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THE GENEALOGICAL OFFICE

King of Arms, also known simply as “The Office of Arms’,

which was created in 1552 when Edward VI designated
Bartholomew Butler the chief heraldic authority in Ireland, with the
title of ‘Ulster’. The reasons for the choice of ‘Ulster’ rather than
‘Ireland’ remain somewhat unclear; it seems likely that the older title
of ‘Ireland King of Arms’ was already in use amongst the heralds at the
College of Arms in London. Whatever the reason, Ulster King of Arms
acquired full jurisdiction over arms in Ireland, and retained it for
almost four hundred years until 1943, when the Office was renamed
The Genealogical Office, and Ulster became ‘Chief Herald of Ireland’,
with the same powers as his predecessor.

At the outset, the authority of Ulster was limited to those areas of
the country under English authority; heraldry, as a feudal practice, was
in any case quite alien to Gaelic culture. Up to the end of the
seventeenth century, the functions of the Office remained purely
heraldic, ascertaining and recording what arms were in use, and by
what right families used them. From the late seventeenth century,
Ulster began to acquire other duties, as an officer of the crown
intimately linked to the government. These duties were largely
ceremonial, deciding and arranging precedence on state occasions, as
well as introducing new peers to the Irish House of lords, and
recording peerage successions. In essence, these two areas, the heraldic
and the ceremonial, remained the principal functions of the Office
over the succeeding three centuries, with Ulster becoming registrar of
the chivalric Order of St Patrick instituted in 1783, and continuing to
have responsibility for the ceremonial aspects of state occasions at the
court of the viceroy.

The functioning of the Office depended to an inordinate degree on
the personal qualities of Ulster, and an unfortunate number of the
holders of the position, in the eighteenth century especially, appear to
have regarded it as a sinecure, paying little attention to the keeping of
records and treating the manuscript collection as their personal
property. It was only with the arrival of Sir William Betham in the early
nineteenth century that the business of the Office was put on a sound
footing, and serious attention paid to the collection and care of
manuscripts. As a consequence, although a number of the official
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4 THE GENEALOGICAL OFFICE, DUBLIN

records are much earlier, the vast majority of the Office’s holdings do
not pre-date the nineteenth century.

In the course of carrying out its heraldic functions, the Office
inevitably acquired a large amount of material of genealogical interest,
since the right to bear arms is strictly hereditary. Nonetheless, the new
title given to the Office in 1943, ‘The Genealogical Office’, was
somewhat inaccurate. Its principal function continues to be heraldic,
the granting and confirmation of official achievements to individuals
and corporate bodies. Up to the 1980s, the Office also carried out
commissioned research into family history. This service has been
discontinued.

GENEALOGICAL OFFICE RECORDS

MANUSCRIPTS

The manuscripts of the Genealogical Office are numbered in a single
series from 1 to 822. They are, however, of a very mixed nature,
reflections of the Office’s changing functions over the centuries, and
are best dealt with in categories based on those functions. The follow-
ing account divides them into (1) Official Records, (2) Administrative
Records and Reference Works, and (3) Research Material.

(1) OFFICIAL RECORDS

A number of sets of manuscripts are direct products of the official
functions of the Office, and may be termed official records. On the
heraldic side, the principal records are the Visitations (GO 47-9), the
Funeral Entries (GO 64-79), the official grants and confirmations of
arms (GO 103-111g), and the Registered Pedigrees (GO 156-182). In
addition to these, four other manuscript groups reflect duties which
Ulster’s Office acquired over the centuries. These are the Lords’ Entries
(GO 183-188), Royal Warrants for Changes of Name, (GO 26 &
149-154A), Baronets’ Records (GO 112-4), and Gaelic Chieftains
(GO 610 & 627).

The Visitations were an attempt to carry out in Ireland heraldic
visitations along the lines of those which the College of Arms had been
using in England for almost a century to control the bearing of arms.
The results were meagre, confined to areas close to Dublin, and almost
certainly incomplete even for those areas. The following places were
covered: Dublin and parts of Co. Louth, 1568-70; Drogheda and
Ardee, 1570; Swords, 1572; Cork, 1574; Limerick, 1574; Dublin city,
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1607; Dublin county, 1610; Wexford, 1610. They are indexed in
GO 117.

The Funeral Entries, covering the period 1588-1691, make up
some of the deficiencies of the Visitations. Their aim was to record the
name, wife and issue of deceased nobility and gentry, along with their
arms. In addition, many of the Entries include very beautiful
illustrations of the arms and armorial devices used at the funeral, as
well as notes on the ordering of the funeral processions and
ceremonies. An index to the Entries is found in GO 386.

One of the later effects of the lack of visitations was to make it
difficult for Ulster to verify from his own records that a particular
family had a right to its arms. This gave rise to the practice, peculiar to
Ireland, of issuing ‘confirmations’ of arms, which were taken as official
registrations, and were dependent on an applicant being able to show
that the arms in question had been in use in his family for three
generations or one hundred years. The records of these confirmations,
and of actual grants of arms, are found in GO 103-111g, dating from
1698, and still current. Earlier grants and confirmations are scattered
through the manuscript collection; a complete index to all arms
officially recorded in the Office is to be found in GO 422-3. Hayes’
Manuscript Sources for the Study of Irish Civilization reproduces this,
and includes a summary of any genealogical information.

Since the right to bear arms is hereditary, the authentication of arms
required the collection of a large amount of genealogical material. This
is undoubtedly the origin of the Registered Pedigrees, GO 156182,
but the series very quickly acquired a life of its own, and the majority
of entries are now purely genealogical. It is particularly important for
the collection of 18th century pedigrees of Irish emigres to France,
produced in response to their need to prove membership of the
nobility; admission to such a position carried very substantial
privileges, and the proofs required included the signature of Ulster.
The series continues up to the present, and is indexed in GO 469, as
well as Hayes” Manuscript Sources.

Partly as a result of difficulties concerning the status of lords who
had supported James II, from 1698 one of the duties of Ulster became
the keeping of an official list of Irish peers, ‘Ulster’s Roll’. In theory, all
of those entitled to sit in the Irish House of Lords, whether by creation
of a new peerage, or by succession, were obliged to inform Ulster
before they could be officially introduced to the House. In practice, the
vast bulk of information collected relates to successions, with the heirs
supplying the date of death and place of burial, arms, marriages and
issue. The series covers the period from 1698 to 1939, and is indexed
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in GO 470.

In order to regulate the assumption of arms and titles, after 1784 it
became necessary to obtain a warrant from the king for a change of
name and arms. From 1795, the Irish House of Lords made it
obligatory to register such a warrant in Ulster’s Office. The result is the
manuscript series known officially as ‘Royal Warrants for changes of
name and licences for changes of name’. Most of the nineteenth
century changes came about as a result of wills, with an inheritance
made conditional on a change of name. Hayes’ Manuscript Sources
indexes the series.

A similar need to regulate the improper assumption of titles
produced the Baronet’s records, GO 112—4. A royal warrant of 1789
for ‘correcting and preventing abuses in the order of baronets’ made
registration of their arms and pedigrees with Ulster obligatory. The
volumes are indexed in GO 470.

The records of Gaelic Chieftains in GO 610 and 627 are the
consequence of a revival instituted in the 1940s by Dr. Edward
MacLysaght, the first Chief Herald of Ireland. He attempted to trace
the senior lineal descendants in the male line of the last recorded Gaelic
‘Chief of the Namé, who was then officially designated as the
contemporary holder of the title. The practice has met with mixed
success, since the collapse of Gaelic culture in the seventeenth century
left an enormous gulf to be bridged, and the chieftainships were not in
any case originally passed on by primogeniture but by election within
the extended kin-group. Nonetheless, more than twenty Chiefs have
been designated, and the records of the research which went into
establishing their right to the title are extremely interesting.

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE RECORDS AND REFERENCE WORKS

Many of the documents now part of the general manuscript series
simply derive from the paperwork necessary to run an office. These
include cash books, receipts, Ulster’s Diaries, letter books, day books,
and records of fees due for the various functions carried out by Ulster.
Of these, the most interesting from a genealogical point of view are the
letter books (GO 361-378), copies of all letters sent out from the
Office between 1789 and 1853, and the Betham letters (GO
580-604), a collection of the letters received by Sir William Betham
between c.1810 and 1830 and purchased by the Genealogical Office in
1943. The former are indexed volume by volume. The latter are of
more potential value. The only index, however, comes in the original
catalogue of the sale of the letters, dated 1936, a copy of which is to be
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found at the Office, though not numbered among the manuscripts.
The catalogue lists the letters alphabetically by addressor, and a
supplementary surnames indexprovides a guide to the families dealt
with. Another eight volumes of the series, unindexed, are to be found
-in the National Archives (M.744-751).

As well as documents produced in the day-to-day running of the
Office, a large number of manuscripts also relate to the ceremonial
functions performed by Ulster. These include official orders relating to
changes of insignia, papers dealing with precedence and protocol,
records of official functions at the vice-regal court, and the records of
the Order of St Patrick. There is little of genealogical interest in these.

In the course of their heraldic and genealogical work, Ulster and his
officers accumulated over the years a large series of manuscripts for use
as reference works. These include manuscript armories, ordinaries of
arms, treatises on heraldry and precedence, a series of English
Visitations, and blazons of arms of English and Scottish peers. The
bulk of the material is heraldic, but there is a good deal of incidental
genealogical information, particularly in the seventeenth century
ordinaries of arms.

(3) RESEARCH MATERIAL

The most useful manuscripts in the Genealogical Office collection are
those acquired and created to provide sources for genealogical research.
The policy was begun in the early nineteenth century by Sir William
Betham and continued by all of his successors, and has produced a
wide range of material, much of it based on records which were
destroyed in the Public Record Office in 1922. It may be divided into
three broad categories: (i) Betham’s own compilations; (ii) the
collections of later genealogists; (iii) other records. The sheer diversity
of these documents makes a complete account impractical here; what
follows is a broad outline.

The greatest single work produced by Betham is the collection of
abstracts of family information from prerogative wills. These are
divided into a number of series: GO 223-226 (‘Old Series’ Vols I-IV)
covers wills before 1700; GO 227-254 (‘New Series’ Vols 1-31) covers
wills from 1700 to ¢.1800. The series are roughly alphabetical, with
each volume containing its own index. Sir Arthur Vicars’ Index to the
Prerogative Wills of Ireland 1536-1810 provides a guide to wills
covered. Many of the sketch pedigrees include later amendments and
additions from other sources. GO 255-6 provides an index of all of the
marriage alliances recorded in the wills. Another series, GO 203-214
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(‘Will Pedigrees’ Vols I-XII) represents an unfinished attempt to re-
arrange all of these sketch pedigrees into strictly alphabetical order.
Betham also produced a large number of sketch pedigrees based on
other sources, collected as ‘Ancient Anglo-Irish Families’ Vols 1-VI
(GO 215-219), ‘Milesian Families’ Vols I-III (GO 220-222), and the
“Ist series’ Vols I-XVI (GO 261-276) and 2nd series Vols I-VII (GO
292-298). All of these are indexed in GO 470.

As well as the sketch pedigrees and the letters (covered above under
‘Administrative Records’), there are two other sources in the collection
which owe their origin to Betham. The first of these, genealogical and
historical excerpts from the plea rolls and patent rolls from Henry III
to Edward VI (GO 189-193), constitute the single most important
source of information on Anglo-Norman genealogy in Ireland.
Betham’s transcript of Roger O’Ferrall’s ‘Linea Antiqua’, a collation of
earlier genealogies compiled in 1709, is the Office’s most extensive
work on Gaelic, as opposed to Anglo-Irish, genealogy. This copy (in
three volumes, GO 1457, with an index to the complete work in 147)
also contains Betham’s interpolations and additions, unfortunately
unsourced. It records the arms of many of the Gaelic families covered,
without giving any authority for them, and is the source of most of the
arms illustrated in Dr Edward MacLysaght’s Irish Families.

Pedigrees and research notes produced by later amateur and
professional genealogists make up a large part of the Office’s
manuscript collection. Among those who have contributed to these are
Sir Edmund Bewley, Denis O’Callaghan Fisher, Tenison Groves, Alfred
Moloney, T.U. Sadleir, Rev. H.B. Swanzy and many others, For the
most part, their records concern either particular groups of families or
particular geographical areas. Some of these have their own indexes,
some are covered by GO 470 and 117, others have will abstracts only
indexed in GO 429. The numerical listing at the end of this article
provides a guide. As well as these, some of the results of Ulster’s Office
own research in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century are
classed as manuscripts, GO 800-822. These constitute no more than
a fraction of the total research information produced by the Office.
They are indexed in Hayes’ Manuscript Sources.

A final class of records consists of extremely diverse documents,
having only their potential genealogical usefulness in common. It
includes such items as freeholders’ lists from different counties, extracts
from parish registers, transcripts of the Dublin city roll of freemen, of
returns from the 1766 census, of city directories from various periods,
and much more. More detailed information will be found in the list at
the end of this article.
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ARCHIVES

As well as the manuscripts series, now closed, the Genealogical Office
also has extremely extensive archive records of the commissioned
research it carried out up to the 1980s. For the closing decades of the
nineteenth century and the early decades of the twentieth century,
these records are still largely concerned with the Anglo-Irish.
Manuscripts 800-822 cover perhaps 5% of this material. The
remainder is sorted in roughly alphabetical order in cardboard boxes
along one whole wall of the Genealogical Office strong room. It is to
be hoped that the Office can acquire the resources to sort and index it
soon, since it contains a great deal of very valuable information.

After the creation of The Genealogical Office in 1943, the focus of
the commissioned research shifted, with most work now carried out on
behalf of the descendants of emigrants to Australia and North America.
There are over 20,000 research files giving details of the results of this
research. A continuing project to index the families concerned has so
far covered over 6,000 of these; the results are on computer at the

Office.

RESEARCH IN GENEALOGICAL OFFICE MANUSCRIPTS

The biggest single obstacle to research in GO manuscripts is the lack
of a single, comprehensive index, though this has been mitigated to
some extent by the recent work of Ms. V.W. McAnlis (see below) Many
attempts have been made over the centuries of the Office’s existence to
produce a complete index; the result has been a proliferation of partial
indexes, each covering some of the collection, none covering it all.
These are dealt with below. In addition, the policy used in the creation
of manuscripts appears to have become somewhat inconsistent from
the 1940s. Before then only the earliest and most heterogeneous
manuscripts had been numbered in a single series, with each of the
other groups simply having its own volume numbers, ‘Lords Entries
Vol. II’ or ‘Registered Pedigrees Vol. 12, for example. The laudable
attempt to produce a consistent numbering system, starting at GO 1
and moving through the collection, seems to have given rise to the
piecemeal addition of material which was more properly the preserve
of the National Library. The subsequent transfers to the Library, and
renumbering of remaining material, produced a virtual collapse of the
system in the upper numbers. No manuscripts exist for many of the
numbers between 600 and 800. The numerical list of manuscripts at
the end of this article reflects the current situation, with titles no longer
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in the Office given in brackets.

In recent years, Virginia Wade McAnlis has taken on the task of
creating a consolidated index for Genealogical Office manuscripts,
working from the microfilm copies available through the Family
History Centres of the Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter-Day Saints,
the Mormons. This work, in five volumes, is available from Ms
McAnlis at 82 Gunn Road, Port Angeles, WA 98362-9108, USA. A
copy is also available from the National Library of Ireland. It brings
together the references from the indexes numbered as GO Mss 117,
148, 255-60, 386, 422-3, 470. Details of these are found below. In
addition to the page references included in these indexes, Ms McAnlis
also includes microfilm references for the Latter-Day Saints collection.

INDEXES

GO 59: This is a detailed calendar of manuscripts 1-58, particularly
useful since many of these consist of very early heterogeneous
material bound together for preservation.

GO 115:  Indexes the following: Arms A~C; Grants & Confirmations, A
& B; Visitations; British Families; Funeral Entries; Registered
Pedigrees Vols 1-10. Only the Visitations (GO 47—49) and Bri-
tish Families (GO 44-46) are not indexed more fully elsewhere.

GO 116:  An unfinished index

GO 117:  Duplicates much of the material indexed in GO 422, GO 470
and Hayes’ Manuscript Sources. Only the following are not
covered elsewhere: Antrim Families (GO 213); Fisher Mss (GO
280-85); Irish Arms at the College of Heralds (GO 37); Irish
Coats of Arms (Fota) (GO 526); Heraldic Sketches (GO 125);
Betham Letter Books (GO 362-78); Ecclesiatical Visitations
(GO 198-9); Reynell Mss (GO 445).

