hortly before Leni-
han became a mem-
ber of the Corpora-
tion, a movement
was initiated to erect
a memorial to Daniel
! O’Connell in Limer-
ick. Lenihan as an 6ld admirer and per-
sonal friend of O’Connell naturally
threw himself with a will into the move-
ment; and in his newspaper he remind-
ed his readers that Mr. Bianconi, while
on arecent visitto Rome, had erected a
commemorative tablet on the site
where O'Connell’s heart was buried,
and urged his countrymen not to be
outdene in generosity at home in ire-
land. But while the movement to have
O’Connell worthily commemorated
was cumberously getting under way,
another committee with apparently
unlimited financial resources made a
daring attempt to have erected in the
Crescent a statue to commemorate a
soldier, Lord Fitzgibbon, who was kil-
led in the recent battle of Balaklava. The
Fitzgibbon memorial committee actu-
ally secured this site from the Corpora-
tion, although Fitzgibbon’s memory
possessed no claims to so signal an
honour from the citizens of Limerick.
There does not seem to have been any
positive ill-will against the character of
the dead man. His family name was,
however, tainted; for he was the grand-
son of John Fitzgibbon, first Earl of
Clare, the too willing and efficient tool
of Pittin the achievement of the legisla-
tive union of 1800. There were Limerick
folk still living to whom the sinister
name was more than a mere memory.

The members of the O’'Connell mem-
orial committee now discovered, to
their chagrin, that the best site in
Limerick was to be set aside for a statue
of a member of the detested family.
Lenihan was one of the secretaries of
the new committee, and he spared no
pains in giving the Fitzgibbon project
the fullest publicity in his own news-
paper. There were angry debates in the
council room of the Corporation. Mem-
bers of the Fitzgibbon memorial com-
mittee moved a resolution in the corpo-
ration that the Crescent site be retained
for their purpose in view of the Coun-
cil’s previous authorisation and added
this ‘patriotic’ rider: “That this council
sympathises fully and deeply with the
gallant and glorious conduct of Lord
Fitzgibbon and the men of Limerick and
Clare who fell in their country’s cause

and in the defence of the peace of

Europe and the liberty of the world”.
The great majority of the city fathers,
however, were now wiser men than
when they first allowed themselves to
be stampeded over this Fitzgibbon
memortial; so they rejected the resolu-
tion and henceforth the Crescent site
was secured for the O’Connell memo-
rial. The inauguration of the O'Connell
statue took place on the 15 August
1857. Judging bywt@e press reports of

Tauriee Lenihan:

HISTORIAN
OF LIMERICK

by Francis Finegan

The O'Connell Testimonial Appeél.

the time, it was a gala day for Limerick.
O’Connell admirers were present in
their thousands from all over Munster.
For many it was their first experience of
a journey on the recently constructed
railroads. Lenihan, as a committee

member, was accorded one of the
places of honour in the ceremony of
inauguration. The press of Dubilingave
a generous share of print in writing-up
the event.

Limerick of the period in which these
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A late nineteenth century picture of the 0'Conneli Monument.

events were taking place presents a
strange contrast to Limerick today —in
one respect at least. | mean the lan-
guage question. Irish was heard in the
market place; and in the courthouse an
interpreter was still required to trans-
late, for the legal man, the statements
of many of the country-folk during the
sessions of the court. In the minute-
book of the Corporation, so late as 23
February 1860, we find the following
entry: “Application read of John
Roberts to be lIrish interpreter at the
Court House. Application was founded
upon a certificate from Mr. Keogh
going Judge of Assize and an appoint-
ment to the office by the late High
Sheriff, but it was not entertained.” It
is peculiar that Lenihan has nothing to
say in his Reminiscences concerning
his own use of the Irish language; yet it
is practically certain that he was an
Irish-gp{eaker. Where he uses an lIrish
phrase, the orthography is unusual and
such as to lead us to suspect that he
had no reading knowledge of the lan-
guage. In his later years, as we shall
see, he advocated the teaching of Irish
in the schools and universities. His
interest in the Irish language never

lapsed at any period of his life — not-

even during the period of his closest
association with O’Connell. He men-
tions a visit to the veteran Gaelic scho-
lar, Father Matt Horgan, in 1843 at Blar-
ney, Co. Cork, but does not teil us in
what medium the conversation was
conducted. Throughout the Reminis-
cences, we find frequent references to
eminent Gaelic scholars of the late
eighteenth or early nineteenth cen-

