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Summary

This thesis examines the extent. nature and significance of Welsh involvement in
Ireland between 1558 and 1641. By exploring this neglected dimension to Irish

history. it offers valuable new perspectives on the colonial community there and
integrates Wales more satisfactorily into British history.

A significant Welsh presence existed within the *New English™ colonial community
that emerged in Ireland under Elizabeth and the early Stuarts. The majority of the
Welsh in Ireland were soldiers, but they also established themselves as military
officers. governmental officials and planters. In the first full-scale analysis of early
modern Welsh migrants outside of London. this study reconstructs the origins,

motivations and careers of the Welsh in Ireland and assesses their importance to the
colonial enterprise there.

By examining the Welsh, this thesis applies a more thoroughly British perspective to
colonists in Ireland. who are often conceptualised as a coherent and culturally English
group. It demonstrates how the Welsh in Ireland formed a distinct community that
settled together and cooperated in social and political networks based on ties of
kinship, patronage and loyalty to countrymen. Furthermore it examines Welshness as
a form of difference in Ireland and demonstrates that it was a source of significant
tension among the colonists. It also identifies facets of a unique Welsh settler identity
that could be seen as "New Welsh'.

This thesis also reveals a neglected Irish dimension to early modern Welsh history.
The Welsh community in Ireland maintained strong connections to Wales through
networks of interaction and cooperation that spanned the Irish Sea. The thesis
examines how such networks brought the Welsh into contact with Ireland and led to
the emergence of Cambro-Hibernic figures with land and influence in both countries.
This helps to create a more truly British understanding of Wales in the early modern
period.

111
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Introduction: Locating the Welsh in Ireland and Britain during the early
modern period

This is a study of Welsh military and civilian involvement in Ireland between the
accession of Elizabeth I and the Irish rebellion of 1641. It has been more than thirty
years since J.G.A Pocock’s seminal article challenged historians to abandon
anglocentric history and work towards a more holistic understanding of Britain and
Ireland in the early modern period.' The resultant literature, usually labelled the ‘New
British History’, has greatly enhanced our understanding of the shared history and
interconnectedness of the three kingdoms ruled by the English monarchy at this time.
For the most part, however, Wales has been excluded from this paradigm shift.
Practitioners of the ‘New British History’ have rarely concentrated on Wales and
when they have their focus has been on Welsh ‘national’ identity or Welsh reactions
to English state building, subjects that have long been central to Welsh histories.® The
‘New British History’ has produced no study of the relationship between Wales and
the other non-English regions of Britain and Ireland in the early modern period. By
assessing the nature and extent of Welsh involvement in Ireland, then, this thesis fills
a significant gap in both British and Welsh historiography. It will be demonstrated
that Welsh men and women played a pervasive role in the English government’s
attempts to conquer, govern and settle early modern Ireland. This study will also aim
to bring a more thoroughly British perspective to bear on current understandings of
the colonial presence in Ireland, which has generally been conceptualised as a
coherent and united English community. It shows that the Welsh minority in Ireland
were different from their English colleagues, possessing a distinct identity and having
their own social and political networks. This thesis thus demonstrates that new
perspectives can be developed across a range of historiographies by writing a British
history that puts Wales and the Welsh at its heart.

' 1.G.A. Pocock, British history: A plea for a new subject’, Journal of Modern History, 47 (1975), pp.
601-21.

? See, for example, Steven Ellis and Sarah Barber (eds.), Conquest and union: fashioning a British
state, 1485-1725 (London and New York, 1995); Alexander Grant and Keith Stringer (eds.), Uniting
the kingdom?: the making of British history (London, 1995); Brendan Bradshaw and Peter Roberts
(eds.), British consciousness and identity: the making of Britain, 1533-1707 (Cambridge, 1998).

? Peter Roberts, ‘Tudor Wales, national identity and the British inheritance’, and Philip Jenkins,
‘Seventeenth-century Wales: Definition and identity’, in Bradshaw and Roberts, British consciousness
and identity, pp. 8-42, 213-235.



Writing British history

The ‘New British History’ has been a central part of early modemn British and Irish
studies for so long that it is no longer ‘new’. As Jane Ohlmeyer has argued it may
now “appear to have become a rather jaded and sterile historiographical debate”.
Since the 1990s it has also come under serious criticism. Leading the charge has been
Nicholas Canny who has rightly argued that New British Histories have tended to
privilege political history over social and economic studies, and that attempts to write
a holistic history have often masked the ethnic, religious and cultural differences that
existed between the constituent nations of Britain and Ireland.’ It has also been argued
that some of the central aims of the ‘New British History’ have simply not been
achieved. In particular, it has been suggested that England continues to remain at the
centre of all such histories and that the other regions of Britain and Ireland are
included only to demonstrate their influence on the English political core.® However,
by shifting our focus we can address some of these criticisms. This thesis shows how
studying Wales’s relationship with Ireland can offer a new understanding of its
position within Britain and demonstrates how the ‘New British History’ can continue

to offer fresh perspectives on the history of the British Isles.’

Historians critical of the direction taken by the ‘New British History’ have suggested
that important aspects of Pocock’s original argument need to be revisited.® In his 1975
article, Pocock defined his “new subject™ as “the plural history of a group of cultures
situated along an Anglo-Celtic frontier”.” He did not deny the importance of the
English, but his hoped-for history was one that deals with the interaction of all groups
living in what he termed the “Atlantic Archipelago”.'® For the most part, however,

historians have tended to favour another Pocockian concept, borrowed from J.C.

¢ Jane H. Ohlmeyer, ‘The old British histories?’, Historical Journal, 50 (2007), p. 499.

* Nicholas Canny, ‘Irish, Scottish and Welsh responses to centralisation, c.1530-c.1640: a comparative
perspective’, in Grant and Stringer, Uniting the kingdom?, p. 147, Nicholas Canny, ‘ Writing early
modern history: Ireland, Britain and the wider world’, Historical Journal, 46 (2003), pp. 737-8.

¢ Richard Connors and J.R.D. Falconer, ‘Comering the Cheshire cat: reflections on the “New British
History” and studies in early modern British identities’, Canadian Journal of History, 36 (2001), p. 99.
? For a recent call for a New British History that considers interaction between the ‘Celtic’ peoples and
lands, see Steven G. Ellis, ‘Why the history of ‘the Celtic fringe’ remains unwritten’, European Review
of History, 10 (2003), p. 229.

¥ Ohimeyer, ‘The old British histories?’, pp. 500-1.

? Pocock, ‘A plea for a new subject’, p. 605.

° Ibid,, pp. 606-9.



Beckett, of “three kingdoms” history.'' This term, which has its roots in a critique of
anglocentric views of the Civil War, is understandably appealing, but it is also
restrictive. It encourages comparative studies and analysis of interaction between
England, Scotland and Ireland, which each possessed their own institutional structures
and their own, largely Celtic, peripheries.'? This approach, however, risks privileging
certain groups and cultures while ignoring others."> Although this new focus on the
importance of Scotland and Ireland has lessened the anglocentric nature of British
studies, ‘peripheries’ such as Wales, Cornwall, and Highland Scotland remain largely
invisible in such histories."* Those ‘New British’ studies which do include these areas
generally relegate them to a secondary role, in which they are used to “illustrate by
comparison or contrast” the history of those parts of Britain and Ireland that are seen
to be of more “central importance”.'” The ‘three kingdoms’ methodology has thus
failed to provide the “plural history’ that was originally intended.'® This thesis argues
that we should return to the original principles of the New British History by placing
the interaction between ‘peoples’ at the heart of early modern British and Irish

histories.

The understanding of ‘peoples’ in this study owes much to the work of the medieval
historian, R.R. Davies. Davies argued that it was anachronistic to use the nation state
as the main organising principle of medieval and early modern history, advocating
instead that we should focus on the importance of “other solidarities and collectives”,
particularly peoples.'” For him, a ‘people’ was an imagined community of common
descent held together by shared origins, language, myths and culture.'® Such groups
formed distinct communities and identities within the kingdoms of the English
monarchy and can be used as alternative foci for historical enquiry. Davies recognises

four peoples in medieval Britain, the English, Scottish, Irish and Welsh, although an

" Ibid., p. 605.
12 loyd Bowen, ‘Rediscovering difference?: nations, peoples and politics in the British Civil Wars’,
History Compass, 4 (2006), p. 837.
13 Canny, ‘Irish, Scottish and Welsh responses’, p. 147; Mark Stoyle, ‘English ‘nationalism’, Celtic
?anicularism, and the English Civil War’, Historical Journal, 43 (2000), p. 1114.
4 See, for example, John Morrill, ‘The fashioning of Britain’, in Ellis and Barber, Conquest and union,
P . 8-39; John R. Young, (ed.) Celtic dimensions of the British Civil Wars (Edinburgh, 1997).

Hugh Keamey, The British Isles: a history of four nations (Cambridge, 1989), p. 116.
'¢ Canny, ‘Writing early modern history’, pp. 741-6.
' R.R. Davies, ‘The peoples of Britain and Ireland, 1100-1400. Identities’, Transactions of the Royal
Historical Society, sixth series, 4 (1994), p. 1.
'® Ibid., pp. 3-9.



argument can be made for expanding this to include other groups such as the Cornish
and the Highland Scots."

A history that focuses on peoples offers an alternative to the ‘three kingdoms’ model
that allows us to get closer to Pocock’s ideal of a holistic British history. While the
‘three kingdoms’ model focuses our attention on political and institutional cores, a
history of peoples reinstates the peripheries.?’ For the purposes of this thesis, it allows
us to write a British history that is centred on Wales, rather than reducing Welsh
history to a tool used to illustrate the history of other parts of Britain and Ireland. This
is not the first study to approach early modern Welsh history in this manner, but those
who have done so have previously focused almost solely on Wales’s relationship with
England.?' This thesis will demonstrate that analysing the relationship of the Welsh
people with another peripheral region can shed considerable new light on Wales and

its place within British history.

What should a history of the British peoples look like? This question has recently
been explored by Nicholas Canny whose suggestions constitute, in many ways, a
return to the original principles established by Pocock. Canny argues that in order to
study peoples we must “disregard both political boundaries and historiographical
orthodoxies whenever these act as barriers to understanding how... [early modemn
individuals] lived their lives”. He calls for a dynamic history that focuses on how “the
various peoples in all three kingdoms” came into contact, interacted, and moved
across physical and imagined frontiers.”” Such a history would focus on aspects such
as migration, cultural conflict, and the formation of social or economic networks
across political borders. It is a plural history that concentrates, as Pocock argued it
should, on political, social and cultural interaction along the early modern Anglo-
Celtic frontier.”> Such an approach should not aim to replace the more traditional

political or institutional British histories, but rather to enhance them by offering

" Ibid,, p. 18.

2 pavid J. Baker and Willy Maley, ‘Introduction. An uncertain union’, and Philip Schwyzer, ‘British
history and “The British History” the same old story?’, in David J. Baker and Willy Maley (eds.),
British identities and English Renaissance literature (Cambridge, 2002), pp. 1, 11.

2! See for example, Mark Stoyle, Soldiers and strangers: an ethnic history of the English Civil War
(New Haven and London, 2005), passim.

22 Canny, ‘Writing early modern history’, p. 746. See also Ellis, ‘The Celtic fringe’, p. 225.

2 Pocock, ‘A plea for a new subject’, pp. 605-9.



alternative perspectives.”* This study draws on this approach to improve and revise

current understandings of both the Welsh and the colonial community in Ireland.

It will be argued in this thesis that the study of a peripheral people like the Welsh can
significantly augment our understanding of British history. It is important, however,
to approach such a study in a critical manner. First it is necessary to qualify how the
term ‘people’ will be used in this study. By applying collective nouns such as ‘people’
to groups of individuals, the historian is always in danger of imposing identities that
were not recognised by contemporaries. Davies’s concept of ‘peoples’ poses
particular problems as it was at least partially inspired by the rise of ethnic history.?
Ethnicity primarily emerged as a way of explaining the development of modemn
nationalism. It is thus a term loaded with modern meanings that carries with it the
perils of anachronism. The Welsh will thus not be conceptualised as an ‘ethnic group’
in this thesis. Much the same can, however, be said for peoples. In particular there is a
danger of using the idea of peoples as a means of applying modern concepts of

national identity to early modern individuals.

While a Welsh identity certainly existed in the early modern period, it did not stop
Welsh individuals holding other, sometimes conflicting, identities. Indeed, the
writings of Welsh elites praise England as much as Wales and it was not uncommon
for Welshmen to refer to themselves as English.?® The Welsh had embraced English
customs and legal norms and many defended English cultural symbols, such as
parliament and the myth of ancient English liberties, as their own.”” Most importantly,
the Welsh accepted English Protestantism. Religion was at least as, if not more,
influential than culture and origin in the formation of early modern identities, and the
majority of the Welsh were wedded to a particularly English religious form.2® We
must, therefore, be careful not to privilege a discourse of Welsh cultural and historical

identity over other discourses that the Welsh could draw on to construct their

* For an example of a study that combines the two approaches particularly effectively, although at a
largely aristocratic level, see, Victor Treadwell, Buckingham and Ireland, 1616-1628: a study in Anglo-
Irish politics (Dublin, 1998).

 Davies, ‘The peoples of Britain and Ireland, 1100-1400. Identities’, p. 1. For ethnicity, see Anthony
D. Smith, Myths and memories of the nation (Oxford, 1999); Anthony D. Smith, The antiquity of
nations (Cambridge, 2004).

% Jenkins, ‘Seventeenth-century Wales’, p. 226.

2 Ibid., p. 226; D.B. Quinn, The Elizabethans and the Irish (New York, 1966), pp. 7-9.

8 Ohlmeyer, ‘The Old British Histories?’, p. 503.



identities.” The Welsh were able to classify themselves as, among other things,
English, Protestant or Welsh in different circumstances. For the Welsh who travelled
to Ireland we can also add ‘New English’ and, arguably, ‘British’ identities to the
mix. Welshness should certainly not be seen as an exclusive or all-encompassing
identity in this period. This does not, however, impair the usefulness of a history of
peoples as a framework for analysing the variety of cultures which interacted across
the Anglo-Celtic frontier in the early modern period. During this time there was
certainly a group of people, defined by descent and place of birth, that perceived
themselves and were seen by others as Welsh. There was clearly also a Welsh culture
characterised by a distinct history and language. This discourse was exclusive to the
Welsh and constituted the primary form of difference between the inhabitants of
Wales and those of the rest of the mainland British Isles. It is on this basis that the
Welsh will be defined as a people in this thesis.

The relationship between the Welsh people and the Irish kingdom cannot, however,
be studied without reference to the English state. The peripheral peoples of Britain
were subject to the political cores, and in particular the central political core in
London. Pocock was clear that the pluralist approach he was advocating had to “be
reconciled with the evident fact that the pattern of ‘British history’ is one of the
steadily increasing dominance of England as a political and cultural entity”.>* While
interactions between peoples may be the “essence” of British history, such a study
must be carried out with full awareness of the growing influence of the state structures
of the centre.’' There was no independent Welsh relationship with Ireland. Welsh men
and women who wished to serve or live in Ireland did so by drawing upon the
machinery of the English state that organised the Irish conquest, settlement and
government. Welsh influence on Ireland was thus always refracted through an English

prism, and studies of Cambro-Hibernic relations must take this into account. As Allan

 The same can, of course, be said of Englishness, which should not be assumed to be a homogenous
or uniform identity. See Jasmin L. Johnson, ‘Review of Mark Stoyle, Soldiers and strangers, H-war,
H-net Reviews, April 2006.

http://www.h-net.org/reviews/showrev/showrev.php?id=11649. Accessed 06/02/2009.

%% Pocock, ‘A plea for a new subject’, p. 610.

*! Steven G. Ellis, ‘Introduction: the concept of British history’, in Ellis and Barber, Conquest and
union, pp. 3-4.



Macinnes and Jane Ohlmeyer have observed, writing a cohesive British history will
always be “awkward”. 2

Problematising the ‘New English’

This thesis does not set out to uncover the relationship between the Welsh and the
native Irish in the early modern period. After the Reformation the Welsh attitude
towards the Irish was primarily the same as that of the English. They were concerned
about the threat of Irish Catholicism and supported attempts to complete the conquest
there. Anyone looking for a sense of ‘Celtic’ solidarity in early modern Wales will be
disappointed. Rather, this is a study that assesses the Welsh role within the Anglo-

Welsh (and later also Scottish) colonial community in Ireland.

The Welsh are a largely invisible group in the historiography of the conquest and
settlement of Ireland. This is primarily the result of the terminology that has been
used to discuss newcomers to Ireland between 1558 and 1641. The soldiers,
administrators, settlers and clergy who came to Ireland have been conceptualised as
the ‘New English’, a coherent and united community with shared ideals, goals and
beliefs.”> Recent work has begun to recognise the inadequacy of this view. Rory
Rapple, for example, cites the fact that “the personalities and activities of the English
captains in Ireland during the reign of Elizabeth I have blended together”, obscuring
differences between them.** Similar sentiments have been voiced by Ciardn Brady
and Raymond Gillespie who argue that “English newcomers of the sixteenth and

seventeenth centuries have frequently been presented as an undifferentiated group of

32 Allan I. Macinnes and Jane Ohlmeyer, ‘Introduction: awkward neighbours?’, in their The Stuart
kingdoms in the seventeenth century: awkward neighbours (Dublin, 2002), p. 23.

3 See, for example, Nicholas Canny, ‘Dominant minorities: English settlers in Ireland and Virginia,
1550-1650°, in A.C. Hepburn (ed.), Minorities in history (London, 1978), pp. 51-69; Nicholas Canny,
‘Edmund Spenser and the development of an Anglo-Irish identity’, The Yearbook of English Studies,
13 (1983), pp. 1-19. Ciaran Brady has argued that the ‘New English’ held a more diverse set of ideals
and beliefs but maintains a sense of them as a united group: Ciaran Brady ‘New English ideology in
Ireland and the two Sir William Herberts’, in A.J. Piese (ed.), Sixteenth-century identities (Manchester
and New York, 2000), pp. 75-111.

3 Rory Rapple, ‘Taking up office in Elizabethan Connacht: the case of Sir Richard Bingham’, English
Historical Review, 123 (2008), pp. 1-23.



ambitious, greedy and resourceful colonisers”, when in fact there was considerable

variation between them.>’

The clearest challenge to the coherence of the ‘New English’ community has come
from historians of early modern Scottish migration. Of particular relevance is Willy
Maley’s brief exploration of the importance of Scottishness for early modern colonial
identity in Ireland.”® Maley argues that the terms ‘New English’ and ‘Anglo-Irish’
imply “a unitary Englishness” that creates a history in which “other identities,
traditions, histories and ethnicities get left out”. He asserts that Scottishness should be

incorporated as “the key third term in the formation of Anglo-Irish identity”.*’

Maley’s problematisation of the united ‘New English’ community needs to be
extended to include the Welsh. Welshness has not been discussed as a form of
difference among the settlers in Ireland.*® This thesis will fill this gap by exploring the
history of Welsh involvement in Ireland as soldiers, captains, administrators and
settlers. In each case the extent of the Welsh presence will be quantified and a
prosopographical analysis will be carried out to demonstrate who the Welsh in Ireland
were and how they differed from their English counterparts. It thus provides the first

comprehensive history of the Welsh role in Ireland during the early modern period.

The thesis not only demonstrates that a Welsh minority existed among this supposedly
coherent ‘New English® community, but it also argues that they constituted a
culturally and socially distinct group. It will be shown that although the Welsh
interacted extensively with their English counterparts while in Ireland, they were seen

as, and saw themselves to be, a separate people within the New English community.

3% Ciaran Brady and Raymond Gillespie, ‘Introduction’, in their Natives and newcomers: essays on the
making of Irish colonial society, 1534-1641 (Dublin, 1986), pp. 15-16. See also, Ciaran Brady and Jane
Ohlmeyer, ‘Making good: new perspectives on the English in early modern Ireland’, in their British
interventions in early modern Ireland (Cambridge, 2005), pp. 1-27.

3 Willy Maley, Salvaging Spenser: colonialism, culture and identity (Basingstoke and New York,
1997), pp. 136-61.

% Ibid., pp. 146-55.

38 Brief references to Welshness in Ireland can be found in Nicholas Canny, Making Ireland British:
1580-1650 (Oxford and New York, 2001), p. 483; Philip S. Robinson, The plantation of Ulster: British
settlement in an Irish landscape, 1600-1670 (Dublin and New York, 1984), p. 113; Robert J. Hunter,
‘Plantation in Donegal’, in William Nolan, Liam Ronayne and Mairead Dunlevy (eds.), Donegal:
history & society (Dublin, 1995), p. 303.



One of the aims of this thesis, therefore, will be to challenge the coherence of the term

‘New English’ by suggesting that some newcomers were, in fact, ‘New Welsh’.

Celtic Connections?: the historiography of Cambro-Hibernic relations

The single most important thread that runs through the few existing studies of Welsh-
Irish relations is the fact of the countries’ physical proximity. The short sea journey
between Wales and Ireland produced a long history of interaction, cooperation and
conflict. These connections have long been recognised by historians of the early
medieval period. They have argued that the ease of sea travel and the difficulties of
traversing the mountainous regions of western Britain and Ireland led to the
establishment of close cultural, economic and political connections around the coasts
of the Irish Sea.*® This “Irish Sea Province” was “under a single cultural stimulus”, as
demonstrated by the existence of shared saint cults throughout the region and the
extensive sea-borne trade there.** Cultural and economic relationships were
accompanied by military and political connections between Welsh and Irish rulers.
They involved themselves extensively in one-another’s dynastic politics and often
provided refuge for those defeated by local rivals or, in the case of Wales after 1066,
the encroaching Normans.*' This continued into the eleventh and twelfth centuries
when the Hiberno-Norse rulers of the eastern coast of Ireland provided valuable
military aid to those native Welsh dynasties that continued to resist the Anglo-
Norman marcher lords.*? This close relationship is generally considered to have lasted

until the twelfth century.

Sean Duffy has suggested that the transformation of Cambro-Hibernic relations can
be located at a “turning point” in 1169.** The Anglo-Norman invasion of Ireland that

year was led largely by the lords of the Welsh March, who, due to intermarriage with

% Donald Moore, ‘Preface’, in his The Irish Sea Province in archaeology and history (Cardiff, 1970),
L 11-12.

BPE.G. Bowen, ‘Britain and the British seas’, in Moore, /rish Sea Province, pp. 13-14; Prionsias Mac

Cana, ‘Ireland and Wales in the middle ages: an overview’, in Karen Jankulak and Jonathan M.

Wooding (eds.), Ireland and Wales in the Middle Ages (Dublin, 2007), p. 22.

*! Cecile O’Rahilly, Ireland and Wales: their historical and literary relations (London, 1924), pp. 73-

8; Sean Duffy, ‘The 1169 invasion as a turning-point in Irish-Welsh relations’ in Brendan Smith (ed.),

Britain and Ireland 900-1300: insular responses to medieval European change (Cambridge, 1999), pp.

99, 101.

2K L. Maund, /reland, Wales and England in the eleventh century (Woodbridge, 1991), pp. 156-82.

“ Duffy, 1169 invasion’, p. 98.



native south Walian dynasties, were themselves part-Welsh, while their armies
included large numbers of Welsh soldiers. For the first time, the Welsh were
facilitators and beneficiaries of English expansion, rather than victims of it. Some of
the Cambro-Norman marcher lords even settled Welsh tenants on their newly-
acquired Irish estates. Native Irish writers soon began to present the Welsh not as
allies or fellow victims of English expansion, but as conquerors.** The effect of the
invasion on Cambro-Hibemic relations was not immediate. During the 1170s the
House of Gwynedd continued to employ Irish troops in Wales and Welsh leaders still
sought refuge in Ireland.** The invasion had, however, made the traditional
cooperation between native Irish and Welsh more difficult. After the submission of
the Irish kings to Henry II in 1171 much of the east coast of Ireland had become an
Anglo-Norman settlement, dividing the Welsh from the native Irish.*® The Welsh
relationship with Ireland thus came to be mediated by the realities of English
dominance on both sides of the Irish Sea. The final conquest of the native Welsh
Principality in 1282 put further distance between the two Celtic peoples. The
destruction of the native Welsh dynasties ended the traditional forms of political
interaction between Wales and Ireland and finally removed the uniting factor of a
struggle against a common enemy.*” The Welsh could no longer engage with the Irish
directly. Instead their relationship with Ireland was carried out through the structures

of the English state.

For the most part, historians have been happy to accept that the successes of the
Anglo-Normans on both sides of the Irish Sea shut “the door to the traditional
intercourse between the two Celtic neighbours”, and interest in the Welsh relationship
with Ireland does not reappear until the studies of migration and the rise of
nationalism in the modern period.*® Welsh interaction with Ireland after 1282 was
limited due to the English Crown’s inability or unwillingness to maintain a presence
there. The only significant Welsh involvement during this period was providing
soldiers for the campaigns of 1361, 1394-5 and 1399, although some Welshmen

would have been familiar with Ireland from serving figures such as Roger Mortimer,

“ Ibid., p. 103.

** Ibid., pp. 104-12.

% Ibid., pp. 98, 103; O’Rahilly, Ireland and Wales, pp. 80-3.

*’ Duffy, ‘1169 invasion’, p. 113.