GO 148:  Index to ‘Linea Antiqua. The version at the end of GO 147,
‘Linea Antiqua’ Vol. III is more complete.

GO 255-6: Index to Alliances in Prerogative Wills (Betham)

GO 386: Index to the Funeral Entries

GO 422-3: Index to arms registered at the Office

GO 429:  Eustace Index to Will Abstracts at the Genealogical Office. The
published version in ‘Analecta Hibernica, Vol. 17, is less
extensive than the manuscript copy.

GO 469:  Index to Registered Pedigrees. This appears to be less complete
than the version included in Hayes’ Manuscript Sources. Attached
to it is a typescript copy of the index to the Genealogical Office
collection of pedigree rolls.

GO 470:  Index to Unregistered Pedigrees. This is the single most useful
index in the Office, covering the Lord’s Entries, the Betham
pedigrees and many of the genealogists’ pedigree collections. It is
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divided into three separate parts, and gives the descriptive titles
in use before the adoption of the single GO numbering system.
The flyleaf lists the manuscripts covered.

GO 476:  Numerical listing of GO manuscripts. Dating from the 1950s,

and now inaccurate for the higher numbers.

See also Hayes' Manuscript Sources for the Study of Irish

Civilisation.

This indexes the following: Registered Pedigrees, GO 800-822, Fisher
Mss (GO 280-5).

ACCESS

Access to the Genealogical Office Collection is through the manuscript
reading Room of the National Library at 2 Kildare Street, the same
building which houses the Office itself. For the most valuable
manuscripts, in general those in the lower numbers, only microfilm
copies are accessible, in the National Library microfilm reading room.
The microfilms are as follows:

NL Pos. 8286: GO Mss 47, 48, 49, 64, 65

NL Pos. 8287: GO Mss 66, 67, 68, 69

NL Pos. 8288: GO Mss 70,71,72,73

NL Pos. 8289: GO Mss 74, 75, 76,77, 78

NL Pos. 8290: GO Mss 79, 103, 104, 105, 106
NL Pos. 8290A: GO Mss 93, 94, 95

NL Pos. 8291: GO Mss 107, 108, 109

NL Pos. 8292: GO Mss 110, 111, 111A to p.95
NL Pos. 8293: GO Mss 111A from p.96, 111B, 111C
NL Pos. 8294: GO Mss 111D, 111E, 111F

NL Pos. 8295: GO Ms 112

NL Pos. 8295A: GO Ms 113
NL Pos. 8295B: GO Ms 141

NL Pos. 8296: GO Mss 145, 146, 147 to p.42

NL Pos. 8297: GO Mss 147 from p.43, 148, 149, 150 to p. 319
NL Pos. 8298: GO Mss 150 from p.319, 151, 152

NL Pos. 8299: GO Mss 153, 154

NL Pos. 8300: GO Mss 154A, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159 to p-109
NL Pos. 8301: GO Mss 159 from p.110, 160, 161, 162, 163,164
NL Pos. 8302: GO Mss 165, 166, 167, 168

NL Pos. 8303: GO Mss 169, 170

NL Pos. 8304: GO Mss 171, 172, 173

NL Pos. 8305: GO Mss 174, 175

NL Pos. 8306: GO Mss 176
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NL Pos.
NL Pos.
NL Pos.
NL Pos.
NL Pos.
NL Pos.

8307:
8308:
8309:
8310:
8311:
8312:

THE GENEALOGICAL OFFICE, DUBLIN

GO Mss 177,178

GO Mss 179, 180

GO Mss 181, 182

GO Mss 1824, 183, 184
GO Mss 185, 186, 187
GO Mss 188

LISTING OF GENEALOGICAL OFFICE MANUSCRIPTS

The following is a numerical list of Genealogical Office manuscripts,
from 1 to 822. In the upper numbers especially, a significant
proportion of the items have been moved. Where this is the case, the
title is given in brackets and also, where possible, the destination of the

manuscript.
GO MS TITLE INDEX
1 Case of Precedence. List of Peers 1634-89
2 Royal Arms
3 Letters Vol.1. Genealogical Scraps
4 Exemption from Taxes etc.
List of Baronets etc.
Authority for Fees
5 Funeral Arms temp. Preston, Ulster.
Commissions for Visitations
6 Forms of Processions etc.
7 Treatise on Heraldry, 1347
8 Fees of Office, Precedence, Royal Pedigrees,
Order of Dignities, Irish Padiament
9 Treatise on Nobility, Pedigrees of Ancient Baronies
10 Ulster’s Diaries 1698-1800 (numbcrcd‘ 10A) Own Index
11 Ulster’s Diaries 1800-37 (numbered 11A) Own Index
12 Synopsis of Heraldry & Treatise on Funerals
13 Honours conferred in Ireland
14

Fees of Office Vol. 1 History of Ulster’s Office
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16
17
18
19
20

21
22
23
2%
25
26
27
28
30-35
36
37
38-9
40
41-2
43
44
45
46
47
48
49

50
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Monumenta Eblana
Miscellaneous Pedigrees & Letters
Fees of Honour etc. Precedence
Fees of Honour 1812

Funeral Processions

Fees of Honour

Angl: Regn: Catg:

Lodge’s Memorials & Extracts from the Rolls etc.

Arms Paulet

Coronation

Receipts for Fees of Honour

Assumed Names, Arms and Titles

Papers on Change of Name

Cling’s Annuals

Irish Nobility Volumes A to E

Scottish Nobility E2

Irish Arms A

English Arms A & B

English Arms, Funeral Processions etc.
English Nobility A & B

English Nobility No 19, Royal Arms and Badges
British Families Vol 1, 1660/7

British Families Vol 2 164148

British Families Vol 3 Cromwell’s Officers
Visitations Vol 1, Dublin 1568
Visitations Vol 2, Dublin 1607
Visitations Vol 3, Wexford

List of Peers, Baronets & Knights

No Index

Indexed in 115
Indexed in 115
Indexed in 115
Indexed in 117
Indexed in 117

Indexed in 117

13
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51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

62

63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73

74

75
76

77
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Knights Dubbed 1565-1616, Vol 1

Knights Dubbed 1633-1687 etc. Vol 2

Deering’s Alphabet of English Knights, 1609

Arms of Kingdom, Cities etc.

Camden Grants

Arms EI Part I, History of College of Arms

Arms EI Part I1, English and Scotch Nobility

Arms EI Part III, Camden Grants & Molyneux Collection

General Series, Ulster’s Office Index
Carney Sketches of Arms
Arms B

Smith’s Ordinary of Arms, A No 2
Grants Carney and Hawkins

Smith’s Ordinary of Arms, B No 2
Funeral Entries Vol 1 1588-1617
Funeral Entries Vol 2 1597-1603
Funeral Entries Vol 3 1604-1622
Funeral Entries Vol 4 1651-1682
Funeral Entries Vol 5 16221633
Funeral Entries Vol 6 1633-1652
Funeral Entries Vol 7 16361639
Funeral Entries Vol 8 1639-1641
Funeral Entries Vol 9 1640-1663
Funeral Entries Vol 10 1659-1689

Funeral Entries Vol 11 1672-1681
Arms of Irish Peers

Funeral Entries Vol 12 & 13 1683-1691
Funeral Entries Vol 14 1651-1669, 1787

Funeral Entries Vol 15 from 1861

Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386

Indexed in 386

Indexed in 386
Indexed in 386

Indexed in 386
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79
80
81
82
83
84
85

86

87
88
89
920
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103

104
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Funeral Entries Vol 16 ‘A’

Funeral Entries Vol 17 1622-1729
Arms of English Baronets, Irish Grants
Blazons of Arms

Arms A

Arms: Betham

Draft Grants

Draft Grants

Funeral Certificates 1680 etc
Draft Grants D

Draft Grants E

Draft Grants Vol 1

Draft Grants Vol 2

Sketches of Arms

Royal Genealogy of England

English Arms B

‘Chaos’ Vol 1

‘Chaos’ Vol 2

‘Chaos’ Vol 3

‘Chaos’ Vol 4

‘Chaos’ Vol 5

Irish Arms — Smith Rouge Dragon 1613
Register of Arms, Ulster’s Office. See 422
Register of Knights Vol 3, 1800-1854
Register of Knights Vol 4, 1853-1892
Register of Knights Vol 5, 1893

Grants and Confirmations of Arms A

Grants B

Indexed in 386

Indexed in 386

Indexed in 422

Indexed in 422

Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422

Indexed in 422

Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470

Indexed in 422

Indexed in 422
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105
106
107
108
109
110
111
111A
111B
111C
111D
111E
111F
111G
112
113
114
115
116,
117
118
119
120
121
122

123
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Grants and Confirmations of Arms C
Grants D

Grants and Confirmations of Arms E
Grants and Confirmations of Arms F
Grants and Confirmations of Arms G
Grants and Confirmations of Arms H
Grants and Confirmations of Arms J
Grants and Confirmations of Arms K
Grants and Confirmations of Arms L
Grants and Confirmations of Arms M
Grants and Confirmations of Arms N
Grants and Confirmations of Arms O
Grants and Confirmations of Arms P
Grants and Confirmations of Arms Q
Baronets’ Pedigrees — Brooke

Baronets of Ireland

Baronets’ entries Vol 1

Index I

Index II

Index I1I

Ulster’s Office 3 (receipts & expenditure)
Visitations of Norfolk and Suffolk, 1567
Glover's Visitation of Yorkshire, 1685
Yorkshire Families

Peers of England — Pedigrees

Glover's Visitation of Cheshire, 1580

St George’s Visitation of Dorset and Devon, 1613

Siege of Karleeverock
Dunfermline
Glover’s Ordinary

Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 422
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423
Indexed in 423

Indexed in 470



124
125
126
127
128
129
130

131

132

133

134-8

139
140
141
142
143
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
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Herald’s Visitation, Lancashire, Cheshire, Yorkshire
Heraldic Sketches

English Barons

Receipts for Fees of Honour

Brooke’s Precedency

Arms of Cities of England

Recent Grantees. College of Arms

Marriages from Exshaw’s & Hibernian Magazine
Vol 1 1741-1800

Marriages from Exshaw’s & Hibernian Magazine
Vol 11 1741-1800

Marriages from Exshaw’s & Hibernian Magazine
Vol 111 1743-1800

Fisher Mss. Dublin Marriage Licence Bonds 1638-1800

These are all repeated and expanded in 473-5

17

Fisher Mss. Will Notes A Index: 117 & 429

Fisher Mss. Notes B Indexed in 117

Fisher Mss. Will Notes C Indexed in 429

Fisher Mss. Notes D

Fisher Mss. Notes F

O’Ferrall’s Linea Antiqua I (Betham Collection)  Indexed in 147
O’Ferrall’s Linea Antiqua II (Betham Collection) Indexed in 147

O’Ferrall’s Linea Antiqua III (Betham Collection) Own Index

Index to O’Ferrall

Royal Licences and Warrants I
King’s Letters & other entries 11
Royal Warrants 182045 III
Royal Warrants 1845-68 IV
Royal Warrants 1868-88 V

Royal Warrants from 1889 VI
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155
156
157
156-82
183-88

189
190
191
192
193
194
195

196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203-14
215
216
217
218

219
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Royal Warrants etc.

Royal Warrants etc.

Pedigrees, O’Ferrall’s Linea Antiqua
Pedigrees, Vols I - XXVII

Lords Entries Vols I — VI

Excerpta R. Placit. Com. Banci Hiberniae
Vol 1, Henry III to Edward I

Excerpta R. Placit. Com. Banci Hiberniae
Vol I Edward II

Excerpta R. Placit. Com. Banci Hiberniae
Vol III Edward III

Excerpta R. Placit. Com. Banci Hiberniae
Vol IV Edward III to Henry VI

Excerpt Rotulus Patenti Ban. Hiberniae
Edward I to Edward VI

Excerpta Rotulus Pipae Hiberniae
Vol I Henry 111, Edward II, Edward III

Excerpta Rotulus Pipae Hiberniae
Vol II Edward II, Edward III

English Genealogy, Mss T.C.D. Vol I
English Genealogy, Mss T.C.D. Vol II
Ecclesiastical Visitations, 1607-1693
Ecclesiastical Visitations, 1607-1781
High Sheriffs, Constables etc.

(Orders, Payments etc)
(incl. Cromwellian State Accounts)

Gazette Notices, Changes of Name, 186476

Will Pedigrees (Prerogative Wills)

Ancient Anglo-Irish Families Vol 1, A-B
Ancient Anglo-Irish Families Vol II, C-F
Ancient Anglo-Irish Families Vol III, G-P
Ancient Anglo-Irish Families Vol IV, P-W

Ancient Anglo-Irish Families Vol V, A-W

see 147
Indexed in 469

Indexed in 470

Now NL Ms 760

Now NL Ms 761

Indexed in 117

Indexed in 117

Now NL Ms 758

see Vicars

Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470



220
221
222

223

224-6

227-54

255-6

257-60

261-76
277
278

279

280-5

286
287
288
289
290
291
292-8
299
300
301

302

303
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Milesian Families Vol I, A-D
Milesian Families Vol II, B-M
Milesian Families Vol 111, B-T

Wills, Old Series Vol I; Browne, Fitzgerald,
Hamilton, Stewart, Walker, White, Wilson

Wills, Old Series (pre-1700), Vols II-IV
A-Y

Wills, New Series, Vols 1-26, A-Z

Index to Alliances in Prerogative Wills
Vol I, A-L, Vol II, M-Z

Prerogative Administrations Intestate

Vols 14

Betham Sketch Pedigrees, 1st Series, Vols I-XV1I
Betham Pecrage

Ball

Stephens, Wexford Pedigrees
Calendar of Dublin Wills

Fisher Mss, Vols 1-6
Wills in 429

Fisher. T.C.D. Matriculations 1637-1730

High Sheriffs of Counties

Fisher: King’s Inns Admissions 1607-1771
Fisher: Abstracts of Deeds & Wills 1

Fisher: Abstracts of Deeds & Wills 2

Index to Fisher Mss

Betham Sketch Pedigrees, 2nd Series, Vols I-VII
Proclamations & Ceremonials

Ulster Office (misc)

Bath. Now in National Library

Funeral Processions (from Add. Mss 1829,
British Museum)

Gentleman Ushers Book,1842—64

Indexed in 470 -
Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470

See Vicars

See Vicars

See Vicars

See Vicars

Own Index

Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470

Surnames in 117

Own Index

Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Indexed in 470
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304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322-8
329
330
331
332
333
334
335
336

337-9
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Funeral Viscount Nelson
Bath
Statutes of the Garter
Order of the Bath (Now at National Library)
Order of St Patrick (Receipts etc)
Precedents of Receptions
Order of St Patrick, Official Designs
Gentleman’s Usher Book 1820-85
Order of St Patrick, Installation papers (Betham)
Order of St Patrick
Knights Dubbed, Ulster’s Rolls
Order of St Patrick, Installation 1868
Order of St Patrick
Order of St Patrick papers
Ulster Office Forms
Official Orders
Order of St Patrick Investiture, Invitations
Book of the Vice-Regal Household 2
Official Entries & Letters 1854-1921, Vols 1-7
Renumbered 111E
Navan Uniforms
Uniform Book
Schedule of Civil Service Uniforms
Coronation of Edward VII
Note on Knighthoods of Ireland
Ceremonials, Order of St Patrick
Ceremonials, Order of St Patrick, 1872-1921

The Vice-Regal Court, Vols I-111
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340 Lists of Knights

340A Lists of Knights

341 Ulster’s Rolls from 1660

342 Peers’ Pedigrees

343 Official Orders, 1800

344 Order of St Patrick: Certificates of Noblesse
345 Funeral Entries 1797

346 Dress Regulations

347 Funeral Processions

348-50 Ceremonial Books, Ulster’s Office, Vols I-111
351 Index (c. 1840?)