turies. His later open advocacy of the
cause of the Irish language can possi-
bly be traced to the influence of Eugene
O’Curry. Lenihan first made the
acquaintance of the great Gaelic scho-
lar in 1852. O’Curry was then working
on his edition of the Brehon Laws at Dr.
Graves’ rooms in Trinity College, Dub-
lin. It was on the same occasion that
Lenihan made the acquaintance of Dr.
Petrie. “Between that year and the year
1862,” he writes, “l had frequent
opportunities of seeing and corres-
ponding with O’'Curry. Whenever | vis-
ited Dublin | embraced the occasion of
calling upon him; he was very genial,
good-humoured, full of anecdote that
was racy of the soil ... anxious to com-
municate as freely as possible all he
knew of whatever subject on which
enquiry was made to him.”

Lenihan does not state when pre-
cisely he begame interested in the his-
tory of his adopted city; but there can
be no doubt that O'Curry gave him
encouragement to embark on the task.
Itisclear from the early numbers of the
Limerick Reporter that Lenihan had
taken up the study of Irish history. His
first idea of a history of Limerick was
limited in scope. He made a study of the
last sieges, as he tells us in his preface,
and published the fruits of his study in
serial form. After completing this work,
he began to entertain the idea of pub-
lishing a history of Limerick from the
earliest times. It is certain that, before
O’'Curry’s death in 1862, Lenihan had
read widely and collected much matter
for his complete History of Limerick.

Mgr. O’'Reardon says thatthe work took
five years of incessant labour. His Sun-
days were spent in the country copying
inscriptions on tombstones and col-
lecting folklore and general informa-
tion bearing upon the subject. And yet
at this busy period of his life, he found
time to interest himseif and the citizens
of Limerick in the guestion of recogni-
tion by the British Parliament of the
recently founded Cathaolic University of
Ireland.

The Catholic University of Ireland
had been founded ten years previ-
ously, but was unrecognised by the
government. Lenihan was deeply con-
scious of the long-standing grievance
of discrimination, in the matter of
higher education, against the Catholic
laity at a date thirty years after the
granting of Catholic Emancipation; and
in the columns of the Reporter and Vin-
dicator he presented, with his match-
less vigour and enthusiasm, the case
for the recognition of the Catholic Uni-
versity. At a meeting of the Corpora-
tion, 13 February 1862, he gave notice
of a motion to be debated: “That a
memorial from this council be pre-
sented to His Excellency the Lord
Lieutenant, expressive of the opinion
of this council in favour of the grant by
Government of a Charter for the
Catholic University of Ireland.” The
motion passed unanimously, and
every Protestant in the council sup-
ported it by his vote. Lenihan and five
other members of the Corporation
were appointed to prepare the address.
When the address received the appro-

i

ey
Z

SIX




£

555

bation of the Council, a deputation —
including the Mayor (Mr. Lane Joynt),
the proposer {Lenihan), the seconder
and three others — was chosen to pre-
sent the memorial to the Viceroy. On
their arrival: in Dublin the members of
the deputation were entertained at a
banquet given in their honour by the
Rector of the University, Most Rev. Dr.
Woodlock. Next day, Lady Day, the
members of the deputation were pre-
sented to the Viceroy. Lenihan says
that he gave anything but a favourable
reply. The text of the Viceroy's reply
disguised all too thinly the scant cour-
tesy with which he received the deputa-
tion=

The Corporation of Limerick next
decided, by a unanimous vote, to
attend the ceremony of the laying of
the foundation stone of the new Uni-
versity buildings and travelled to Dub-
lin for the event, which took place with
great solemnity on July 20, 1862. Leni-
han had special reason for his enthus-
iasm in the cause of a University whose
name will always be associated with
that of Cardinal Newman. It was New-
man who discovered the genius of the
great Eugene O’Curry, and it was
almost natural for Lenihan to feel an
interest in the cause of the University
that could boast of a scholar of
O'Curry’s stature. It was at the cere-
mony of the foundation stone that Leni-
han met O’Curry for the last time. He
recalled that O'Curry and himself sat
togeéther at the banquet which followed
the ceremonies; and before returning
to Limerick, he received an invitation to