¢ Mac Cana, ‘Ireland and Wales in the middle ages’, p. 43; Paul O’Leary, Immigration and
integration: the Irish in Wales, 1798-1922 (Cardiff, 2000).
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Earl of March, who had estates in both countries. During the fourteenth and fifteenth
centuries, the government of Ireland was left primarily to the descendents of the
medieval invaders who lost control of much of the kingdom and largely integrated
into Gaelic society.* It was only with the stabilisation of English government under
the Tudors that attempts to subjugate Ireland fully resumed. This was, of course,
encouraged by the realities of England’s position in post-reformation Europe, which
made Ireland a dangerous outpost of Catholicism and a threat to the security of the
united England and Wales.’® After 1558 the English military presence in Ireland
increased significantly and plantation schemes, which had been a minor part of Irish
policy, were extended considerably. The period between 1558 and 1641 can be
conceptualised as one of increasing British control and influence in Ireland, before its

collapse in the rebellion of 1641.°"

Despite the renewed interaction between Ireland and the Anglo-Welsh state in the
early modern period, little work has been carried out to assess the extent to which new
Cambro-Hibernic connections formed at this time. The effects of Wales’s proximity
to Ireland have been “half-forgotten™ by historians of the early modern period.’? Both
Irish and Welsh historians have preferred to concentrate on their respective countries’
relationship with England, and in the Irish case also Scotland. This is perfectly
understandable in a period that saw Ireland’s conquest by, and Wales’s incorporation
into, the English state. Indeed, in Irish historiography the primary crossover between
early modern Irish and Welsh history has been to use Wales as a comparative study to
shed light on why the English were unable to control and integrate Ireland

successfully.>

* R.R. Davies, The revolt of Owain Glyn Dvr (Oxford, 1995), p. 188; J.A. Wyatt, ‘The Anglo-Irish
colony under strain, 1327-99° and D.B. Quinn, ‘Aristocratic autonomy, 1460-94’, in Art Cosgrove
(ed.), A new history of Ireland: II, medieval Ireland, 1169-1534 (Oxford, 1993), pp. 374-6, 380, 384-6,
391,601-17.

% D.B. Quinn, ‘The re-emergence of English policy as a major factor in Irish affairs, 1520-34, in
Cosgrove, A new history of Ireland: 11, pp. 662-87.

3! T.W. Moody, F.X. Martin and F.J. Byme (eds.), 4 New History of Ireland: IlI, Early Modern
Ireland, 1534-1691 (Oxford, 1976), pp. 1-93.

52 philip Jenkins, ‘Connections between the landed communities of Munster and South Wales, c.1660-
1780°, Journal of the Cork History and Archaeological Society, 34 (1979), p. 96.

33 See, for example, Ciaran Brady, ‘Comparable histories?: Tudor reform in Wales and Ireland’, in Ellis
and Barber, Conquest and union, pp. 64-86; Brendan Bradshaw, ‘The Tudor Reformation and
revolution in Wales and Ireland: the origins of the British problem’, in Brendan Bradshaw and John
Morrill (eds.), The British problem, c. 1534-1707: state formation in the Atlantic Archipelago (New
York, 1996), pp. 39-65.
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The studies of early modern Wales that engage with Cambro-Hibernic relationships
have, for the most part, concentrated on how Wales’s close proximity to Ireland
heightened concerns about a possible Irish or joint Spanish-Irish invasion.** The threat
of Ireland has been seen as important for understanding Wales’s position within
Britain as it “drew England and Wales together in common fears”.>® These arguments
do not need to be rehearsed here, and the thesis focuses principally on the Welsh role

in early modern Ireland.

There is only a small body of work that explores Welsh involvement in Ireland during
this period. The most common type is the various biographies of soldiers, settlers and
administrators of Welsh origin who went to, or had connections with, Ireland.’® Few
of these works go beyond their subject to look at the wider issues of the Welsh
relationship with Ireland.”’ Several biographies have, however, demonstrated the
tendency of Welsh soldiers and settlers in Ireland to maintain close connections with
their family and allies in Wales, and this is a facet of their experience that will be

given much greater attention in later chapters.>®

General studies of the military in Ireland have also noted a Welsh presence. The most
important is J.J.N. McGurk’s investigation into levying for the war in Ireland between
1594 and 1603. McGurk recognised that impressment placed a disproportionately

large burden on Welsh counties.”® His study, however, needs to be expanded

% Emyr Gwynne Jones, ‘Anglesey and invasion: 1539-1603’, Anglesey Antiquarian Society and Field
Club Transactions (1947), pp. 26-37. See also, Keith J. Lindley, ‘The impact of the 1641 rebellion
“PO“ England and Wales, 1641-5°, Irish Historical Studies, 18 (1972), pp. 143-76.

5 Jenkins, ‘Seventeenth-century Wales’, p. 227.

% Amos C. Miller, ‘Sir William Morgan of Pencoed: “a man much to be accounted for’, Welsh
History Review, 9 (1978), pp. 1-31; Enid Sophia Jones, Trevors of Trevalyn and their descendants
(Privately printed, 1955); Robert J. Hunter, ‘Sir Ralph Bingley, c.1570-1627: Ulster planter’, in Peter
Roebuck (ed.), Plantation to partition: essays in Ulster history in honour of J. L. McCracken (Belfast,
1981), pp. 14-28; A.D. Carr, ‘The Mostyns of Mostyn, 1540-1642°, Flintshire Historical Society
Journal, 28 (1977-8), pp. 17-37, and 30 (1981-2), pp. 125-44.

%7 For example, Lloyd Bowen points out that Roger Turvey’s study of Lord Deputy Sir John Perrot
gives his Welsh context “short shrift”: Lloyd Bowen, ‘Review: The Treason and Trial of Sir John
Perrot. By Roger Turvey’, Weish History Review, 23 (2006), pp. 185-6.

5% Paul E.J. Hammer, ‘A Welshman abroad: Captain Peter Wynn of Jamestown’, Parergon, 16 (1998),
pp- 59-92; O’Sullivan, ‘Trevors of Rosetrevor’, pp. 8, 28, 62.

J.J.N. McGurk, ‘The recruitment and transportation of Elizabethan troops and their service in
Ireland, 1594-1603" (unpubl. PhD thesis., University of Liverpool, 1982); J.J.N. McGurk, ‘A survey of
the demands made upon the Welsh shires to supply soldiers for the Irish War’, Transactions of the
Honourable Society of the Cymmrodorion (1983), pp. 56-68. See also, Paul E.J. Hammer, Elizabeth’s
wars: war, government and society in Tudor England, 1544-1604 (Basingstoke, 2003), p. 249.
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chronologically and it will also be argued that he underestimates the impact that
levying for Ireland had in Wales.

More importantly, there have been two major attempts to chart connections between
Wales and Ireland in the early modern period. The first was David Mathew’s 1933
study of the Elizabethan Celtic world, which attempted to tell a history of the
peripheries of Britain that is reminiscent of, and indeed partially helped inspire, the
‘New British Histories’.*” Mathew’s eclectic study touches on the importance to north
Wales of the Irish post road, connections that were forged between Wales and Ireland
by governors such as Sir John Perrot and Sir Henry Sidney, and the Cambro-Hibernic
nature of the Essex rebellion.®! It is particularly useful as a demonstration of how
Welsh networks that formed in Wales continued to operate in Ireland. Mathew’s
work, however, concentrates almost exclusively on elite figures and his micro-
historical approach often sheds little light on broader issues of the nature, extent and

importance of Welsh involvement in Ireland.

A more wide-ranging study of Wales’s relationship with Ireland was provided by the
Welsh historian A.H. Dodd.*’ Dodd’s chapter, written in 1952, gives a brief
introduction to the major connections between Wales and Ireland from the mid-
sixteenth century until 1688. Dodd’s work, in a way, forms the starting point for this
thesis and many of the issues that will be addressed here were first noted by him. He
briefly outlined the role of the Welsh as administrators, settlers and soldiers in Ireland
and also demonstrated that connections between Wales and Ireland were formed by
the interchange of personnel between the Council in the Marches of Wales and the
Irish government. All these issues, however, were treated fairly cursorily and Dodd’s
unfamiliarity with Irish historiography led him, in parts, to over-emphasise the
importance of certain Welsh figures there.® His study also fails to engage with issues

of community, identity and difference that will form central themes in this thesis.

% David Mathew, The Celtic peoples and Renaissance Europe: a study of the Celtic and Spanish
influences on Elizabethan history (London and New York, 1933), pp. 35-48, 184-260, 337-456;
Pocock, ‘A plea for a new subject’, p. 604.

8! Mathew, Celtic peoples, pp. 35-6, 209-27, 337-456.

2 A.H. Dodd, Studies in Stuart Wales (Cardiff, 1952), pp. 76-109.

 Ibid., p. 83.
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In order to find a study that deals with issues of community and identity among the
Welsh in Ireland we need to go beyond our period. Philip Jenkins has assessed how
Wales’s proximity to Ireland offered the Welsh gentry opportunities to establish
themselves as Irish landowners and create elite kinship networks that spanned the
Irish Sea between 1660 and 1780. Jenkins argues that the Welsh landowning families
who migrated to Munster as officers during the Cromwellian conquest maintained
close political, social and economic links with Wales and understood themselves to be
“Cambro-Irish” with loyalties to both countries.** This study will suggest that this
pattern of soldiers becoming settlers and forging connections between the Welsh and
Irish elites is equally, and perhaps more, applicable to the late sixteenth and early

seventeenth centuries.

The Welsh in Ireland and Britain

The thesis is divided into two sections both of which quantify and evaluate the extent
of Welsh interaction with Ireland between 1558 and 1641.%° The first section
contributes a major prosopographical examination of the Welsh who crossed the Irish
Sea as part of the English attempt to conquer, control and colonise early modern
Ireland. This represents the first detailed investigation of the Welsh role there. It
measures Welsh involvement in Ireland, demonstrates what type of Welsh men and
women went there, and examines the role they played in the colonial community. It
also assesses how Welsh migration to Ireland, both voluntary and enforced, affected
the participants and the communities from which they were drawn. This section not
only provides a comprehensive examination of a hitherto unexplored aspect of British
history, it also constructs the groundwork for the second section’s analysis of the
Welsh community in Ireland and the importance of Welshness as a source of

difference in the Irish colonial presence.

The first section is divided into four chapters. The first two deal with Welsh
involvement in the Anglo-Welsh army in Ireland. Chapter 1 provides a

comprehensive analysis of the number of soldiers sent to Ireland from Wales between

® Jenkins, ‘Connections between the landed communities of Munster and South Wales’, pp. 95-101.
% In doing so this study will rely, in part, on the evidence of sumames. The methodology used to
interpret surnames in this thesis is explained in Appendix 1.
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1558 and 1641. It demonstrates that Wales was a major source of the men sent to
Ireland, primarily due to the logistical convenience of sending soldiers from the
principality. The chapter also challenges orthodox understandings of the kind of men
who were sent to fight in Ireland by the English and Welsh counties, arguing that our
image of common soldiers in the Irish army rests too heavily on negative stereotypes
supported by flawed evidence. By utilising the unusually detailed evidence relating to
levies that survives for parts of Wales, the chapter maintains that the Welsh soldiers
sent to Ireland were normally respectable and economically productive individuals. It
is thus argued that these levies not only created a large Welsh presence in Ireland, but
that they had seriously detrimental social and economic effects on Welsh counties

which have been underestimated by historians.

Chapter 2 continues the focus on the Irish military by assessing the role of Welsh
officers in Ireland. This constitutes one of the first detailed studies of the personnel of
the Anglo-Welsh officer corps in Ireland. It is argued that a significant number of
Welsh gentlemen pursued careers as Irish captains during this period and that over
time they became the leading Welsh figures in Ireland. Their origins and motivations
are examined, and it is suggested that Irish service was particularly appealing to the
Welsh because of their unique understandings of honour and status. The first two
chapters thus make the case that the Irish army played a major role in the lives of
Welshmen throughout the social spectrum in this period, which has largely been

overlooked in histories of the principality.

The following two chapters examine Welsh involvement in the civilian aspects of the
colonial community in Ireland. Chapter 3 assesses the extent to which Welshmen
played a role in the running of the Irish administration. It is argued that this period
saw a significant shift in the nature of Welsh involvement in Irish government. There
was a move from the Welsh operating as low-level administrators and servants in the
households of individual lord deputies in the late sixteenth century, to a more
permanent and influential presence made up largely of military officers who
established themselves as provincial administrators by the early seventeenth century.
Thus the large Welsh presence in the military led to a significant Welsh role in the

Irish government. This change meant that influential Welshmen were well positioned
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in the Irish government at a key moment in Irish history: the beginning of the

plantations.

Chapter 4 constitutes the final prosopographical section of the thesis and considers
Welsh involvement in the Irish plantation schemes. This demonstrates that, largely
through the influence of ex-officers, but also due to new civilian arrivals, Welshmen
became landowners in almost all of the Irish plantations. It explores how Welsh
settlements in Ireland developed, expanded and contracted over this period. It also
argues that Welsh men and women came to Ireland in significant numbers as settlers
either through the agency of Welsh landowners or through independent migration.
This chapter offers the first significant case study of migration from a single Anglo-
Welsh region to early modern Ireland and is the only study to look specifically at
Welsh settlement within early English colonisation. It demonstrates that initial
clusters of Welsh settlement can be discerned, creating regions of Welsh dominance,

but that over time the Welsh integrated into the wider colonial community.

The second section of this thesis considers Welsh migrants in a wider context, to
demonstrate how they formed a distinct group among the settlers in Ireland. Chapter 5
draws together the threads of the first four chapters to examine the Welsh in Ireland as
a community. It is argued that between 1558 and 1641 Welsh soldiers, administrators
and settlers developed networks of cooperation based on their shared Welsh origin. It
is further shown how members could draw on the resources of this Welsh network in
Ireland for help and support. These networks developed from regional communities in
the late 1500s, particularly the community based in the Welsh-dominated town of
Newry, to become an Ireland-wide network by the early seventeenth century. It is also
suggested that the Welsh were able to make use of Wales’s proximity to Ireland to
establish networks of economic, social and political cooperation that spanned the Irish
Sea. Thus, this chapter demonstrates how Welsh migrants formed lasting connections

between their homeland and the settler community in Ireland.

The final chapter argues for the importance of difference in the colonial presence in
Ireland. It demonstrates that the Irish wars, particularly those of the 1580s and 1590s,
exacerbated the sense of separation and difference between the Welsh and English

peoples in Ireland. Conflict with the native Irish created an atmosphere of heightened
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ethnic and religious tensions that encouraged some among the New English to
demand cultural uniformity. Although New English views of the Welsh were
generally positive in the early Elizabethan period, after the 1580s writers and
governors in Ireland began to see Welshness as a dangerous form of difference and
were concerned that the Welsh might be a threat to English control. This chapter thus
shows how the Welsh were seen by some of their English colleagues as a distinct and
troublesome people within the colonial community, rather than an integrated part of it.
The chapter also explores Welsh responses to such criticisms. It is suggested that
Welsh individuals were able to re-emphasise their loyalty by drawing on the history
of Welsh participation in the Norman invasion of Ireland. This use of Cambro-
Hibernic history can shed light on how the Welsh adapted to life in Ireland and it may

suggest the existence of a New Welsh identity.

The thesis concludes by reflecting upon how these findings should influence our
understanding of Wales, the Welsh and the other peoples of early modern Britain. It
demonstrates that exploring the role of the Welsh in Ireland allows us to build a more
subtle understanding of the New English and to significantly widen the scope of
traditional Welsh historical narratives. It also highlights the limitations of such
studies. Although this thesis shows that the history of the relationship between Britain
and Ireland has been largely Anglo-centric, it does not attempt to offer a ‘Celtic’
alternative. Instead it argues that Wales and the Welsh played a distinctive role within
the history of British-Irish relations in this period, but that they did so within a Britain
dominated by English state structures and ideologies. Welsh soldiers and settlers went
to Ireland through the military operations and settlement schemes organised by the
English state, and when in Ireland they had to adapt themselves to a colonial
community dominated by the English. A British history that focuses on a peripheral
people can be useful and revealing, but the dominance of the central state must not be

forgotten.
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Section I: From soldier to settler
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Chapter 1: “Soldiers of Wales”': the Welsh presence in the Irish army,
1558-1641

The military was the heart of the Anglo-Welsh presence in Ireland between 1558 and
1641. Before 1603 the overwhelming majority of the English and Welsh in Ireland
were soldiers. Even after this point, and despite the arrival of thousands of settlers,
soldiers remained a large and influential part of the New English community.” The
first two chapters of this thesis assess the extent of Welsh involvement as soldiers and
officers in the Anglo-Welsh army in Ireland. In both cases it is demonstrated that
there was a significant Welsh presence in the Irish military. These chapters also
explore the type of Welshmen levied for Irish service and develop an understanding
of the origins, backgrounds and motivations of Welsh officers. It is necessary to
establish who the Welsh in the military were because they will be central to the rest of
the thesis. Welsh officers formed the core of the Welsh presence in the Irish
administration, made up the majority of Welsh landowners in Ireland and were vital to
the formation of a Welsh community there. Welsh soldiers meanwhile made up a
significant proportion of the Welsh-born tenants in the Irish plantations and had a
strong influence on how the Welsh were perceived by the rest of the New English in

early modern Ireland.

In August 1598 Sir Henry Bagenal, the half-Welsh marshal of Ireland, was killed by
Sir Hugh O’Neill’s troops at the Battle of Yellow Ford. The following year the Welsh
bard, Evan Lloyd Jeffrey, composed a lament that highlighted the fact that Bagenal
was not the only Welsh soldier to die that day:

Hateful was the journey and crippling to the realm
many a fine man met his death

soldiers of Wales entire the woe to us

by the death of Sir Harry Bagenal.’

Bagenal’s army had been made up primarily of fresh recruits levied from Wales

earlier in the year. Jeffrey’s lament highlights the central themes of this chapter.

" E.D. Jones (ed.), ‘The Brogyntyn Welsh manuscripts’, National Library of Wales Journal, 6 (1949-
50), pp. 154-5.

2 Nicholas Canny, Making Ireland British: 1580-1650 (Oxford and New York, 2001), pp. 66, 303-5.
3 Jones, ‘The Brogyntyn Welsh manuscripts’, pp. 154-5.
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Firstly, it demonstrates that “soldiers of Wales” were common in early modern
Ireland. The first section of this chapter provides an in-depth study of levy demands,
which illustrates how Wales was central to British attempts to supply men for
Ireland.* By characterising the Welsh soldiers as “fine” men, Jeffrey was also
challenging the negative image of the pressed soldier that has influenced their
representation down to the present day. The second section of this chapter challenges
this traditional characterisation of levied soldiers as criminals and vagrants. Through
intensive use of material from Welsh archives it is shown that between the first
Elizabethan levy in 1561 and the only Caroline levy of 1625, Wales sent many
economically useful and socially respectable men to fight in Ireland. This chapter also
discusses the effect that this large scale levying of able men had on Wales. It argues
that impressment took a serious toll on the local Welsh economy. Thus this chapter
not only sheds light on the Welsh in Ireland, but also the impact of Ireland upon
Wales.

Impressment for Ireland, 1561-1625

In order to consolidate and expand English influence in Ireland, frequent and often
onerous demands for men and money were made upon the people of England and
Wales. During the reigns of Elizabeth and James I thousands of men were sent to
reinforce the Irish army, far more than to any other theatre of war.’ This section
quantifies the size and frequency of the Welsh levies that were ordered between 1561
and 1625. It builds on and revises work by J.J.N. McGurk for the period 1594-1602.
It will be argued that the extent of the demand for men in Wales has not been fully
appreciated. Geographical convenience led the central government to draw heavily on

the west of Britain for the Irish wars. Although the maritime counties of western

* Due to the patchy survival of evidence, this chapter focuses entirely on infantry levying for Ireland.
Very little evidence survives concerning cavalry levies. This is not so problematic, however, as cavalry
formed a very small proportion of those levied in Wales throughout this period: Cyril Falls, Elizabeth’s
Irish wars (London, 1950), p. 534; Gladys Scott Thomson, Lords lieutenants in the sixteenth century: a
study in Tudor local administration (London, 1923), p. 109; Penry Williams, The Tudor regime
(Oxford, 1979), p. 125; J.J.N. McGurk, ‘The recruitment and transportation of Elizabethan troops and
their service in Ireland, 1594-1603" (unpubl. PhD thesis, University of Liverpool, 1982), p. 113.

% C.G. Cruickshank, Elizabeth’s army (Oxford, 1966), pp. 290-1.

® See Appendix 2 for full details. McGurk, ‘Recruitment and transportation’, passim. See also J.J.N.
McGurk, ‘A Survey of the demands made upon the Welsh shires to supply soldiers for the Irish War’,
Transactions of the Honourable Society of the Cymmrodorion (1983), pp. 56-68; J.J.N. McGurk, The
Elizabethan conquest of Ireland: the 1590s crisis (Manchester and New York, 1997).
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England provided the bulk of the soldiers for Ireland, Welsh shires also contributed
significantly. In fact it will be shown that almost 20% of the army in Ireland was
recruited from Wales. It is also argued that impressment for Ireland constituted a
considerable drain on the Welsh shires in the Elizabethan and Jacobean periods.
Welsh counties contributed a much larger proportion of their population to the Irish
wars than their English counterparts and were put under economic strain by levying
and the demands of soldiers who, legally and illegally, returned home through Welsh
ports. Impressment for Ireland thus took a significant toll on Welsh manpower and the

finances of the Welsh counties.

Appendix 2 provides a detailed breakdown of the numbers of men requested from the
counties of England and Wales between 1561 and 1625. This is the largest analysis of
these levies carried out to date. It has been estimated that 55,106 men were levied
during this period, 44,983 of whom were sent between 1585 and 1602.” It should be
noted that the appendix presents the numbers demanded by the Privy Council, rather
than the numbers sent by the counties. As is explained in Appendix 2, however, the
two figures are unlikely to differ significantly. The numbers that actually arrived in
Ireland, however, were often smaller due to desertion. Some levies arrived
considerably under-strength. In July 1608, for example, 125 men deserted from a levy
of 700.% The most significant desertion was in the winter of 1598-9, when the Earl of
Ormond claimed that only 2,306 of an expected 3,000 men had arrived.® The levies
that were worst affected were those which included large numbers from the east of
England, which lost men on the long march to port, and the levies that remained at
port for considerable periods.'0 Many other levies, however, came very close to being
complete. In April 1596, for example, when the 616 men that had been ordered from

the Welsh counties were dispatched from Chester they were only one man short."’

7 My totals are somewhat larger than those arrived at by previous scholars. The reasons for this are
explained in Appendix 2.

® Some of these men may have deserted in Ireland as the muster-master in Chester claimed that 652
men were mustered at port: CSPI 1608-10, p. 4.

% CSPI 1596-9, p. 453.

' For example, seventy men deserted from a London levy of 200 men in June-September 1600, and the
400 men who were delayed for a month at Chester in the summer of 1598 lost thirty-two of their
number before departure: NA, SP63/202(111)/6; CSPI 1600, p. 430.

! We also have data for the three consecutive levies of March-May 1595, April-September 1595 and
November 1595-April 1596, which arrived in Ireland with 990/1000 men, 976/990 men and 1166/1208
men, respectively: Chester Record Office, ZM/MP/7/10-38; NA, SP63/181/45; 63/183/371; 63/188/38.
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This large variation in the extent of desertion makes it very difficult to put a figure on

the number of men who actually landed in Ireland.

Despite such limitations, the data presented in Appendix 2 allows us to draw a range
of conclusions about Irish impressment in this period. Firstly, it shows that demands
for soldiers were not distributed evenly across the counties of England and Wales.
Wales was one of the most convenient locations for supplying troops for Ireland. The
close proximity of the Welsh shires to the ports of Bristol, Chester and Milford Haven
made the transportation of Welsh troops quick and relatively cheap. The Privy
Council thus saw Wales as a natural recruiting ground for Ireland where men could be
obtained “to her highnes lesse charge”.'? Soldiers from the eastern shires of England
took far longer to get to port, during which time the state was expected to pay for their
food and accommodation. Eastern England was, therefore, used largely to supply men
for continental campaigns.'’ Levying for Ireland, by contrast, became a ‘western

enterprise’, drawing its men from the west of Britain.

Figure 1.1, which shows the total number of men requested for Irish service
(excluding levies that were cancelled), demonstrates this western bias. The bulk of the
troops were levied in western English counties close to the ports of Bristol and
Chester, particularly Devon, Gloucestershire, Lancashire and Somerset. Regions with
large populations, such as London and Yorkshire, also received significant demands.
Despite this, it can be seen that, generally, the further a county was from the western

ports, the fewer men it sent.

As can be seen from Figure 1.1, the Welsh counties did not contribute the large
numbers that the shires of western England did. However, 10,771 men were sent from
Wales to Ireland between 1561 and 1625, making up 19.5% of the total. The Welsh
were thus a significant minority in the Anglo-Welsh armies in Ireland. This made the

Irish army unique as no other English armies abroad during this period contained such

12 BL, Egerton MS 3048, fol. 128-128".
13 J J.N. McGurk, ‘Levies from Kent to the Elizabethan wars (1589-1603)’, Archaeologica Cantiana,
88 (1973), pp. 57-72.
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a significant Welsh presence.'* Studies of the army in Ireland rarely note the sizeable
Welsh presence that existed within it and none explore its importance. Later chapters
of this thesis will demonstrate that these Welsh soldiers played an important role in

the emergence of a distinct Welsh community in early modern Ireland.

This section now turns to the effect that this levying for Ireland had on early modern
Wales. It has been estimated that the Welsh made up about 8% of the Anglo-Welsh
population in this period.'* The Welsh were thus significantly overrepresented in the
Anglo-Welsh armies in Ireland. This meant that Irish impressment took a much
greater toll on the manpower of early modern Welsh counties than it did on their
English counterparts. Table 1.1 illustrates this by comparing the proportion of their
population that Welsh counties, excluding Monmouthshire, sent to Ireland with the

same figures from six English counties.

The population estimates used in the table are for 1563. These must be treated as
rough estimates, so they only provide a tentative indication of the comparative drain
on the English and Welsh populations.'® It must also be recognised that population
estimates can be easily challenged by drawing on fresh sources, and that county
populations changed significantly during this period.'” The table does, however, give
us a clear insight into the differing severity of the demands placed on Welsh and
English counties. It demonstrates that, although the Welsh shires contributed
significantly fewer men per county, they sent a far greater percentage of their
population to Ireland than their English counterparts. Even the most heavily burdened
of English counties. such as Lancashire, contributed a smaller percentage of their

population than any of the Welsh counties.'®

"* Indeed. C.G. Cruickshank has estimated that, between 1585 and 1602, 95% of levied Welsh soldiers
went to Ireland: Cruickshank, Elizabeth’s army, pp. 290-1.

'* D.M. Palliser, The age of Elizabeth: England under the later Tudors, 1547-1603 (London and New
York, 1983), p. 34; T.H. Hollingsworth, Historical demography (London, 1969), p. 83.