352 Betham Address Book

353 Day Book, Hawkins & Fortescue, 1777-1809
354 Fortescue, 1788-1809

355 Letter Book, 1814-16

356 Day Book, 1812-18

357 Ledger, 181246

358 Ledger, 1809-25

359 Day Book, 1824-39

360 Cash Book, 1839-53

361-78 Letter Books, 1789-1853

380 Government Correspondence, 1827-36

381 Government Correspondence, 182848

382 The Coronation, 1902

383 Arms C

384 Donovan Ms Indexed in 470
385 Bewley Ms Indexed in 470

386 Index to Funeral Entries
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387
388

389400

401
402
403
404
405
406
407
408
409-10
411
412
413
414
415
416

417-8
419

420

421

422

423
424-27a
428

429
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Knights dubbed in England
Peers of Ireland, Ulster’s Office Papers

Davis Mss,
Vols 9-20

Copy of 295

Fisher: Admissions to King’s Inns, 1607-1771

Royal Levees, 1821, 1824, 1849
Davis Mss Vol I

Davis Mss Vol 11

Carmichael Ms

Representative Peers, election lists
Bewley family of Cumberland
Warburton’s Lexicon Armorum
Arms of Foreign Royalties etc.
Barry

Holland (tricks of arms)

West

Kelly: Wills

Crossl¢

Drought

Kemmis

Swanzy Will Abstracts

Prerogative Marriage Licences. See 605-7
Arms Register |

Arms Register II

Sadleir Will Abstracts Vols 1,2,3,4,4a

Plunkett. Bantry Account Book, 1825

Eustace Index of Will Abstracts at the G.O.

Wills in 429

Indexed in 470
Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470

Indexed in 470

Own Index

Wills in 429

Own Index
Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Wills in 429



430
431
432-5
435A
43641

442

443

444
445—6a

447
448
449
450
451

452

453-55

456
457
458
459
460

461

462
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1766 Religious Census Returns (photostat)
‘Extra Fisher’

Irwin Mss

Irwin Mss. Bulteel and other families
Irwin Mss

Frecholders, Meath, Donegal, Fermanagh,
Roscommon, Tipperary

Freeholders, Clare, Kilkenny, Queen’s,
Westmeath. Armagh Poll Book 1753

Wills in 429
Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Printer registers of frecholders, Co. Longford 1800-35

Reynell Mss
Partly in 117

Chester Refugees 1688/9
Newgate

Burtchaell

Molony and allied families

Molony ms. Pedigrees etc. Principally
families of Blood, Blout, Brereton

Molony ms. Abstracts from the ‘General
Advertiser’ and the ‘Limerick Gazette’,
1804-20

Molony ms. Abstracts from the ‘Clare Journal’
and ‘Ennis Chronicle’, 1778-1810

Molony mss. Misc. Pedigrees etc
Molony mss. Misc. Pedigrees etc
Molony mss. Misc. Pedigrees etc
Molony mss. Misc. Pedigrees etc

Molony mss. Pedigrees etc. Principally
families of Brew, Adams, Chartres

Molony mss. Will abstracts etc.
Family of Chartres

Pedigree of Chartres

Own Index

Wills in 429 -

Wills in 429

Alphabetical
Order

Alphabetical
Order

Wills in 429
Wills in 429
Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Wills in 429
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463

464
465
467
468
469
470

471

472
4735
476
477
4789
480
481
482
483
484
485
486
487
488
489
490-93
494

495
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Molony mss. Notes on the families of
Adams, Chartres, Tymens and England
of Co. Clare.

Molony mss. Misc. Pedigrees etc
Notes on the Molony family

Pedigree of O’Donnellan

Traill

Index of Registered Pedigrees

Index of Unregistered Pedigrees

Cavanagh and allied families
Wills in 429

Calendar of Wills, Down Diocese
Dublin Consistorial Marriage Licences
List of Mss at the G.O.

Search Book

Now 111e & 111f

Bewley family of Cumberland

List of Claims, 1701

Athenry Pecrage Letters, 1821-5
Fisher Marriage Licences (see 144a)
Smyly and allied families

O’Brien Pedigrees

Ulster Office Form Book

Abstracts from Charitable Wills

Kelly of Clare

Delafield of Dublin

Roll of Freemen, Dublin City
Concordatum Pedigrees (Sadleir), 1817-21

Castleknock Parish Register

Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Wills in 429

Indexed in 470

Own Index

Wills in 429

Not indexed
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497
498
499
500
501
502
503
504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520-22

523

524
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Crossly’s Pecrage

Patent of precedency

Montgomery pedigree

Loftus Pedigree

Burke-Ryan genealogy

Walsh, Kelly & allied families
(Betham Draft Book: now NL Ms 496)
Donegan family

Genealogy of family of Burgo French
Pedigrees of Walker & allied families
Stafford family history

Loss of the Irish Crown Jewels
Coachmakers blazons of arms
Alphabet of Irish & English Arms
1642 Field Officers

Arms of Protestant Bishops of Ireland

Bewley Notebooks (Box) Wills in 429

Precedents

Ash, Co. “Derry” c.1736

Berkely Peerage: Pedigree, Correspondence & Notes ‘

Pedigree of O’Mangan 1709

O’Hanlon of Orior, Co. Armagh

Delamere Notes

Shaw & Joyce pedigrees, Gun notes

Blake and Butler Families of Tipperary and Clare

Welply I, Chancery Bills, 1630-1785.
Mainly Chinnery and Phair families

Welply II, Exchequer Bills, 1675-1810.
Mainly Chinnery family
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525
526
527

528-34

535

536
537
538

539

539A
540
541

542

543

544

545
546-51

552-3

554-5
556
557

558-61
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Eustace Miscellany Own Index

Fota Ms (photostat) Irish Coats Own Index

Maclysaght Miscellany Own Index

Transcripts of Wills from the Society of

Genealogists, London Indexed in 429

Ainsworth Wills Alphabetical
Order

Religious Census Returns 1766, I
Religious Census Returns 1766, 11
Hearth Money Rolls, Armagh, Donegal, 1664/5

Protestant Housckeepers, Antrim, Derry,

Donegal. 1740

Index to 539

Bibliography of Irish Palatines Own Index
Co. Louth, 17th century miscellany

Directories, 1809: Belfast, Cork,
Limerick, Waterford

Field Officers, 1642

Wolfe and Shaw families

Tipperary Attainders, 1688

Index to Book of Postings, 1700

Wives Certificates, Benevolent Annuity Co., 1771
Claims Before Commissioners, 1662

Cook diary, Blain autobiography,

Brett, Saunder, Freeman, Collis families
Guerin
Irish Obituaries A-Y

High Sheriffs of Irish Counties, 16601900
T& 11

Students of King’ Inns
Smith Family History (Nuttall Smith)
Sadleir: Marriages & Genealogical Notes Own Index

Finucane & O’Brien Pedigrees
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563
564

565

566

567

568
569

570

571

572

573-6

577

578

579
580-604
604A

605-7

608

609
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Blennerhassett

(Rental: Now NL Ms 5319)

Gilles-Kelly notes Own Index

(1) Extracts from the Pole-Hore Mss catalogue

(2) Index to pedigrees in Howard and Crisp (ed.)
Visitation of Ireland, Vols I-VI

(3) Index to GO Ms 3

(4) Index to heraldic mss in GO 470

(5) Index to names and places in GO Ms 564

(6) Index to arms in GO 155-182

(7) Index to arms in IMA, Vols I-XIII

(8) Index to arms in GO Mss 223-298

(9) Dublin Goldsmiths

(10) Index to Peers’ Pedigrees

(Winder Papers. Now NL Ms 5229)

(Thady O’Halloran’s Commonplace Book
Now NL Ms 5317)

(Wolfe Rental. Now NL Ms 3908)
Directories: Belfast, Cork, Waterford, 1805

Magistrates & Grand Jurors in
Co. Tipperary from 1658

Grantees, Act of Settlement,

Cos. Tipperary and Offaly

1821 Census extracts,
Cos. Tipperary and Offaly

Sadleir Pedigree Notebooks 1-4 Indexed in 470
Mainly Tipperary and Offaly families

Dublin Parish Register extracts

Parish Register Extracts

Army List, Ireland, 1746

Betham Letters Vols 1-25

Sherwood catalogue and Index to Betham letters

Prerogative Marriage Licences, 1630-1858
A-Z

Militia List 1761

Irish Stockholders 1779
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610
611

612-7

618
619
620

621

622
623
624
625

626

627
628
628A
629
630
631
632
633
634
635
636
637

638
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Gaelic Chief’s Authenticated Pedigrees I

Lodge family

Index to Ossory, Ferns & Leighlin
Marriage Licence Bonds, 1691-1845

Ossory Administration Bonds 1660-1857

Ware: Bishops

Miscellaneous Rentals

Photostats: Taylor papers, Hegarty Papers,
Inscriptions from St Bede’s R.C. Church,

New South Wales

Ainsworth Miscellany
Limerick Freeholders 1816-25
Frost: Co Clare families
Bozzetti d’arme

Directory, Enniskillen, Ballyshannon,
Donegal 1839

Register of Gaelic Chiefs
Sadleir: Miscellancous Pedigrees
Sadleir: Order of Malta
O’Kelly Pedigrees
Miscellaneous Pedigrees (1908-1943)
Ainsworth Wills II

O’Malley

Delafield and Butler families
(O’Reilly Pedigrees)

Warren & allied families

Privy Councillors of Ireland
Forbes Genealogy

Nagle, White, Meekins, Madden,
Vereker and Prendergast Pedigrees

Own Index

Own Index

Indexed in 470

Own Index

Not in 429
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640
641
642
643
644
645
646
647
648
649
650
651
652
653
654
655
656
657
658

659-61

662
663
664
665

666

667
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Dillon Patents

(Betham Pedigrees. Now in NL)
(Killaloe Catholic Parish Register Listing)
Kilkenny College and its masters
Material for Names Map

(Stemmata Wyckhamiana: NL)
Nangle (de Angulo) pediigree

(Copies of GO Visitations, GO 46-8)
Heard’s Irish Pedigrees

Apothecaries, Dublin

(Attainders 1689

(Burke’s Landed Gentry)

(Burkes Armory)

Smyly papers. Waller pedigree

Davys family, Co. Roscommon
Englefield & Gerrard Pedigrees
Phillimore Irish Will Abstracts Index

Fitzgerald Funeral Entries

Genealogy of Fitzgeralds, Dukes of Leinster

Maguire tabular pedigrees

(Rentals of the Fitzpatrick estates, Co. Laois

Now in NL)

O’Hea notes

(Madden. Now in NL)

(Changes of Name: Now GO 26)
Sadleir Miscellany

Papers relating to Irish Families in France

(Bound with GO 667)

Co. Wicklow Hearth Money Roll

Indexed in 470

29
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668-70

671
672
673
674-81
682
6834

685

686
687
688
689
690
691-2
693
694
695-7
698
699
700
700A

701

702
702a
703

704

THE GENEALOGICAL OFFICE, DUBLIN

Chancery & Exchequer Bills, Marriage Licence Bonds
and other records, 1629-1747

Register of Flags

O’Brien Tabular Pedigrees

Keating family Own Index
(Malachy Moran Mss. Now NL Mss 1543-50)

Lascelles Kelly (transcript of 564)

Walsh-Kelly notebooks

Walsh-Kelly notebook: Cork Wills of Galwey,
Donovan, ¢.1728-1801

Walsh-Kelly notebooks

-Graviana: Nugent, Barons Delvin

(Killaloe Marriage Licences)

Mackay/McGee Family History

Rochfort & Ryland

Hill T & II

Hill 11 (O’Daly, Grey, Gerry, Whitcombe, ctc.)
Hill IV (Fox)

Pogue I-1II

Coningsby Pedigree

O’Malley history
Seven wills (Crossl¢) Own Index
(Lissan wills and marriage licences) Own Index

C.of L. Parish Register extracts: Ballingarry,
Co. Limerick, Whitechurch, Co Wexford,
Eyrecourt, Co. Galway, St Patrick’s, Dublin

Gordon Ms (Crossl€)
Gordon Ms (Crosslé), newspaper cuttings
)

Carroll Wills



705
706

707

708
709
710
711
712
713
714-38
739

742

743
744
745
746
747
749-50
751
752
753
754
755
756
757
758

759
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(List of Priests & Sureties. Now NL Ms 5318)
Glenville Crests

Extracts from Tuam, Clonfert & Kilmacduagh
C.of I. diocesan records

Kilkenny pedigrees (from Burtchaell)

(Grants Q. Now 111G)

(Parish register listing)

Memoir of the Butlers of Ormond

(Book of Arms: now NL Ms 472)

Irwin, Max, Butler, Crofts, McConnell, Herden

Loose Pedigrees A-W Indexed in 470
(Now GO 496)

Miscellaneous Pedigrees & Notes:
Edwards & allied families

(Herbert Pedigrees)

(Fitzgerald of Derrineel)

(Notes for Irish Memorials Association)
Kennedy, Scotland & Ireland 15501820
(Bewley Miscellany)

(Knights Dubbed, 1590-1800)
(Sketches of Arms)

Admissions to freedom of Dublin, 1468
(Now GO 517)

(Now GO 514)

(Vetner Family)

(Now GO 513)

(Now GO 503)

(Now GO 499)

(Now GO 509)
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760 Miscellany: Brownrigg & Ronson
761 (Now GO 519)

762 (Now GO 698)

763 (Now GO 500)

764 (Now GO 511)

765 Grainger & allied families

766 (Now GO 519)

767 (Now GO 504)

768 (Now GO 502)

769 (Now GO 508)

770 (Now GO 505)

771 (Now GO 517)

772 (Now GO 497)

773 (Now GO 506)

774 Royal Warrants in Changes of Name
775 (McWillian Pedigrees)

776 (Now GO 516)

777 Braddyl papers

778 (Montgomery Pedigree)

779-787 (Chevalier O’Gorman papers. Now in NL)

788 (Register of Foreign Arms)

789 (Now GO 515)

790 (Photostat of Burgess Books)

791 (Extracts from Registered Pedigrees)
792 Pedigree & notes re Bushe

793 Lt-Col O’Hea

794 Lodge Family Histories

795 S



796
797
798
799

800-822
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)

(Hyde of Co. Cork)
History of the Hickeys
)

Loose Pedigrees, Searches, Correspondence

Indexed in Hayes
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GUIDE TO RECORDS OF THE GENEALOGICAL OFFICE,
DUBLIN, WITH A COMMENTARY ON HERALDRY IN
IRELAND AND ON THE HISTORY OF THE OFFICE

The records of the Genealogical Office, formerly the office of the Ulster
King of Arms, derive essentially from the functional nature of the office.
They possess an organic unity and are not an arbitrary collection of
manuscripts. They fall into a number of categories natural to the nature
and scope of the duties of Ulster King of Arms and his officers. Before
attempting to comment on them it is advisable to examine the historical
circumstances that led to the establishment of an Office of Arms in
Ireland in the mid-sixteenth century.

In order to find the genesis of the Office of Arms it is necessary to go
back to the emergence of heraldry in western Europe during the first
half of the twelfth century. True heraldry has been accurately defined
as the systematic uses of hereditary devices centred on a shield.! In the
first half of the twelfth century knights began to use devices on their
shields to identify themselves in tournament and battle. Rarely if ever
between the introduction of shields and the twelfth century is anything
that looks like a personal shield device used.2 When these devices were
passed from father to son what we now call heraldry may be said to have
evolved. In due course they became matters of family pride and in-
dications of social importance. They underwent much change and,
spreading from martial to civil use, their form and type were eventually
reduced to a system. Historically the most continuous use of personal
marks is on seals used to authenticate documents. The Frankish kings
preserved this custom of classical times and in England, Edward the
Confessor (1042-66) fastened his seal to a document by a cord instead
of impressing it on the surface of the document, and made it two-sided
like the leaden bulla of the popes. William the Conqueror and his
successors followed this example, but showing on one side the king on
his throne, and armed and mounted on the other, instead of two
identical sides.

The normal seal device of the secular lord showed his mounted
figure. When a device begins to appear on a knight’s shield or on the
flag of his lance point, and when this becomes hereditary, then it may
be styled a heraldic device. No seal with a heraldic device is proved
earlier than 1136.2 Between 1136 and 1155 evidence from seals shows

! A. Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry (Oxford, 1956), p. 1.
2 Jbid.
3 Wagner, Heraldry in England (London, 1946). p. 6.
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the simultaneous emergence of heraldry in France, England, Germany
and Italy. While it is not possible to put forward any precise explanation
for this, there are a number of possible explanations, all or some of
which may have in part contributed to the evolution of heraldry.