spend an evening at O'Curry’s home.
" . - IS
It was an agreeable evening indeed,

he says, “though | saw that my gifted
friend was somewhat exhausted after
his hard day’s work and thought his
spirits were depressed. He zealously
urged me to persevere in my then pro-
jected History of Limerick ... He felt
much interest in my sketches of the last
sieges as they appeared in the Reporter
and Vindicator; and, if through post
office delay or other lapse, a number
did not duly reach its destination, he
lost no time in acquainting me with the
fact and in expressing a desire of the
missing copy. He contributed a very
interesting passage from the Book of
Lecan as to the origin of the name of
Limerick, of which | availed myself
cheerfully and thankfully and the man-
uscript of which, written in Irish with a
translation in his own clear and admira-
ble hand, | carefully preserved.” A
fortnight later Eugene O'Curry died.
The history of the last sieges, as it
appeared in weekly instalments of the
Limerick Reporter, required long and
careful preparation on Lenihan’s part.
But more was required than long and
careful preparation when he started on
the early history of Limerick. He was
sufficiently aware of the pitfalls into
which an amateur like himself might
stumble in so djfficult a part of the

work, so he looked for advice and gui-
dance from O'Curry, a master in this
department of Irish history. We of the
twentieth century appreciate O'Curry
for his lasting worth as an archaeolo-
gist and master of Celtic studies, yetthe
fact remains that in his lifetime he was
far from receiving the recognition that
was due to his genius. The great New-
man, alone of the scholars of the day,
recognised the genius of O'Curry. For
most of his life in Dublin O'Curry was

Eugene OCurry.

“strategic retreat” at Colooney is
described in all the fanciful detail of the
fable that itis. Unfortunately, Lenihan’s
words on the matter have been
reprinted — often word for word — in
many local histories. There are other
errors as well; yet, when the vastness

_of the work is considered, it is remarka-

ble how few they are. It is true fhat the
book is hardly notable for its good
order; but for all that nothing islost in
the confusion. Everything worth know-

employed as an ‘assistant editor’ who
did the spade-work in rediscovering
the genuine text of ancient MSS., while
others took all the credit that was alone
O’Curry’s due. It required acumen on
Lenihan’s part to see through the prop-
aganda of silence waged by aspiring
‘inteliectuals’ whose reputation for
Irish scholarship rested on the achieve-
ments of O'Curry but who refused to
acknowledge their indebtedness.

It would be rash to deny that Leni-
han’s History of Limerick taken as a
whole is free from error. Indeed the
wonder is that Lenihan did not fall into
more errors than he actually did. In his
use of sources he might well have dis-
pensed with the works of Macadilay.
Thus, Macaulay’s picturesque fable of
the women of Limerick fighting during
the siege finds its way into Lenihan’s
work. Again, the episode of Vereker's

ing about Limerick from Adam to 1866
finds a place somewhere between the
covers of his book. Occasionally, in his
presentation of some historical
episode, Lenihan wanders off to impart
some personal reminiscence of his
own to the reader. Yet, perhaps, this
very discursiveness is just one of the
qualities that give his book its enduring
charm. The outstanding fault of the His-
tory consists in the attempt to crowd so
much matter into so small a space —
though the book, strictly speaking,
cannot be said to be a small book.
The idea for -presenting the story of
Limerick in one volume rather thantwo
came from Lenihan’s lifelong friend
Archbishop Leahy of Cashel. The
Archbishop’s letter can still be read in
the Scrapbook: “If possible, let not
your work exceed one volume 8vo.
Two volumes would never pay. You
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Richard Pigot (centre).

must have a good idea of the expense
of bringing out two volumes respecta-
bly — something, | suppose, between
five and seven hundred pounds
according to the style of bringing out”.