' Attempts to estimate the population of early modern counties are notoriously unreliable. For the
debate concerning the reliability of the 1563 estimates see, Alan Dyer, ‘The Bishops’ census of 1563:
its significance and accuracy’, Local Population Studies, 49 (1992), pp. 19-37; Nigel Goose, ‘The
Bishops’ census of 1563: a re-examination of its reliability’, Local Population Studies, 56 (1996), pp.
43-53.

'" Nia M.W. Powell, ‘Urban populations in early modern Wales revisited’, Welsh History Review, 23
(2007), pp. 1-43.

'* English counties, however, faced greater demands for other conflicts. C.G. Cruickshank estimates
that only 44% of the total number of soldiers levied for state service in England between 1585 and
1602 were sent to Ireland, the rest going to France and the Netherlands. The recruitment of troops for
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Table 1.1. Levies for Ireland as a proportion of county populations, 1561-1625

County Number of men Population Percentage of
sent 1561-1625 Estimate population sent
1563"°
Anglesey 411 9,770 4.21
Breconshire 915 21,185 432
Caernarvonshire 913 14,920 6.12
Cardiganshire 611 17,320 3.53
Carmarthenshire 985 34,375 2.87
Denbighshire 1.052 22,482 4.68
Flintshire 757 12,570 6.02
Glamorgan 1.075 29,493 3.65
Montgomeryshire 898 18,972 4.73
Merioneth 619 10,520 5.88
Pembrokeshire 879 20,079 438
Radnorshire 611 14,185 431
Welsh Total (excludin
rowsh T thsh(ire) g 9,726 225,871 4.31 (avg.)
Cheshire 1.307 60,339 2.17
Derbyshire 1.256 53,000 2.37
Lancashire 2.283 82,371 2.77
Leicestershire 1.000 44.000 2.27
Lincolnshire 1.495 110,000 1.36
Staffordshire 1,131 45,000 2.51

The percentages given in Table 1.1 do not show the full impact of the Irish wars on
Welsh manpower. Those impressed for Ireland were men of working age and, as is
argued in the second part of this chapter, were generally fit, able and economically
productive. In order to gauge the true drain on the working population of Wales it is

thus necessary to estimate the number of able men available to the Welsh counties.

continental conflicts is beyond the scope of this study, but it is clear from Cruickshank’s estimates that
English counties suffered a far greater loss of men to war than is indicated in Appendix 2. Cruickshank,
Elizabeth’s army, pp. 290-1.

' The population estimates have been taken from Leonard Owen, ‘The population of Wales in the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries’, Transactions of the Honourable Society of the Cymmrodorion
(1959), pp. 99-113; 1.V. Beckett, The East Midlands from AD 1000 (London and New York, 1988), pp.
103-5; Marie B. Rowlands, The West Midlands from AD 1000 (London and New York, 1987), p. 107;
C.B. Phillips and J.H. Smith, Lancashire and Cheshire from AD 1540 (London and New York, 1994),
pp. 5-7; D.M. Palliser, ‘Dearth and disease in Staffordshire, 1540-1670°, in C.W. Chalkin and M.A.
Havinden (eds.), Rural growth and urban growth, 1500-1800: essays in English regional history in
honour of W.G. Hoskins (London, 1974), p. 55.

25




The certificate of the general muster of Breconshire in 1618 states that only 6,138
able men between the ages of 16 and 60 arrived at the county muster that year.20 This
is probably an underestimate as some men would have avoided the muster or were
unable to attend. Recent estimates of the age structure of early modern society,
however, indicate that only 58% of the population were aged between 15 and 60,
around half of whom were women.?' An optimistic estimate of the number of men
available to levy in Breconshire between the 1560s and 1620s would thus be about
7.000. Such an estimate does not take into account the sick, disabled, clergymen,

nobles and members of the trained bands who could not be levied.?

Even considering the small pool of able men available to Welsh counties, the
demands would have been manageable if they had been spread evenly throughout this
period. Wales did not, however, face a steady loss of men to Ireland, which would
have been counterbalanced by population growth and recovery. Figure 1.2
demonstrates that the vast majority of the Welsh levies were made during the Nine
Years’” War (1594-1603). There were secondary peaks in the late 1570s and early
1580s in response to the Desmond rebellions, and also in the 1620s when a
continental war required bolstering Ireland’s defences. Between 1595 and 1602,
Wales sent 8,241 men to Ireland. which represented over 2.5% of its population in
just seven years, and accounted for about 9% of its able men.” It is clear that the
impact on manpower in early modern Welsh counties could be significant during

times of large or multiple levies.

** BL. Add MS 10,609, fol. 87.

"' E.A. Wrigley and R.S. Schofield, The population history of England, 1541-1871. a reconstruction
(London, 1981), p. 216.

** Leonard Owen provides population estimates for the county of 21,190 in 1563 and 27,185 in 1670.
Using Wrigley and Schofield’s age structure estimates this would give the number of males aged 15-60
as roughly 6,145 in 1563 and 7,884 in 1670. Owen, ‘The population of Wales’, pp. 99-113.

2* Glanmor Williams presents how Leonard Owen’s data should be increased by 10% to include
Monmouthshire leading to a population estimate for Wales of 248,408 in 1563 and 375,841 in 1670.
Using the rate of population growth suggested for England by E.A. Wrigley and R.S. Schofield a
sensible estimate for Wales’s population in the 1590s would be 300-320,000. The figure for able men
was calculated using the same formula used for Breconshire above: Owen ‘The population of Wales’,
pp. 99-113; Glanmor Williams, Recovery, reorientation and reformation: Wales c.1415-1642 (Oxford,
1987); Wrigley and Schofield, The population history of England, pp. 208-9.
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Table 1.1 also demonstrates that there were differences in the severity of the demands
within Wales itself. The four counties with the largest populations, Glamorgan,
Carmarthenshire, Denbighshire and Breconshire, sent the largest numbers of men.
Similarly the county with smallest population, Anglesey, sent the least. Elsewhere,
however, military demands fell very unevenly. Between 1561 and 1625, 9,726 men
were sent to Ireland from the twelve Welsh counties (excluding Monmouthshire).
This represents 4.3% of their 1563 populations, but several of the counties depart
significantly from this mean figure. The relatively populous county of
Carmarthenshire contributed a particularly small percentage, comparable with that of
western English shires. Carmarthenshire’s privileged position seems to have been the
result of an underestimate of the county’s wealth and population by the Privy Council,
which provoked complaints from gentlemen in neighbouring shires.”” The counties
that sent the highest proportion to Ireland were Flintshire, Caernarvonshire and
Merioneth. The ease and speed with which men could be sent from these north Welsh
counties to Chester, the preferred port for military transportation to Ireland, almost
certainly contributed towards their disproportionate role in Irish levying. Their very
low populations do not seem to have been taken into account by the Privy Council.
They were often called on to contribute the same numbers as neighbouring
Denbighshire, which had a much larger population. The impact of the Irish wars thus

varied significantly between the Welsh counties.

The effect levying had on these most overburdened Welsh counties is indicated by
their frequent petitions regarding Irish levying to the Privy Council or the President of
the Council in the Marches. We must be careful when assessing such complaints as
local officials often presented their counties as poorer than they were in order to
mitigate the demands of the state.”® For example, in a letter probably written in 1595,
Richard Trevor of Trevalyn, a leading Denbighshire gentleman, informed his brother
John, that if letters for an Irish levy arrived from the Lord President of Wales, he was
to “use what means youe maye, to prove that there be especiall charge unto us”.*’ It is

also likely that the claim in a petition by the inhabitants of Anglesey that further loss

7 George Owen, The taylors cussion, ed. Emily M. Pritchard (London, 1906), p. 48.
*% Lloyd Bowen, The politics of the Principality: Wales, c.1603-1642 (Cardiff, 2007), pp. 148-9.
* ESRO, Glynde Place MS 551, fol. 32.
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of men would “leave us destutute of meanes to subsist” is an exaggeration designed to
further their cause.’® It would be wise, therefore, to assume that some complaints were
the product of this attempt to present an image of Welsh poverty to central

government.

The correspondence of the Caernarvonshire deputy lieutenants, however, suggests
that such complaints do highlight genuine difficulties created by levying. The
deputies, Sir John Wynn of Gwydir and Sir William Maurice of Clenennau, had no
reason to exaggerate such problems in their personal correspondence and thus their
serious concerns suggest the profound impact of the Irish levy in some Welsh
counties. In 1589, for example, Wynn told Maurice that he worried whether they
would be able to supply the expected number of men for the trained bands that year
due to the “deathe, decay & presse of the people for the service of Ireland”.*' Nine
years later he was still complaining, telling Maurice that “the charge [of men for
Ireland] is great & greater then the contrey is able to beare”.*’ Wynn’s comments
suggest that Caermarvonshire suffered severely from population loss around the turn
of the century. The extent of the economic damage done by the loss of men is unclear,
but Wynn certainly seems to have believed that, by the late 1590s, the county was at
breaking point. As Table 1.1 demonstrates, Caernarvonshire suffered most among the
Welsh counties from the Privy Council’s unbalanced levying demands and thus the
worries of her deputy lieutenants should not necessarily be taken to represent impact
of levying throughout Wales. Similar concerns can, however, be found in petitions
sent to the Privy Council by the deputy lieutenants of Flintshire and Anglesey. Both
counties argued that they were being called on to send more men to Ireland than they
could afford to lose and the Anglesey gentry expressed concerns that by sending men
to Ireland they were leaving the island vulnerable to invasion.*® On occasion the Privy
Council granted temporary exemptions from levying to Welsh counties, but usually
local complaints were ignored.** Evidence from north Wales thus suggests that the

loss of men to Irish service was a serious problem. It is likely that this was also the

“NLW, MS 9052E, 178.

*' NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 29.

2NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 144.

¥ NA, SP12/195/93; SP14/175/50; NLW, MS 6285, fols. 9-11; NLW, MS 9052E, 178; NLW,
Brogyntyn MS Clenennau Appendix 93.

* See, for example, NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 109.
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case, although to a lesser extent, in south Wales, particularly in Pembrokeshire and

Breconshire.

Appendix 2 also demonstrates that levies from Wales and the western shires of
England were more likely to be cancelled than those from the eastern counties. This is
more clearly presented in Figure 1.3. These levies were generally raised due to
emergencies in Ireland, such as rebellion or an invasion threat. Often the rebellion
was quickly crushed or the feared invasion did not materialise and the levy was
cancelled.”® In emergencies, of course, it was far quicker to levy and transport men
from the west. For example, in August 1600 the Privy Council told the Lord President
of Wales that, due to the urgent need for troops at Lough Foyle, Welsh shires were to
be levied “in regarde of the nearness of the Welsh counties unto the portes of
Bris[t]oll and Chester”.*® The role of the west as the supply zone for emergency levies
was so entrenched in official thinking that Sir John Perrot, Lord Deputy of Ireland,
suggested in July 1584 that a permanent force be kept in readiness in “Wales and
other marin coasts” to be transported to Ireland “upon anie sodaine occasion”.’’ The
need to be ready for an emergency was also the reason given by the Privy Council for
holding 800 Welshmen permanently in readiness between August 1586 and
September 1590.%%

Although the aborted levies did not see men being sent to Ireland, they were
nevertheless still a disruption for the local community and caused considerable work
for administrators. Sometimes, as in 1613 and 1621, the men were simply chosen in
the county but never sent to port.3 ® This meant a muster was necessary but there was
minimal disruption and little expenditure for the county. Welsh deputy lieutenants
soon adapted to the Privy Council’s tendency to demand levies only to cancel them
shortly after. In April 1594, Richard Trevor of Trevalyn, Denbighshire, wrote to his

brother, John, that although a levy had been ordered from the county. he was not

** For examples of cancelled levies, see APC 1577-8, pp. 30-1; APC 1578-80, pp. 255, 279-80.

** NLW. Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 165b; CSPI 1599-1600, pp. 563-6. Similar reasons were given to
the western counties of England in October 1598: CSP/ 1598-9, pp. 237-9.

*7 He reiterated this request in 1586: Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, fols. 6-7, 181-3.

* NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 25.

 APC 1613-14, pp. 111-2; APC 1615-16, pp. 89-90, 697-702; APC 1616-17, pp. 6-7. 65, 77-8.
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convinced it would be sent and that John should only begin organising it if “it beare a
lykliehood of going forward in deed”.*® Trevor was correct and the men were never
transported. In other cases the troops were conducted to port but then sent back to
their counties.*' This was a huge disruption for the levied men and the administrators
who had to arrange their conducting. In December 1596, for example, fifty
Caernarvonshire men were part of a levy for Ireland that was cancelled while they
were at port. The men were sent home but the county was expected to pay the
lieutenant three shillings a day and each man eight pence a day until they were
discharged. The men were ordered to remain in readiness and were sent back to
Chester in April 1597 at further cost to the county.*? The large number of cancelled
levies, therefore, put additional financial and administrative pressure on the counties

of Wales and the west of England that was not felt elsewhere in the realm.

Appendix 2 does not include two levies, made in 1573-4 and 1599, because they were
not carried out by the state. Rather they were quasi-feudal levies organised by the 1st
and 2nd Earls of Essex. Consideration of them is essential for a full understanding of
Welsh involvement in the Irish army as they involved considerable recruitment from
the earls’ Welsh lands, adding to the Welsh presence in Ireland and placing an
additional drain on the Welsh population. As David Trim’s recent study has shown,
soldiers levied from the personal retinue and tenants of major nobles were common
among the volunteer armies sent to the continent during the late sixteenth and early
seventeenth centuries.” This practice was rarer for Irish service, but did occur on
several occasions.* These levies have left very little in the way of evidence and it is
difficult to build more than a basic understanding of how and from where the soldiers

. 4
were raised.®

** ESRO, Glynde Place MS 551, fol. 13.

‘' NA, SP12/96/292; 12/124/50, 51; 12/139/25; 12/141/7; SP63/58/43; 63/69/28; BL, Egerton MS
3048, fols. 38-139; APC 1577-8, pp. 30-1, APC 1578-1580, pp. 209-10, 219-20, 224-5, 232-3, 255,
262-4, 279-81, 297.

“* NLW., Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 121.

** David Trim, ‘Fighting ‘Jacob’s Wars’. The employment of English and Welsh mercenaries in the
European Wars of Religion: France and the Netherlands, 1562-1610" (unpubl. PhD thesis, King’s
College London, 2002), p. 29.

* The only other significant feudal force sent to Ireland at this time was that led by Sir Thomas Smith
to Ulster in 1572-3, which was a precursor to the 1st earl’s expedition: See G.A. Hayes-McCoy, ‘The
completion of the Tudor conquest and the advancement of the counter-reformation, 1571-1603’, in
T.W. Moody, F.X. Martin and F.J. Pryce (eds.), A new history of Ireland: IlI, early modern Ireland
1534-1691 (Oxford, 1976), p. 96.

* Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, p. 234.
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In 1573, Walter Devereux, the 1st Earl of Essex, took an army of 600 state-levied
footmen along with 600 of his dependents to conquer County Antrim in Ulster.*® His
personal levies were raised by sending letters to dependants. Replies to these indicate
that although men were drawn from across England and Wales, the majority came
from the centres of Essex influence in Staffordshire, Herefordshire, Carmarthenshire
and Pembrokeshire.*’ In Pembrokeshire Essex’s main point of contact was his
brother, George Devereux, who owned the manor of Llanfydd. Devereux himself
served as a captain and arranged for local gentlemen to supply men from among their
tenants.*® More details are supplied by a letter sent to the Earl by one of his
Carmarthenshire clients, Reddi Gwyn, in June 1573. Essex ordered him to raise as
many men as possible from the earl’s lands in the county, as well as from Builth,
Penkelly, Pipton and Llanthomas in Breconshire. Gwyn highlighted the feudal nature
of the levy when he encouraged Essex to come to the county, as then “the men of
worship and gentlemen would mete your honor and willingly furnishe every of them a
horseman or foteman”.* It is unclear how many men were provided by the quasi-
feudal levies from Essex’s Welsh estates, but it is likely that it was a significant
number. These were accompanied by men raised by Essex’s gentry allies, such as the
ten horse provided by Edward Matthews of Radyr, Glamorgan, twelve horse and
thirty-eight foot provided partly by Sir William Morgan of Pencoed, Monmouthshire,
and twenty foot provided by a member of the Denbighshire Trevor family.50 Essex’s

Ulster army thus contained a large Welsh contingent.

Little information survives of the recruitment of the soldiers for the 2nd Earl of
Essex’s much larger army that was sent to Ireland in 1599. As will be discussed in the
following chapter, however, Essex’s officers included a number of his Welsh allies
such as Sir John Vaughan of Golden Grove, Carmarthenshire, and Essex’s Welsh

steward. Gelly Meyrick. It is likely that the lower levels of the 2nd Earl’s army were

* Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, p. 254. The state-levied men arrived in early 1574, see Appendix 2.

7 HMC, Bath MSS, vol. 5, pp. 234-41; Paul E.J. Hammer, The polarisation of Elizabethan politics: the
political career of Robert Devereux, 2nd Earl of Essex, 1585-1597 (Cambridge, 1997), p. 270.

* HMC, Bath MSS, vol. S, p. 236.

9 Longleat House, Devereux Papers, vol. 1, fol. 42.

NA, SP63/41/64.
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created in a similar way to that of his father’s and that his Welsh captains brought

tenants as soldiers and encouraged fellow Welsh gentlemen to contribute.’!

Between 1558 and 1625, therefore, Wales made a significant contribution to the war
in Ireland. Despite making up only about a twelfth of the Anglo-Welsh population,
Welsh counties provided almost a fifth of the soldiers sent to Ireland. At the height of
the wars every Welsh county was sending hundreds of men to fight across the Irish
Sea. This took a significant toll on the populations of the small Welsh counties. The
large numbers of pressed Welsh soldiers identified here were to become an important
presence in the Irish plantations, and would also have significant influence on how the
Welsh were perceived by other members of the New English community. The
centrality of Welsh soldiers for understanding the wider history of the Welsh in
Ireland makes it essential that we have a better understanding of who they were, and it
is to this question that we now turn.

”952 .

“Insufficiente men the nature of Welsh levies

This section assesses the origins and social composition of the troops raised in Wales
for Irish service. The common soldier in Ireland has not fared well in the opinions of
modern historians. It has generally been argued that the authorities levied beggars,
criminals and vagabonds as soldiers. By drawing on recent research by military
historians, however, this section argues that this conclusion relies too heavily on the
complaints of government officials, which exaggerated the soldiers’ deficiencies. It is
instead suggested that most of those sent from Wales were fit men, largely rural
labourers and village artisans. The bulk of the Welsh presence in Ireland was thus
made up of ordinary Welshmen and not the dregs of society. This is supported by the
fact that they generally made good soldiers in Ireland and, as will be demonstrated in
later chapters, many progressed to become settled members of the New English
community there. The fact that these were able working men, however, exacerbated
the damage done to Welsh counties by taking away such economically useful

individuals. Much of what follows also applied to the majority of the soldiers levied

*!' Paul E.J. Hammer, Elizabeth’s wars: war, government and society in Tudor England, 1544-1604
(Basingstoke, 2003), p. 249.
** NLW, 9055E, 710.
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in England and can be seen as a regional case study of the nature of the entire lower

order of the army in Ireland.

Almost all surviving contemporary references to the soldiers of the English army in
Ireland are complaints about their quality. Early modern military commentators such
as Captain Barnaby Rich were particularly critical of the troops. In his 1574 work, A
right excellent and pleasant dialogue, Rich wrote that constables recruiting for Ireland
selected “any idle fellow, some drunkard, or seditious quarreller, a privy picker or
such a one as hath some skill in stealing of a goose”.”® Similar sentiments can be
found among the letters of government and military officials involved in recruitment
for the Irish wars.>* In March 1599, for example, the Privy Council wrote to the Lord
President of the Council in the Marches, the Earl of Pembroke, to complain that the
men sent from some of the counties within his lieutenancy “wear picked out to
disburthen the countrey of so many vagrant idel and lewde p[er]sons”.>’ Similarly
Lord Mountjoy complained to the Privy Council that the Caernarvonshire men levied
in June 1600 were unacceptable as they were “taken out of prisons”.*® Indeed on
several occasions the Welsh levies were singled out for particular criticism.”’
Understood by themselves, such complaints paint a very grim picture of the quality of

the recruits for the Irish wars.

The views of Rich and his contemporaries are reflected in much of the work of early
twentieth-century military historians. J.W. Fortescue, for example, wrote that soldiers
were recruited by “opening the gaols and sweeping the refuse of the nation into the
ranks”.’® Later historians such as Stephen J. Stearns attacked the uncritical acceptance
of such views and their biased accounts of the levying process.>> More recently David

Trim has nuanced Stearns’s arguments. He has argued that such views stemmed from

53 Quoted in Thomson, Lords lieutenants, p. 115.

** See, for example, NA, SP63/75/9; 63/179/29; 63/181/40; HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 12, pp. 168-9,
169-70; CSPI 1596-7, p. 26; CSPI 1596-9, pp. 339-40; APC 1598-9, pp. 43-4; APC 1599-1600, pp.
152,219-21.

55 NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 162.

*NA, SP63/207/106.

57 CSPI 1599-1600, pp. 479-80; HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 12, pp. 169-70.

58 J.W. Fortescue, ‘The soldier’, in Shakespeare’s England: an account of the life & manners of his age
(Oxford, 1916), vol. 1, p. 112.

%% Stephen J. Stearns, ‘Conscription and English society in the 1620s’, Journal of British Studies, 9
(1972), p. 1.
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the survival of medieval ideas regarding what war and soldiers should be like.*’ State-
controlled impressment was a relatively new development in the sixteenth century and
older feudal ideas about war continued to dominate contemporary thinking. In
particular it was felt that common men were incapable of being honourable soldiers
and that only those of noble blood serving in feudally-organised armies could truly be
good fighting men. William Seagar, for example, declared that “ploughmen” could
not “bee properly called souldiers” even though they could “become oft times men of
good service”.®! Contemporary opinion was thus critical of low-born recruits, even if

they were perfectly adequate soldiers.*

The prejudices of Rich and others, however, still influence much of what is written
about soldiers in early modern Ireland. In his 1998 article on the port of Chester, for
example, Philip Thomas stated that levies for Ireland were made up of “paupers,
strangers, vagabonds, or the flotsam of prisons”, while Bruce Lenman has argued that
the pressed soldiers “were abysmal”.®®> Thomas Garden Barnes has gone as far as to
suggest that Irish levying was the beginning of the British tradition of using
transportation of criminals as an alternative for imprisonment.** McGurk’s study of
the Welsh soldiers sent to Ireland fits firmly into this tradition. Although he notes that
“not all the Welsh levies were ill-chosen” and that many poor levies were the result of
previous impressment diminishing the pool of able-bodied men in the Welsh counties,
his study generally supports the traditional interpretation that the soldiers were usually
beggars, vagabonds and criminals.®* If we wish to build accurate histories of the
British military in early modern Ireland and the plantations settled by these same

soldiers, we need to develop a more accurate picture of who these pressed men were.

 Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, pp. 91-2.

' William Seager, Honor, military, and civil, contained in foure bookes (London, 1602), p. 8, quoted
in Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, pp. 91-2.
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(Cambridge, 2009), p. 67.
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As Stearns has commented, the complaints of military critics and officials about
recruits “can tell us little of their qualities except to suggest the worst of their parts”.5
Officials were far quicker to criticise poor levies than to commend those that were
successful. They almost never commented on those that were simply adequate.
Quality is in the eye of the beholder, and some officials at Chester and other ports
seem to have had quite high standards in this respect. In 1587, for example, the Privy
Council reported that it had heard the new Irish recruits were men who relied on their
“dailie laboures and occupacion™ and that they should be disbanded and freeholders’
sons put in their place.®’ As we will see, the majority of the soldiers sent to Ireland

during this period were landless labourers or tradesmen, and it is likely that some of

the criticisms against the troops can be put down to their low social status rather than

poor quality.

Some complaints made by officials also suggest that poor levies were the exception
rather than the norm. In 1595, the first year in which over 2,000 men were requested
for Ireland, the mayor of Chester complained that the levy was made up of “such bare
and naked sorte, as the lyke hath never bene here seene”.®® His opinion was confirmed
by Captain William Mostyn who claimed that he was “never so badly furnished with
men”.® It seems that the sudden increase in demands that year had led to unusually
poor levies. Similarly, in February 1600, the mayor of Chester wrote that the Welsh
counties had made “not such good choice of men as here to fore”.”® This, of course,
suggests that previous Welsh levies had been of sufficient or high quality. We must be
careful not to extend criticisms of troops in particularly poor years to all those who
fought in Ireland.

In reality during most levies the majority of counties provided satisfactory soldiers.”!
The records of the muster of 1,500 troops at Chester in May 1602, for example, show
that only sixty-two were deemed to be of insufficient quality and of those seven were

replaced by the counties. The defects were not evenly spread. Several counties,

% Stearns, ‘Conscription and English society’, p. 23.
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including Denbighshire and Flintshire, had all their men declared able, but nine out of
Northamptonshire’s one hundred men, and seven out of Merioneth’s thirty were
deemed unfit.” It is likely that this was the norm, with a couple of counties providing
a poor levy, but most meeting their commitments. Yet, naturally, the small numbers
of poor levies have left much more evidence than those that met expectations. To
amass such evidence and use it to present the soldiers in a wholly negative light is

thus misleading.

On occasion particularly good levies did receive praise from the authorities. In 1588
the mayor of Chester, upon viewing a levy of 300 men from Cheshire, Lancashire and
north Wales, commented that, “I have seene, & have had chardge, of divers bands of
soldiers yet for personage, yf experience answered, I never saw a more able bande”.”
The mayor’s observations demonstrate that some levies were more than adequate and
were actually commendable. Complaints about soldiers once they were in Ireland
were rare. Indeed, the Welsh captain Edward Blayney, lamented the gradual
disbandment of the Irish army during the early seventeenth century as it had been
stocked with “as brave fellows as ever served any Prince”.”* By taking into account
such evidence it is possible to present a far more balanced and positive view of Welsh
and English soldiers sent to Ireland. While some were the poor quality men of

traditional histories, the majority were adequate for the state’s needs and a number

exceeded expectations.