Shield devices were undoubtedly used as a means of recognition as
the term ‘conoisance’ in use from 1150 to 1200 suggests. Wace, writing
circa 1160, attributes their use to the Normans at Hastings and to an
earlier legendary past. The contemporary evidence from the Bayeux
tapestry does not in fact bear out this assertion. The first crusade at the
end of the eleventh century is an obvious occasion for the necessity of
‘conoisance’ and the rise in popularity of the tournament at about the
same period would provide a similar necessity. Since the first crusade
was a mass European movement and the tournament was universally
popular in feudal Europe, they both fulfil the condition of universality
that would explain this simultaneous emergence of heraldry throughout
Europe.

It must also be remembered that the twelfth century witnessed the
development of feudalism into what has been styled its classical heredi-
tary form. The association of these devices with the feudal knight, for
whom hereditary right was all-important in the matter of succession to
a fief, must undoubtedly have contributed to the distinctive hereditary
character of heraldry. The contractual obligation of lord and vassal was
the very cement of civil and military affairs, and if identification marks
were invented they would tend to stay and become hereditary. Since
the knight was the most important element in the feudal host, the devices
he used became by association symbols of knightly status. Heraldry is
part of the essence of feudal society. This factor must be borne in mind
when we come to deal with the question of the development of heraldry
in Gaelic Ireland.

The evolution of heraldry from a rudimentary type of military recog-
nition to an elaborate form reduced to system with a technical vocabulary
was a gradual process. Round suggests that the reign of Stephen (1135-
54) was the period in which heraldic devices in England were assuming
a definite form.5 The first development from the device on the shield
was the fashion of painting a device in front of the helm, not necessarily
repeating all or part of the shield device. From this the next step, in the
thirteenth century, was to fix a fan-shaped metal crest to the top of the
helm. The final stage was an actual modelled figure of the device in
leather or parchment. This was known as the crest. Crests, however,
were not usual until the fourteenth century.® In the first half of the
thirteenth century arms began to be painted on the linen surcoats over
armour—hence coat of arms.”

Ivan Arnold, ed., ‘Le Roman de Brut de Wace’, Soc. des Ans. Textes francaises, 1 (1938),
963—64.

J. H. Round, Geoffrey de Mandville: A Study of the Anarchy (London, 1892), p. 392.
Wagner, Heraldr] in England, p. 10.
Ib d
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Meanwhile the peaceful uses of heraldry developed. Arms appeared
first on seals as part of the owner’s picture. They can be seen on the
shield or on the flag at the lance-point, but towards 1200 they appear as
the sole device. At first the shield appears alone, and the next develop-
ment is when it is surmounted by the crested helmet. Together they are
styled the coat of arms. On the great baronial seals, spaces might still
remain between the flanks of the shield and the circle of the seal. In order
to decorate and fill the background the seal engravers filled the spaces
with birds or dragons on either side holding up the shield. These came
to be styled supporters, and in course of time were regarded, by associ-
ation, as part of the arms of peers. The chief civil use of arms was on
seals. The distinctiveness and precision of the coat of arms was of con-
siderable practical and legal use in authenticating documents. Then
they begin to be used on tombs as part of the owner’s picture. Finally
they began to be applied to works of art and objects of use.

It is only natural to expect that contemporaneously with this develop-
ment a technical vocabulary would evolve to meet the needs of descrip-
tion. The earliest verbal descriptions of arms occur in early French
romances. Count de Marsy, who has analysed much of the evidence,
found that the first recognizable descriptions are of devices painted on
the helms, i.e., the crest; a little later, in the second half of the twelfth
century, the principal changes on the shield begin to be specified; by
1200 the indications are fairly full, and by 1250 they are sufficient to
reconstruct the arms. By 1270 a technical terminology is fully formed
and regularly used.?

Since these distinctive marks were used in both military and civil
affairs they must have been copyright by custom if not by law in order
to serve their purpose. Yet for the first two hundred years of its existence
heraldry appears to have done without legal control. Nevertheless, the
strength of customary sanction is shown by the rarity of infringement.
By the year 1300 there were about fifteen hundred different coats of
arms in use in England, but at the siege of Carlaverock in 1300 it
excited general surprise when two knights, Sir Brian Fitzalan and
Sir Hugh Poyntz, were both found using the same arms barry or and gules.®
Three German charters of the second half of the thirteenth century
record concessions or agreements between private persons touching the
bearing of their arms.!® By the fourteenth century it is clear that arms
were considered as property in both Germany and England.!* Men grant
their arms to another. A lord grants to his tenant all or part of his own
arms sometimes as'an augmentation to already existing coats of his.

8 M. Alexander Charles Count de Marsy, ‘Le Langage heraldique au XII siecle dans les
poemes d’Adenet le Roi’, Memoires de la Société Nalionale des Antiquaries de France, 11,
169—212. Cited in Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry.

9 Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 11.

10 G. A. Seyler, Geschichte der Heraldik (Nuremburg, 1885), p. 11.

11 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 20.
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own.12 To take an Irish example, the indented chief of Ranulf Glanville,
Justiciar of Henry II, was taken by his wife’s kinsmen, the Butlers of
Ireland.!® The custom also arose of cadet branches of a family bearing
differenced versions of the ancestral coat borne by the head of the family.
Towards 1500 this was systematized into fixed cadency marks by John
Writhe, Garter King of Arms.

Since it is clear that property in arms acquired legal recognition, the
question of the exercise of control of arms other than by customary
sanction arises. Contrary to what might be expected, the first connexion
of heralds with heraldry is casual and incidental, and they are not
initially associated with the control of arms. The civil usage of arms was
a derived function, and the origins of heraldry lie in the feudal warfare
of the mailed knight. In consequence, it is not surprising to find that
jurisdiction in armorial affairs fell to the court which tried military
offences, presided over by two officers, the constable and the marshall.
Both offices go back to the reign of Henry I. In England Henry VIII
abolished the office of constable, but the office of marshall survived and
is represented today by the Duke of Norfolk, Earl Marshall of England
and titular head of the College of Arms.!® Surviving records of the
preceedings of this court in England are few. The first heraldic case for
which we have any evidence dates from 1345.1® This was at the siege of
Calais when a dispute concerning armorial bearings arose between
Nicholas Lord Burnell and Robert Lord Morley. Disputes of this nature
were, of course, most likely to occur at a siege or tournament, when
knights from different places were gathered together for any length of
time. Judgment was said to have been given by a herald called Lancaster
at the command of the two military officers, the constable and the
marshall. There is no suggestion that the herald took part in the trial
itself.?” The approximate date at which heralds begin to acquire official
standing in relation to this court appears to be some time in the fifteenth
century.!®

Heralds do not seem to occur in English records before the reign of
Edward I, but for a century earlier mention of them in French romances
gives us a fair idea of their status. Almost all references in the romances
associate them with the tournament.’ In regions where the tournament
was not in use there is, according to Paul Meyer, no mention of heralds.20
Their official standing in relation to the control of arms evolved from
this early casual connexion with heraldry.

12 Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 14.

13 Ibid., p. 13.

14 Jbid.

15 Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 15.

16 Jbid.

17 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 23.

18 Ibid., p. 24.

1% Edmond Faval, Les Jongleurs en France au Moyen Age (Paris, 1910), pp. 270-271.
20 Romania, X (1882), 36.



GUIDE TO RECORDS OF GENEALOGICAL OFFICE 41

Heralds, like minstrels, often led a wandering life to wherever tourna-
ments might be held. An indication that Norman Ireland formed part
of general European feudal chivalry is contained in a late thirteenth-
century poem which describes how heralds used roam from Holland,
Flanders or Brabant to wherever tournaments might be held in Denmark,
Scotland or Ireland.?! At this stage, in fact, heralds appear to trespass
on minstrels’ prerogatives. In 1338 a wardrobe account in England
records a payment to Master Conrad, king of the heralds in Germany,
and two other minstrels of divers great lords in Germany for making
minstrelsy before the king at Christmas.??

From the reign of Edward III in England we find heralds entrusted
with military and diplomatic duties. The earliest references in the
accounts to the heralds of the king of England are in 1290.2% The first
recorded instance of a herald as messenger of war is the account of the
opening of the Hundred Years’ War, in Froissart’s chronicle, where a
herald called Carlisle arrives with messages announcing war from the
king’s vassals in Saxony. This is an account that one would associate
more with the classical Greek kerux than with what is now styled
heraldry. In the fourteenth century also names of heralds begin to
appear. In 1338 payments were made to Andrew Norreys or Noirois,
king of heralds. ?* Earlier there is an account of a Scottish herald called
Dundee, who came before the English at Alnwick and announced that
he was sent for parley.?> Lancaster Herald who proclaims the decision
in the case of Lovel versus Morley has already been cited.

It is in the fourteenth century too that the office of King of Heralds or
King of Arms evolved throughout most of Europe, in kingdoms and in
provinces within kingdoms. A further refinement was the development
of Principal King of Arms in a kingdom. In England there are references
to Falcon King of Arms in the fourteenth century, and Froissart has
the oldest reference to the creation of a King of Arms when Chandos
Herald, author of the political life of the Black Prince, was so created
by Richard II in 1377.28 The first mention of Montjoye King of Arms
in France is when Charlot, who had been Anjou King of Arms in
Cyprus and then in Artois, was crowned ‘Montjoye roi d’armes de
France’ by Charles V (1364-80).2? The answers of Anjou King of Arms,
written within a few years of 1400, provide much information on the
creation and duties of kings of arms, heralds and pursuivants. The
account goes into great detail, which may be summarized as developing

2 Aug. Scheler, ed., Dits et Comte de Baudoin de Condé et de son fils Jean de Condé . . . et accom-
pagnes de notes explications (Brussels, 1886), I, 153-57.

22 Quoted in Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 27.

2 John Anstis, Officers of Arms. p. 40. Manuscript cited in Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry.
24 Anstis, ibid., p. 75 (citing wardrobe account and issue roll). Cited in Wagner, Heralds
and Heraldry.

% Wagner, tbid., p. 35.

% Simeon Luce, ed., Froissart Chroniques (Paris, 1869), p. 216.

2” Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 35.
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from the conduct of the tournament to include embassies of war and
peace with, as Wagner puts it, a king of general professorship of the
science of chivalry. The little captains of fortresses might have their
pursuivants, the greater nobles their heralds; the great kings of arms
were favoured servants of the kings of France and England. There is
one omission: the connexion with what we now call heraldry is not as
much as mentioned.? Nevertheless, from the beginning the heralds had
a close practical connexion with heraldry through the tournament,
where it was necessary for them to identify the arms of the knights.

The tournament itself predated heraldry. It appears to have originated
in the eleventh century. As I have already indicated, by gathering
knights unknown to one another in one place, in circumstances which
required that they be readily distinguishable, it would in itself make
some kind of conoisance almost necessary. The rule of devolution and
inheritance to which the bearing of these cognizances conformed
followed the prevailing feudal pattern.

The heralds were, from the first, expected to recognize arms, although
in a poem of Chretien de Troyes, written between 1164 and 1174, a
herald fails to identify the arms of Lancelot, but it is clear that he is
expected to do s0.2° As Wagner observes, it is ironic that the first recorded
act of the first recorded herald should be his failure to recognize arms.

By the end of the thirteenth century a knowledge of heraldry was an
essential part of the herald’s qualifications. At the same time this know-
ledge was shared by others. Walter of Heminburgh tells us that at the
battle of Eversham in 1265 it was Earl Simon’s barber ‘qui homo ex-
pertus erat in cognitione armorum’ who identified the arms of the
approaching army, and was misled by them to the destruction of his
master.30 '

Wagner has traced the connexion of the heralds with the great
medieval rolls of arms, the great source of medieval heraldry both in
England and on the Continent. It is clear that by the end of the four-
teenth century the most natural possessor of a roll of arms was a herald.
Three great continental armorials, that compiled c. 1369-1400 by
Heyner, herald of the Duke of Gelderl, that armorial linked with
Navarre, dated by Professor Prinet 1368-75, and the armorial by Giles
le Bouvier ‘Roi d’Armes de France’ c. 1400, have two significant
characteristics in common. Each is compiled by a king of arms, and
each is arranged on a regional basis. In Wagner’s well-documented
opinion this was not fortuitous but an indication that it was the duty of
a king of arms to have knowledge of arms within his sphere of office, and
that it would be natural for him to fulfil this duty by making written
and illustrated records on a systematic basis.3!

28 Cited in Wagner, bid., p. 45.

Wendelen Forster, ed., Der Karrenritter von Christian von Troyes (Halle, 1889), 11, 5535-65.
% H. C. Hamilton, ed., Chronicon Walteri de Hemenburgh (London, 1848), 1, 323.

31 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, pp. 47-55.
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As yet there is no indication that a knowledge of heraldry was con-
sidered as anything more than a necessary auxiliary or tool of the
heralds in carrying out their duties at the tournament. There is no
suggestion that the heralds have any function in the control of arms.
In this connexion it is important to remember the answers of Anjou
King of Arms already mentioned.

As in so many aspects of European affairs, France led the way in
developing control of arms through the heralds. Between 1430 and 1468
explicit instructions were given to the provincial kings of arms for the
making of visitations, March by March, every three years. They are to
produce returns of noble tenures and of the names, arms, crests and
“ries de guerre’ of the tenants. These instructions are as explicit as those
of Henry VIII in 1530 which initiated the English visitations.32

We need not go into the disputed enactments of 1417, purported to
be made by Thomas, Duke of Clarence. If these are genuine they show
that a developed system of provincial jurisdiction and visitation and a
disciplined organization of the officers of arms under the jurisdiction
of the constable, together with a transformation of the authority of the
king of arms into a sovereignty over armorial bearings can be definitely
attributed to England in the first quarter of the fifteenth century. Their
authenticity is discussed by Anstis.33

Two years previously Henry V had created the new office of Garter
Principal King of Arms who enjoyed pre-eminence, if not authority, as
Montjoye had long enjoyed in France, and as King of Arms of the Order
of the Garter he held an unparalleled position.3 The details of his
position were not, however, carefully worked out, and Garter had to
fight for three centuries before the disputed limits of his jurisdiction
were fixed.

The development of the control of arms inevitably took different
turns in different countries, although the herald’s association with arms
was always close. In this study, however, we are concerned with the
question of this control under the English crown first in England and
later in Ireland. Before considering this it is necessary to deal with the
question of the grant of arms. Originally, arms had simply been assumed
by members of the knightly class. Since, however, only knights had
occasion to bear arms, in course of time arms inevitably came to be
regarded as evidence of privilege, dignity or nobility, and worthy of
being granted by imperial or royal authority. By letters patent 31 May
1348, the Emperor Lewis made what is possibly the first recorded grant
of arms to an individual.? This was in fact a cession by the emperor of
part of his own coat. D. L. Galbreath believed that all grants before

3 [bid., p. 57.

33 John Anstis, Register of the Order of the Garter, 11, 323—24. Citea in Wagner, Heralds and
Heraldry.

34 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 63.

35 Seyler, Geschichte der Heraldik, p. 814.
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c. 1390 were ‘cessions of part of his own coat’.3® Therefore, arms were
looked on as property and on the continent in the fourteenth century it
is implied that the bearing of arms is a privilege of noblemen. The earliest
grant of arms by an English king, dated 1 July 1389, recites that since
the French king has challenged one of his knights to perform certain
deeds of arms with him, ‘We, in order that our liege may be received
honourably, and may be able to perform the said deeds, have received
him into the estate of gentleman, and have made him esquire, and will
that he be known by arms, and bear them henceforth as follows, argent
a chapeau with an ostrich feather gules.’3?

All early grants by the English crown, as Sir George Sitwell remarked,
are in essence grants of ennoblement, and a distinction is drawn in them
between the principal object, which is usually ‘nobilitare nobilemque
facere’, and the addition of arms ‘in signo hujus nobilitatis’.3® In contrast,
the German Wappenrief or grant of arms from the emperor or other
sovereign is common from the fifteenth century onwards.

The rarity of English crown grants is due to their replacement by
grants from the king of arms. Within thirty years of the foundation of
Garter Principal King of Arms, arms were being granted by the kings
of arms, although they initially appear to have been more in the nature
of certificates that the arms devised belong to no one else. The practice
seems to have grown from the duty of the kings of arms to know and
register the arms of gentlemen within their marches. From this grew
the practice of certifying arms and the later practice, peculiar initially
to England, of the granting of arms by the kings of arms.?® Curiously,
the course of events in France was to take a radically different turn.
The heralds’ authority over arms steadily faded, and in 1615 armorial
authority was given to the new office of ‘juge d’armes’.4° Soon after 1460
Clarenceux King of Arms stated that he granted arms by virtue of ‘the
power and authority of the king’s good grace to me in that behalf
committed’.4!