In Eollecting materials for his history,
he was particularly fortunate in his dis-
covery of the Arthur MS, (The Arthur
MS, is the fee-book of a Catholic physi-
cian, Dr. Thomas Arthur, a graduate of
Paris  University, who practised
medicine from 1619 until 1663. The
diary, which is in Latin, was published
in part by Lenihan in the Kilkenny
Archaeological Journal, 1867). This
document is an invaluable source of
social history of the period not only for
Limerick. Unfortunately, owing to
straitened circumstances in his later
years, Lenihan was reluctantly compel-
led to sell this and other valuable MS.
materials for his projected histories of
Clare and Tipperary. The History of
Limerick, on its first appearance, was
hailed by many eminent scholars as an
authoritative work. The current learned
reviews in England and Ireland
acknowledged its impartiality. A gener-
ous share of the costs of publication
was met by the long list of subscribers

whose names are tabulated at the end

of the book; but the author must have
found himself considerably out of poc-
ket as the result of the poor demand for
the book. For three years at least after
the History appeared, an advertise-
ment of two columns giving excerpts of
the reviews was published in almost
every number of the Limerick Reporter.
In his correspondence with Father
Meehan and Prendergast (author of the
Cromwellian Settlament in Ireland) he

complains that his book was eagerly
read but not bought. Lenihan, was
never in affluent circumstances; and it
should be borne in mind that, at the
time of the first appearance of the His-
tory of Limerick, he had to earn his
daily bread as a journalist and to pro-
vide for the education of a family of
eight or nine children.

It is sometimes said that a great por-
tion of Lenihan's History of Limerick is
that of another writer, and the name of
Thomas Stanley Tracey is mentioned
as being that of the real author. This
objection against Lenihan's authorship
need not be taken seriously. There is no
mystery about the name of Thomas
Tracey. He graduated a B.A. of Trinity
College in 1841 and became a jour-
nalist. For many years he occupied the
post of sub-editor to the Limerick
Reporter. Lenihan quite openly admits
his obligations to Tracey. In the Preface
he states: “In translation, research,
revision and, generally, literary assis-
tance | have enjoyed the constant, effi-
cient and friendly aid of Thomas S.
Tracey, B.A., who was conveniently
near me.”

Two explanations can be assigned
for the propagation of this legend of
dual authorship. In the first place, the
fact that Tracey was a university
graduate impressed people at a time
when few Catholics possessed a uni-
versity degree. To this it may be
answered that Lenihan, though pre-
vented from receiving the benefit of a
university training because of his faith,
had probably had quite as good an edu-
cation as Tracey. There is the added
consideration that, if Tracey wrote a

considerable part of the book, itis mat-
ter for wonder that he did not protest
when his name did not appear on the
title-page as that of co-author. The sec-
ond source of the legend can certainly
be traced to Michael Hogan. Hogan
was the author of a number of scurril-
ous pamphlets under the name “Sedn
na Scuab,” which were directed
against the members of the Limerick
Corporation. These pamphiets are long
since out of print and deservedly so.
The story of Hogan’s grievances
against the Corporation is too well
known to be repeated. But however
justified his grievances, no admirer of
Hogan can defend a work which
offends against justice and charity.
Lenihan's History had been published
only two or three years when Hogan
started writing this series of pam-
phlets. As a member of the Corporation
and as a defender of the Liberal candi-
dates against. Sir Peter Tait and a
Fenian candidate at the elections of
1868, Lenihan came under Hogan’s dis-
pleasure. Hogan represented Lenihan
in these pamphlets as the son of a
tinker from Cork, a servant in Carlow
College, aman who caused trouble bet-
ween a bishop and his clergy, an
adventurer who sought refuge in
Limerick where he cogged somebody’s
history. Public opinion was not influ-
enced by such wild and unfounded
statements.

" Elections of members of Parliament
were ‘arranged for November 1868.
Gladstone was seeking a mandate for
the disestablishment of the State
Church in Ireland. The Liberal candi-
dates for Limerick were Francis William
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Russell and Major George Gavin. Both
these candidates had openly pledged
themselves to support Gladstone’s Dis-
establishment Bill, and it was taken
almost for granted that no other candi-
date would take the field against them.
The Mayor, 'Sir Peter Tait, who had
been absent from the city since the pre-
vious March, to the consternation of
many, proposed to go forward as acan-
didate. Tait, who had been a very popu-
lar employer in Limerick, stood a
reasonable chance of being elected. He
was known however to be a conserva-
tive in politics, and at once the Liberal
policy supporters became alarmed. He
was joined in opposition to the Liberals
bya {;oung journalist from Dublin who
edited a paper, The Irishman, which
strongly supported the Fenians. On the
face of things, it was a strange election
contest: Conservative and Fenian ver-
sus Liberals. The secret ballot act was
not yet in existence and elections were
disorderly in consequence. The Limer-
ick elections of 1868 were no exception
to the rule, and in the demonstrations
that occurred one life was lost. The Lib-
eral candidates were elected with 1,026
votes for Gavin and 794 for Russell. The
popularity of Tait may be estimated
from the fact that he came a close third
to Russell with 720 votes. The Fenian
candidate got poor support with only
187. The Conservative and Fenian can-
didates immediately entered a plea
that the Liberals won by wholesale
bribery and corruption. A commission
was appointed to inquire into the
charges and commenced its sessions
on January 19th, with Lord Justice
Fitzgerald as chairman. After a lengthy
examination of the evidence for both
sides, the judge declared that the Lib-
eral candidates were duly elected. The
findings of the court indicated that if
the Liberals were to blame, the oppos-
ing candidates were no less blamewor-
thy.