This is not to say that the abuses complained of by the Privy Council did not occur.
The most common problem was that local communities encouraged officials to send
criminals and sturdy beggars to Ireland in the belief that they would make good
soldiers while ridding the community of disruptive individuals. During the early
seventeenth century, for example, Sir Roger Mostyn of Mostyn suggested that
Caemarvonshire deputy lieutenant Sir John Wynn of Gwydir should “mak[e] use of”

several sheep rustlers in the next levy as “it is better to bestowe them in this service

72 Chester Record Office, ZM/MP/13. The fact that the insufficiency of 59 men among the 1000
mustered at Chester in November 1601 was considered by Captain Lancelot Alford to be a particularly
noteworthy occurrence gives further indication that sufficient men were the norm: HMC, Salisbury
MSS, vol. 11, pp. 473-4.

'NA, SP12/218/29. For further examples of “well chosen” men, see APC 1595-6, pp. 331-3; CSP!
1596-7, pp. 164-5; CSPI 1599-1600, pp. 383-4.

¥ NA, SP63/217/38A.
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then to the gallowes”.” It is possible that such pressures were particularly strong in
Wales, where responsibility for levying rested heavily on deputy lieutenants drawn
from the local gentry, rather than aristocratic lord presidents with close links to the
court as was the case in English counties.”® On occasions deputy lieutenants seem to
have listened to their peers and sent able-bodied criminals to serve in Ireland. In 1602,
for example, the deputy lieutenants of Carmarthenshire ordered four men to be
pressed for Ireland despite, or more likely because of, their involvement in an assault
on the steward of the manor of Llansteffan the previous year.”” Similarly, in January
1599, John ap Robert ap David of Flintshire was levied for Ireland despite having fled
court while on trial for forcible entry.”® Sending criminals to Ireland met the state’s
demands while removing an economic and social problem and allowing the deputy
lieutenants to spare more of their neighbours and tenants. However, these are
scattered instances over a period of many levies. It should also be noted that some of
those taken from gaols were not criminals but had been arrested for deserting from
previous levies.”” Rogues and criminals were certainly levied and sent to Ireland in

the early modern period, but these were a minority.

This did not mean that counties sent the most able men available for Irish service.
Deputy lieutenants were often willing to manipulate levies in order to benefit their
communities, which had a subtle influence on the type of men sent to Ireland. During
a levy deputy lieutenants often received letters from local gentry who wished to save
their tenants. Sir John Salusbury of Llewenni, Denbighshire, claimed that “there is no
pler]son, almost, pressed for service but hath some friend or other that doth make suit
in his behalf”.*® Although most landlords accepted that some of their tenants had to be
levied, they frequently requested that certain men, usually their best tenants or men to
whom they owed favours, were exempted.!’ Deputy lieutenants were usually

amenable to such requests as long as lesser tenants could be sent in their place. Some

7 NLW, MS 9061E, 1454.

7 The Lord President of the Council in the Marches of Wales was also lord lieutenant of all the Welsh
and March counties until 1602 when the lord lieutenancy of Glamorgan and Monmouthshire passed to
the Earl of Worcester. He was thus heavily reliant on the cooperation of deputy lieutenants: Penry
Williams, The Council in the Marches of Wales under Elizabeth I (Cardiff, 1958), pp. 112-5; Thomson,
Lords lieutenants, pp. 46, 60; Bowen, The politics of the principality, p. 111.
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landlords even suggested replacements. Owen Thomas Owen of Pencoed, for
example, wrote to the deputy lieutenant of Caernarvonshire, Sir William Maurice, to
ask that his tenants, Richard ap Morice and Gruffith ap Jevan Lewes, be spared in the
coming impressment, requesting instead that a young bachelor who had “got a poor
house maid pregnant” and had then refused to marry her be levied instead.®? Thus
landowners could manipulate the levying system to send men who were perhaps
disruptive to the local community, but were not criminals or vagabonds, and would

probably make adequate soldiers.

The Welsh evidence also suggests that those responsible for levying put considerable
effort into supplying sufficient men for the Irish armies. For the deputy lieutenants the
reason for this was, at least partially, one of self-interest. The deputy lieutenancy was
one of the most sought after positions in the voluntary early modern bureaucracy.® It
gave the officeholder significant power over his neighbours; in particular it allowed
him to reward friends by sparing their tenants and punish enemies by sending theirs.?
The importance of the post was suggested by Lord President Pembroke in November
1591 when he wrote, “all men can not be deputie lieutenants, some must governe,
some must obey”.85 In Wales the position also brought considerable esteem as the
bards considered the deputy lieutenancy to be the greatest local office. Bardic poetry
spoke of Welsh deputy lieutenants as protectors of the county, reminiscent of the
martial heroes of Wales’s past.?® The position thus became a key prize in local faction
fighting as it allowed Welsh gentlemen to present themselves as leaders in their
county. The deputy lieutenants were frequently reminded that their powerful positions
were the gift of the crown and that a strong commitment to state policy was expected.
For example on the 14 January 1589, Lord President Pembroke wrote to the deputy
lieutenants of Wales that a levy was needed, adding “it will now appeere by your
proceedings in those s[er]vices howe worthy yow are of th[e] authority committed to

yow”.®” The power that deputies enjoyed in their counties was conditional on their

%2 NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 443.

% Philip Jenkins, A history of modern Wales (London and New York, 1992), p. 86.
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successful implementation of the levies. It is, therefore, of little surprise that the

deputy lieutenants took impressment extremely seriously.

The correspondence of the Caernarvonshire deputy lieutenants survives for much of
this period. It demonstrates that even in a heavily burdened county like
Caemarvonshire, officials made considerable efforts to supply sufficient soldiers.
They saw sending good men as a matter of obligation to the crown and a duty to their
country. For example, Sir John Wynn, deputy lieutenant at the height of the Irish
wars, told his colleague, Sir William Maurice, that he planned to levy “the choysest &
best I can get for this service, that for the honor of her ma[jesjtie & the realme”.
Further, he warned that if a man did not co-operate with a levy, “I acco[un]t him no
good subject nor trew harted to his contrey”.® This is far removed from the traditional
presentation of levying officials as reluctant partners in the impressment process.*
Wynn saw levying as a duty owed by the people not only to the crown, but also to the
country. It is unclear whether by “contrey” Wynn meant a duty to the defence of
England and Wales against the Catholic threat, or a duty to ensure that
Caernarvonshire met its obligations and did not face censure from the authorities.” It
is clear, however, that he placed great importance on supplying adequate soldiers.
Indeed, throughout this period the Caernarvonshire deputy lieutenants spoke of the
necessity of pressing the “fittest men” and that it was “fore the countrey’s good”.”’ In
Caernarvonshire, and likely throughout Wales, the deputy lieutenants saw providing

sufficient men for the Irish wars as a high priority.

Although the Caernarvonshire levies were not always perfect, local officials certainly
seem to have worked hard to provide good men. Some deputies even sent more men
than was required, presumably to make up for any desertions during conducting.’? Sir
William Maurice showed his commitment to supplying sufficient numbers in January

1601, when, after fifteen west-Caernarvonshire men deserted on their way to Chester,

%8 This letter is undated: NLW, Brogyntyn MS Clenennau 436b.
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he levied and armed seven replacements at his own charge.93 Deputies and captains
were also willing to micro-manage levies, replacing men they deemed insufficient or
illegally-pressed by the constables.”® In February 1590, for example, Captain Jenkin
Conway replaced seventeen men from his Monmouthshire company as he felt they
were not sufficient for Irish service.” Welsh evidence thus suggests a level of

commitment to supplying suitable men that is often missed by historians.

This, of course, ignores the possible corruption of the captains who conducted troops
to the ports. This will be dealt with in more detail in the next chapter. Here it is
necessary to note that captains were responsible for replacing men who deserted on
their way to the ports and very often they recruited vagabonds or criminals from the
regions through which they marched. Some captains almost certainly also took bribes
from more wealthy levied men who wished to be discharged.96 In March 1625, for
example, Sir John Wynn worried that his hard work in mustering good men for
Ireland would be undone by the poverty-stricken conductor, Lieutenant Brian
Stapleton. Wynn told Stapleton that he understood that many men had offered him
bribes for their release, but advised “yow may not doe it in respect of yor dutie to the
state”, and warned that he would face severe consequences if the men who arrived in
Chester were not those named on his indenture. To make sure that the men were
successfully conducted, Wynn gave Stapleton twenty shillings and sent his servant
Edward Lloyd to ensure that the men were not released. Stapleton replied later in the
month assuring Wynn that he valued his credit too greatly to take bribes from the
soldiers.”” This demonstrates that a conductor exchanging good men for bad before
the soldiers reached port was not an uncommon problem. The impact this had on the
quality of soldiers sent to Ireland is difficult to gauge. The example, cited by McGurk,
of thirty-seven men being replaced in a single levy by corrupt officers in Kent in
October 1601, was almost certainly a worst case scenario.”® Wynn’s letter and
Stapleton’s reply suggest that deputy lieutenants worked with officers to limit this

problem and not all captains were unscrupulous. It is likely, however, that most levies
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were affected by corrupt captains to some extent, which decreased the quality of the

men who arrived in Ireland.

If the soldiers levied for Ireland were not criminal and vagabonds, who were they?
The Welsh evidence suggests that most were drawn from the regular labour force.”
The agricultural nature of the Welsh economy meant that the majority were landless
labourers or the poorest tenant farmers and their sons. Men such as Thomas Harry
Morgan, levied in Llandybie, Carmarthenshire in 1597, are likely to have formed the
bulk of the Welsh levies. Morgan was a “hired or day labourer” with no certain abode,
who lived with whomever was paying his wages at the time. He seems to have been
fit and respectable but as a landless labourer he was not part of the local political
community. This did not mean that he was not seen as a loss to the local economy,
however. Indeed we know of Morgan because his employer and some other locals
rescued him from the constables, suggesting that he was a valued member of the local
society.'® William Maurice, deputy lieutenant of Caernarvonshire, complained in
1615 that men such as Morgan “absented themselves™” at muster time, which forced
him to choose between sending insufficient men or “the beste inhabitanntes” of
householder status and above. Maurice was so keen to send able labourers to Ireland
that he arranged for them to be hunted “like owtleying deare” and imprisoned until the
muster.'”! Landless labourers were thus the preferred material for levies in the rural
Welsh shires, men who would make good soldiers and whose loss would not damage
the local economy too seriously. It was not possible, however, only to use such men.
As we have already seen, tenant farmers were frequently pressed for Irish service,
much to the concern of local landlords.'® Occasionally those Maurice characterised
as the “the beste inhabitanntes” were also sent to Ireland. In 1595, for example, the
deputy lieutenants of Caernarvonshire pressed John Williams, a literate householder

who went on to become clerk of the Earl of Thomond’s company.'®

These agricultural labourers were accompanied by a small, but not insignificant,

number of tradesmen and artisans drawn from the small Welsh towns and villages.
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The impressment of certain tradesmen was strongly encouraged by the state. In July
1566, for example, the Privy Council demanded that for every 100 men levied there
were to be two carpenters, a sawyer, two smiths, a wheelwright, a ploughwright, two
miners and two masons.'™ Although positive evidence of the occupation of Welsh
soldiers is rare, there is enough to indicate that the state’s demands for tradesmen
were heeded. Caemarvonshire’s maimed soldiers’ mize records for the 1650s and
1660s include several claims by men who served in Ireland under James I, Charles I
and during the Interregnum. They include Edward Ellis of Caernarfon, a tanner, and

John Morgan of Caerhun, a felt maker.'®

The rural economy of Wales, however,
meant that such men were much less common than in English levies. In autumn 1600,
for example, out of levies of one hundred men, Denbighshire sent sixteen tradesmen,
Caernarvonshire fourteen and Montgomeryshire nine.'”® By comparison, Thomas
Cogswell estimates that almost half of Leicestershire’s levies were tradesmen.'®” The
Welsh counties lacked large urban areas from which to levy significant numbers of
tradesmen and consequently it is likely that they made up little more than a tenth of

the Welsh soldiers.

The evidence presented here strongly supports Stearns’s assertion that the quality of
early modern levies was higher than suggested by some contemporaries and many
modern historians. The average Welsh levy consisted of poor, unwilling men with no
military training, but they were rarely criminals and vagabonds dragged off the street.
Such an understanding of the soldiers sent to Ireland gives a more satisfactory context
to their behaviour in Ireland, where they often proved committed and reliable

1% This section has also demonstrated that the wars in Ireland took rural

soldiers.
labourers, tenant farmers and tradesmen from Welsh counties. The demands of the
Irish wars thus did not primarily remove the economically unproductive and outsiders
as has often been assumed. As in the case of Thomas Harry Morgan, useful men were

sent often against the wishes of friends and patrons who attempted to save them.
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Conclusion

Between 1558 and 1641 almost 11,000 Welsh soldiers were conscripted by the
English state and sent to fight in Ireland. They formed the largest group of Welshmen
to go to Ireland in this period and made the Irish military unique among English
armies in possessing a sizeable Welsh contingent. Soldiers are central to this project’s
aim of mapping Welsh involvement in early modern Ireland. Unfortunately evidence
relating to soldiers in Ireland, their lives and how they interacted with one another, is
rare. The nature of the surviving material dictates that it is the Welsh officers who will
feature far more heavily in this thesis than the common soldier. If we are to
understand the Welsh community in Ireland, however, the soldiers must always be
kept in mind. This chapter has challenged the traditional representations of Welsh
soldiers as the dregs of society: they were in fact generally fit and respectable men. It
has also been argued that their loss represented a serious economic burden for Welsh
counties. Despite the sparse evidence relating to the soldiers, an effort will be made
throughout this project to show the importance of this largest component of the Welsh
presence in Ireland. It will be demonstrated in the following chapter that the presence
of a large number of Welsh soldiers in the Irish military encouraged the English
government to appoint Welsh officers to take charge of their countrymen. Welsh
soldiers also formed a large proportion of the Welsh individuals who became settlers
in the Irish plantations, the focus of Chapter 4. In Chapter 5, meanwhile, it is
suggested that some evidence can also be found to demonstrate how common soldiers
fitted into the wider Welsh settler community. Finally, Chapter 6 argues that the large
and distinctive Welsh presence in the Irish army played an important role in
fomenting English anxieties about a potentially destabilising Welsh presence in

Ireland.
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Chapter 2: “Martial men”': Welsh officers in the Irish army, 1558-1641

While the largest Welsh presence in early modern Ireland was the common soldier,
officers were the most influential Welsh group to cross the Irish Sea. This chapter
completes our analysis of the Welsh military contribution to the Irish wars by
focusing on the Welsh gentlemen who became Irish captains between 1558 and 1641.
These individuals will be key figures in the following chapters. Almost all of the
Welsh who obtained significant wealth and influence in the New English community
began their careers as officers. It will be demonstrated that by the early seventeenth
century officers were the dominant Welsh presence in the Irish administration and the
most likely to succeed as Irish planters. Their success meant that captains formed the

core of the Welsh community that emerged in early modern Ireland.

This chapter breaks new ground in both Welsh and Irish contexts. For Welsh
historians this chapter, and the biographical information found in Appendix 3,
constitute the first comprehensive attempt to assess the involvement of Welsh
gentlemen in any early modern theatre of war. Although there have been some
biographical studies of individual Welsh officers who spent some or all of their
careers in Ireland, none have examined Welsh officers as a group, explored their
motivations for service, or assessed how they differed from their English
counterparts.” This study aims to fill this gap in Welsh historiography and, in so
doing, demonstrate the importance of military service for the gentry of early modern
Wales.

This chapter also offers new insights into the nature and composition of the ‘English’
army in Ireland at this time. As Rory Rapple has recently pointed out, despite much
excellent work on the army in Elizabethan Ireland, its officers have largely been

overlooked. They have become “blended together” in the historiography, with few
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attempts to analyse the differences as well as similarities between them.? This case
study provides just such an analysis, which is long overdue. In analysing the Welsh
military presence in Ireland this chapter challenges the traditional presentation of a
cohesive and homogenous New English officer class. We begin by measuring the
Welsh presence in the officer corps before establishing what motivated Welsh

gentlemen to serve in Ireland, and what set them apart from their English colleagues.

The Welsh officers: quantifying the Welsh presence

It is difficult to accurately estimate the number of Welshmen who served as officers in
Ireland during this period. As David Trim has noted in a continental context, early
modern military records do not supply the requisite information to confirm the origins
of many captains.* Information on captains usually comes from army pay lists and the
captains’ own correspondence, which rarely reveal whether they were English or
Welsh. This study only includes those whose Welshness is certain or very likely. It
thus underestimates the number of Welsh captains in Ireland. Despite this, it is argued
that a significant proportion of the captains who served in Ireland during this period
were Welsh. It is suggested that this was partly because the government looked to
supply Welsh captains to lead Welsh companies. The proportion of Welsh captains
fluctuated across this period, but they generally made up 6-14% of the total officer

corps.

In most cases captains began their careers by conducting levied companies to Ireland.

The Privy Council and senior Irish officials recommended that the men should be led

by a captain of their county as it was felt that this would inspire loyalty among the

troops. Respected and significant local gentlemen were, therefore, preferred for this

role. Sir John Perrot advised the Privy Council in 1586 that captains should be those

“whome men will followe, and stick to in respect of their [be]haviour in their cuntrey,
»S

valor, and reputation”.” As has been established, although the companies sent to

Ireland were levied by the state, most contemporaries still had a feudal understanding

* Rory Rapple, ‘Taking up office in Elizabethan Connacht: the case of Sir Richard Bingham’, English
Historical Review, 123 (2008), p. 1.

* David Trim, ‘Fighting ‘Jacob’s wars’. The employment of English and Welsh mercenaries in the
European wars of religion: France and the Netherlands, 1562-1610° (unpubl. PhD thesis, King’s
College London, 2002), p. 363.

* Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, fols. 182-3.
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of warfare. It is thus not surprising that soldiers were more easily motivated by a local
figure they knew and respected. The soldiers themselves made their preference for
local captains very clear. In 1567 the Queen commented to Lord Deputy Sidney that
“it is very hard to get fitte men that will go over into Ireland, but under the leading of

their own cuntrymen”.®

To be led by a stranger was a greater problem for Welsh soldiers than their English
counterparts. At least nine out of ten early modern Welshmen could not speak English
and an English-speaking captain leading a largely monoglot Welsh company was an
acknowledged problem in the English army.’ In 1598 Captain Richard Gwynn of
Caernarfon made this point to the 2nd Earl of Essex, stating that he presumed he
would “appoint none to lead Welsh but such as hath the language”.® For Gwynn it was
common sense that to command a company it was necessary to be able to
communicate with one’s men. Language remained a problem in the military
throughout our period. In September 1640, Colonel Francis Trafford wrote to Edward,
Viscount Conway, that he was to lose the cornet of his Welsh company, and that “if
you put a stranger to me I shall... never look for quietness between the soldiers and
the officer, being a stranger and not speaking Welch, their language”.® Appointing an
officer without the necessary linguistic skills led to avoidable tensions within the
company. Language thus made it particularly important that Welsh companies were
led by Welsh captains.

Welsh captains themselves showed a preference for leading soldiers from Wales. The
Monmouthshire-born Munster planter, Sir William Herbert, for example, argued in
1588 that he should be made captain of any troops levied from south-east Wales as,
“being of one country we shall have a more reciprocal regard and a more ferventer
desire to serve”.'® There was thus a whole complex of mutual benefits seen to flow
from captains and soldiers being from the same area. Not only would relations be

more harmonious, but this would also generate a greater commitment to the service.

¢ Tomas O’Laidhin (ed.), Sidney state papers: 1565-70 (Dublin, 1962), pp. 51-2. See also, NA,
SP12/172/80.

7 Geraint H. Jenkins estimates that this was the case well into the eighteenth century: Geraint H.
Jenkins, A concise history of Wales (Cambridge, 2007), p. 136.

8 HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 8, p. 525.

® CSPD 1640-1, p. 102.

1 CSPI 1586-8, pp. 527-47, 575-6.
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Similarly, in 1638 when the Welsh soldier William Williams, then based at
Carrickfergus, asked his Dublin-based ally John Lloyd for assistance in obtaining a
Welsh company, he stated that he did so because he wished to “deale with my

cuntryemen”. 1

There certainly seems to have been a sense among some Welsh
captains that they should be commanding Welsh soldiers not only for practical
reasons but because of a preference for working with their countrymen. This tendency
of the Welsh to seek out and cooperate with their countrymen forms an important

aspect of the Welsh experience in Ireland, and is discussed further in chapters 5 and 6.

The ideal arrangement in the eyes of government, soldiers and captains was,
therefore, that Welsh companies be led by Welsh captains. With this in mind one
would expect to find the Welsh making up the same proportion of captains as they did
common soldiers: almost 20%. However, Table 2.1, which lists the levies for which it
has been possible to identify the conducting captains, shows that this was not the case.
Welsh levies were often led by English or Irish captains. This was particularly true for
levies that included a very high number of Welsh companies. Of the twenty
companies sent in October 1596 — April 1597, for example, ten were Welsh, but only
three were led by Welshmen. It is likely that in such situations the advantages of
having a Welsh officer were ignored due to a lack of suitable Welsh captains, or
because companies were needed for English captains who were either highly qualified
or possessed an influential patron. It is notable, however, that those Englishmen put in
charge of Welsh levies were often from the Welsh Marches, while in 1624-5 one of
the captains of the north Wales levies was Sir Arthur Tyrringham, an officer at the
heavily Welsh garrison of Newry, who was later to acquire land in Anglesey. Such
men would at least have had experience of dealing with monoglot Welshmen, which
suggests that the Privy Council was trying to give Welsh soldiers captains acceptable
to them.'? In other levies, such as that of July — October 1598, Welsh captains were
appointed despite a lack of Welsh soldiers being sent that year, demonstrating that
captains were not completely dependent on Welsh levies to obtain their commissions.
Overall, however, Table 2.1 suggests that Welsh captains were generally appointed to

lead Welsh companies. With the exception of the levy of February — March 1599,

'""'W.J. Smith (ed.), Calendar of Salusbury correspondence 1553-circa 1700 (Cardiff, 1954), p. 103.
12 A4PC 1597, pp. 21-8, APC 1623-5, pp. 472-3.
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Table 2.1. The involvement of Welsh captains in Irish levies, 1574-1625.

Levy date Number | Number of Welsh captains (and Number of
of origin of company) Welsh
captains companies
June 1574- 3 — George Devereux, Sir William
Aug 1580" 10 Morgan and Sir John Salusbury (all 3%
leading Welsh companies)
e 4 o 0
Feb 1590" 4 1 — Jenkin Conway (Welsh) 1
Mar — May 5 — Jenkin Conway, Rice Mansell,
1595' 10 William Mostyn and Hugh Mostyn 1
(all leading English companies) and
Richard Trevor (Welsh)
o 10 |0 0
Oct 1596 — 20 3 — Roger Billings, Charles Mansell 10
Apr 1597'% and John Price (all Welsh)
June —Aug 8 2 — Francis Meyrick and Richard 4
1598"° Trevor (both Welsh)
July — Oct 9 3 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Trevor 0
1598%° and Walter Progers (all English)
e 21 |0 0
Nov 1598 -
Jan 159972 > |0 0
Jan - Feb 6 — Charles Mansell, Francis
159923 Meyrick, John Salusbury, Owen
25 Salusbury, William Williams (all 5%
Welsh) and Peter Wynn (half of his
company was Welsh)
Feb — Mar 3 — Captain Lloyd (Welsh), Ellis
1599% 15 Jones, Sir Mathew Morgan (both 3
English)

' This document only names the five captains of the men from Wales and the Marches, it is possible

that there were more Welsh captains taking the English levies. One company was a mixture of
Shropshire men and Welshmen led by an English captain: NA, SP12/96/292.
'* BL, Egerton MS 3048, fols.176-8.

'*'NA, SP63/151/15.
'®NA, SP63/178/76.

'" APC 1596-7, pp. 161-4.
'® 4PC 1597, pp. 21-8.

' APC 1597-8, p. 524.

2 Accompanying this levy were eleven companies of Low Country veterans, whose captains included

Welshmen Edward Blayney, John Sydney and John Owen Tudor: APC 1597-8, pp. 607-10; NA,
SP63/202(1V)/67; CSPI 1598-9, pp. 322-6; O’Sullivan, ‘Trevors of Rosetrevor’, p. 11.
2V APC 1598-9, pp. 255-6.

22 Ibid., pp. 312-5.
2 Ibid., pp. 540-5.
* Ibid., pp. 573-17.
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Levy date Number | Number of Welsh captains (and Number of

of origin of company) Welsh
captains companies
June 2s Sept 20 3 — Roger Billings, Edward Morris 0
1600 and Edward Trevor (all English)
]:;: 11522;26_ 10 1 — Charles Price (Welsh) 4%

Welsh captains were given Welsh companies when they were available. Also, in four
out of the eight levies that included Welshmen all companies that were wholly
composed of Welsh soldiers were led by captains from Wales. The Welsh presence in
the Irish officer corps can thus at least partly be attributed to the need to supply local

captains for the large numbers of Welsh companies sent to Ireland in this period.

Looking solely at conductors does not, however, provide an accurate picture of the
Welsh officer presence in Ireland between 1558 and 1641. Many captains who
transported troops to Ireland actually spent little time there. Some returned for
personal reasons and others were discharged after the crisis for which their men had
been levied was resolved.”’ Only a small number of captains took up the position as a
profession and these did not necessarily remain in Ireland throughout their careers.
Some returned home for long periods, while others left to serve on the continent
before returning to Ireland. Table 2.2 gives a clearer image of the fluctuating numbers

of foot captains in Ireland and the Welsh presence among them.

This table shows the numbers of Welsh foot captains included on lists of the Irish
army. It does not give a full picture of the Welsh presence in the Irish garrison as it
omits horse captains or governors and constables of forts as such men were not
always included on the army lists. The Welsh were very rare among the cavalry
captains, who tended to be wealthier men, often Irish nobles and high-ranking
government officials.”® The number of Welshmen serving as governors of forts will

be discussed in Chapter 3. These figures also do not include captains who served as

» APC 1599- 1600, pp. 467-8.

’® One company contained 200 Welshmen and 100 Englishmen and was led by an Englishman: 4PC
1623-5, pp. 472-3.