In the third quarter of the fifteenth century these heraldic surveys
began to give particulars of pedigrees. The heralds must, inevitably,
have long had an interest in proving gentility and the right to arms.*?

In 1530 it was decided that Norroy and Clarenceux, the provincial
kings of arms, should make visitations in their respective provinces and
that pedigrees as well as arms should be registered.4® The entry books
of the English visitations contain a vast amount of heraldic and genea-
logical information, although descent is seldom carried back further

36 Cited in Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 65.
37 Thomas Rymer, Foedera (1745), VII, 65.

38 The Ancestor, I, 80-81.

3% Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 20.

4 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 81.

41 Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 20.

a2 [bid.

4 Jbid., p. 20 ff.
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than the great-grandfather of a living descendant, and often not so
far.#* At this time also there was a substantial increase in the number of
new grants of arms, primarily occasioned by those planted on monastery
land who sought arms as a badge of their new standing. Wagner points
out that in this light Henry’s orders for heraldic visitations take on much
significance.4®

The English kings of arms and heralds who had a first charter of
incorporation from Richard III in 1484 were the primary authority
under the crown in the control of arms.* Arising out of this, since the
right to bear arms depended primarily on antecedents, they became
genealogists. This process was powerfully aided by the instructions for
the visitations of 1530. The heralds did not cease to be ceremonial
officers, but their duties in that direction gradually grew less and their
genealogical duties increased. These were the developments which were
to shape the records of the College of Arms and ultimately, by their
application to Ireland, to shape the nature of the records in the office of
Ulster King of Arms in Ireland.

Unfortunately very little in the way of a comprehensive study of the
development of heraldry in Ireland has been attempted. A certain
number of articles in the archaeological society journals deal with
specific heraldic questions, such as Dr. McLysaght’s article in the
centenary issue of the Fournal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland
on the arms of Ireland.4

There are only two contributions of any importance treating of the
general question of the evolution of heraldry in Ireland: two articles
in the_ Journal of the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland, one by R. Canon
ffrench,*® and- the other by E. C. Armstrong.4® Canon ffrench’s work
leans on evidence from the Irish epics and bardic poetry. He concedes
that the standards mentioned there cannot really be described as
heraldic, but he does not at any stage define with any degree of scientific
precision what he understands as heraldry. Armstrong’s work, as one
might expect from his expertise on Irish seals, leans heavily on the
evidence from the seals and seal matrices available. This is the classical
technique in the examination of the evolution of heraldry. Unfortunately
the evidence available in Ireland is meagre but, such as it 1s, it enabled
Armstrong to come to some conclusions scientifically based on the
evidence. The conclusions have been in general substantiated by the

Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 101.

Wagner, Heraldry in England, p. 15.

46 Mark Noble, History of the College of Arms (London, 1805).

47 E. McLysaght, ‘Some observations on the Arms of the four Provinces’, R.S.4.I. Jn.,
LXXIX (1949), 60-63.

48 “The Arms of Ireland and Celtic tribal Heraldry’, R.S.4.1. Jn., XXXV (1905), 234—48.
9 ‘A note as to the time Heraldry was adopted by the Irish Chiefs’, R.S.4.1. Jn., XLIII

(1913), 66—72.



46 GUIDE TO RECORDS OF GENEALOGICAL OFFICE

later work of Professor Curtis on the seals of the great collection of
Ormond deeds.?°

Heraldry, as we have seen, was in its formative stage at the time of the
invasion of Ireland. It is not unreasonable to assume that heraldic
development in Anglo-Norman Ireland did not differ in essence from
the general development of heraldry in feudal Europe. A full investi-
gation of this question would involve an examination of all the available
evidence from seals and an immense amount of field work in a survey
of monuments in churches and tombstones. It would also be necessary
to examine the English rolls of arms; in particular, the occasional rolls
of knights present at battle or siege for any evidence concerning the
shields of Anglo-Irish lords who are known to have been present in large
numbers, particularly during the Scottish wars.5? It would also be
advisable to examine the great continental rolls which purport to be
universal armorials. Mr. Colin Campbell, for instance, points out that
the late thirteenth-century French armorial blazons the arms of ‘Le
Roi d’Irlande’ as azure a harp or.5

Regrettably, it is not feasible in a study of this nature to attempt a
comprehensive study of lrish heraldry, but enough evidence exists to
show that heraldry in Anglo-Norman Ireland was essentially similar
to heraldry in feudal Europe. The same prerequisites for its development
existed. The social and political system was based on the feudal law of
devolution of property and the contractual obligation of lord and vassal.
The military system was based on the feudal mailed knight. The early
foundations of the military religious orders, the Knights Templars and
Hospitallers, and the occasional effigy of a crusader in churches show
the connexion with the crusades.?® The thirteenth-century poem already
cited (see page 71) indicates that the tournament was practised in
medieval Ireland and was attended by heralds from the continent.
Readily available evidence is, however, regrettably very scanty. Pro-
fessor Curtis, in his examination of the seals of the Ormond deeds, states
that the first seal which can be identified as a full armorial seal is that of
the Calf or De Veel family of Norragh, Co. Kildare, dated 1347.5* In
view of the general paucity of evidence and of the very real difficulties
of identification, too much should not be made of this. E. C. Armstrong
describes an armorial seal of Laurentius Petyt with arms which can be
identified as a fess sable with mullet for difference, although the field is un-
identifiable.?® The arms of Petyt are or a fess sable. As Armstrong points

50 E.6Curtis, ‘Some Medieval Scals out of the Ormond Archives’, R.S.4.1. jn., LXVI
(1936), 1-8.

*! See J. Lydon, "An Irish Army in Scotland, 1296°, Irish Sword. V (1962), 184-go, and
‘Irish Levies in the Scottish Wars’, ibid., 207-17.

32 Letter in The Coat of Arms, XXXVII (1959), 16.

3 C. Litton Falkiner, “The Hospital of St. John of Jerusalem in Ireland’, R.I.A. Proc.,
XVI, sect. C (1907), 275-317.

34 Curtis, 1 ff.

5 E. C. Armstrong, ‘Some Matrices of Irish Seals’, R.J.A. Proc., XXX, sect. C (1912-13),
191 ff.
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out, the family of Petyt or Petit is mentioned frequently in Sweetman’s
calendar.5¢ Another shield in this collection of armorial seals can be
blazoned fully as follows, Ermine on a cross gules five escallops or. Papworth’s
ordinary of arms, as again Armstrong points out, identifies this coat as
the arms of Wayling or Weyland, a family who from the evidence in
Sweetman’s calendar, had settled in Ireland at an early period.5?

A factor which must also be borne in mind is that many of the great
Norman lords held property in both Ireland and England. The arms on
an armorial pendant in the Royal Irish Academy have been identified
by Armstrong as or a flaunch gules, arms of the family of Hastings, Earls
of Pembroke.5® Laurence Hastings, Earl of Pembroke (1318—48), also
held the lordship of Wexford in Ireland. The senior house of the Butlers
were also great English noblemen and, as we have seen, took their arms
from their kinsman Ranulf Glanville, the English judiciar (see page 6).
Amongst eighteen shields in the heraldic glass of Ockewell Manor
House in the parish of Bray in Berkshire, there is an illustration of the
arms and crest of Sir James Butler, knighted by Henry VI in 1426, who
succeeded his father as fifth Earl of Ormond and was beheaded after
his capture at Towton Field in 1461.5°

Heraldic evidence from the churches and cemeteries in Irish towns
shows that heraldry developed in much the same fashion as it did in
England. Theé late Thomas Westropp’s examination of St. Mary’s
Cathedral in Limerick may be taken as an example. The three slabs in
the Galwey tomb reveal the shield of Richard Baltingford (1357-90),
a fess engrailed and a label of five points. To the right is the tablet of his
grandson, Edmund Galwey, bearing a shield with a cross-and a bend
over it; this can readily enough be identified as Galwey Arms impaling
for Artur a chevron between three clarions.®® To the left is a tablet of Geoffrey
Galwey, with the arms of Galwey impaling for Stritch a double-headed
eagle. Geoffrey Galwey died 4 January 1444/45, and his will was proved
eight days later. The north and south external buttresses display respec-
tively shields with a chevron between three escallops, and a chevron between
three clarions. Above the second shield is the name Johannis Artur.
Westropp cites the Arthur manuscripts as stating that “Thomas Arthur,
bailiff of the city, 1407-09, and mayor 1421-26, and his wife Johannah,
daughter and heiress of David Muryagh, alderman of Cork, re-edified
the elaborate facade of the choir, putting their respective arms over the
north and south doors, not through a spirit of vainglory, but in order
that others hereinafter should initiate the memorials of their piety.’8!

56 H. S. Sweetman, ed., Calendar of Documents relating to Ireland (London, 1877), 1, 292,
474; 11, 46, 84, 259.
57 Ibid. :

% E. C. Armstrong, ‘A Note on four armorial Pendants’, R.I.4. Proc., XXX, sect. C
(1912-13), 191 fI.

39 Archaeologia (1773-1838), VI, 322.

8 T. Westropp, ‘Carvings in St. Mary’s Cathedral, Limerick’, R.S.4.1. Jn., XXII (1892),
70.

81 Jbid.
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Except for the Christian name this would substantiate the evidence on
the shields. Westropp suggests that the slabs were removed from the
doors to the buttresses and that a Christian name above the genitive
Johannis was removed. Similar examples of fairly elaborate heraldry
are to be found in other Irish towns, such as Youghal, Galway and, of
course, Dublin.

Itis clear, therefore, that the inherent probability of identical develop-
ment of heraldry in Ireland and England is confirmed by the evidence.
The question of the adoption of heraldry by the Gaelic aristocracy is
a much more difficult and complex one.

Geoffrey Keating and other seventeenth-century Irish scholars be-
lieved that the ancient Irish did use heraldry.®? All these assertions really
prove is that heraldry was well established amongst the native Irish in
the seventeenth century. Since its social implications were by then
predominant, Keating and other apologists would naturally be anxious
to emphasize the antiquity and dignity of the native Irish. Keating, in
fact, suggests that the origin of bearing arms amongst the Irish is to be
found in Egypt, when the ancestors of the Irish living in Egypt observed
the Israelites bearing arms for their respective tribes.®3

That the Irish carried standards to identify them in battle is quite
evident from the accounts of battles. The meirge or standard was in use
from a very early time.% These standards cannot, however, be identified
as being identical with armorial bearings as defined in the heraldic
sense. The elaborate description of Donogh MacNamara harnessing
himself for battle in Caithreim Toirdealbhaigh, written as late as 1459, does
not mention anything which can be definitely identified as armorial
bearings. ‘The soldiers closely sewing their ensigns to the vast poles
and fastening their colours by their borders to the lofty poles of their
spears.’®® There is no suggestion of anything in the nature of a personal
shield device being used. Even Keating implicitly suggests that the
standards were collective, adapted from the alleged standards of the
tribes of Israel, and not from individuals. Further, they are not
explicitly stated to be shield devices.

In dealing with the native Irish aspect of heraldry, it cannot be too
strongly emphasized that heraldry evolved from the feudal system and is
intimately associated with feudalism in its social, legal and. military
manifestations, in particular with its laws of hereditary devolution.
While symbolic devices of one kind or another have always attracted
humanity, it is not too much to say that the form taken in this particular
type of symbolic device, which we style heraldry, was shaped by the
feudal system. Such refinements as the bearing of the arms of an heiress

62 See John O’Donovan, ed., The Banquet of Dun na n-Gedh and the Battle of Mag Rath
(Dublin, 1842), pp. 348 ff., where this question is fully discussed.

8 John O’Daly, ed., ‘Poem from Keating’s Foras Feasa ar Erinn’, Kilkenny Arch. Society Jn.,
I (1851-53).

8¢ O’Donovan, p. 347.

85 [bid., p. xiii.
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in an escutcheon of pretence by the husband, that is, bearing his wife’s arms
in a small shield in the centre of his own shield, rather than the ordinary:
impalement, and the right of the issue of the marriage to quarter their
mother’s arms, seem to be a reflection of the feudal law of property
devolution in the high Middle Ages. An heiress was entitled to succeed
to a fief, but it became the property of her husband on marriage and
passed normally to the eldest son of the marriage. The succession of
Strongbow to the kingdom of Leinster through his marriage to Eva
McMorrough and the subsequent transmission to William the Marshall
through his marriage to Isabella, the daughter and heiress of Strongbow,
was perfectly normal legal feudal practice. If heraldry had fully evolved
at the time this hereditary succession could and would be indicated in
a fully quartered shield.

Feudalism did not, however, operate in Gaelic Ireland; the Irish
system of succession to office and property was radically different from
feudal succession. It was based on membership of a derbhfine or family
group of four generations. This question has been treated fully by
Professor Eoin MacNeill,#® and further investigated brilliantly by
MacNeill’s student, Professor James Hogan.®” It is sufficient for us to
appreciate that the feudal law of primogeniture in succession to office
or property did not prevail in the legal system of Gaelic Ireland. Neither
did the custom of the succession of property to a female in the absence
of a male heir, and the subsequent assumption of these responsibilities
by her husband ob imbecillatum sexus, as the feudal lawyers so bluntly
put it. Similarly, warfare in Ireland did not evolve around the mailed
knight with his personal and hereditary obligation to lead his vassals
and to follow his lord. In consequence, the tournament as it developed
in western Europe was not known in pre-Norman Ireland. Therefore,
the factors which together contributed to the appearance of heraldry,
as we know it, did not exist in Gaelic Ireland.

It is a truism to say that Gaelic Ireland was profoundly affected by
the Norman invasion. Before examining the regrettable scanty evidence
available for the use or non-use of heraldry amongst the native Irish
aristocracy, it might be well to discuss when they began to be influenced
by the military, social and legal customs of the invaders in so far as this
influence may have led to the adoption of heraldry. We have fairly
clear evidence that the Irish were using armour by the time of the battle
of Athenry in 1316.%8 A more significant development, however, is the
fact that, under Norman influence, there appears to have been a delib-
erate, but in the long run unsuccessful, attempt to repudiate the tradi-
tional system of elective kingship, with its bias towards a collateral
succession. Professor Hogan has pointed out that in the case of the

86 Celtic Ireland (Dublin, 1921), pp. 114—43.
8 “The Irish Law of Kingship’, R.J.4. Proc., XL, sect. C (1931-32), 187-254.
58 K. Curtis, Med. Ire., 2nd ed. (London, 1938).
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kingship of McCarthy Mor, a lineal succession was successfully intro-
duced in 1302, in place of the previous succession of collaterals.®®
Similarly, the northern Ui Neill appear to have established a lineal
succession in 1325 after the death of Domhnall Ua Neill.?®

Turning to the evidence available from seals, we find that the Irish
princes were using seals at least as early as the thirteenth century.” One
seal in the British Museum catalogue is attributed to ‘Brian, King of
Ceneoleogain’ (ob. c. 1276). The seal contains an effigy. The king is
described as being ‘in armour with flat helmet, sword and shield with
uncertain charge riding to right on a pacing horse’.”? There is no dis-
cernable heraldic charge in the illustration that appears in Armstrong’s
paper. In the Royal Irish Academy collection there is a shield of Donal
McCarthy, King of Desmond (ob. c. 1302), showing an effigy of the
king on horseback galloping to the right with a sword in hand.” He
does not carry a shield, and there is not any trace of armorial bearings.
It was, in fact, after his death that the McCarthy Moér family adopted
lineal succession. In the Ormond deeds there is a seal of Roderic, son
of Alan Kennedy, attached to a deed of 1337. The device on the shield
appears to be a lion, or perhaps as Curtis suggests, the mysterious onchi.”
In any event they are not what later came to be accepted as the tradi-
tional Kennedy arms, and the issue is further confused by the use of
miscellaneous devices on later Kennedy seals. In one sixteenth-century
deed, Cornelius O’Kennedy of Parke in Tipperary appears to have
borrowed a Rothe seal with Rothe arms. The borrowing of seals was not,
of course, uncommon.?®

The earliest armorial seal of an Irish prince for which we have any
evidence, appears to be that of Aodh O’Neill, son of Donal, who died
in 1325. It is clear from Professor Hogan that this Aodh initiated the
lineal succession, although he himself did not directly succeed his father.?¢
A collateral Henry intervened. He did, however, initiate a lineal suc-
cession that was to last without a break until the end of the fifteenth
century.” It is also worthy of note that he is named in a summons of
Edward III in 1335 to the magnates of Ireland to attend the king in his
war against the Scots.”

