speedy assumption of sovereignty by him, but one act of
plunder on the road to Cruach, and his hands and feet were cut off the person who committed
it ; and one woman was violated by the son of O’Mannachain, who was blinded for his
offence.” (L.C)

This panegyric may advantageously be compared with the known facts of his career. It is
evident that the record omits very much which would prove the truth of the panegyric.

He founded the Abbey of Ballintubber, begun about 1216. It is not improbable that it was
built in reparation for an attack upon the Archbishop of Tuam, recorded in the following dis-
creet words which neither affirm nor deny his complicity : “ The Archbishop O’Ruanadha
was cruelly and violently taken prisoner by the Connachtmen and Maelisa O’Conchobhair,
and put in chains ; a thing we never heard of before, viz., an archbishop being manacled”
(L.C), I find no Maelisa among the O’Conors, except the Prior of Inishmaine who died in
1223, nor any incident to account for the affair.
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