77 See, for example, Miller, ‘Sir William Morgan of Pencoed’, pp. 1-31; Calendar of Carew MSS 1575-
88, p. 200.

2 See for example, NA, SP63/70/3811; 63/86/47.
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volunteers under the two Earls of Essex in their expeditions of 1574 and 1599, which
included a large number of Welshmen such as Sir William Morgan and Sir Gelly
Meyrick.?® The table gives figures for foot captains at roughly five year intervals, with
annual figures for the period between 1595 and 1605, which saw a high turnover of

men and captains necessitated by the Tyrone rebellion and its aftermath.

In terms of absolute numbers Table 2.2 demonstrates that the Welsh captains mirrored
their English counterparts. From a small number during the 1560s and 1570s, their
presence increased to a peak during the late 1590s and early 1600s before decreasing
again after 1603. However, the Essex interest in Wales created a particularly ‘Welsh’
peak in 1599. The table also demonstrates that from 1575 the percentage of captains
in Ireland of Welsh origin generally fluctuated between 6% and 14%. As we have
seen, the Welsh comprised less than 8% of the total Anglo-Welsh population. For
most of this period they accounted for a similar or greater percentage of the captains

in Ireland.

The Welsh captains in Ireland can be split into three distinct chronological groups.
The first were those who served between 1575 and the outbreak of the Tyrone
rebellion in the mid-1590s. During this period the total number of captains serving in
Ireland was relatively low and the majority were professional soldiers. Welsh officers
generally constituted over 10% of the total officer corps. Some of the Welshmen who
served in Ireland at this time, such as Sir Thomas Morgan and Sir William Morgan,
were veterans of the wars on the continent, who only served in Ireland temporarily.
Others, such as Rhys ap Hugh, Jenkin Conway and Robert Bethell devoted their
careers to Ireland and acquired landed estates there.® Some of these individuals
continued to serve during the Nine Years War when they were joined by a new wave

of captains.

The second group of Welsh captains were those who joined the large influx of officers

sent to deal with the Tyrone rebellion. The majority of these either died in the wars or

? See Appendix 3 for more on these men.

% Other captains who should be classed in this group are, Owen ap Hugh, the Bowens of Ballyadams,
William Cecil, Richard Gwynn, William Jenkins, Morgan Jones, Richard Lloyd, Rice Mansell, the two
William Mostyns, Hugh Mostyn and John Price. See Appendix 3 for further details.
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Table 2.2.Welsh foot captains in Ireland, 1562 — 1640

Number Percentage
Date of foot | Number of Welsh captains of Welsh
o captains captains
1562 27 0 0
1567;§ 14 2 — Richard Lloyd and Thomas Morgan 14.3
1571 6 0 0
1575 8 1 — Thomas Morgan 12.5
35 3 — William Jenkins, Morgan Jones and Sir
1580 16 William Morgan 18.75
1585™ 15 2 — William Bowen and Rhys ap Hugh 13.33
15907 | 32(33?) |2 (3?) - Jenkin Conway and William Mostyn. S
6 — Rhys ap Hugh, Robert Bethell, Jenkin
1595% 56 Conway, Rice Mansell, Hugh Mostyn and 10.71
William Mostyn
7 — Rhys ap Hugh, Robert Bethell, Jenkin
1596%° 50 Conway, Rice Mansell, William Mostyn, Hugh 14
Mostyn and Richard Trevor
1598 76 5 — Roger Billings, Maurice Griffith, Ellis 6.57

Lloyd, Hugh Mostyn and Richard Trevor

19 — Ralph Bingley, Roger Billings, Ellis
Lloyd, John Lloyd, Walter Lloyd, Charles
Mansell, Francis Meyrick (discharged and
replaced by Rowland Trevor), Sir Edmund
1599*! 134 Morgan, Sir Mathew Morgan, Hugh Mostyn, 14.18
Walter Progers, John Salusbury, Owen
Salusbury, John Sydney, Edward Trevor, John
Owen Tudor, William Williams and Peter

Wynn

10 — Roger Billings, Ralph Bingley, Edward
Blayney, Ellis Lloyd, Walter Lloyd, Sir
Mathew Morgan, Edward Morris, Hugh
Mostyn, John Sydney and Edward Trevor

1600* 125

*! List dated December 1562: NA, SP63/7/61.

32 List dated November 1567: CSPI 1566-7, pp. 237-8.

3 List dated September 1571: CSPI 1571-5, pp. 84-6.

* List dated January 1575: CSPI 1571-5, pp. 748-50.

** List dated October 1580 — March 1581: NA, SP63/83/121.

% List dated October 1585 — March 1586: CSP/ 1586-8, p. 40.

*” This includes men discharged that year. A William Mostyn occurs twice, being discharged and then
appointed to a company. It is unclear if this is the same man as there were two in service around this
time: see Appendix 3. List dated March — September 1590: NA, SP63/156/21, I1.

*® List dated April 1595: NA, SP63/184/21.

» List dated April — September 1596: NA, SP63/197/351.

4 List dated April 1598: NA, SP63/202(11)/10.

*! This list was drawn up at the time that the bulk of the army brought by the Earl of Essex in early
1599 was disbanded and thus includes these men and some of the men who replaced them. List dated
March — September 1599: NA, SP63/207/69.

*2 List dated October 1600: NA, SP63/207(V)/82.
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Number Percentage
Date of foot | Number of Welsh captains of Welsh

captains captains

9 — Roger Billings, Ralph Bingley, Edward
160143 150 Blayney, Captain Lloyd, Sir Mathew Morgan,

Edward Morris, John Sydney, Edward Trevor 6
and John Vaughan
8 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, Ellis

1602+ 133 | Jones, Ellis Lloyd, Edward Morris, John 6.01

Sydney, Edward Trevor and John Vaughan

7 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, Ellis
1603*° 66 Jones, Ellis Lloyd, Edward Morris, John 10.6
Sydney and Edward Trevor

46 5 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, Ellis
1604 39 Jones, John Sydney and Edward Trevor 12.82
47 4 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, Ellis
1605 30 Jones and Edward Trevor 13.33
1606 18 1 — Edward Blayney 5.55
49 4 — Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, James
1608 28 Perrot and John Vaughan 14.29
50 3 — Edward Blayney, James Perrot and John
1610 29 Vaughan 10.34
1615 26 2 — Edward Blayney and John Vaughan 7.69
1622°° 27 2 — Edward Blayney and John Vaughan 7.4
1624 27 2 — Edward Blayney and John Vaughan 7.4
1630% 25 2 — Sir Henry Blayney (who had replaced his 8
father, Edward) and John Vaughan
1639% 40 3 — Sir Henry Blayney, John Vaughan, Charles 75

Price

left Ireland before 1603. Some, such as Sir Mathew Morgan, were professional
soldiers transferred from the continent as a temporary measure, but the majority were
new officers. The large numbers of English captains who arrived in 1598 drove the
overall proportion of Welsh captains down to 6.5% but this was bolstered by the
arrival of Essex and his large number of Welsh dependents in 1599. After the

* List dated November 1601: CSPI 1601-3, pp. 200-1.
“ List dated October 1602: CSPI 1601-3, pp. 521-6.

4 List dated October 1603: CSPI 1603-6, pp. 90-2.

% List dated October 1604: CSPI 1603-6, pp. 200-1.

47 List dated July 1605: CSPI 1603-6, pp. 394-5.

* List dated October 1606: CSPI 1606-8, pp. 1-2.

* List dated November 1608: CSP! 1608-10, pp. 96-7.
% List dated October 1609 — March 1610: NA, SP63/228/73C.
S List dated February 1615: CSPI 1615-25, pp. 10-13.
%2 List dated February 1622: CSP/ 1615-25, p. 343.

%3 List dated July 1624: CSPI 1615-25, p. 517.

% List dated 1630: CSPI 1625-32, p. 595.

% List dated 1639: NA, SP63/257/50.
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departure of the Essex captains, however, the Welsh proportion dropped again
between 1600 and 1602 to 8% or less. This group fought in the worst of the wars in

Ireland but gained very little from their service.*®

The final group of Welsh officers are the most important for this study. These
established themselves as professional Irish soldiers around the turn of the century.
Individuals such as Sir Edward Trevor of Brynkinallt, Denbighshire, arrived in the
late 1590s but remained after 1603. The Welsh officers largely kept their positions
during the first wave of post-rebellion discharges, and thus the proportion of Welsh
captains in the army again rose above 10% in 1604-5. Most of these captains, with the
exception of Edward Blayney, were discharged in 1605, but the majority remained in
Ireland on military pensions or as civilians. This allowed them to exploit the
opportunities offered by a newly peaceful Ireland. Many received grants of plantation
land as servitors of the crown, establishing themselves as significant figures in the
colonial community.*” The 1608 O’Doherty rebellion brought veterans Ralph Bingley
and John Vaughan back into the military and led to the appointment of the new Welsh
captain James Perrot. This once more boosted the Welsh contingent in the army to
14%. The garrison stabilised between the 1610s and 1630s at around twenty-five to
twenty-seven foot captains with the Welsh making up 7.5-8% of the total, roughly
representative of the Welsh population of England and Wales. For parts of this period,
therefore, the Welsh made up a significant number of the captains in Ireland and their

presence rarely fell far below 8% of the total.

While it is difficult to estimate the number of Welsh captains, it is almost impossible
to assess the numbers of Welshmen among lower-ranking officers. Information on
such men is rare and often ambiguous. Those lower ranking officers for whom we do
have evidence are almost always men who went on to become captains, such as
William Jenkins, William Mostyn and Peter Wynn, or those who obtained land in

Ireland, such as Lieutenant Roger Jones. These were minor gentlemen who were

% The most significant of this group were, Roger Billings, Ellis Lloyd, Ellis Jones, Walter Lloyd,
Charles Mansell, Gelly Meyrick, Francis Meyrick, Edmond Morgan, Edward Morris, Walter Progers,
John Salusbury, Owen Salusbury, John Sydney, John Owen Tudor, William Williams and Peter Wynn.
See Appendix 3 for further details.

%" The most significant of this group were, Ralph Bingley, Edward Blayney, Maurice Griffith, Richard
Griffith, Roger Jones, John Lloyd, James Perrot, Charles Price, Edward Trevor, Richard Trevor, John
Vaughan and Henry Vaughan. See Appendix 3 for further details.
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essentially training to be captains. It is likely that other lower-ranking officers for
whom evidence does not survive were from a more humble background. The data we
do have, however, suggests Welsh lieutenants, sergeants and ensigns were, like the
ordinary soldier, common in the Irish army. In March 1561, for example, fourteen
companies were mustered in Ireland. Each had an ensign and a sergeant among whom
there were four ensigns and three sergeants with Welsh names.’® Evidence also exists
for Captain Kynaston’s 1647 levy of the north of Wales, which had two Welsh
lieutenants and four Welsh ensigns in its ten companies.”® As Colonel Francis
Trafford suggested, the use of Welsh junior officers probably helped with discipline
and communication, especially if the captain was English. It is likely that Welshmen

made up a similar proportion of the lower officers as they did captains.

The Welsh were not, therefore, as common among the officers of the Irish army as
they were in the rank and file. This section has demonstrated that for much of this
period around one in ten, and often more, of the captains in Ireland were Welshmen.
This is a considerable proportion, particularly considering that leading Irish
gentlemen also served in the Irish officer corps. Most, but not all, Welsh captains
would have been placed in charge of companies levied from Wales. From at least
1575, therefore, a permanent Welsh gentry presence could be found among the
military officers in Ireland, a number of whom settled there after the completion of
their service. This chapter will now turn to an analysis of why Welsh officers served

in Ireland and how they differed from their English colleagues.

“Partakers of all fortunes”®: understanding the Welsh presence in the Irish officer

corps

As discussed above, the officers of the Irish army are under-researched. The work that

has been done has focused largely on their influence on wider Irish society and

%% When ever surnames are used as evidence of Welsh origin in this thesis all the relevant names will be
listed in a footnote or appendix, the reasons for this are outlined in Appendix 1. The Welsh officers
were Ensigns John Myricke, John Davis, David Lloyde and Robert Thomas and Sergeants William ap
Hoell, Robert Edwardes and William Jenkins: NA SP63/3/47; 63/7/35.

% The lieutenants were Edward Roberts and John Owens, and the ensigns were Hugh Wynne, Edward
Phillips, Griffith Davies and Francis Edwards: LJ, vol. 9, p. 168.

% Smith, Calendar of Salusbury correspondence, p. 24.
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government, and has tended to treat the officers as a uniform whole.®' As Rory Rapple
has argued, however, the captains were not faceless agents of the state, but individuals
with their own unique origins, aims and ambitions.®? In carrying out a group case
study of the background and motivations of the Welsh officers in Ireland, this section
makes a significant contribution to our understanding of the diverse nature of the Irish
army, especially by demonstrating the differences as well as similarities that existed
within the officer corps. It argues that the majority of the Welsh captains shared
certain characteristics, some of which were common to most English officers, while
others were uniquely Welsh. It is also suggested that Irish service had a particular
appeal for Welsh gentlemen. Wales’s geographical position, as well as the influence
of Welsh patronage networks in Ireland, Welsh conceptions of honour and the relative
poverty of the principality’s gentry, combined to encourage Welsh participation in the
wars. This prosopographical analysis thus not only sheds light on the central Welsh
figures in early modern Ireland, but also demonstrates some of the fault lines that

existed within the New English military presence there.

The captains who served in Ireland can broadly be divided into two types:
mercenaries who had served on the continent and went to Ireland only temporarily;
and those who devoted themselves largely to Irish service. The former have been
studied in depth by David Trim. Trim’s work has successfully challenged the view
that British continental mercenaries were motivated largely by greed. He
demonstrates that English and Welsh officers in the Netherlands and France during
the late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries were mostly volunteers inspired by
strong Calvinist beliefs, a desire to fight the forces of Spain and the Pope, and the
heroic myths created by chivalric soldiers such as Sir Philip Sidney.®> Such men
rarely received much financial benefit from their service. Lack of pay, in fact, was

usually the reason that continental volunteer captains came to Ireland.

¢! For probably the most detailed study to date see, Ciaran Brady, ‘The captains’ games: army and
society in Elizabethan Ireland’, in Thomas Bartlett and Keith Jeffrey (eds.), A military history of
Ireland (Cambridge, 1996), pp. 136-59.

82 Rory Rapple, Martial power and Elizabethan political culture: military men in England and Ireland,
1558-1594 (Cambridge, 2009), pp. 301-2.

% David Trim, ‘Calvinist internationalism and the English officer corps, 1562-1642°, History Compass,
4 (2006), pp. 1024-48; Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, passim.
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The Welsh individuals in Ireland who follow Trim’s model most clearly were the
Morgans of Glamorgan and Monmouthshire. Sir Thomas Morgan of St George’s,
Glamorgan, and Pen-Carn, Monmouthshire, was one of the leading British officers in
the Netherlands between 1572 and 1593. As a third son, Morgan’s career was almost
certainly an attempt to achieve financial independence, but he was probably also
inspired by religion. Morgan’s close relations with the Dutch authorities and his
marriage to a Dutch noblewoman suggest he was a committed Protestant.** Morgan’s
service in Ireland in 1574 and 1575, however, seems to have been financially
motivated. He left the Netherlands after a pay dispute with William of Orange and
was immediately placed in charge of a company of Low Country veterans to be sent
to Ireland. When his pay issues were resolved in 1578 he returned to the continent and
remained there until 1593. Morgan’s short Irish service and the pay dispute suggest
that he only went to Ireland to take advantage of the regular wages offered by the
royal army.%® This pattern was repeated by his nephew Sir Mathew Morgan of Pen-

Carn, who served with his uncle from the early 1580s.%

Continental volunteer captains were, however, rare among the Welsh in Ireland. Such
men were much coveted by the government for their experience and professionalism,
but the wars of conquest in Ireland offered little appeal to those who craved the
Christian chivalric ethos of the religiously-motivated wars on the continent.®’” Most
captains served solely or largely in Ireland and had little continental experience.
These were not dashing volunteers motivated by the Protestant cause. The majority of
men who led companies in Ireland were either professional Irish captains appointed
for their experience of serving there or dependants of powerful noblemen appointed

through patronage.

Many of those appointed as captains had previous experience of serving in the Irish
military. Some, such as William Jenkins, began as junior officers and were promoted

as a reward for their service.®® Many more began as gentleman volunteers, unpaid

* This did not stop him coming under suspicion of being a Catholic sympathiser however: see p. 191.
* Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, pp- 114, 372-3; Howell A. Lloyd, ‘Morgan, Sir Thomas (d.1595)’, ODNB, vol.
39, pp. 144-5; NA, SP63/53/35.

 See Appendix 3. Trim, ‘Jacob’s wars’, pp. 386, 451-2; NA, SP12/251/84.

%7 For the concept of a Christian chivalric ethos see, David Trim, ‘Introduction’, in his The chivalric
ethos and the development of military professionalism (Leiden, 2003), pp. 1-40.

% NA, SP63/7/35; CSPI 1571-5, pp. 129-32, 195.
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soldiers usually serving in the retinue of English nobles or administrators in Ireland.
Lord Deputy Mountjoy wrote in June 1600 that new captains should be chosen from
those who had served as volunteers and thus had “endured the misery and hazard of
this war”.%® This happened in many Welsh cases. Captains Rice Mansell, John Price
and William Mostyn all served as volunteers before obtaining captaincies.”’ There
were, therefore, always a number of unpaid Welsh gentlemen soldiers in Ireland who
rarely appear in the records. They served alone or with a small number of personally-
levied troops, and their aim was to obtain a captaincy. The most fully documented
Welsh gentleman volunteer is, ironically, one who failed in his bid to become a
professional officer, but his experience is probably typical.”’ William Jones went to
Ireland with Lord Deputy Sir John Perrot in 1584. He initially served as Perrot’s
secretary but, with his master’s agreement, joined Captain Christopher Carliell in
County Antrim, serving as an officer without pay. When Jones returned home in late
1585 he received recommendations from several leading Irish figures, including
Edward Waterhouse, who informed Sir Francis Walsingham that Jones had played
“the p[ar]te of a soldier in tyme & place most daungerous”.”” It is not clear why Jones
did not go on to become an officer, but it is likely that for other Welsh gentlemen such

commendations played a key role in obtaining a paid captaincy.

Although experience of the Irish wars was extremely useful for a prospective Irish
captain, patronage was essential. The Welsh gentry were fortunate that, during the
sixteenth century at least, control over Irish military appointments fell in part to men
with connections in Wales. The appointment of many Welsh captains can be
attributed to this fact. A key influence was Robert Dudley, the Earl of Leicester. The
Dudley family had considerable control over Irish military patronage from about 1563
until the late 1590s.” During the same period Leicester had significant interests in the

north of Wales.”* Although Leicester took Welsh soldiers and captains to the

¥ CSPI 1600, p. 223.

™ NA, SP63/108/4, 35, 37; 63/116/34; 63/134/41; 63/178/15; CSPI 1598-9, p. 10.

n Henry Salusbury of Llewenni and Robert Salusbury of Rig also served as volunteers but never
became captains. See Appendix 3.

7 NA, SP63/112/75; 63/129/15.

” Nicholas Canny, Making Ireland British: 1580-1650 (Oxford and New York, 2001), p. 75.

™ In 1563 he had been granted the lordships of Denbigh and Chirk in Denbighshire. By the late 1560s
he was Chief Forester of Snowdon, and in 1572 he acquired the lordships of Arwystli and Cyfeiliog in
Montgomeryshire. His brother Ambrose, Earl of Warwick, held the lordship of Ruthin in Denbighshire
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Netherlands in 1585, he never served personally in Ireland. Nevertheless, the fact that
one of his captains in that expedition, Richard Gwynn of Caernarfon, had previously
served in Ireland suggests that Leicester had obtained Irish captaincies for his Welsh
servants.”® Leicester’s Welsh influence seems to have been exercised primarily by his
client Sir Nicholas Bagenal and his son, Henry. Early in his career Nicholas Bagenal
was a dependant of Leicester, and his castle at Newry was named ‘Leicester Castle’ in
his honour.”® The Bagenals obtained land in Anglesey through marriage in 1556 and,
over time, integrated into the north Wales landed community.”” Sir Nicholas and
Henry both served as Marshal of the Irish army and thus had a significant influence
over military appointments. Under their influence the garrison at Newry came to be
dominated by officers drawn from the Leicester-Bagenal sphere of influence in north
Wales.”®

Another source of Welsh military patronage was the Earls of Essex who held large
estates in Pembrokeshire and Carmarthenshire.”” The Essex influence helped a
number of Welsh captains enter Irish service, particularly in 1573 and 1599 when they
led quasi-feudal armies into Ireland. The 1st Earl’s attempt to conquer and plant the
east of Ulster included several Welsh gentlemen. A list of June 1573 shows that
Edward Matthews of Radyr, Glamorgan, joined Essex as a captain of horse, while his
foot captains included a Denbighshire Trevor and a Glamorgan Mansell.?® Essex also
attracted the Netherlands veteran Sir William Morgan of Pencoed.®' Morgan went on
to have a long career in Ireland while Matthews married into the Irish aristocracy.®
The Mansells and Trevors also became important Irish military families. Essex’s
failed invasion thus acted as a gateway to Irish military service for several Welsh

captains.

from 1564: Simon Adams, ‘The gentry of North Wales and the Earl of Leicester’s expedition to the
Netherlands, 1585-1586°, Welsh History Review, 7 (1974), p. 129.

™ Ibid., p. 132; APC 1578-80, p. 297; NA, SP63/69/71.

% John J. O Néill, ‘Nicholas Bagnall’s castle at Newry, County Down’, Ulster Journal of Archaeology,
61 (2002), p. 120.

7 Philip H. Bagenal, Vicissitudes of an Anglo-Irish family, 1530-1800 (London, 1925), p. 36.

™ The influence of the Bagenals is discussed in greater detail in Chapters 4 and 5.

™ Paul E.J. Hammer, The polarisation of Elizabethan politics: the political career of Robert Devereux,
2nd Earl of Essex, 1585-1597 (Cambridge, 1997), p. 270.

Y NA, SP63/41/64; CSPI 1571-5, pp. 402-3.

*! Miller, ‘Sir William Morgan of Pencoed’, pp. 1-19.

2 Miller, *Sir William Morgan of Pencoed’, pp. 1-19; BL, Add MS 4820, fol. 22.

60



The 2nd Earl of Essex’s contribution to the Welsh presence in Ireland was more
substantial. Essex inherited his father’s estates in south-west Wales as well as his
extensive client network.®”’ He also had a significant influence in Radnorshire and a
sizeable following among the Denbighshire gentry.®® Essex gained further Welsh
allies by absorbing the Welsh clientele of Sir William Stanley in Denbighshire and
Flintshire after the latter’s betrayal of Deventer in 1587.%° As can be seen in Table 2.1
the levy that accompanied the earl to Ireland in 1599 included six Welsh captains.
This does not include the men who led the quasi-feudal companies that also went to
Ireland at this time, whose captains included Sir John Vaughan and Essex’s
Pembrokeshire steward Sir Gelly Meyrick.%® Although many of the captains who went
with Essex in 1599 were killed during or discredited by their role in the Essex
rebellion of 1601, some like Ellis Jones and John Lloyd went on to have successful
careers in Ireland. Thus, like his father before him, Essex helped to forge important
links between Wales and the Irish military in the Elizabethan period.

Welsh captains did not rely solely on aristocratic Welsh land-owners for Irish
patronage. The two Welsh-connected Lord Deputies of Ireland, Sir Henry Sidney
(1565-71, 1575-8) and Sir John Perrot (1584-8), also acted as sources of military
preferment. Sidney, who was also Lord President of Wales, called Captain Richard
Lloyd his servant during the 1570s and he also seems to have had close dealings with
Sir Thomas Morgan, Captain Morgan Jones and Lieutenant James Vaughan.?’ His
role as a patron for Welsh captains is further highlighted by a letter sent to Sidney in
January 1580 by Lord Justice Pelham. Pelham wrote that he had discharged Captain
John Salusbury of Riig, Merioneth, a former servant of Sidney’s. He swore that he
disliked ending the career of any officer, but he was “more sorry that it should light
upon any of yours”. Sidney’s dual governmental role thus offered some of his Welsh

associates a route to gaining a company in Ireland.

¥ Hammer, Polarisation of Elizabethan politics, p. 270.

Y 1bid., p. 276; A.H. Dodd, ‘North Wales in the Essex revolt of 1601, English Historical Review, 59
(1944), p. 369.

% David Mathew, The Celtic peoples and Renaissance Europe: a study of the Celtic and Spanish
influences on Elizabethan history (London and New York, 1933), p. 239; Hammer, ‘A Welshman
abroad’, pp. 66, 78-9.

% Mathew, Celtic peoples, pp. 369, 347-8.

¥ Rev. John Montgomery Traheme (ed.), Stradling correspondence (London, 1840), p. 12; HMC, De
L’Isle & Dudley MSS, vol. 1, pp. 389-402.

® Calendar of Carew MSS 1575-88, p. 200.
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Sir John Perrot of Pembrokeshire also served as Lord Deputy of Ireland and offered
his Welsh dependants similar opportunities. He described Captain William Mostyn as
“my man” and appointed him to important positions in Ireland as a client.?’ Both
Sidney and Perrot also brought a large number of Welsh gentleman volunteers to
Ireland, whose existence is rarely noted. In November 1566 Sidney related to the
Queen that Edward Vaughan had been killed during an attack on an island near
Armagh. He wrote that Vaughan was “a gentleman of Walles who beinge none of the
armye but came over to take this journey as many more gentlemen and others of that
countrie and the marchers of the same did”.”° In 1584, meanwhile, Perrot brought
twenty-five “gentleman waiters” to Ireland, including William Jones whose service in
the north of Ireland is discussed above.’’ Sidney and Perrot thus offered Welsh
captains a particularly rich source of Irish patronage. It is thus of little surprise that
Welshmen formed a particularly large percentage of the captains in Ireland during the
1570s and 1580s.”