Thesealisstated to bear a shield with a dexter hand and the inscription
‘S. Odonis O’Neill Regis Hibernycorum Ultonie’. Unfortunately its
provenance is unknown until it came from the neighbourhood of
Belfast into the hands of Horace Walpole c. 1784. Walpole describes the

% Hogan, 189.

0 Ibid., 249.

1 E. C. Armstrong, R.S.A.1. Jn., XLIII, 66-72.

2 British Museum Catalogue of Seals (London, 1895), IV, 6g5.
3 Armstrong, R.S.A.1. jn., XLIII, 69.

" Curtis, R.S.A.1. fn.,, LXVI, 1 fI.

5 Jbid.
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seal as ‘a silver seal, extremely ancient, of Hugh O’Neill, King of Ulster,
brought out of Ireland by Mr. William Brestow’.” The seal then came
into the possession of a William Cave, who was said to own it in 1853.
Reeves himself] in fact, only saw an electrotype copy in the cabinet of
a collector. It has, however, been accepted as being authentic by both
Reeves and Armstrong. Professor Hogan’s chart shows no later Hugh
until the great Elizabethan, Hugh, Earl of Tyrone, who in any event
would not have described himself precisely in the terms of the inscription.

Hugh O’Neill eventually succeeded his father, and Professor Hogan
comments that his ‘usurpation of the kingdom in defiance of the custom
by which a collateral was to be preferred to a descendant . . . would seem
to inaugurate a deliberate policy . . . to establish a lineal succession’.8?
He had the support of the Deputy, Sir Ralph d’Ufford, and he may also
have accompanied the king against the Scots. His relatively close
association with Anglo-Norman Ireland would have made him ac-
quainted with heraldry, and he apparently adopted the ancient symbol
of the red hand, which much predated heraldry, as the principal charge
on the shield. This, with various refinements, became the O’Neill arms.
The first evidence we have of the adoption of the hereditary personal
device on a shield, which we call heraldry, so peculiarly in harmony
with feudal lineal succession, is its adoption by the O’Neill who succeeded
in initiating a lineal succession for his descendants in Ulster.

The most that can be claimed for this evidence is that an inherent
probability in the nature of heraldry has been confirmed in the case
of one of the great Irish families, the quasi-royal house of the O’Neills.
The way would have been prepared by the previous adoption of the use
of armour and seals amongst the Irish princes, and the general tendency
towards fusion which had been proceeding between the two races,
despite the legislation arrived at preventing it. The conversion into
heraldic form of pre-existing royal or tribal emblems has continental
parallels. The fleur-de-lis as a decorative form is of immense antiquity
and came to be used as an ensign of the royal house, but the flory shield
of France is not found until 1239.8* The heraldic use of the imperial
eagle has a similar history.®? The next evidence we have of the use of
armorial bearings amongst the native Irish is an account by J. Scott
Porter of a tomb said to be that of ‘Cooey na-nGall O Cathain’, who
was captured by the English in 1376, according to the Four Masters.
There is a tomb on the shield with the arms, party per pale on dexter a stag
passing under a tree, sinister party per fess in chief an ox and in base a salmon.83

* William Reeves, ‘The Seal of Hugh O’Neill’, U.7.4., 1stser., I (1853), 255—59.

80 Hogan, R.1.A. Proc., XL, sect. C, 189. '

81 G. Dernay, ‘Le Blason d’apres le sceaux du Moyen-Age’, Société Nationale des Antiquaries
de France, Mémoires XXX, VIII, 39-89g.

82 Oswald Barron, ‘Art Heraldry’, Encycl. Brit., 11th ed.

83 J.Scott Porter, ‘Some Account of the Sept of O Cathdiri of Ciannachta Gluine-Geimhin’,
U.7.A., 1stser., III (1855), 1-9, 261-71.
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The recently published Shell Guide states that, according to local tradi-
tion the effigy beside the arms on the tomb is that of Cooey na-nGall.®

What tends to make me have some doubts about this is an observation
of John O’Donovan’s to the effect that he had probably examined more
tombstones in Ireland than any other scholar and did not observe ‘any
escutcheon of a Milesian family older than Elizabeth’s time’.8% In the
absence of a personal examination of the monument, it is not possible
to be more definitive, but the recent work of the editors of the Skell
Guide bears out Scott Porter’s evidence.

These two representations appear to be the only instances indicating
the use of armorial bearings amongst the Irish aristocracy in the four-
teenth century. It is, perhaps, not without significance that the two
individuals in question had exceptionally close relations with the English.
Further extensive searches might reveal more, but the bulk of the seals
used bear miscellaneous devices such as griffons, wyverns, galleys, etc.%8
It must, however, be remembered that the bulk in question is very small;
it would be dangerous to infer too much from this, especially as
Armstrong did not deal with evidence from tombstones or other monu-
ments. Armstrong’s statement that the available heraldry does not
appear to have been generally adopted by the Irish chiefs until the
fifteenth century, or even later, can be accepted, with reservations,
until more information is available. Indeed the first extant armorial
seal of an Irish prince is to be found in the Ormond collection of deeds,
now in the National Library of Ireland. It is a seal of Donal Reagh
McMurrough Kavanagh. The arms are a lion passant on the shield
with supporters of lions on either side. The identical arms are used
on seal in a treaty between Donal Reagh’s grandson, Murrough
McMurrough Kavanagh, and Piers Butler in 1525.87 This is heraldry,
according to Wagner’s precise definition: the use of identical marks on
a shield transmitted in the male line. It would be fallacious to deduce -
firmly from this that the Irish princes did not generally adopt heraldry
until the turn of the fifteenth century. It must be remembered that, in
fact, the first full armorial seal of a Norman family in the whole Ormond
collection is as late as 1347.88 This late date of the use of armorial seals
suggests that it might be advisable to revise the accepted view of equating
the general adoption of heraldry with evidence from seals, at least as
far as Ireland is concerned.

In the sixteenth century evidence gained from fiants, seals and
monuments shows a much wider use of heraldry amongst the native
Irish than in previous centuries, although by no means do all of the

84
85
86
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Lord Killanin and Michael V. Duignan, Shell Guide to Ireland (London, 1962), p. 262.
O’Donovan, introd.
E. C. Armstrong, Irish Seal Matrices and Seals (Dublin, 1913), p. 16.

Curtis, R.S.4.1. Jn., LXVI, 72-76. I have verified Professor Curtis’ observations by
examining the originals.

8 Armstrong, R.1.A. Proc., XXX, sect. C.
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seals display heraldic devices. There is a seal matrix in the Royal Irish
Academy with the inscription, Johannes O’Reli, Myles, that has for
device a hand between two wheel-like figures. The matrix is attributed
by Armstrong to the sixteenth century.®® The Annals of the Four Masters
refer to a John Roe O’Reilly who was knighted together with Turlough
O’Donnell in 1583. The date of the matrix, in Armstrong’s opinion,
coincides approximately with the date of the knighting. The significance
of this is that one would conclude from the evidence of the seal that
armorial bearings were not then in use amongst the O’Reillys. In this
instance there is clear proof that such an inference would be wrong.
There is a monument of 1581 in Clonabreany church, Co. Meath,
where the arms of Plunkett are impaled with the arms of O’Reilly, two
lions counter rampant holding a hand appaumee. It is not possible, of course,
to identify the tinctures, but these are clearly O’Reilly arms.* This is a
salutary warning against drawing too definitive conclusions from any
one source.

There are two other matrices displaying shields of arms in the collec-
tion described by Armstrong, one bearing the name John MacArt, and
the other, Godfrey O’Dougherty. Armstrong also examined the fiants
of -Elizabeth, now unfortunately lost. Amongst these he found the
surrenders of twenty-nine Irish and Norman chiefs. The seals of twenty-
three of these had disappeared ; two were sealed with blobs of plain wax,
and four had armorial seals attached. One seal was that of Sir Lucas
Dillon; two of the others, those of Connell O’Molloy and Feahan
O’Ferrall Boy, bear the arms of O’Molloy and O’Ferrall respectively,
and the fourth, the seal of Sir Turlagh O’Brien, has a quarterly coat,
15t and 4tk three lions passant in pale 2nd three pheons meeting in point and 3rd a
pheon.?! These arms, as described by Armstrong, are the arms of O’Brien,
Lord Inchiquin, who quartered what may be termed the basic O’Brien
arms in this manner. The Inchiquin O’Brien arms are illustrated in
Genealogical Office Manuscript 32, compiled c. 1595-97 under the
direction of Christopher Ussher, Ulster.

There is an entry in T. C. D. Manuscript 582 which refers to the
capture by Sir John Travers in 1542 of two heraldic guidons, one from
the MacDonnells, which appears from the description to be MacDonnell
arms, and one from O’Cahan’s Castle on the Bann, which in fact, seems
to be Maguire arms. How this and other heraldic manuscripts came
into the Library of Trinity College must be dealt with later (see page 27).
Du Noyer noted Brady arms in Ardbracken churchyard, Co. Meath,
in 1585.92 ’

Towards the end of the sixteenth century, the Ulster Kings of Arms,

8 Jbid., 451.

% George du Nover, ‘Catalogue of 103 Drawings of Coats of Arms from original Sketches
from Tombstones’, R.I.A. Proc., X, sect. C (1866-69), 402—-12.

91 Armstrong, R.[.A. Proc.. XXX, sect. C, 451.

92 Du Nover, 402.
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first Christopher Ussher and subsequently Daniel Molyneux, began to
compile the arms of the Irish peers, including the peers of Gaelic Irish
stock. Manuscript 32 in the Genealogical Office, already mentioned,
includes illustrations of the arms of O’Brien, Earl of Thomond, O’Brien,
Lord Inchiquin and O’Neill, Earl of Tyrone. The next list, Genealogical
Office Manuscript 34, includes illustrations of the arms of O’Neill,
Baron of Dungannon, and of O’Donnell, Earl of Tyrconnell. It must be
emphasized that these records are not grants of arms; they are records
of arms already in use, noted by the Ulster King of Arms.

In this study it is not possible to do more than to attempt to draw a
picture, from readily available evidence, of the heraldic practice in the
dual society that was Ireland prior to the end of the Gaelic world as a
legal and political entity at the beginning of the seventeenth century.
The question is relatively easy to define as far as feudal Anglo-Norman
Ireland is concerned. It is clear that the place of heraldry in this society
did not differ radically from its place in feudal England, although as
might be expected the evidence for Ireland is not by any means as full.

The position is more complex where Gaelic Ireland is concerned.
The adoption of a personal hereditary device on a shield and the sub-
sequent wider use of that device, known as heraldry, evolved naturally |
out of the feudal system and was in harmony with its military, legal and
social concepts. Neither the Irish system of devolution of property and
office nor the Irish military system favoured symbolism taking this form.
The gradual part-fusion between the two races brought about a change
in the situation. Readily available evidence does not exist in sufficient
quantity to enable us to say with certainty when the Gaelic aristocracy
first began to adopt heraldry. It does seem that it was associated with
the attempt at adopting the English feudal principle of lineal descent
in the male line for succession to office. Heraldry must have become
familiar to the Irish magnates in their constant traffic with their Norman
neighbours and in their adoption of armour and other feudal methods
of warfare. The capture of the heraldic guidons in 1542 is particularly
interesting in relation to this. Unfortunately, seal evidence is scanty,
and even where Norman heraldry is concerned can be misleading if
relied on too heavily, as exemplified in a study of the seals of the Ormond
collection of deeds. The seal matrix of O’Reilly is a further indication
of the dangers of drawing too definite conclusions from seal evidence
alone. ‘

It is clear that by the sixteenth century the great Irish families,
O’Neill, O’Donnell, McCarthy, O’Brien—in particular those who in
the course of the policy of ‘surrender and regrant’ were induced to
accept peerages—were using what can clearly be recognized as heredi-
tary armorial devices. Since there is no evidence that they applied for
grants of arms at this time, and since the records in the Ulster Office
indicate that these were the arms in use by them, it seems reasonable to
conclude that these families had been using arms for some time prior
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to this. Unfortunately, it is not possible to be more precise than this
except in the case of the O’Neills, who were shown to be using arms as
early as the fourteenth century. It is clear also that by the sixteenth
century some families who did not receive ‘honours’ from the English
crown were using arms, and in the case of one family, the O Cathdins,
there is evidence that this usage also went back to the fourteenth century.
Conversely it appears that some of the families who did receive knight-
hood, but not any of those who received peerages, were not using arms
even as late as the sixteenth century. Whether the great bulk of the
native Irish families, whose arms are illustrated in Dr. McLysaght’s
work, were using arms in the sixteenth century, is not certain, and is
not immediately relevant to an introduction of this nature.? It must be
borne in mind that Dr. McLysaght’s work makes it clear.that quite pro-
minent native Irish families never used arms; in view of the nature of
hereditary devolution and military practice in Ireland this is not alto-
gether surprising, as we have seen. Nevertheless the practice of heraldry
was not uncommon amongst the native Irish at the time of the establish-
ment of the Office of Ulster King of Arms in 1552. Even if the greater pro-
portion of the armorial bearings enumerated by Dr. McLysaght did come
into existence later, the difference is one of degree rather than of kind.

Heraldry was associated in practice with Anglo-Norman Ireland.
It is of significance that the early references we have to the use of arms
by the Irish chiefs show that the individuals in question had close
associations with the Anglo-Normans or with the English administration;
Aodh O’Neill was in alliance with the justiciar and may have served
with the king in Scotland; the O’Cahan arms are associated with a
Cahan styled ‘Cooey na nGall’; the McMurrough Kavanagh family
was closely associated with the Normans in Leinster, particularly with
the Butlers, and the first O’Reilly arms are found impaled, i.e., in-
dicating a marriage with the Pale family of Plunkett. Lord Justice
FitzWilliam explicitly associates heraldry with anglicization; when
writing to Cecil in 1562 he refers ‘to the discountenance of heraldry and
the prevalence of rhymers who set forth the most beastliest and odious
of men’s doings’. The observations of Keating and other seventeenth-
century commentators, when they attribute a long ancestry to the use
of armorial bearings amongst the native Irish, show that the practice of
heraldry was widely established in the seventeenth century. Late
seventeenth-century Irish manuscripts occasionally have blazons of
arms in the English 'manner with varying degrees of accuracy.®® There
is a degree of consistency in rendering heraldic terms into Irish when
the blazons are in Irish: thus armas for ‘arms’, and ar mhachaire for ‘on
a field’.%

9 Edward McLysaght, Irish Families, their names, arms and origins (Dublin, 1957).

9 Cal. S.P. Ire., 1509-73, V, 191.

% See R.I.A. MSSQgG4,p 480; 23 E. 16, p. 249; 23 M. 46, p. 23.

% Jbid. See also A. McLoughlin, ‘A Gaelic Armory’, R.S.4.1. jn., LXXXIV (1954), 68-71.
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After the Treaty of Limerick in 1691, the dispossessed Irish on the
continent found themselves part of a social system, particularly in
France, in which status and consequent professional advancement de-
pended to a large extent on the possession of a coat of arms and an
attested pedigree. This circumstance probably explains the interest of
scholars such as Diarmuid O’Conor, Charles Lynegar, Hugh McCurtin
and Roger O’Feral (a group of scholars centred in-Dublin in the early
eighteenth century) in heraldry. O’Conor, for instance, made a certi-
ficate of arms in 1724 for Mathew Quilty of Malaga in which he describes
himself as ‘Antiquarius pro regno Hiberniae electus et juratus’.®” James
Terry, Athlone Pursuivant of Arms, fled to France with James II,
taking with him the seal of the office and some of the records.®® He
subsequently issued pedigrees and certificates of arms from the court
of St. Germain to many of the Jacobite exiles.*® Hugh McCurtin, Aaron
Crossly informs us, gave a pedigree to Ulster out of old Irish books in
his possession.1

Probably the most difficult problem in Irish heraldry is the question
of the earliest usage of the great bulk of the arms collated first by Roger
O’Feral in his Linea Antiqua in 1708, now preserved in the Genealogical
Office.1°l This collection comprises the great majority of the arms of
native Irish families. These have been supplemented to some extent by
records of arms in, largely, French archives and by arms certified by
Terry and other Irish scholars. These are the sources drawn upon by
Dr. McLysaght for blazons of arms by native Irish families in his work.