Meantime the growing unpopularity
of Tait was shown by a resolution pas-
sed at a public meeting of the citizens
on St. Stephen’s Day 1868. “We on the
part of the burgesses beg respectfully
to bring under your notice the follow-
ing resolution which was passed
unanimously at a public meeting con-
vened at the City Court House by the
(acting) Mayor on Saturday last 26/XH/
'68: ‘That we indignantly protest
against the conduct of Sir Peter Tait in
tampering with the civic chain of our
time-honoured city and that we call on

the Corporation to replace at once the -

links of our most respected Mayors in
that position from which they were so
unwarrantably removed by the Cham-
pion of Tory Ascendancy’.” This
address of the citizens to the Corpora-
tion was read at a council meeting on
New Year's day 1869. Sir Peter Tait had
evidently decided to leave Limerick, as
his business was not prospering, andin
the course of the pfst year had been

preparing for new financial ventures in
Leeds and London. He wished however
to leave some memorial of his connec-
tion with Limerick and, in commemora-
tion of histriple term of office as Mayor,
he decided toinsertalarge medallionin
the civic chain. The insertion of the
medallion required some change ofthe
rings of former Mayors. He did this
without any authorization of the Corpo-
ration or the citizens of the city. Aresol-
ution of the Corporation then notified
Tait that a medallion was inserted only
for some remarkable corporate event
— as, for instance, the formation of the
Reformed Corporation of 1840 — and
that he was asked to present in place of
the medallion one or three rings of the
same pattern as those affixed by all the
former Mayors. Tait refused to con-
sider the proposal, and about three
weeks later the City Treasurer was
instructed to return the medallion to

Michael Hogan, the Bard of Thomond.

political errors. It cannot be denied that
Lenihan had made at least one grave
mistake when he supported the candi-
dature of James.Sadlier in Tipperary
about sixteen years previously. Sad-
lier, as it is well known, broke faith with
his constituents and accepted office as
a Junior Lord of the Treasury under the
Liberal administration of the timg. Leni-
han in due course admitted that/he had
been decived by Sadilier, as had many
others, and the readers of the Linverick
Reporter accepted his explénation.
Lenihan’s past defence of Sadlier now
proved an easy target for Hogan, and
some of the most caustic lines of “Seéan
na Scuab” deal with this incident.
Hogan however would have.been bet-
ter advised to have withheld some of
the toothless adulation that he sho-
wered on his own friends; for some
twenty years later the young journalist
who was defeated in the 1868 election

Tait. Two further attempts were made
by the Corporation to have Tait recon-
sider his decision, but Tait refused to
have any other memorial of his mayor-
alty inserted in the civic chain except
the medallion.

Lenihan, as might be expected, took
no small part in the preceding events,
the 1868 election and the affair of the
Tait medal. His newspaper editorials
gave his fullest support to the Liberals;
and he seems to have taken an active
part in the election meetings at the
hustings, if we are to take Michael
Hogan’s word for it. Needless to say his
political activities annoyed Hogan, who
made capital out of Lenihan’s past

took his place in the witness box of the
Old Bailey, and the world then learned
what manner of man was Richard Pig-
got the forger of the Parnell letters. In
justice to Hogan, it must be said that he
met with some cruel disappointments
in life. Possibly he learned later that dis-
appointment was never far distant
from Lenihan’s door even in the years
when he was at the height of his suc-
cess; for it seems that Lenihan and
Hogan became friends again. At least
some of Hogan's verses began to
appear again in the later numbers of
the Limerick Reporter. (To be con-
tinued).

(Reprinted from Studies, Vol. XXXV.
No. 143, September 1947).