Similar opportunities were presented by less powerful men who had connections to
Wales. The Welsh Munster planter William Herbert of St Julians, Monmouthshire, for
example, helped his ally Jenkin Conway obtain the captaincy of the Monmouthshire
levy in 1590, and also appointed junior officers in that company.”® Patronage thus
goes someway towards explaining why Welsh gentlemen made up a considerable
proportion of the Irish officer corps. It does not, however, reveal why Welshmen
found Irish service appealing. It will be suggested here that becoming an officer in
Ireland appealed to Welsh understandings of honour and status, offered many
Catholic Welshmen an opportunity to affirm their loyalty to the crown, and allowed
the often relatively poor Welsh gentry a unique opportunity to better themselves. First
it will be demonstrated that Wales’s proximity to the main Irish ports made Welsh
gentlemen more aware of the opportunities available in Ireland and more likely to

take advantage of them.

¥ CSPI1571-5, pp. 513-7; NA, SP63/125/22.

*'NA, SP63/19/43.

%' Eight of the gentlemen had Welsh names: David Vaughan, Evan Thomas, John James, William
Jones, John Gwin, Edward Jones, Morrice Williams and Philip Williams: NA, SP63/119/32IL

*2 The importance of Sidney and Perrot to Wales will be discussed in greater detail in chapter 3.
“NA, SP30/53/7/3.
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The Welsh captains were not drawn uniformly from the counties of Wales. Table 2.3
shows the details of the forty-three Welsh captains for which a county of origin can be
positively or tentatively identified.>® More than a quarter of the Welsh captains
originated from the small county of Flintshire. Denbighshire and Pembrokeshire
provided the next greatest number, followed by Anglesey, Monmouthshire,
Caernarvonshire and Glamorgan (although the Anglesey number is somewhat
conjectural). This pattern clearly demonstrates the central role that proximity to the

western ports played in encouraging Welsh gentlemen to enter the Irish officer corps.

Figure 2.1 shows the transportation links between early modern Wales and Ireland.
Four of the five major ports for transportation to Ireland were located at the four
comners of Wales: Chester, Bristol, Holyhead and Milford Haven.”® Chester was the
main port for the transportation of troops and supplies to Ireland, and for the counties
of north Wales, in particular Flintshire and Denbighshire, it was also the nearest major
urban area and a social, economic and political hub.”® The close association of the
gentry of the north-eastern counties of Wales with Chester would certainly have made
them familiar with events in Ireland and the opportunities that existed there.”” Bristol
was the equivalent urban centre for south-east Wales, and was the second most
important port for transporting men to Ireland. Like Chester it acted as a source of
news and information about Ireland for the Welsh. The large numbers of Irish
captains drawn from Denbighshire, Flintshire, Glamorgan and Monmouthshire was
almost certainly influenced by the ease of transport to, and knowledge brought by, the
ports of Chester and Bristol.

The two Welsh ports of Holyhead and Milford Haven also helped connect the Welsh
to Ireland and, consequently, probably also raised their interest in service there.
Although Chester was the main port for sending men and supplies to Ireland, the
journey was long and hazardous. Sailing from Holyhead was quicker and safer and it

became the preferred port for officials travelling to and from Ireland. The ease of

* For all these men see Appendix 3. The list includes Sir Henry Salusbury of Llewenni, Denbighshire
and William Jones of Pembrokeshire who were gentleman volunteers rather than captains.

% The fifth was Bamnstaple in Devon.

% Jenkins, A concise history of Wales, pp. 137, 143.

% Mathew, Celtic peoples, p. 35; Philip Jenkins, A history of modern Wales (London and New York,
1992), p. 4.
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transport between Holyhead and Ireland almost certainly played a role in the careers
of some captains from north-west Wales and, as will be demonstrated in Chapter 5,
helped forge links between Anglesey and the north-east of Ireland, particularly
Newry.

Between the early 1570s and 1582, and then permanently from the later 1590s,
Holyhead also acted as the main port for postal delivery to Ireland. The route used by
the post and officials travelling to Holyhead became known as the ‘Irish Road’ and is
shown on Figure 2.1.° The route ran the whole length of Flintshire and Anglesey and
through parts of Denbighshire and Caernarvonshire. The ‘Irish Road’ played a key
role in informing the north Wales gentry about Ireland and popularising Irish service,

encouraging Welsh gentlemen to enter the officer corps.

The establishment of the posts in North Wales brought high status men, trade and
news to an isolated part of the Anglo-Welsh state. Beaumaris and Holyhead in
particular frequently hosted Lord Deputies and Irish nobles waiting to sail to
Dublin.'® Welsh gentlemen whose homes lay on the Irish road were thus given
unique opportunities to interact with Court figures. During his journey to Holyhead in
1599, the Earl of Essex was entertained by both Sir Thomas Mostyn at Mostyn,
Flintshire, and the Bulkeley family at Baron’s Hill, Anglesey.'”" Entertaining such
figures brought opportunities of advancement and local status. Essex was so
impressed with Mostyn’s entertainment that he knighted his host. The bard John
Tudur eulogised the visit in a poem, writing that Mostyn was “a lodging for the whole
of Wales”, and that while “some dignitaries go to Ireland... no-one will pass by the
house”. Referring specifically to the visit he wrote “the Earl of Essex, a well attended
man, this will remain long in his memory”.'® The ‘Irish Road’ and the officials who
travelled along it made the gentry who had homes in the area very aware of the

opportunities available in Ireland and the pageantry and excitement of the arrival of

? Peter E. Sanderson, ‘The Importance of external factors in the development of the port of Holyhead’,
Anglesey Antiquarian Society Transactions (1963), p. 49.

1% See, for example, CSPI 1509-73, pp. 144, 185, 353.

10V CSPI 1599-1600, pp. 9, 32; Mathew, Celtic peoples, p. 361; A.D. Carr, ‘The Mostyns of Mostyn,
1540-1642: part 11, Flimtshire Historical Society Journal, 30 (1981-2), p. 126. For Lord Deputy
Russell also staying with the Mostyns in 1594 and 1597, see Calendar of Carew MSS 1589-1600, pp.
221, 260.

'2 £ D. Jones (ed.), ‘The Brogyntyn Welsh manuscripts’, The National Library of Wales Journal, 6
(1949-50), p. 23.
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figures such as Essex must have inspired many to serve. Indeed, the Mostyns of
Mostyn provided at least five Irish captains between the 1570s and the 1620s. The
‘Irish Road’ thus enhanced the appeal of Ireland for those who lived along it and
helped to increase the number of Welshmen who served as captains there. It is likely
that the equivalent postal route that ran the length of south Wales to Milford Haven

had a similar effect although on a much smaller scale.'®

Wales’s proximity to the Irish ports does not, however, fully explain the motivation
for Irish service. Some Welsh officers also had religious reasons for serving. Apart
from a few exceptions such as Sir Thomas Morgan and Sir James Perrot, this was not,
however, the Calvinist volunteer spirit identified by Trim, but rather Catholic
sympathies.'® As David Edwards has pointed out, although most studies of the New
English in Ireland emphasise their Protestantism by way of contrast to the Catholic
Irish and Old English, Ireland was also an attractive proposition for English and
Welsh Catholics. Military service offered recusants the chance to serve the crown
without having their religious beliefs questioned. In Ireland anti-Catholic laws were
milder and rarely enforced and English and Welsh Catholics were able to serve in the

Irish government with few problems up until the early seventeenth century.'®

Wales, and in particular the Anglo-Welsh March, had a comparatively high recusant
population. A.H. Dodd noted that Denbighshire and Flintshire were “riddled with
recusancy” in the early modern period.'® Many of the Welsh families that sent sons
to Ireland as captains, particularly those of the north-east, were recusants or suspected
recusants. These included the Lloyds of Bodidris, the Salusburys of Rig, the Trevors
of Trevalyn and Brynkinallt and the Wynns of Tower.'”” Indeed, several Welsh
captains had spent time in Spanish service. Peter Wynn, Owen Salusbury and Roger
Billings were all involved in Sir William Stanley’s betrayal of Deventer in 1587 and
served in Spain for around two years before being rehabilitated by the 2nd Earl of

1% For examples of the use of Milford Haven as a transport port for Ireland, see CSP/ 1601-3, pp. 245-
6; HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 10, pp. 359-60.

'% Rapple, Martial power and Elizabethan political culture, p. 16.

'% David Edwards, ‘A haven of popery: English Catholic migration to Ireland in the age of
plantations’, in Alan Ford and John McCafferty (eds.), The origins of sectarianism in early modern
Ireland (Cambridge, 2005), pp. 95-126.

1% Dodd, ‘North Wales in the Essex revolt’, p- 352.

' Dodd, ‘North Wales in the Essex revolt’, pp. 350-2; Hammer, ‘A Welshman abroad’, pp. 63-4.
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Essex.'® For such men service in Ireland allowed them to re-affirm their loyalty to
the crown and rebuild their fortunes and reputations. Some Catholic Welsh captains,
however, defected to the Irish armies. Hugh Mostyn, for example, betrayed Athenry
in 1600 and served the Irish until he transferred to Spanish service sometime between
1605 and 1610.'® For figures such as Mostyn religion probably played a role in their
original decision to enter Irish service. It should also be noted that for every Welsh
captain who defected to the Irish or Spanish there were likely several whose religious

beliefs remained hidden.

Ireland also offered Welsh captains the opportunity to seek honour and status. Roger
B. Manning has argued that service in Ireland offered no prospect of honour and glory
for English soldiers. The Elizabethan chivalric culture was closely linked to service
on the continent, primarily in the Netherlands, and its proponents saw Ireland as the
“graveyard for military reputations”. The more “high-minded soldiers” presented
those who served in Ireland as pirates who were “drawn there more by the hope of
plunder... than the expectation of military honour”.'"® Although financial concerns
were a factor for motivating Welsh captains, Irish service appears to have been seen
to be more honourable in Wales than it was in England. Understandings of honour in
early modern Wales rested on the bardic concept of uchelwriaeth, an ideal set of
virtues Welsh gentlemen were expected to display. Military valour and an obligation
to protect one’s locality remained central elements of the image of the uchelwr.''' By
the sixteenth century, however, there was little opportunity for the gentry to express
these characteristics in a pacified and demilitarised society.''> The bards thus
embraced the opportunity to present Irish captains as great martial men, reminiscent
of the heroic soldiers of Wales’s past. In 1563, for example, Griffith Hiraethog sang
of Moris Evan of Wem, Penmorfa, Caernarvonshire, who had served in France and
Ireland, thus: “unfailing in every country was he, with neither the fear of anyone nor

turning a back”.! ' The still powerful bardic culture thus heightened the appeal of the

'% Hammer, ‘A Welshman abroad’, pp. 65-79.

'® CSPI 1600, p. 473, CSPI 1600-1, pp. 152-3, 219; Carr, ‘The Mostyns of Mostyn: part II’, p. 23.

"% Roger B. Manning, An apprenticeship in arms: the origins of the British Army, 1585-1702 (Oxford,
2006), pp. 22-3; Roger B. Manning, Swordsmen: the martial ethos in the three kingdoms (Oxford and
New York, 2003), p. 73.

"' . Gwynfor Jones, Concepts of order and gentility in Wales, 1540-1640 (Llandysul, 1992), pp. 51-2,
128, 170, 176.

" Ibid., pp. 150-3.

'3 Jones, ‘Brogyntyn Welsh manuscripts’, p. 17.
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Irish wars for the Welsh gentry by presenting it as an honourable theatre in which to

S€rve.

Ideas regarding the honour of serving in the Irish wars can also be seen in Sir John
Wynn’s History of the Gwydir family, where he praised the four greatest “martial
men” produced by Caernarvonshire during his lifetime, including Sir Maurice Griffith
of Caernarfon, who made his career in Ireland.''* Others saw participation in the Irish
wars as honourable as it was part of defending vulnerable Wales from the Irish.
William Salusbury of Bachymbyd, Denbighshire, for example, received praise in
1616 for his role in Ireland from his kinsman Richard Lewis. Lewis wrote that
William’s service had allowed him to match “the glory of his father and his brothers,
Robert and John” who had both served as “bulwarkes in the Irish war”.!"> Lewis
certainly seems to have seen Irish service as an honourable undertaking and not

simply a way of obtaining plunder.

William Jones, Sir John Perrot’s servant and gentleman volunteer, is a particularly
good example of a Welsh soldier who saw the Irish wars as a chance to obtain an
honourable reputation. Perrot had wanted to keep Jones as a clerk, but he continually
agitated to be sent to fight in Ulster instead of remaining “in idleness” in Dublin.
Perrot eventually relented and told Sir Francis Walsingham in 1585 that “finding in
hym a warm inclination to see the warres, I gave him leave to follow his honour”.''®
For Jones, Irish service was an opportunity to prove himself as a soldier and acquire
an honourable military reputation. The Welsh evidence thus challenges traditional
arguments that there was no honour to be found in Irish service. Perhaps particularly a
reflection of the influence of traditional Welsh culture, Welsh gentlemen could
enhance their honour by serving in Ireland. This almost certainly encouraged some to
join the Irish officer corps. We must be careful, however, not to put too much
emphasis on Welsh difference here. It is also possible that the image of Irish service
in England was not as dire as some have argued and English captains may also have

been motivated by hopes of developing an honourable reputation. A reappraisal of
English attitudes is required, but lies beyond the scope of this study.

' Sir John Wynn, The history of the Gwydir family and memoirs (Llandysul, 1990), p. 71.

'S Smith, Salusbury correspondence, pp. 144-5.

" NA, SP63/113/7; 63/120/13. Similar sentiments were expressed by Sir Robert Salusbury of Rig
when serving as a gentleman volunteer at Newry in the mid-1590s: NA, SP63/178/69; 63/180/3.
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Irish service also allowed lesser Welsh gentlemen to obtain knighthoods, particularly
during the governorship of the extravagant 2nd Earl of Essex.''’ Obtaining a
knighthood was often difficult for Welsh gentlemen who were relatively poor and
distant from the Court. When Sir John Wynn wanted to arrange for his son-in-law to
be knighted he was advised by his son that to get it done at Court would be difficult
and costly, and that “the best course that can be taken is to gett it done in Irlande”.''®
The simplest and cheapest way to do this was to become an Irish captain who were
often knighted for their service. Captain Richard Trevor of Trevalyn, for example,
was knighted by Lord Deputy Burgh in 1597, only three years after receiving his first
Irish company. Indeed, in August 1599 Captain John Davies was accused by John
Chamberlain of serving in Ireland solely to obtain a knighthood.'' Service in Ireland
could, therefore, offer a Welsh gentleman the chance to acquire honour, respect and a

title, opportunities that were thin on the ground at home.

Honour and status thus seem to have featured more heavily as motivating factors in
Irish service for Welsh captains compared to their English colleagues. However, it is
undeniable that another major reason that Welshmen entered Irish service was, like

many of their English counterparts, to make a profit.'?’

In the majority of cases
English and Welsh captains were younger sons with little land or prospects of
inheritance. Captain Peter Wynn, who served under the Earl of Essex and Lord
Mountjoy, is a good example of this. He was a younger son of the Wynns of Tower
near Mold in Flintshire and inherited only twenty shillings of land.'?' Similarly,
Captain William Mostyn, second son of Peirs Mostyn of Talacre in Flintshire, did not
inherit his father’s significant wealth or status.'? In both cases it is likely that these

Welsh officers went to Ireland to make their fortunes.

"7 For examples of Welshmen obtaining knighthoods in Ireland see, George Owen, The taylors
cussion, edited by Emily M. Pritchard (London, 1906), vol. 2, p. 43; John Edwards Griffith, Pedigrees
of Anglesey and Carnarvonshire families with their collateral branches in Denbighshire,
Merionethshire and other parts (Homcastle, 1914), p. 125; CSPI 1593-6, p. 200, NA, SP12/263/99.

""" NLW, MS 9054E, 616.

"9 Norman Egbert McClure (ed.), The letters of John Chamberlain (Philadelphia, 1939), vol. 1, pp. 82-
5.

12 Rapple, Martial power and Elizabethan political culture, p. 301.

2! Hammer, ‘A Welshman abroad’, pp. 60-3.

12 Carr, *“The Mostyns of Mostyn, 1540-1642: part I’, p. 36.
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In August 1606, Sir Arthur Chichester gave Sir Richard Trevor of Trevalyn a letter of
commendation stating that he had “followed the wars here a long time, not as an
occupation but out of a good disposition to deserve well of her majesty”.'”> This was
not the whole truth. Trevor had inherited Trevalyn in 1589, but was heavily in debt by
the time he went to Ireland in 1594. He saw Irish service as a way to recoup his
fortune.'?* Trevor summed up his reasons for going to Ireland in a letter to his brother
of June 1595: “for my thoughts as is knowen only to God, have ever desyred for this
world’s hapynes, that I mought lyve free from the cale of caredytors and from beinge
burthensome to my frends”. Money was his aim in Ireland and he had a clear idea
about how to obtain it. He wrote that “the best waye both to advance myself and to
reape p[ro]fitt must be bye obtayninge some place of command to myself where I
maye not live under the pleasure of every other commander, and upon some
harborwe”.'?* Specifically, he wanted to become governor of Carrickfergus where he
hoped to make a substantial profit from trade.'*®

Trevor’s plans were unusually specific but Irish service brought financial
opportunities beyond royal pay. Captains wielded a lot of power: they often helped
recruit men, train them, transport them, feed them, clothe them, arm them and handle
their pay.'?’ The opportunities for corruption that this allowed were notorious. During
the transportation of troops, captains could easily take some, or all, of the coat and
conduct money for themselves or sell the soldiers their freedom and press new ones.
In June 1595, for example, the captain of the Breconshire levy did not pay his men
any of their £18 6s 8d coat and conduct money, a practice repeated in several Welsh
and English shires.'”® Such corruption was common and offered captains the

opportunity to make a considerable profit.

The opportunities for illegal gain were even greater in Ireland where mustering was
inefficient. This allowed captains to keep their company artificially small and take the
pay. victuals and clothing supplied to the non-existent soldiers. Corruption was often

actively encouraged and abetted by military commanders in Ireland who were usually

133 CSPI 1603-6, pp. 541-2.

124 Richard F. Dell (ed.), The Glynde Place archives: a catalogue (Lewes, 1964), p. xxi.
2% ESRO, Glynde Place MS 551, fol. 29.

1% Ibid., fol. 9.

'?” Brady, ‘Captains’ games’, p. 147.

12 NA, SP63/181/40.
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as guilty of such crimes as their subordinates. In November 1601, for example, the
governor of the garrison at Lough Foyle commended Captain John Vaughan when the
Welsh captain beat and imprisoned the local muster master for attempting to stop
local captains selling apparel.'”® Corruption could make even the briefest service in
Ireland profitable. Sir Roger Mostyn of Mostyn, for example, wrote to Sir John Wynn
of Gwydir that his son, Richard, hoped to make “a poore fortune” from his service
and return to Wales within six weeks, something that could not have been achieved

solely from government pay.'*°

Welsh captains also saw service in Ireland as a means to gain land and power. The
English government viewed the army as a positive Protestant presence in Ireland and
encouraged captains to settle permanently and form a militarised Protestant bulwark
against the Insh. Some captains were given land as a reward for their service or in lieu
of pay. One such was Jenkin Conway, who received a grant of the castle of Killorglin
in County Kerry as payment of his arrears in 1585.'*! Others received their lands upon
becoming a governor of a garrison. Captain Edward Blayney of Gregynog, for
example, was granted the lands of his garrison in Monaghan in 1606-7."*? Blayney
eventually became one of the most important figures in the settler community and an
Irish peer.'*? Similarly, when Sir Edward Trevor died he held Irish estates that were
double the size of his Denbighshire lands and was a member of the Irish Privy
Council."* Ireland thus offered relatively poor Welsh gentlemen the opportunity to

transform themselves into wealthy New English nobles.'**

Only a select few were enriched by their service in Ireland, however. Most did not
serve for long enough to build up landed estates, and for some captains service was a
financial disaster. Sir William Morgan of Pencoed in particular lost vast sums in
Ireland. Morgan, a veteran of the continental wars, served in Ireland in 1573 and

between 1579 and 1582. He was unusual among Welsh captains in being heir to a

¥ NA, SP63/209/197.

BONLW, MS 9061E, 1394,

! Michael MacCarthy-Morrogh, ‘The Munster plantation, 1583-1641° (unpubl. PhD thesis, London
University, 1983), p. 372.

B2NA, SP63/232/36.

13 NA, SP63/258/93-4.

134 A.H. Dodd, Studies in Stuart Wales (Cardiff, 1952), p. 87.

3% This is discussed in greater detail in Chapter 3.
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considerable estate and largely honest in his dealings with his soldiers. Due to his
wealth and status he was expected personally to supplement the meagre supplies that
his company received from the government and returned from both his expeditions
severely in debt.'*® Similarly, Captain William Mostyn was heavily in debt by 1595
due to non-payment of wages and Richard Trevor did not obtain his desired profitable
post during the 1590s, surviving off loans from his bureaucrat brother, and only
restored his position when he returned to Wales after a second, more successful, stint
in Ireland in 1606."*” The image of Ireland that Edward Blayney sent to his friend
Thomas Wintoun in 1605 was far removed from the trials suffered by the likes of
Morgan, Mostyn and Trevor. He told Wintoun that he must visit Ireland and “if you
come yow shall fynd me a mariede man that will byde you welcome to my howse”.'*®

As long as there were success stories, Ireland would seem a promising prospect to

young impoverished Welsh gentlemen.

The preceding study allows us to build up a picture of the typical Welsh captain in
Ireland. Our captain would have been a younger son of a Welsh gentry family and
thus in possession of little land or money. His family would have had existing
connections to Ireland either through past service, a property on the ‘Irish Road’ or in
close proximity to a major port, or through a patron with links to Ireland. If the
prospective captain had not served elsewhere he would have begun as a lower officer
or gentleman volunteer before obtaining a captaincy, which was almost always done
through a patron with land in Wales. The typical captain would probably have had
Catholic leanings and about one in ten of his colleagues would have been Welsh. His
service would have been a chance to better himself, not only financially but also in
terms of honour, respect and status, particularly as refracted through his Welsh

understandings of these concepts.

In November 1598 the Earl of Derby wrote to John Salusbury of Llewenni that he
planned to go to Ireland with the Earl of Essex and asked Salusbury to join him.
Derby claimed that if Salusbury was to accept “wee shalbe partakers of all

3 Miller, ‘Sir William Morgan of Pencoed’, pp. 1-31.
BT NA, SP63/178/75; ESRO, Glynde MS 551, fol. 17, DWB, pp. 980-3.
¥ NA, SP63/217/38B.
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fortunes”.'*® As Derby suggests, there were many opportunities for a Welsh

gentleman in Ireland. Military service was, of course, always risky, but for ambitious
younger sons or lesser gentry it could be an effective means of economic and social
improvement. In many ways Ireland was more appealing to Welshmen than it was to
their English counterparts. Irish service was seen to be more honourable in Wales and
as a solution to the poorer financial situation of many younger Welsh gentlemen.
Service in Ireland also offered these minor Welsh gentlemen knowledge of, and
access to, opportunities within the Irish administration and plantations. The benefits

this brought them will be discussed in the following chapters.

Conclusion

This chapter has aimed to enhance our understanding of how the Irish wars
encouraged Welsh involvement in Ireland. A considerable number of Welsh
gentlemen served as officers in Ireland during this period, generally making up
between 6 and 14 percent of the total officer corps. It has been possible to provide
names, backgrounds and motivations for many individual officers who are too often
presented as simply part of an undifferentiated ‘English’ force. It has also been shown
that Ireland offered particularly appealing opportunities for the comparatively poor
Welsh gentry. The role that Welsh officers played in Ireland was not limited to
service in the army. Many went on to obtain influential roles in the Irish
administration and plantations. They also became central members of the Welsh
community in early modern Ireland. Thus the motivations and backgrounds of the
officers discussed in this chapter form an important underpinning for the following
discussions of the part played by the Welsh as administrators and settlers in early

modern Ireland.

1% Smith, Calendar of Salusbury correspondence, p. 24.
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Chapter 3: Servants and Soldiers: Welsh involvement in the Irish
administration, 1558-1641

Chapters 1 and 2 have explored the most common way in which the Welsh came to
Ireland in the early modern period: military service. They showed that the Welsh
made up a significant proportion of the soldiers and officers in Ireland. The following
two chapters assess the extent to which the Welsh were involved in Ireland’s civilian
establishment, specifically the secular and religious administration and the
plantations. In neither of these domains were the Welsh as prominent as they were in
the Irish military. Despite this, it will be argued that such Welsh involvement, usually
overlooked, was pervasive: Welsh men and women can be found throughout the Irish
administration and plantation projects. These chapters map the changing nature of the
Welsh presence in the administration and plantations over time and, continuing a
prosopographical approach, they build a picture of how and why Welsh individuals
established themselves in these spheres. The chapters complete the quantitative and
qualitative analysis of the Welsh presence in early modern Ireland and lay the
groundwork for studying Welsh community and identity in Ireland in the second part
of this thesis. Although many of those discussed here had solely civilian backgrounds,
Welsh soldiers remain at the heart of the discussion. They were able to establish
themselves in Ireland as administrators and obtain land in the plantations as reward
for their service. Thus the following two chapters chart how Welshmen completed the

journey from soldier to settler.

L2222 22 22 222 2 2

‘Administration’ is used here to denote the network of civil, legal, religious and
military offices that enforced the dictat of the English crown in Ireland. The chapter
also concerns itself with the household servants of major figures in the Irish
administration. Although such servants only played an unofficial role within the
administration, they formed a secondary state-driven Welsh presence in Ireland.
Welsh involvement in the Irish administration during this period can be divided into
two stages split by the Irish crises of the 1590s. Before the 1590s the Welsh presence
in the small Irish administration was negligible, but it was boosted by the occasional

and temporary emergence of groups of Welshmen among the household servants and
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Dublin-based administrators appointed by particular lord deputies. The first section
discusses these figures and argues that Welsh connections to the Irish administration
during this period were limited to the governments of lord deputies Sir Henry Sidney
and Sir John Perrot. Both men had close connections to Wales and were selected, in
part, for their experience of Welsh government which was seen as advantageous for
new Irish governors. The two lord deputies also owed their appointment partly to the
Dudley family, who were influential in the principality. During their periods of office,
Perrot and Sidney brought with them Welsh servants and allies, and temporarily

boosted the Welsh presence in Irish government.