From the beginning of the seventeenth century the whole of Ireland
was brought within the social and political framework of English society.
The bulk of the Irish nobility and gentry initially attempted to adapt
themselves to this society, but by the end of the century the great majority
of them had been dispossessed and had followed the example of the
northern Gaelic princes at the beginning of the century by going or
being forced into exile after the Cromwellian and Williamite con-
fiscations. The Irish exiles in Europe entered into continental society.
Within this society, the demise of heraldry as a utilitarian military device
meant in fact an increase in its value as a status symbol. In this context
the preoccupation of some Irish scholars with heraldry takes on a new
significance, although one would hesitate to say that they simply invented
arms for families as they needed them. Keating’s observations in the
first half of the century show clearly that heraldry was widespread among
the native Irish even then, and he was writing at a period when the

" Photostat in Genealogical Office from family papers.

% William Betham, ‘Records of the Office of Arms’, G.O. MS 11. Printed in abbreviated
form in Ir. rec. comm. rep., 1, 2nd rep. (1811), app. 8, 65.

# C. E. Lart, The Pedigrees and Papers of James Terry, Athlone Herald at the Court of James II
in France (1690-1725) (n.p., 1938), p. 65.

100 A Crossly, Peerage (1724), p. 102, n.
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majority of the Gaelic landed proprietors outside Ulster were still, if
rather insecurely, on their lands.

Thereis not any direct evidence that the Office of Arms was established
partly or wholly as a means of extending English influence over the
country. We can only speculate as to the reasons which led to its estab-
lishment at this time in the mid-sixteenth century. It is desirable to
consider the establishment of the Office in the historical environment
of the time rather than in isolation.

There were two important historical factors in Ireland at this time
which may have contributed to the establishment of the Office. One
was the adoption by Henry VIII, in the previous reign, of the style
King of Ireland, instead of the previous title, Lord of Ireland. This
followed from Henry’s breach with Rome, and was obviously intended
as a manifestation of Henry’s repudiation of the concept, dating from
the invasion, that the kings of England held Ireland as a papal fief. The
sensitivity of Henry to papal symbolism can be deduced from the fact
that it appears to be at this time that the arms azure a harp or were
definitely adopted as the arms of Ireland, rather than the arms azure
three crowns or, too reminiscent of the papal tiara.}*? The establishment
of a Kingdom of Ireland would be further emphasized by setting up a
King of Arms for the realm. It may also be observed that it was during
the reign of Edward VI that the Protestant policy of the English crown
was firmly established. The second factor is the expansionist self-
confident policy in Ireland of successive Tudor administrations. By
1552 the English government was well on the way to curbing the power
of the ‘overmighty subjects’. The quasi-royal house of Kildare had been
crushed ; the turn of their southern kinsmen, the house of Desmond, was
to come; the native Irish magnates were being forced to accept titles
from the crown in the course of the policy of ‘surrender and regrant’, and
the new policy of plantation was soon to be initiated in Leix and Offaly.
Set in this historical background the lasting establishment of the Office
of the Ulster King of Arms can be seen as a symbol of the new vigorous
Tudor administration in Ireland.

There is some scattered evidence of the existence of previous kings of
arms in Ireland prior to the establishment of Ulster. A well-documented
account of this by T. Blake Butler is to be found in the Irish Genealogist.13
There is a mention in Froissart’s Chronicle as early as 1392 of ‘Chandos
le Roi d’Irland’. As Butler points out, Froissart is often inaccurate, and
Sir John Chandos, who was slain at Leusac in 1469, had no connexion
with Ireland. He had, in any event, his own personal herald.!** The
next reference to Ireland King of Arms is when James Butler, fourth
Earl of Ormond, obtained from Henry V the appointment of John

102 J. Barry, ‘The Arms of Ireland and Munster’, R.S.4.1. Jn., XCII (1962), 79-81.

103 “The Officers of Arms of Ireland’, Ir. Geneal., XI (October 1943-44), nos. 1, 2.
104 Jpid., no. 1.
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Kitley as Ireland King of Arms.1% The ordinances of Rouen made
5 January 1419/20 by the kings of arms and heralds in chapter, record
the kings of arms as-being ‘Garter, Clarenceux, Noirey, Aquitaine and
Ireland’. All these officers are described as being ‘de obedience
Angleterre’.1% Ireland attended the coronation of Catherine, Henry’s
queen, at Westminster, 22 February 1420/21.1%7 In the following reign
Thomas Collyer held the office both of Ireland and Clarenceux King
of Arms, although whether or not he held the two offices simultaneously
is uncertain.1®8 It must be pointed out that there is not any positive
evidence to connect the office of Ireland King of Arms with the lordship
of Ireland other than the title, except for the association of the Earl of
Ormond with the first creation. We find for the first time a specific
association of the office with Ireland in the reign of Edward IV. The
ninth of Edward IV has an entry stating that the King has ‘created and
ordained out trusty and well beloved Walter Ireland to be king of arms
of our land of Ireland and for the sustentation of the same granted him
... £20 yearly’.19 This Walter Ireland was, in fact, Walter Bellenger.
There is a manuscript extant in the College of Arms in London written
at the request of ‘Walter Bellenger, native of Dieppe . . . by Johann
Pelessier, scholar of the University of Paris, and servant of the said
Ireland King of Arms’. It is stated that the office of Ireland is older than
Garter but Bellenger never challenged Garter for precedence.!1?
Betwéen 1477 and 1485 he was apparently involved in a dispute with
Sir Thomas Holme, Clarenceux, as the following extracts shows. ‘Grant
of Arms by Sir T. Holmes Clarenceux, to the confraternity founded in the
chapel of the Guild Hall, within the city of London . . . dated July 1482
cancelling a previous grant of the said arms made ultra vires by Walter
Bellenger, otherwise called Ireland king of arms of the land of Ireland.’111
This supports the evidence of the financial document already quoted
that Bellenger as Ireland King of Arms exercised jurisdiction over the
lordship of Ireland. It would also appear that he was incorporated in
the chapter over which Garter was recognized as principal king of
arms.!2 Bellenger was deprived of his office with the accession of Henry
VII, August 1485, and there appears to be no further record of a king
of arms connected with Ireland until the appointment of Ulster in 1552.
King Edward VI recorded the appointment of Ulster King of Arms
in his diary for February 2nd, 1551/52. “There was a king of arms made
for Ireland whose name was Ulster, and whose province was all Ireland;

105 John Lodge, ed., Archdall Peerage (1784), IV, 11.

108 Butler, Ir. Geneal., X1, no. 1.

107 Jhid.

108 Jhid.

109 D. Quinn, ed., ‘Guide to English financial Records for Irish History’, Anal. Hib., 10
(1941), p. 44.

110 Butler, Ir. Geneal., X1, no. 1.

11 Catalogue of Heralds’ commemorative Exhibition, 1484-1934 (London, 1935), p. clxiii.
12 Wagner, Heralds and Heraldry, p. 63.
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and he was the fourth king of arms, and the first herald of Ireland.t?
Here again there i1s not any direct evidence as to why the title ‘Ulster’
was assumed in preference to the older title ‘Ireland’. Butler points gut
that there was an apparent connexion between the offices of Clarenceux
King of Arms in England and that of Ireland King of Arms, or that they
were at least held for a time by the same individual, and that the title
Clarenceux was conferred initially in honour of Lionel, Duke of Clarence.
Lionel married Elizabeth de Burgo, heiress of William de Burgo, Earl
of Ulster; his daughter Philippa married the third Earl of March, and
the title became merged in the crown through the marriage of her
grand-daughter Lady Anne Mortimer with Richard Plantagenet, Earl
of Cambridge. Butler secs the derivation of the title Ulster in this
extremely tenuous thread of titles and connexions. The explanation
perhaps gives more plausibility if we remember that the origins of most
of the titles of the English heraldic officials derive from equally casual
and haphazard connexions.!4

Whatever the origin of the title, Bartholomew Butler was created
Ulster King of Arms by patent dated 1 June 1552, and he was the sole
authority by royal letters patent for issuing patents of arms and recording
family pedigrees of persons of Irish descent.}'® He was created Ulster
in the presence of most of the other members of the college. ‘In the
partition fees 6th Edward VI he had 8d when each of the other kings
for their attendance 12d . . . but at the creation of the earl of Kildare he
had an equal share of the partition money with the other kings of arms.116
This indicates that at this time Ulster was in some way connected with
the College of Arms in London, but that his special connexion with
Ireland was recognized. After the appointment of Nicholas Narbonne,
7 July 1556, Ulster was never regarded as an office belonging to the
English College of Arms. Both the office of Ulster and that of Athlone
Pursuivant of Arms are solely appropriated to Ireland.}!” The position
is obscured to some extent by the fact that Ulster’s office had not a clear
charter of incorporation and, in consequence, its relationship with the
College of Arms is often puzzling and contradictory. This confusion is
as much due to the close relationship between the two kingdoms and the
regrettable laziness and incompetence of many of the Ulster Kings of
Arms as to any inherent difficulty. According to the opinion of the law
officers, 23 April 1810, Ulster King of Arms was not in any way under
the control or subject to Garter King of Arms or the English College of
Arms. Nor was he under the authority of the Earl Marshall of England.18

When dealing with the records of the office it must be borne in mind

13 M. Noble, History of the College of Arms (London, 1805), p. 143.

114 ‘Members of the College of Arms’, G. E. C., Peerage, 11, appendix E.

115 “The Genealogical Office, Dublin Castle’, Burke’s Peerage (Loondon), 1953.
116 Noble, p. 173.

17 Jbid.

18 Burke’s Peerage.



60 GUIDE TO RECORDS OF GENEALOGICAL OFFICE

that Ulster, in addition to his armorial and genealogical duties was also
an important officer of the crown and closely connected with the ad-
ministration, particularly with the Irish House of Lords. He has been
described as ‘at one time the senior and only permanent member of the
staff of the Lord Lieutenant, and responsible for arrangement connected
with the state visits of the sovereign etc.’!!® In the records of the office
there is a diary of the state duties of Ulster King of Arms, compiled by
William Hawkins, Ulster, 1698-1736, which gives a fairly complete
insight into the duties of Ulster as an officer of the crown.1?® Another
manuscript in the office contains a memorial from Hawkins to the Lord
Lieutenant setting out celebrations for the birthday of the Prince of
Wales in which Ulster is to play a prominent part. This memorial is
endorsed by the lords justice.!?! Clearly he regards these ceremonial
duties, and his duties in connexion with the House of Lords, as most
important. His diary, in fact, deals only with these duties. In his account
of his investiture in May 1698 in the council chamber by one of the
commissioners of the great seal under warrant from the lords justices,
he says that the ‘clerk of the council administered the oaths required
by the act of Parliament, and I subscribed to the declaration’.*?? His
duties, in his capacity as a state official, appeared to coincide with those
of the Earl Marshall in England, part of whose duties was the regulation
of all state ceremonies.!23

Ulster also attended on the House of Lords, as already stated, where
‘he assists in the introduction of a new peer, which is the only time he
attends in this house unless when . . . the Government comes to
parliament.’’?* He exercised another function in connexion with the
House of Lords; this was the keeping of the list of lords or ‘Ulster’s list’.
In a 1698 memorandum of Hawkins ‘to be observed by the clerk of the
house’ he states that ‘all the lords are called by a list of them delivered
by me to the clerk’.1? The function derived indirectly from his heraldic
and genealogical duties. Hawkins further informs us that ‘the lords who
have not may enter their patents [or arms] with me and pay my fees,
without which neither he nor his successors would be summoned or
enrolled [on Ulster’s list] but be passed by as the other lords who have
not entered their lists with me.’126

The fact that this was a very real duty may be judged from an entry
for the year 1707: ‘Lord Grandinson’s introduction was deferred for
want of his patent, but the roll being produced I introduced him.’'2?

19 Jhid.
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As a result of many difficulties, it was finally decided in this year by the
Irish House of Lords that ‘after the decease of any nobleman . . . their
heirs or executors should enter in the king of arms office the death of
such lords with arms and matches and issues of their family . . . the date
of death and place of burial’.’?® This order gave rise to the books of
‘lords entries’ in the office. It also led indirectly to a considerable mass
of material being accumulated in the nineteenth century when Betham
and Burke coped with claims to peerage.!?® This is an indication of how
what appeared. to be a relatively simple function of the office can have
a considerable effect on the nature of the material accumulated in its
archives.

It is advisable at this stage to take note of previous published descrip-
tions of the office of arms. There is a report on the records of the office
by Sir William Betham in 1811 before he became Ulster.13® He states that
many books were carried off by James Terry, Athlone Pursuivant, who
fled to France with James II. Terry also brought with him the official
seal of the office. Betham adds that there are manuscripts belonging to
the office in the library of Trinity College, Dublin. James Terry, a
Limerick man, was Athlone Pursuivant at the exiled court of St.
Germain after he fled from Dublin. After his death in 1725 his papers
passed to Charles d’'Hozier, the French juge d’armes.!3! They remained
in d’Hozier’s family until 1793, when they are said to have been de-
posited in the Archives Nationales. Some of his papers found their way
into the Bibliothéque Nationale.!32 Others were edited and published
by C. E. Lart in 1938.13% In this publication the problem of the dispersal
of Terry’s manuscripts is not discussed. Neither is there any attempt
made to differentiate between the papers accumulated by Terry in the
course of his long professional career as a genealogist, and the manu-
scripts that he is said to have taken to France from the records of the
office. A further examination of this would be an interesting and valu-
able piece of work, but it is sufficient in this study to know that the
problem exists. .

Betham also refers to ‘the books’ belonging to the office in the library
of Trinity College. Professor Curtis relates how three manuscripts found
their way into Trinity, through the Ussher connexion.!®* This very full
account of the dispersal of the manuscripts of a king of arms was not by
any means an isolated instance. We find a reference to a ‘book of arms’,

128 Lords’ jn. Ire., pp. 168, 169, 189. )
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which was in the possession of Richard Carney, Ulster, in 1681 being
sold by public auction in 1733.13 This tendency towards dispersal must
have been accentuated by the fact that there appears to have been no
permanent address for the office, unlike the College of Arms in London.
It seems apparent also that successive Ulsters regarded heraldic and
genealogical manuscripts, apart from the official records of the office
which they were obliged to keep, as being their personal property.

Under these circumstances it is not surprising that the records of the
office suffered. Even in the beginning of the nineteenth century, apart
from the official series, they were very meagre in quantity. A collection
of letters of G. F. Beltz, Lancaster Herald at the College of Arms,
illustrates the situation as late as 1802. Beltz was trying to compile a
pedigree of a Richard Sullivan living in England. He visited various
public offices of records where ‘a want of systematic arrangement appears
to pervade the whole’.2%¢ He spent some time at Ulster’s Office but he
informs us that ‘from the limited collection of genealogical evidence it
contains, my object has not been materially promoted’.13

Sir William Betham’s tenure of office in particular radically improved
the situation. Betham had been Deputy Ulster since 1807 before he suc-
ceeded Fortescue in 1820. During his term of office from 1820 until 1853
he laboured indefatigably at increasing the amount of genealogical and
heraldic material in the office. He i1s perhaps best known by genealogists
for the abstracts of Irish prerogative wills that he compiled and left in
the office, but he accumulated and compiled many other documents
from material now lost, and vastly improved the inadequate records of
the office. The value of his work was immeasurably enhanced by the
subsequent destruction of so much of the primary sources from which
he worked. This accumulation was continued by his successors, in
particular by the letters and papers of Sir John Bernard Burke, who
succeeded Betham in 1853, by G. D. Burtchaell, Athlone Pursuivant,
T. U. Sadleir, Deputy Ulster, and by Chief Herald Dr. Edward
McLysaght and his successor Mr. Gerard Slevin. The papers of many
private genealogists also found their way into the office in the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries.

In more modern times, T. U. Sadleir wrote a brief account of the
records of the office in the Genealogists’ Magazine.®® In his Guide to Irish
Genealogy, Father Wallace Clare adverts to the more important gene-
alogical sources to be found there. Mrs. Margaret Falley in her recent
work also deals briefly with its records.’®® There is a handlist of bound
manuscripts in the office, numbered 1—700A, and in addition there are
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136 Gilbert Coll. Letters from George F. Beltz, Lancaster Herald, to Isaac Heard, Garter,
and to R. J. O’Sullivan (Letter no. 18, MS 211).