The late 1580s, however, saw the collapse of the Dudley interest which had been so
important in sponsoring these bursts of Welsh involvement in Ireland. Moreover,
during the 1590s the Tyrone rebellion convinced many English policy makers that
Irish government would benefit more from individuals with a military background
rather than those with experience in Welsh administration. No more governors were
appointed from Wales after the 1580s and the Welsh presence at the heart of the
Dublin government diminished. Welsh involvement in the Irish administration did not
cease, however, but rather changed in character. Post-war Ireland offered ex-officers
opportunities to take up new posts in Irish local government and the provincial
administration. Many of the Welsh captains discussed in the previous chapter now
entered the Irish administration. The officers were joined by small numbers of new
Welsh administrators who migrated to take advantage of these opportunities. This
period thus saw a clear shift in Welsh involvement in the Irish administration from
transient, Dublin-based low-level administrators and household staff reliant on
influential patrons to independent and permanent middle-ranking local and regional
administrators in the early seventeenth century. This shift allowed Welsh officers to
establish themselves as settlers and become a central part of the Welsh community in

early modern Ireland.

The Welsh presence in the Irish administration is rarely noted in histories of British

involvement in Ireland.' The only historian to have directly considered the role of the

' For some rare exceptions, see David Mathew, The Celtic peoples and Renaissance Europe: a study of
the Celtic and Spanish influences on Elizabethan history (London and New York, 1933), p. 220; Hiram
Morgan, ‘The fall of Sir John Perrot’, in John Guy (ed.), The reign of Elizabeth I: Court and culture in
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Welsh in the Irish administration is A.H. Dodd.? He was the first to note the changing
character of the Welsh presence in Irish government after the 1590s. This chapter
expands and modifies Dodd’s analysis. Although his presentation of the pre-1590s
period is largely sound, recognising the central role of Sidney and Perrot in bringing
Welshmen to Ireland, he does not explain how and why these lord deputies created a
Welsh presence in Irish government or identify who the protagonists were. For the
post-1590s period, Dodd argues that “James I’s administration [in Ireland] was as
Welsh in its upper crust as Perrot’s had been at a lower level”.® This overstates the
number and importance of the Welsh in the Jacobean Irish government, which stems
from Dodd’s failure to engage with the wider context of the Irish administration. In
reality the Welsh were neither dominant nor, with only a few exceptions, members of
the “upper crust”. Rather, they formed a significant part of the mid-level, local
administration, but rarely rose to high governmental office. The Welsh remained a
minority among the largely English officials, but they were pervasive, creating a

Welsh presence throughout Irish government.

The chapter begins by presenting a short overview of the early modern Irish
administration. It outlines the structure of Irish government and introduces two factors
that will be important for the argument: the role of the military in the administration

and the influence of Court patronage.

The Irish administration: an overview

The Irish government was intended to be a replica of that in England and indeed there
were many similarities, but also stark differences.* The administration was usually
headed by a lord lieutenant or lord deputy who was the monarch’s representative and

wielded prerogative powers that could be altered by the crown.’ The deputy presided

the last decade (Cambridge, 1995), pp. 105-125. Roger Turvey’s study of Perrot’s trial for treason is
one of the few modern works to discuss the ‘Castle Welshmen’, but they are not addressed directly, nor
is their Welsh origin: Roger Turvey, The treason and trial of Sir John Perrot (Cardiff, 2005).

? A.H. Dodd, Studies in Stuart Wales (Cardiff, 1952), pp. 76-109.

> Dodd, Studies, p. 83.

* Joseph M. McLaughlin, ‘The making of the Irish leviathan, 1603-25: statebuilding in Ireland during
the reign of James VI and I’ (unpubl. PhD thesis, National University of Ireland, Galway, 1999), p.
364.

3 In the absence of a lord deputy, Ireland was governed on a temporary basis by lord justices: /bid., p.
3s.
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over the Irish Privy Council, which, along with his personal court and household,
constituted the heart of the English government. Below the lord deputy were the
chancellor and treasurer who controlled the legal system and exchequer, respectively.®
Parliament met rarely and was generally a site of political conflict rather than
governance under Elizabeth, although the Stuart parliaments played a greater role in

the Irish government.’

As the Dublin administration gained more control over Ireland during the sixteenth
century, procedures for local government were established. In 1569 and 1571 regional
councils were set up in Connacht and Munster. These were small institutions under a
lord president, and were modelled on the councils of Wales and the north of England,
although they also had access to small armies and the power to enforce martial law.®
By the early seventeenth century there were also six assize circuits, which carried out
bi-annual sessions and helped to enforce policy in the regions.” The chief county
officer was the sheriff who was charged with keeping the peace, organising levies and
administering the county court for minor civil pleas.'® From 1558 sheriffs in many
areas of weak government control also exercised martial law.'' It has been estimated
that there were thirty-four salaried civil officers in Ireland in 1534, sixty in 1560, 139
in 1602 and 191 in 1611.'2 This was not enough to govern a country in which,

particularly from the late sixteenth century onwards, few native elites outside of the

¢ The other central civil offices included the judges of the four courts (Exchequer, Chancery, Kings
Bench and Common Pleas), master of the rolls, principal secretary to the council, keeper of the privy
seal, surveyor general, chief herald and, later, the provincial escheators: R.W. Dudley Edwards and
Mary O’Dowd, Sources for early modern Irish history, 1534-1641 (Cambridge, 1985), pp. 7-9, 18-24;
McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, p. 242.

? Victor Treadwell, ‘The Irish parliament of 1569-71°, Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, 65 (c)
(1966-7), pp. 55-89; Victor Treadwell, ‘Sir John Perrot and the Irish parliament of 1585-6°,
Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, 85 (c) (1985), pp. 259-308; T.W. Moody, ‘The Irish
parliament under Elizabeth and James I: a general survey’, Proceedings of the Royal Irish Academy, 45
(c) (1940), pp. 41-81.

% Steven G. Ellis, Ireland in the age of the Tudors, 1447-1603: English expansion and the end of Gaelic
rule (London, 1998), pp. 171, 289; Edwards and O’Dowd, Sources for early modern Irish history, p.
44; Nicholas Canny, The Elizabethan conquest of Ireland: a pattern established, 1565-76 (London,
1976), p. 99.

® McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, pp. 223-4.

' Ellis, Ireland in the age of the Tudors, p. 177.

"' Christopher Maginn, ‘Civilizing’ Gaelic Leinster: the extension of Tudor rule in the O’Byrne and
O'Toole lordships (Dublin, 2005), pp. 99-105.

"2 Ellis, Ireland in the age of the Tudors, pp. 178-9; Nicholas Canny, ‘Dominant minorities: English
settlers in Ireland and Virginia, 1550-1650°, in A.C. Hepburn (ed.), Minorities in history (London,
1978), pp. 51-2; McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, p. 221.
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Pale were willing or able to participate in a colonial administration.'® In practice the
administration came to depend on two reliable English presences in Ireland: the

military and, to a lesser extent, the clergy.

The military accounted for the vast majority of the New English in Ireland until at
least 1603. It was always likely, therefore, that the Irish administration would come to
depend on men drawn from the military establishment, particularly at the provincial
level where civilian government was weak. In regions with a strong military presence
castle constables often settled disputes and upheld governmental authority, while
seneschals exercised wide judicial powers and helped to collect government rents,
often with the power of martial law.'"* Military figures were given more extensive
powers in 1604 when the eight colonels of the Ulster army were made governors of
the regions for which they had been responsible during the Nine Years’ War."
Provost marshals also had a greater civil administrative role during the early
seventeenth century.'® Moreover, soldiers were commonly appointed to civilian
administrative offices.'’ The provincial councils in particular, which were funded by
feudal military rents and could exercise martial law, came to be staffed by military
men.'® The influence of provincial councils on the appointment of sheriffs meant that
many ex-captains were selected, giving them a vital role in local justice and the
collection of taxes and compositions.'® Thus, in some ways, the military can be seen
as a wing of the civilian administration. The same can be said, to a lesser extent, for
the clergy, many of whom served in major Irish civil offices and used their influence
to gain civilian positions for their children. Soldiers, administrators and clergymen

were united by their shared responsibility in Irish government.® The Irish

'* Although it must be noted that native Irish participated in local government as jurors, JPs and deputy
sheriffs and in the Pale sheriffs were almost always members of the local elites: Raymond Gillespie,
‘Negotiating order in early seventeenth-century Ireland’, in Michael J. Braddick and John Walter
(eds.), Negotiating power in early modern society: order, hierarchy and subordination in Britain and
Ireland (Cambridge, 2001), p. 200; Ciaran Brady, ‘Court, castle and country: the framework of
government in Tudor Ireland’, in Ciardan Brady and Raymond Gillespie (eds.), Natives and newcomers:
essays on the making of Irish colonial society, 1534-1641 (Dublin, 1986), p. 38.

'* Ciaran Brady, ‘The captains’ games: army and society in Elizabethan Ireland’, in Thomas Bartlett
and Keith Jeffrey (eds.), A military history of Ireland (Cambridge, 1996), pp. 148-53.

'* Raymond Gillespie, Seventeenth-century Ireland: making Ireland modern (Dublin, 2006), p. 65.

'® McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, pp. 212-4, 317-9; Jon G. Crawford, Anglicizing the government of
Ireland: the Irish Privy Council and the expansion of Tudor rule, 1556-1578 (Dublin, 1993), p. 278.

'” Nicholas Canny, Making Ireland British: 1580-1650 (Oxford and New York, 2001), p. 106.

8 Ibid,, p. 106; Canny, Elizabethan conquest, p. 50.

' Canny, Making Ireland British, pp. 91, 101; Brady, ‘Captains’ games’, pp. 154-5.

2 Canny, Making Ireland British, pp. 114, 305-6.
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administration was thus a network of overlapping civil, legal, religious and military

officials that cooperated to govern Ireland on behalf of the crown.

The Dublin government cannot be understood in isolation, however. Ireland had a
second political centre: London. From the beginning of Elizabeth’s reign the vast
sums of money invested in Ireland and the opportunities offered by military service
and the plantations made Irish patronage an important prize for factions at Court.?!
Civil and military offices remained in the gift of the crown throughout this period and
officials in Ireland depended heavily on royal favour.?? The Irish administration thus
reflected the vagaries of faction fighting at Court. Shifts in the balance of power in
London could bring down lord deputies and raise new governors.? Irish government
was, therefore, shaped by events at the political core of the Tudor and Stuart

monarchies.

It will be demonstrated in this chapter that Welsh involvement in Ireland can largely
be explained through court patronage and the military’s role in government. The
relative importance of these two factors, however, changed during this period.
Patronage was the main force behind the Welsh presence before 1588, but the Welsh
role in the military was the primary impetus behind their presence in Irish government
after this.

The ‘Castle Welshmen’: the Welsh in the Irish administration, 1558-1588

For almost fifteen of the first thirty years of Elizabeth’s reign, Ireland was headed by
governors who had close links to Wales. This section explores the Welsh dimension
to the lord deputyships of Sir Henry Sidney (1565-71, 1575-8) and Sir John Perrot
(1584-8). It analyses the thinking behind appointing governors with a Welsh
background and demonstrates how their influence encouraged the migration of
Welshmen to Ireland. This is the first full analysis of these ‘Castle Welshmen’, a term
used by modern scholars to characterise the Welsh figures within the Irish

administration reliant on Sidney and Perrot, who usually served in low-level

2V Ellis, Ireland in the age of the Tudors, p. 282.

2 McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, p. 112.

3 Morgan, ‘The fall of Sir John Perrot’, p. 110; Hugh Kearney, Strafford in Ireland, 1633-41: a study
in absolutism (Manchester, 1989), pp. 10-11.
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administrative positions or as household servants.?* An understanding of these figures
is vital, not only for explaining the changing relationship between Wales and Ireland
in this period, but also for understanding the nature of the Welsh community in early
modern Ireland and how it was perceived by the New English.

Sidney and Perrot were the highest ranking of a number of Irish officials during this
period who had a background in Welsh government.”” Their appointments can be
explained largely by the influence of the Dudley family and the contemporary belief
that experience of Wales was useful for Irish governors. Robert Dudley, the Earl of
Leicester, had a significant influence over political patronage in Ireland during the
first three decades of Elizabeth’s reign. The Dudleys also had substantial interests in
Wales and the west of England and it is likely that they saw Ireland as a natural
extension of their western territorial power bloc.® Many of the major families of
Wales and the English marcher counties, as well as a substantial number of officials
in the Council in the Marches of Wales, were members of the Dudley circle.”’ It is
through these channels that Sidney and Perrot found preferment to the highest Irish

offices.

Leicester’s involvement in Ireland began when he orchestrated the appointment of the
Gloucestershire-born veteran of the Council in the Marches, Sir Nicholas Arnold, to
investigate complaints against Lord Deputy Sussex in 1562. Amold replaced Sussex
in 1564, holding the title of lord justice, and essentially acted as an intermediary for
Leicester.”® In 1565 Arnold was replaced by Sir Henry Sidney, who became lord
deputy. Sidney was Leicester’s brother-in-law, and in 1560 had been appointed Lord
President of the Council in the Marches of Wales through Dudley patronage. As a

strong supporter of the Dudley circle in Wales he was a natural candidate for

** See Mathew, Celtic peoples, p. 220.

23 Other Irish administrators with a background in Welsh government included Sir Nicholas Arnold
who served on the Council in the Marches of Wales between 1551-4 and 1560-80 and Sir William
Gerard a council member from 1560 until 1576, becoming its vice-president in 1562: Andrew Lyall,
‘Amold, Sir Nicholas (c.1509-1580)’, ODNB, vol. 2, pp. 494-5; Penry Williams, ‘Gerard, Sir William
(d.1581)’, ODNB, vol. 21, pp. 946-7.

*¢ Ciaran Brady, The chief governors: the rise and fall of reform government in Tudor Ireland, 1536-
1588 (Cambridge, 1994), p. 107.

?7 Simon Adams, ‘The gentry of north Wales and the Earl of Leicester’s expedition to the Netherlands,
1585-1586°, Welsh History Review, 7 (1974), pp. 127-1417.

2 Lyall, ‘Arnold, Sir Nicholas’, pp. 494-5.
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extending their influence in Ireland.?® Perrot also owed his appointment as lord deputy
partly to the Dudley family. He was a close friend of Leicester’s brother, the Earl of
Warwick, and considered Leicester his patron.*® Leicester’s influence also extended to
lesser figures with Welsh connections, for example, the Anglesey-based Bagenal
family of Newry owed their power to Dudley patronage, while Philip Williams,
personal secretary to lord deputies Fitzwilliam and Perrot, almost certainly also owed
his position to Leicester.’' Leicester died in 1588 and no new figure arose to act as a

patron for Welshmen wishing to serve in Ireland.

Patronage, however, was not the only factor that contributed towards the appointment
of Sidney and Perrot as lord deputies. They also had experience of government in
Wales, particularly in the Council in the Marches. Sidney was Lord President of the
Council until his death in 1586, while Perrot was a member of the Council from
1574.32 Amold also had experience of Welsh government, and Sir William Gerard,
the Irish Lord Chancellor between 1576 and 1581, had previously served as vice-
president of the Welsh Council.>®> This background was important because
contemporaries saw the government of Wales, and in particular the union reforms
implemented in Wales during the early sixteenth century, as a precedent for Irish

government to follow.

Before the 1590s most New English administrators advocated a form of ‘Welsh
policy’.>* They argued that Ireland’s problems stemmed from administrative and legal
deficiencies and that a mixture of moderate governmental reform and coercive

policies, based on the Welsh experience but adapted to Irish realities, would bring

» Brady, The chief governors, p. 107.

30 perrot also received patronage from Sir Francis Walsingham and Sidney, who remained influential in
Irish politics: Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, passim.

3! Williams was a servant of Leicester’s close Welsh ally, William Herbert, Earl of Pembroke: NA,
SP63/5/94; John J. O Néill, ‘Nicholas Bagnall’s castle at Newry, County Down’, Ulster Journal of
Archaeology, 61 (2002), p. 120; Turvey, Treason and trial, p. 146.

32 Roger Turvey, ‘Perrot, Sir John (1528-1592)’, ODNB, vol. 43, pp. 810-5; Wallace T. MacCaffrey,
‘Sidney, Sir Henry (1529-1586)’, ODNB, vol. 50, pp. 545-50.

33 penry Williams, ‘Gerard, Sir William (d.1581)’, ODNB, vol. 21, pp. 946-7.

3 The term ‘Welsh policy’ was first used by D.B. Quinn in his ‘Ireland and sixteenth century European
expansion’, in T.D. Williams (ed.), Historical studies: 1 (Dublin, 1958), pp. 31-2, and is further
explored in Ciaran Brady, ‘Comparable histories?: Tudor reform in Wales and Ireland’, in Steven G.
Ellis and Sarah Barber (eds.), Conquest and union: fashioning a British state, 1485-1725 (London and
New York, 1995), pp. 64-86.
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peace and stability.®> New English political tracts from this period abound with
examples taken from the reforms enacted in Wales under the early Tudors and
commendations of contemporary Welsh government.’® Administrators in Ireland
clearly believed that lessons could be learned from Wales. Indeed, when regional
councils were introduced they were closely modelled on the Council in the Marches
of Wales.”” Experience of Welsh government in action was thus seen as a positive
attribute for Irish service, as it was believed that the men who ran Wales might
effectively replicate the policies that had succeeded in pacifying and reforming the
principality.*® Sir William Gerard certainly felt that his “long knowledge of Wales”
gave him a particular insight into the problems that Ireland faced and that this
qualified him for Irish service.®® It is likely that both Sidney and Perrot’s
appointments were influenced by the Welsh experience that they brought to Irish

government.

The crises of the last decades of the sixteenth century in Ireland, however, diminished
the influence of such ‘Welsh policy’ advocates in Ireland. The rebellions that
dominated Irish politics between 1579 and 1603 saw New English commentators
blame Irish treachery more than administrative deficiency for the failings of English
government in Ireland.*® From the 1590s Irish political tracts began to support more

coercive policies of re-conquest, plantation and a larger, more oppressive military

3% Ciaran Brady, ‘New English ideology in Ireland and the two Sir William Herberts’, in A.J. Piese
(ed.), Sixteenth-century identities (Manchester and New York, 2000), p. 79.

% Steven G. Ellis, ‘Civilizing the natives: state formation and the Tudor monarchy, ¢.1400-1603’, in
Steven G. Ellis and Luda Klusédkova (eds.), /magining frontiers, contesting identities (Pisa, 2007), p.
86. For examples of Welsh precedents in Irish political tracts, see BL, Harleian MS 35, fols. 145-78;
BL, Cotton MS Titus B XII, fols. 158-66; BL, Cotton MS Titus B XIII, fols. 219-23; BL, Add. MS
48,015, fols. 309-11; NA, SP63/209/273; CSPI 1586-8, pp. 534-6; Calendar of Carew MSS 1575-88,
pp. 70-2; Sir William Herbert, Crofius sive de Hibernia liber, ed. Arthur Keaveney and John A.
Madden (Irish Manuscripts Commission, 1992), pp. 37-9; McNeill, ‘Reports on manuscripts in the
Bodleian Library, Oxford [part two]’, pp. 290-1.

3 Nicholas Canny, Elizabethan conquest, p. 97; Collins, Letters and memorials, vol. 2, p. 89; Tomas
O'Laidhin (ed.), Sidney state papers: 1565-70 (Dublin, 1962), pp. 61-70; CSPI 1571-5, pp. 175-6;
Charles McNeill, ‘Reports on manuscripts in the Bodleian Library, Oxford [part two]’, Analecta
Hibernica, 2 (1931), p. 124.

% Experience of the Council in the North was also valued: Herbert, Crofius, p. 95; Brady, ‘Comparable
histories’, p. 76; Steven G. Ellis, ‘Defending English ground: the Tudor frontiers in history and
historiography’, in Steven G. Ellis and Raingard Esser (eds.), Frontiers and the writing of history,
1500- 1850 (Hannover-Laatzen, 2006), p. 75.

3 Calendar of Carew MSS 1575-88, pp. 70-2.

“* G.A. Hayes-McCoy, ‘The completion of the Tudor conquest and the advance of the counter-
reformation, 1571-1603’, in T.W. Moody, F.X. Martin and F.J. Pryce (eds.), A new history of Ireland:
11, early modern Ireland 1534-1691 (Oxford, 1976), pp. 105-8; Brady, Chief governors, p. 292;
Canny, ‘Identity formation in Ireland’, pp. 165-168.
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presence.!' These harsher attitudes had, of course, been present before the 1590s and
more ameliorative policies continued to be advocated after that date; the two positions
were not incompatible.*? This period did, however, witness a shift along a spectrum
away from moderate reform policies towards harsher coercive attitudes which
remained dominant even in the years of relative peace after 1603.* After the 1590s
many New English governors no longer perceived Ireland to be ready for the
moderate administrative reforms recommended by the ‘Welsh policy’.** As a result
service in Welsh government diminished in importance and most of the lord deputies
of the 1590s and early 1600s were soldiers rather than administrators drawn from
Wales and other English borderlands.

We now move on to focus on the governorships of Sir Henry Sidney and Sir John
Perrot and examine the extent to which their Welsh connections facilitated the entry
of Welsh personnel into the Irish administration. The households of both men, as well
as Perrot’s administration, had a distinctly Welsh character, and it is argued here that
their patronage was particularly important in augmenting the Welsh presence in the
Irish administration.

In May 1565 Sir Henry Sidney, Lord President of the Council in the Marches, drew
up his conditions for being appointed lord deputy of Ireland. He wanted to hold the
Welsh presidency for life and to be granted a licence for transporting cloth and grain
for his Irish household from Wales.** Although angered by his presumption in asking
for an office for life, Elizabeth assented to his joint governorship of Ireland and

Wales.*® For the first and only time Wales and Ireland were placed under the same

*I The central text for this change is Edmund Spenser’s A view of the present state of Ireland, ed. W.L.
Renwick (Oxford, 1970); Ciaran Brady, ‘Spenser’s Irish crisis: humanism and experience in the
1590s’, Past and Present, 111 (1986), pp. 17-49; Ciaran Brady and Nicholas Canny, ‘Debate:
Spenser’s Irish crisis: humanism and experience in the 1590s’, Past and Present, 120 (1988), pp. 201-
215; Nicholas Canny, ‘Introduction: Spenser and the reform of Ireland’, in Patricia Coughan (ed.),
Spenser and Ireland: an interdisciplinary perspective (Cork, 1989), pp. 9-24; Brady, Ciarén, ‘The road
to the view: on the decline of reform thought in Tudor Ireland’, in Patricia Coughan (ed.), Spenser and
Ireland: an interdisciplinary perspective (Cork, 1989), pp. 25-45.

“2 Steven G. Ellis, *Writing Irish history: revisionism, colonialism and the British Isles’, The Irish
Review, 19 (1996), p. 14.

43 Canny, ‘Identity formation in Ireland’, p. 189; Patricia Coughlan ‘“Cheap and common animals”: the
English anatomy of Ireland in the seventeenth century’, in Thomas Healey and Jonathan Sawday (eds.),
Literature and the English Civil War (Cambridge, 1990), p. 207.

“ Brady, ‘Comparable histories?’, pp. 64-86.

“ NA, SP63/13/45.

* Tomas O’Laidhin, (ed.), Sidney state papers: 1565-70 (Dublin, 1962), p. 68.
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governor. Sidney was no cambrophile but he had acquired trusted servants in Wales
and forged close connections with the Welsh elite, which saw him peopling his

Dublin household with Welsh servants and gentleman waiters.

Sidney’s household accounts survive (though incomplete) for the period between
1565 and 1570, and suggest that about 10% of his entourage were of Welsh origin.
Welsh figures in his household included high-ranking servants such as his steward,
Peter Lewys and two of his three chaplains, Griffith Williams and David Morgan. The
accounts also show five gentleman servants of Welsh origin.*’ Sidney’s letters imply
that these five were part of a larger presence of Welsh gentlemen in Dublin.*® His
ongoing presidency of Wales also meant that administrators and servants from the
Council in the Marches were frequent visitors to Sidney’s Dublin. For example,
during the 1560s his Welsh servants Robert Mason and Richard ap Holle [Howell]
transported cattle and money from Wales to Sidney’s Irish household. A similar task
was performed by Thomas Hanckie, the steward of Sidney’s Welsh household, during
his second term in Ireland.*’ Although not an official part of the Irish administration,
Sidney’s Welsh servants swelled the Welsh presence in Elizabethan Dublin. The
Welshmen were a minority in his administration, but this was the first time that such

numbers had been seen in the household of an Irish lord deputy.

Beyond Dublin, however, the Welsh dimension to Sidney’s governorship was
minimal. Although it made sense for Sidney to bring trusted Welsh servants to
Ireland, he had no reason to favour Welshmen outside of his own household. The
greatest Welsh beneficiaries of Sidney’s patronage were his kinsmen, the Vaughan
family, several of whom received Irish administrative posts during the 1560s. James
Vaughan of Tilleglas, Breconshire, who had served in Ireland as a lieutenant, became

constable of Island Sydney, while two other Vaughans, Hugh and Thomas, became

*7 The gentleman servants were Thomas Vaughan, William ap Powell, Geoffrey Phillipes, Humfrey
Powell and John Davys. The lower ranking Welsh servants listed in Sidney’s household accounts were
William Rice, John ap Price and Owen ap Roberts: HMC, De L’Isle & Dudley MSS, vol. 1, pp. 389-
419.

8 NA, SP63/19/43. Other likely Welsh gentleman servants include a Lewis Jones who received an Irish
pension in 1568 as a reward for his attendance on every journey that Sidney had made as deputy: CSP/
1571-5, pp. 148-50.

* HMC, De L’Isle & Dudley MSS, vol. 1, pp. 357-8, 425-8.
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master of the ordnance and assistant on the Council of Connacht, respectively.*
Sidney was also almost certainly responsible for the appointment of Captain Morgan
Jones as constable of Monasterevin, Kildare, in 1567, who had probably arrived with
Sidney as a gentleman servant.’' Sidney also used his influence to get personnel from
the Welsh council transferred to Ireland but these were primarily Englishmen such as
Sir William Gerard.*? It was only when a Welshman was appointed as lord deputy

that a significant Welsh presence emerged across the Irish government.