137 Jbid., Letter no. 10.

138 T. U. Sadleir, ‘Ulster Office Records’, Genealogists’ Magazine, VI, no. 10 (1934),
PP- 434-48. ) }

189 Margaret Dickson Falley, Irish and Scotch-Irish ancestral Research, 2 vols. (pr. pr., 1962).



GUIDE TO RECORDS OF GENEALOGICAL OFFICE 63

sixteen cartons, the contents of which largely consist of rolls, some vellum,
containing pedigrees. A number of the pedigrees includes emblazons of
arms.

Many of the bound manuscripts, such as the prerogative will abstracts,
the registers of grants and confirmations of arms from 1698 and others,
are in numerical series. Conversely, many more manuscripts appear to
be arranged arbitrarily, and some individual manuscripts are collections
of heterogenous material bound together. The following description
from the handlist of Manuscript 4 illustrates this: ‘Papers relating to the
duties of the officers of arms [e.g., appointments, fees and exemptions
from taxes of officers of arms]; paper on the foundation of certain
monasteries in Ireland; list of knights of the Bath made at coronation of
Charles I'; names of the nobility and officers of France, 1598; affidavit
by Denis Hughes as to the rescue from him of William MacKeigue, a
prisoner, 1741; articles of peace between Charles I and his Roman
Catholic subjects in Ireland, 1646 [see Gilbert, History of the Irish
Confederation, V, 286—310]; lists of baronets of Ireland, 1620-1780;
lists of baronets of England, various dates, mainly seventeenth century,
247 pp- [2 fI. vellum], various sizes, mainly 13 x 8’. This is not an
untypical description of many manuscripts. Although the series of
grants and confirmations of arms commences as an unbroken series in
1698 under Hawkins, many earlier grants or drafts and copies of grants
are to be found scattered through the collection. The same state of
affairs appertains with relation to the funeral entries.

It follows therefore that to describe the manuscripts as they are num-
bered would be an unsatisfactory method of procedure. In any attempt
at describing the records of the office it is essential to bear in mind that
they derive essentially from its functional nature; they are not an
arbitrary collection, but possess an organic unity. They fall into a
number of categories natural to the nature and scope of the duties of the
Ulster King of Arms and his assistants. These duties have already been
generally indicated.

Sir William Betham recognized this in 1811. G. O. Manuscript 1140
contains a substantially fuller account of his ‘Answer to the queries
proposed by the record commissioners respecting the state of the office
of the Ulster king of arms’ than that contained in the printed report.14
The records were then, apparently, kept at Betham’s private house,
No. 7, North Cope Street, Dublin, although Betham was at the time
only Deputy Ulster. The Government allowed £40 p.a. as a rent for
this service. In his answer to the first enquiry Betham described fairly
completely the records of the office. He first listed the documents that
‘may be considered as the records of the office’. These were the visitations,
funeral entries, registered pedigrees, registrations of arms, volumes of

140 G.O. MS 11, fol. 19.
141 See footnote 130.
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the pedigrees and arms of the peers of Ireland, i.e., lords entries, pursuant
to an order of the House of Lords of 12 August 1707; a book of the pedi-
grees and arms of the baronets of Ireland under a royal warrant of 30
September 1789 ‘correcting and preventing abuses in the order of
baronets’; books containing lists of the peers as they sat in parliament
at various times, and of the creations of peers, baronets and knights
from the time of Queen Elizabeth to Betham’s own time; a book of
royal licences for changes of name and arms. Betham then describes
what he called ‘many manuscript books . . . copies and abstracts relative
to genealogical and antiquarian research’ and other heterogeneous
material.

It is clear from this document that Betham recognized that the
records of the office fell into clearly defined categories even in his time.
It must also be remembered that the records have expanded substantially
in the intervening 150 years, and the categorization may now be carried
a stage further. This account is also important as it informs us of the
extent of the records in 1811.

The first category into which the records of the office fall is that which
Betham styled the manuscripts that ‘may be described as the records
of the office’, that is, documents essential to the purpose for which the
office was established. As we have seen, Ulster was the sole authority
in Ireland for issuing patents of arms and recording pedigrees for persons
of Irish descent. Heraldic visitations taking note of the arms and issue
of armigenous persons were carried out regularly in England from 1530.
They were a consequence of the control of arms acquired by the College
of Arms under the Earl Marshall, and thenceforward in England they
provided the main acceptable evidence at any particular time that an
individual had acquired arms by hereditary right that had been ratified
by the competent authority, i.e., the heralds on visitation. The heralds’
competence in genealogy, as a necessary auxiliary, arose out of these.

The same scheme was envisaged for Ireland. Manuscript 5, p. 1,
contains a copy of a warrant of 1567, by Sir Henry Sydney, Lord Deputy,
stating that ‘Nicholas Narbon, Ulster, king of arms of the realm of
Ireland intendeth to repair unto all parts of the same to visit and observe
the arms . . . of all noblemen . . . and to correct all false armour and all
such as without his consent do presume to bear arms . . . except they be
lineally descended of blood and name from such their ancestors as by
the law of arms they may of right bear and use, also upon true certificate
to have made to register all their arms, descents, marriages of all nobles
and gentlemen of the realm of Ireland . . .’ This warrant was repeated in
February 1607, when the then Ulster, Daniel Molyneux, was directed
to enquire into the ‘arms, pedigrees and genealogies . . . of all noblemen
and gentlemen whether English or Irish’. This instruction was necessary
because it was apparently ‘a common practise of many . . . to usurp and
encroach upon the names and coats of arms of many ancient and noble
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families of the realm’.142 The result of these instructions was disappoint-
ing. In all there are accounts for seven visitations in the office; the first
four under Nicholas Narbon, 1568-74, and the others under Daniel
Molyneux, 1607—10. There are records of visitations for the following
places: Dublin and part of Louth, 1568-70; Drogheda and Ardee, 1570;
Swords, 1572; Cork, 1574; Limerick, 1574; Dublin, 1607 and 1610;
and Wexford, 1610. They are contained in G. O. Manuscripts 47—49.
There may have been other visitations made which do not survive.

The visitations were carried out in a leisurely manner, sometimes
ranging over a period of years, and some of the accounts contain very
few entries. They are all for areas of the Pale, or for areas which had
formerly been in it, or for municipal districts familiar with the English
administrative system. The paucity of the entries prior to 1603 is not
surprising, but it is difficult to ascertain why the visitations were not
carried out more extensively when the country as a whole had been
brought under the English administration in Dublin.

The immediate effect of the relative absence of visitations in Ireland
meant that little evidence was available to prove that arms claimed by
any individual did, in fact, descend to him by hereditary right from an
ancestor who had them properly certified by the heralds on visitation.
This gave rise to the custom peculiar to Ireland of the ‘confirmation of
arms’, as a variant of the grant of arms. Ulster King of Arms, in addition
to grants, conferred confirmations of arms, and registered the con-
firmation in the office if the applicant could show that the arms in
question had been used by his family for one hundred years or for three
generations.

This brings us to the next series of official records in the office, the
entries of patents of arms, that is of grants and confirmations of arms
issued by Ulster, the sole authority in Ireland for the issuing of patents
of arms.

There are records of grants and confirmations of arms dating from
Bartholomew Butler, the first Ulster, to contemporary grants and con-
firmations made by the present Chief Herald. The series was made in
methodical chronological order from 1698, commencing with William
Hawkins, and is contained in a numerical series of manuscripts in the
office. A number of earlier drafts of ratifications of arms is bound together
in a series styled draft grants, and others are scattered miscellaneously
through the collection. Many of the earlier grants are lost; some are to be
found in the library of Trinity College, Dublin, manuscripts previously
mentioned. The text of the patent of confirmation normally gives more
genealogical information than the text of the grant. This, in view of its
nature, is understandable. A complete index of all certificates of arms
from 1552 is to be found in G. O. MS 422-23.

142 G.O. MS 5, pp. 2—4.
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Another series that is regarded as being a record of official certificates
of arms is that known as ‘Funeral Entries’. The following extract from
a document in the office casts a light on the nature of this series: ‘By
virtue of an act of state or decree bearing date the fourth of August,
Anno Domini 1627 . . . for the better preservation of the memory of the
nobility and gentry their marriages, posterity, and arms. The king of
arms here is straightly charged to make a true and fair entry of certificates
of the matches, issues, times of decease and of arms of all such of the
nobility and gentry of this realm as shall happen to die, which certi-
ficates are by the said act of state or decree to be returned unto the office
of the king of arms for the time being by the heirs and executors of such
of the nobility and gentry as shall so die for which entry there is appointed
certain fees to be paved to the said king of arms.’!*3 This document
dated 12 February 1633/34 instructs Darby Morris, yeoman, to ‘repair
unto the several heirs and executors or administrators of those whose
names be under written . . . to intimate unto them the effect of the said
act of state or decree, and to require them to send unto me under their
hands the certificates above mentioned . . . together with the fees due
for the same . . . I shall carefully enter and record in my office according
to the charge to me by the said act of state’.144

Although this is the first reference I have been able to trace referring
to a formal decree instructing Ulster to keep funeral entries, it is probable
that there were earlier decrees. In any event there are records of funeral
entries in the office from 1588. As the instruction to Morris states, the
entries include the name, wife and issue of the deceased. It also normally
shows either an illustration in colour, or a trick of the arms, and it
frequently shows the armorial devices displayed at the funeral, with
notes on the ordering of the funeral ceremonies.

There are altogether fifteen volumes of funeral entries covering the
period 1588-1691. There is also a transcript of one volume which was
detached from the others and deposited in the British Museum; it com-
prises funeral entries of various dates between 1622 and 1729.145 There
was apparently a nineteenth-century revival of this practice, as another
volume covers the period 1862—-98. Other funeral entries are to be
found scattered throughout the collection. Manuscript 345, for example,
is an elaborate funeral entry on vellum, one of the relatively few vellum
manuscripts in the collection. It is the funeral entry of Charles Manners,
Duke of Rutland. The entries, however, relate mainly to the seventeenth
century. The nineteenth-century entries seem to have been in the nature
of a romantic revival.

I'have not been able to trace any formal repeal of the decree instructing
Ulster to record these certificates, which give such valuable genealogical
information about so many of the seventeenth-century Irish gentry. It

143 G.O. MS 2, fol. 7.
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appears to have been a difficult duty to administer on occasion; parti-
cularly in connexion with the collection of fees. We have an account by
Thomas Preston, Ulster, of a Thomas Clark of Dublin refusing to return
the entry of his father, Simon, saying that although Simon had in his
lifetime written himself gentleman, he was not one in fact. In con-
sequence, Ulster instructs Alban Leverett, Athlone Pursuivant, to ask
Clark by what authority he bears the arms which he has carved impaled
with his wife’s arms of the ancient family of Usher, and in default of a
satisfactory reply that would, of course, commit Clark to paying the
fee, Athlone Pursuivant is to see to it that the arms are defaced.#¢ An
incident of this kind was not an isolated one. Nevertheless, a large
collection of these entries was made throughout the seventeenth century.

The practical discontinuance of this series does, in fact, coincide with
circumstances that arose in the course of Ulster’s duties in connexion
with the Irish House of Lords, which eventually gave rise to the collection
of manuscripts known as Lords Entries. It is advisable now to examine
the circumstances leading to this evolution.

Among the duties of state exercised by Ulster was the keeping of the
list of peers or Ulster’s Roll. William Hawkins, Ulster, 1698-1736,
states In 1698 in a memorandum ‘to be observed by the clerk of the
house’ that ‘all the lords are called by a list of them delivered by me to
the clerk’.247 At this period, it was frequently found that the list contained
names that should be omitted, and further that it omitted names that
should be included. The main problem appeared to have been the
difficulty of determining whether outlawries passed on lords for their
part in rebellion had been reversed or not. Lords committees in 1692,
1695 and 1697 had tried to determine these facts in individual cases,
in particular in the case of Edmund, Lord Mountgarrett.1® Conversely,
peers were sometimes omitted from the list because they neglected to
inform Ulster of the creation. Hawkins specifically refers to a resolution
of the Lords committees ‘that the lords who have not may enter their
patents [i.e., of arms] with me and pay my fees, without which neither
he nor his successors would be or enrolled [i.e., on the list] but be passed
by, as the other lords who have not entered their patents with me’.149
Hawkins acted on this principle; writing in 1707 he informs us that
‘Lord Grandison’s introduction was deferred for want of his patent, but
the roll being produced I introduced him.’150

There was still difficulty with the roll. In July 1707, in reply to an
order ‘that he should make and return a perfect list of all the lords of the
kingdom’, Hawkins petitioned the house ‘setting forth his reasons for
not making the list complete’, and praying for an order ‘to enable him

146 G.O. MS 2, fol. 9.
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to do it for the future’. The result of this was the Lords’ resolution of
August 1707 ‘that for the service of the peerage of this kingdom immedi-
ately after the decease of any nobleman . . . their heirs or executors
should enter in the king of arms office the death of such lords with arms
and matches and issues of their family, the date of death, and the place
of burial’.’®! This order gave rise to the series known as Lords Entries
in the office. The information given is identical with that in the funeral
entries, except that the entries are limited to peers.

The entries are in six volumes covering the period 1698-1939. The
practice had apparently been initiated prior to the instruction of 1707.
It survived the abolition of the Irish House of Lords in 1800, presumably
because of the right of the Irish peers to elect representatives to the
British House of Lords.

There is not any immediate practical reason why the appearance of
the lords entries should almost coincide with the termination of the
funeral entries. The series was initiated, as we have seen, to solve an
immediate practical administrative problem.

In the absence of any positive evidence, we can only speculate as to
the reason for the termination of the funeral entries. It must be borne in
mind that the eighteenth century was the age of reason in English and
and Anglo-Irish society. The sceptical cultured oligarchs who ruled
England since the revolution of 1688 had little interest in the regulation
of pedigrees and arms, a social asset which they shared with the poorest
gentry. On the other hand, membership of the House of Lords, even
of the Irish one, implied and conferred power, and it was in consequence
essential that entry be properly regulated.

Another official series in the office is the series styled ‘Registered
Pedigrees’. There is a large number of pedigrees made in the office and
authenticated under the hand and seal of the Ulster King of Arms of the
day. The practice appears to have been initiated as early as 1687, and
pedigrees are still being registered by the Chief Herald. This series s,
of course, more genealogical than heraldic. In some cases, however,
arms are emblazoned or illustrated on the pedigrees, and these are
accepted as an official ratification by Ulster. Unlike the lords entries
and funeral entries, there is not any record of an official statute or
administrative order directing Ulster to keep these records.

Perhaps the most interesting of the registered pedigrees are those of
the Irish émigrés in Europe in the eighteenth century. This followed
from the necessity for the descendants of those who followed James I1I
into exile to integrate themselves into European society. In order to
acquire the social standing necessary for responsible positions in the
state or for commissions in the army they needed certificates of noblesse
supported by genealogical proof.?®> The pedigrees and certificates of

1 Lords® jn. Ire., pp. 168, 169, 189.
152 Lart, p. xvi.
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arms of James Terry, Athlone Pursuivant, at the Stuart court in exile,
provided genealogical and heraldic information in support of claims of
noblesse.

The dispersal of the St. Germain Court in 1718, the death of Terry in
1725 and the further decline in the prestige of the Stuarts aftér 1745
deprived the Irish émigrés of an acceptable source of proofs for their
status as gentry. At the same time, the descendants of the émigrés, by
reason of their long service to continental crowns, particularly the
French, were by the middle of the eighteenth century becoming eligible
for the highest honours in their new environment. For this further step
in the absorption of the Irish, particularly in France, more was needed
than for naturalizations and commissions in the army, for which
apparently a certificate of the type that ‘Matthew Crone is a gentleman
descended frum a good family in Ireland’, appeared to be inadequate.

By the late eighteenth century the French degrees of nobility had
become rigidly fixed, and all but the highest ranks were excluded from
court circles.’®® In order to be admitted, it was necessary to prove that
the candidate’s family had ranked among his country’s nobility for at
least three hundred years.!* General Daniel O’Connell, brother of
Maurice of Derrynane, found it impossible in his early career to secure
the promotion that his abilities would normally have deserved, because
of his inability to secure admission. Writing to Maurice in 1780 he
explains that ‘There’s a matter of the greatest consequence to promoting
my fortune and expectations. I mean that of my genealogy. This is a
point so much looked to in this country that without it a man, whatever
his .mertt or capacity, will scar<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>