Sir John Perrot served under Sidney as President of Munster between 1571 and 1573
and greatly impressed the lord deputy.> Irish historians have generally characterised
Perrot’s deputyship (1584-1588) as a revival of Sidney’s policies and priorities.>* In
terms of facilitating the migration of Welshmen into his Dublin household and
administration, however, Perrot far outstripped Sidney. Perrot was a Welshman with
large estates in Wales, experience of Welsh government and powerful allies in the
principality. Perrot’s Irish household had a greater Welsh presence than his
predecessor’s and, more importantly, he appointed Welshmen in some numbers to
major civil offices in Ireland. While many of these were his kinsmen, others seem to
have been favoured simply because of their Welsh origins. Perrot’s ‘Castle
Welshmen’ played a major role in his government and ultimately contributed towards

his fall and conviction for treason in 1592.

Perrot’s tendency to rely on men drawn from Wales began during his presidency of
Munster. On his appointment, Perrot was given two unique privileges. Firstly, he was
granted the right to return home without royal licence due to the ease of travel
between Pembrokeshire and Munster.”® Thus, during the early 1570s, both the lord
deputy and the president of Munster operated within a united Cambro-Hibernic
province. Secondly, Perrot was allowed to levy fifty of his Pembrokeshire tenants to

act as his servants and personal guard, a privilege not usually allowed Irish

% HMC, De L 'Isle & Dudley MSS, vol. 1, pp. 364-72, 407; McNeill, ‘Reports on manuscripts in the
Bodleian Library, Oxford [part two]’, pp. 147-55.

'NA, SP63/22/33, 67.

52 Canny, Elizabethan conquest, p. 100; Brady, Chief governors, pp. 117, 146.

%3 Collins, Letters and memorials of state, vol. 2, pp. 94-6.

4 Brady, Chief governors, p. 292. To compare the two deputies’ ideas see, Calendar of Carew MSS
1601-3, p. 477; NA, SP63/14/3; 63/54/39; BL, Add. MS 48015, fols. 309-11.

%5 Collins, Letters and memorials, vol. 2, pp. 48-9.
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governors.’® We know a little of these men as they were the subject of a series of
complaints. Many of the Pembrokeshire gentry claimed that Perrot had levied all
those who opposed his interests in the area and had punished enemies by taking their
best tenants.”’ Indeed, in March 1573 the Privy Council demanded that Perrot justify
the taking of eleven individuals to Munster. Perrot admitted that one of them, John
Palmer, a clothier from Laugharne, had been taken because he was a “stubborn man
against me”.”® However, he also claimed that he had brought all but three of his
closest servants with him to Munster and that the rest were his own tenants.>® These
men, along with a number of kinsmen who accompanied Perrot as gentleman
servants, generally served the lord president well in Munster. They ran his household
and acted as his inner circle.®® Effectively, Perrot had brought his own miniature
Welsh court to Munster, something he would attempt to emulate when he returned to

Ireland as lord deputy.

During Perrot’s government his tendency to favour his own kinsmen and countrymen
led to the appointment of a significant number of Welshmen within the Irish
administration and among the lower officers and servants in Dublin Castle. Several of
the Welsh figures who benefited from Perrot’s patronage were already established in
Ireland. The most important of these was Philip Williams, a Welsh clerk who was
Lord Deputy William Fitzwilliam’s secretary in the early 1570s. Williams was quick
to fix himself to Perrot’s rising star, offering his service to the lord president twice in
1572.5" As lord deputy, Perrot appointed Williams as his personal secretary and clerk
of the Privy Council. He also gave him and his brother, John (a London-Welsh

merchant), gifts including the licence to cultivate and export woad, mather and

% NA, SP12/77/5; Percy C.C. Evans, ‘Sir John Perrot’ (unpubl. MA thesis, University of Wales, 1940),

. 75.
B Perrot was accused of being too liberal in his interpretation of who counted as his tenants. Taking
“all such as held any land of him by any tenure or service or dwelt within any place wheare he was
steward or bore any office or rule”: NA, SP12/172/124.
%8 Two other Palmers, probably the “stubborn” man’s relatives, played a central role in an embarrassing
episode in which some of Perrot’s servants betrayed Castlemaine to the Irish in 1574: CSP/ 1509-73,
Pp- 487-8; CSPI 1571-5, pp. 231-2, 269-70, 374-5, 403-4, 543-5.

CSPI 1571-5, p. 267.

% 1t was from among this group that Perrot drew the twenty-four men he needed to act as seconds in his
planned duel with the Munster rebel, James Fitzmaurice Fitzgerald: Roger Turvey, (ed.), 4 critical
edition of Sir James Perrot’s ‘The life, deeds and death of Sir John Perrott, Knight (Lampeter, 2002),

. 33.
?' Turvey, Treason and trial, p. 146; HMC, Third report (London, 1872), p. 47.
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rapeseed oil, and the grant of a Munster forest to make barrels for export.> Other
Welsh figures who were established in Ireland at the beginning of Perrot’s lord
deputyship included Rhys ap Hugh, one of Perrot’s main contacts in the military and a
provost marshal since at least 1572; John Morgan the master smith, who was a distant
relative of Perrot; Nicholas Bevans (sometimes ab Evans) the keeper of the council
chamber; John Evans the master carpenter; and William Phillips the clerk of the
hanaper.® Such figures did well under Perrot and went on to have successful Irish

careers.

Perrot also appointed several new Welsh officials to influential positions in his
administration. His head chaplain, the Denbighshire-born Richard Meredith, was
made Dean of St Patrick’s Cathedral in Dublin in 1584. Meredith quickly became
Perrot’s voice in the Church of Ireland and played a key role in the power struggles
that took place at the heart of his government. Most importantly, Meredith assisted
Perrot in his attempts to break the considerable power in church and government of
the Lord Chancellor, and Perrot’s main political opponent in Ireland, Adam Loftus.
The disagreements between Perrot and Loftus came to focus on the lord deputy’s
plans to convert St Patrick’s into a university, which Loftus strongly opposed as he
benefited personally from the Cathedral and its lands.** As Dean, Meredith naturally
played a central part in the conflict over St Patrick’s and remained unerringly loyal to
the lord deputy throughout his time in Ireland.®’

The patronage Perrot extended to Sir Thomas Williams, his kinsman, was more
controversial.*® In the spring of 1585 Williams was made clerk of the check by Perrot
in direct contravention of the Queen’s order to appoint Captain Nicholas Erington,
although it is unclear whether Perrot received the order before he appointed
Williams.®” Perrot received heavy criticism from the Queen, Walsingham and

Burghley, but insisted that he had the right to appoint loyal servants, and by this

52 Morrin, Patent and close rolls, 1, pp. 80-1; CSPI 1586-8, pp. 135-7; Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1,
fols. 197-9.

 NA, SP63/14/36; 63/128/70; 63/134/41; CSPI 1586-8, pp. 103-4, 513-7, 520-2; CSPI 1588-92, p.
227. Phillips also acted as one of Perrot’s messengers: Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, fol. 141.

® Evans, ‘Sir John Perrot’, p. 178.

% Mathew, Celtic peoples, p. 221.

% Williams was probably the younger son of Sir James Williams of Pant Hywel, Carmarthenshire:
Turvey, Treason and trial, p. 162.

¢7 Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, fols. 80-1, 96-7.
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Perrot seems to have meant kinsmen and countrymen.68 Erington eventually accepted
£200 compensation, but Williams was tarred as Perrot’s “man” throughout his time in
Ireland, and Perrot’s refusal to appoint Erington was cited as proof of his disloyalty at
his trial for treason in 1592.%° Like Perrot, Williams also seems to have favoured his
own countrymen. During his service he appointed four deputies, all of whom had

Welsh names, further adding to the Welsh presence in Perrot’s administration.”

In the twilight of his governorship in September 1587, Perrot appointed his own son,

Thomas, to replace Jacques Wingfield as master of the ordnance.’’

Again the
appointment led to accusations of favouritism and ignoring the demands of the crown.
The position seems to have been promised to Sir George Carew who wrote to
Burghley in October to express his outrage that he had been overlooked. Thomas was
still master of the ordnance in March 1588, but by July Carew had replaced him.”
Thomas seems to have remained in Ireland after his father’s departure and was
suggested by Sir John as a possible future president of Connacht in 1590.” His career
was, however, stalled by his father’s trial and ended with Thomas’s own early death

in 1594.

Perrot’s administration thus contained high profile and often controversial Welsh
figures. They provided him with loyal representatives within the civilian, military and
clerical branches of the Irish administration. Perrot also used his influence to appoint
Welshmen to local offices. For example in May 1588, he made Captain William
Mostyn, whom he referred to as “my man”, sheriff of O’Donnell’s country.”* The
majority of the Welshmen who came to Ireland with Perrot, however, were household

officers based in Dublin Castle. Roger Turvey has estimated that there were “over

8 Ibid., fols. 80-1, 96-7, 139-40v, 144-57v.

% Ibid., fols. 117, 114-57v; Thomas Bayly Howell (ed.), Complete collection of state trials (London,
1809), vol. 1, p. 1320.

™ These were Thomas Davies, Henry Pritchard, John Powell and Henry Jones. The only deputy that
did not have a Welsh name was a Mr Stoughton who had been in place before Williams’s appointment:
NA, 63/121/23; 63/151/33; CSPI 1586-8, p. 404.

" Morrin, Patent and close rolls, 11, pp. 115-6.

2 Calendar of Carew MSS 1575-88, pp. 456-7, 461, 465, 467-8.

3 CSPI 1588-92, p. 330.

™ He also appointed Captain Jenkin Conway as deputy sheriff of Kerry in July 1585 and a William
Jones as seneschal of Clandeboy in July 1585, who may have been his gentleman servant: CSPI 1586-
8, pp. 513-7; NA, SP63/118/8, 21.
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thirty” such men serving between 1584 and 1588.7 A list of Perrot’s servants made in
1584 shows a significant Welsh presence. Of the seventy-nine servants and gentleman
waiters listed in Perrot’s household, twenty-six had Welsh names.’® These men would
have carried out a variety of administrative tasks for the lord deputy. For example,
Thomas Lewys organised the receipt of rents and profits at Athlone, where Perrot was
constable.”” It is likely that the 1584 list underestimates the Welsh presence in
Perrot’s household, however, as his Pembrokeshire servants often did not have
recognisably Welsh names.”® Accounts from 1587 and 1588 also add Perrot’s
chamberlain Rhys or Richard Thomas and servants William Gwynn, Owen Phillips,
Tudur Roland and Simon Williams to the list of ‘Castle Welshmen’.”

The majority of the Welsh household servants in Perrot’s Dublin were drawn from his
servants and tenants in Pembrokeshire. Evidence relating to one ‘Castle Welshman’
taken from Perrot’s trial, however, demonstrates that some of these figures did not
have previous connections to Perrot. Rather they were appointed on account of their
Welsh origin, suggesting a tradition of Welsh cooperation that is discussed in Chapter
5. The appropriately-named Richard Ireland was born in Denbigh in 1549. He had
been an apprentice tanner in Chester, where he was levied as a soldier and served
under the half-Welsh marshal of Ireland, Sir Henry Bagenal, for fourteen or fifteen
years. He then served in Scotland before becoming a servant to a London-based
merchant. Ireland then travelled to the Low Countries to serve under the Welsh

commander of Bergen-op-Zoom Sir Thomas Morgan (himself an ex-Irish captain). He

s Turvey, Treason and trial, p. 151.
" The list includes eleven household servants, two of whom had Welsh names: his comptroller,
William James, and his secretary, the aforementioned Philip Williams. Perrot also kept three chaplains,
all of whom had Welsh names: Richard Meredith, John Evans and Thomas Davies. He brought twenty-
five gentleman waiters, nine of whom had Welsh names: David Vaughan, Evan Thomas, John James,
Henry Mathews, William Jones, John Gwine, Edward Jones, Morrice Williams and Thomas Williams
(who is probably the man who became Clerk of the Check). A further Welsh gentleman waiter was
Perrot’s servant Charles Russell. Perrot also employed twenty-eight under officers, six of whom had
Welsh names: James Morgan, William Price, John James, Thomas Lewys, Thomas Williams and John
James. The final twelve members of his household were yeoman waiters, five of whom had Welsh
names: Walter Powell, Griffith Thomas, John Davies, Rice Thomas (probably his chamberlain) and
Richard Tedder: NA, SP63/119/32I1.
77NA, E101/525/4.
™ The surnames of the controversial Pembrokeshire servants that Perrot took to Munster were Barrons,
Coop, Gibb, Hancock, Humphrey, Jordan, Kettell, Palmer, and Wyrryott, only one of which is
recognisably Welsh. CSP! 1571-5, pp. 269-70. For a list of Perrot’s Pembrokeshire tenants and the
%rcsence of English names see: NA, E101/525/18.

Gwynn served under Perrot in Munster and Dublin: NA, E101/525/4; SP63/136/63; 63/156/13; CSPI
1571-5, pp. 287-9.
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returned to Ireland in 1584 as a servant of Richard Meredith, perhaps because of their
shared Denbighshire origin, before being absorbed into the lord deputy’s retinue and
given the position of gaoler of Dublin Castle.® Ireland’s career demonstrates the way
in which individuals could switch between military and civilian positions with ease,
something to which we will return in the second section of this chapter. The
Welshness of the men under whom Ireland served also suggests that regional origin
was a factor in the appointment of servants. It is thus likely that for at least some of
Perrot’s ‘Castle Welshmen’ Irish service was part of a wider (potentially
international) career of soldiering and administration in which Welsh origin could

activate trans-national networks of patronage.

A sensible estimate of the number of Welshmen serving in civil and military
administrative offices and as servants of the lord deputy under Perrot is about forty,
although this does not include any Welshmen with English surnames who had been
brought from Perrot’s Pembrokeshire estates. The majority were household servants
waiting on the lord deputy and carrying out minor administrative tasks, but some had
significant roles in the Irish government. Considering that the total number of salaried
administrators in Ireland at this time was probably around 100, only a few of whom
would have had large numbers of English servants, the ‘Castle Welshmen’ must have

been a very conspicuous presence in Dublin during Perrot’s governorship.

The prominence of Perrot’s Welsh following was most clearly demonstrated during
his trial for treason in 1592. The trial demonstrates that some contemporaries in
Perrot’s Ireland believed that the large Welsh presence surrounding the lord deputy
was potentially dangerous. Perrot was accused of speaking seditious words against the
Queen and treasonously offering to help the Spanish conquer Ireland and England.
The lord deputy’s abrasive personality, the deaths of his patrons Leicester and
Walsingham, and the determination of his Irish enemies to stop him returning to

Ireland all contributed to his downfall.?*’

The importance of Perrot’s Welsh servants in
the Irish administration, however, also proved very useful to his enemies. Partly this
was because some of the ‘Castle Welshmen’ turned against their patron. Perrot’s

secretary, Philip Williams, his chamberlain, Rhys Thomas, and his comptroller,

% HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 13, p. 486.
3! Morgan, ‘The fall of Sir John Perrot’, pp. 105-25.
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William James, all spoke for the prosecution.®? More importantly, however, Perrot’s
tendency to surround himself with kinsmen and countrymen was used by his enemies
to present him as dangerously independent, using his own circle of loyal servants to
manipulate Irish policy and prepare the way for a Spanish invasion. Richard Meredith,
Sir Thomas Williams, Rhys ap Hugh, John Morgan and John Evans were all arrested
on suspicion of involvement in the supposed treason.®’ His son, Sir Thomas Perrot,

and one of his gentleman waiters, William Jones, were also implicated.®*

At the trial the ‘Castle Welshmen’ were presented as a united and insidious group,
whose Welsh origins made them dangerously loyal to Perrot and potentially disloyal
to the English crown. It was claimed that they were willing to murder for him,
smuggle confidential information to him, and that they supported his alleged plan to
help the Spanish in return for Perrot being made ruler of Wales.*> The prosecution’s
lead witness, the spy and priest-catcher Sir Dennis O’Roughan, even demonstrated
that some in the Irish administration believed all Welshmen would naturally favour
Perrot. He claimed that some of his information had come from a captain in Ireland
who, “although he be a Walshemane”, had turned against the Welsh lord deputy,
demonstrating a clear belief in a dangerous Welsh solidarity.® The trial showed that
members of the New English community recognised the influence of Perrot’s ‘Castle
Welshmen’ and believed that they played a key, and worrying, role at the heart of his

government.

The majority of Perrot’s ‘Castle Welshmen’ departed with him in 1588 or, as in the
case of Sir Thomas Williams, did not return after their arrest and transfer to England
in 1591.%7 Others, however, survived their master’s fall and continued their Irish
careers. Some did so by obtaining new patrons. Philip Williams remained as private

secretary to Lord Deputy Fitzwilliam, who was reappointed in 1588, and served again

82 NA, SP12/241/71; Howell, State trials, p. 1320; Turvey, Treason and trial, pp. 127, 158.

% NA, SP63/128/70; 63/156/13; Bodleian Library, Perrot MS 1, fols. 197-9; CSPI 1588-92, pp. 2217,
388, 451.

%' NA, SP12/241/71.

% NA, SP63/150/441; Howell, State Trials, pp. 1316-26; Turvey, Treason and trial, pp. 136-64;
Mathew, Celtic peoples, pp. 226-7, Morgan, ‘The fall of Sir John Perrot’, p. 114.

% NA, SP12/239/158.

87 Williams died in July 1592: CSPI 1588-92, p. 542.
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in 1597 under Lord Burgh.®?® Others managed to establish themselves independently.
Rhys ap Hugh returned to his post as provost marshal, probably through the patronage
of Henry Bagenal, while John Morgan seems to have relocated to Newry where he
acted as an agent for the Bagenals until at least 1596.% Those Welsh administrators
who had weaker ties to Perrot, such as the clerk of the hanaper and later clerk of the
crown in chancery, William Phillips, and the keeper of the council chamber, Nicholas
Bevans, also continued their Irish careers during the 1590s.*® A number of Irish
administrative dynasties also emerged from the Welsh milieu that surrounded Perrot’s
administration. The sons of Perrot’s chaplain, Richard Meredith, who was made
Bishop of Leighlin in 1589, were of particular importance.”’ Sir Thomas Meredith
served as MP for Old Leighlin, Carlow, in 1634, and Sir Robert Meredith was an MP
in 1634 and 1640, and became a Privy Councillor in 1635.°% At a lower level Rhys ap
Hugh’s post as provost marshal of the army passed to his brother, Owen, in 1597, who
served until at least 1602.% Similarly, Nicholas Bevans, who died in the mid-1620s,
passed his position as keeper of the council chamber to his son Edward.** Perrot’s
government thus had a lasting influence on the Welsh presence in the Irish
administration. Without a powerful Welsh patron, however, these figures were
scattered; the brief heyday of Welsh influence on Irish central government had ended.

The influential Welsh presence under Perrot was unique. No Welshmen served in
high administrative offices at any other time between 1558 and 1588. At most times
Welsh administrators were rare. The Welsh presence in the Irish administration was
largely the result of the patronage of Sidney and Perrot, whose governments had a
discernable, and in Perrot’s case a significant, Welsh dimension. After Perrot’s fall,
no other lord deputy was drawn from Wales or the Council in the Marches. This did
not mean, however, that the Welsh were absent from the administration after 1588.

Rather, the types of Welsh individuals who served in Ireland changed.

8 BL, Lansdowne MS 78, fol. 166; Lansdowne MS 80, fol. 6; CSPI 1596-7, pp. 424-5, 439;Turvey,
Treason and trial, p. 187.

¥ NA, SP63/183/7; CSPI 1592-6, p. 467; CSPI 1596-7, p. 126.

% Like Morgan, Bevans also spent time serving with other Welshmen at Newry: NA, SP63/173/50;
CSPI 1588-92, pp. 388, 398; CSPI 1592-6, p. 216.

! Morrin, Patent and close rolis, 11, p. 177.

92 Kearney, ‘Strafford’, pp. 236, 254, 255; CSPI 1625-32, p. 543; CSPI 1633-47, pp. 59-67, 111.

9 NA, SP63/202(1)/99; HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 10, pp. 6-8; McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, p. 348.
% Victor Treadwell (ed.), The Irish commission of 1622: an investigation of the Irish administration,
1615-1622, and its consequences, 1623-1624 (Dublin, 2006), pp. 268-74; BL, Harleian MS 2048, fols.
13-18; CSPI 1633-47, pp. 107-8.
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Office and opportunity: the Welsh in the Irish administration after 1588

English victory in the Nine Years’ War (1594-1603) allowed a significant expansion
in, and changed the nature of, the Irish administration. For the first time, the
government could claim power over the whole of Ireland and long-term peace seemed
assured. Post-war Ireland, with its rich resources and the newly-acquired lands of the
Ulster rebels, appeared to have become a land of opportunity for its conquerors.” The
Welsh took advantage of these opportunities in two ways. Firstly, and most
importantly, the end of the war created a surplus of captains whose companies were
disbanded, a significant number of whom were Welsh. The Irish government utilised
these men by integrating them into local administration. Ex-captains largely became
soldier-administrators, who combined a military office, such as constable of a castle,
with local civil offices to exercise considerable power in their region. Thus some
Welsh officers became influential in local government, primarily in and around
Ulster. Secondly, civilian Welshmen arrived in Ireland as part of a larger wave of new
English and Scottish migrants who sought to take advantage of opportunities in the
expanded Irish administration, legal system and the Church of Ireland during the early
seventeenth century. Despite A.H. Dodd’s assertions, however, the Welsh remained a
minority in the newly-enlarged Irish government.*® Although the proportion of Welsh
administrators fluctuated over time, it seems to have always been below ten percent,
sometimes significantly so, and was largely made up of middle-ranking soldier-
administrators. Despite the small numbers involved, the emergence of this presence in
the Irish administration was a significant development. Whereas the ‘Castle
Welshmen’ had been largely low-level, temporary and dependent on patrons, the
Welsh administrators of the later period were independent, permanent and ambitious
middle-ranking individuals with regular government pay and considerable local
influence. They laid the groundwork for a Welsh role in the plantations and became

key players in the Welsh community of seventeenth-century Ireland.

The involvement of soldiers as administrators will be analysed first. As has been seen,

there was a significant reduction in the size of the Irish army after 1603. While

% Canny, Making Ireland British, p. 301.
% Dodd, Studies, p. 83.
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soldiers were usually sent back to their home counties on disbandment, captains often
remained. Post-war Ireland thus contained a large number of idle captains in receipt of
government pensions.97 In lord deputies Chichester (1604-16) and St John (1616-21),
however, these captains had sympathetic patrons.”® Chichester in particular felt that
officers needed to be rewarded for their service. He dramatically increased the
opportunities available to captains in the administration by expanding the number of
constables and provost marshals.” These new posts were ostensibly designed to
maintain peace, particularly around Ulster, but they also gave captains a regular wage
and the opportunity to establish themselves among the Irish landed elite. Small
numbers of Welshmen, such as Robert Mostyn and Sir William Morgan, had held
similar positions during the early Elizabethan period, but unlike their seventeenth-

century counterparts they rarely went on to build administrative careers.'®

Fortunately for the Welsh captains in Ireland, both Chichester and St John had kinship
connections to Wales and were on good terms with leading Welsh soldiers. In 1605
Chichester married Lettice, daughter of Sir John Perrot and widow of Walter Vaughan
of Golden Grove, Carmarthenshire. He developed close ties to his Welsh relatives,
which are explored in more detail in Chapter 5. Possibly due to this Welsh
connection, Chichester developed links to many of the most important Welsh soldiers

in Ireland.'® St John’s Welsh connections lay in Glamorgan where he held land and

°7 McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, pp. 253-4, 308.

% Canny, Making Ireland British, p. 172.

% The number of constables fluctuated frequently but rose from around 14-15 in 1601-2 (around the
level it had been before the Nine Years’ War), to 34-40 in 1610, before falling to about 25 in 1615 and
10 in 1625. This, however, does not include the 8 more powerful and highly paid governors appointed
in 1604 from the ranks of the disbanded colonels of the army, 6 of whom remained in 1615 (the only
Welsh colonel to become a governor was Edward Blayney). The number of provost marshals rose from
8 in 1602 to 14 in 1608, before decreasing to 12 in 1611. They probably continued to decrease after
1611, but few full lists are available: CSPI 1586-8, pp. 40-1; CSPI 1603-6, pp. 15-19, 184-6, 344-51;
CSPI 1608-10, pp. 507-14; CSPI 1611-14, pp. 7-9; CSPI 1615-25, pp. 10-13; CSPI 1625-32, pp. 41-2;
McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, p. 310.

'% Mostyn governed Longford and Roscommon during the 1570s, while Morgan held Dungarven and
Youghal in the early 1580s: NA, SP12/96/292; 63/35/1; 63/43/2011; 63/49/23; 63/53/35; 63/55/37,
63/59/10; 63/69/71; 63/75/9, 67; 63/77/1911; 63/80/25; 63/83/121; 63/83/28; CSPI 1509-73, pp. 125,
524, 533.

%" When Chichester died in 1624 those remembered in his will included a Captain Vaughan, probably
Henry, Sir John Vaughan, Sir Edward Trevor, Sir Roger Jones, Sir Henry Blayney, Sir Francis
Annesley, who was married to another daughter of Sir John Phillips of Picton, and lesser Welsh figures
including Lieutenant Edward Edwards, a Mr Lloyd, Mr Guillim and Mr Powell. It is unclear whether
the Sir Roger Jones is the Welsh captain based in Sligo or the privy councillor of the same name: BL,
Add. MS 4820, fols. 89-91.
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had a number of cousins.'® He was also a client of the Duke of Buckingham, and it
was the dependence of several Welsh captains on the Duke that won them the new

lord deputy’s favour.'®

Welsh captains also benefited from the patronage of the
Bagenal family, who are discussed in the following chapter. The Welsh officers in
Ireland were thus well positioned to take advantage of the opportunities that emerged

during the early seventeenth century.

Table 3.1 gives a brief summary of the more important administrative positions held
by Welsh captains and their families. Most Welsh soldier-administrators began their
governmental careers in military-administrative positions. These positions -
constables, governors and provost marshals - were primarily military in character but
also involved local administrative duties. The number of Welshmen serving in
military-administrative posts peaked between 1608 and 1610 when seven Welsh
captains held such offices. At most times, however, the figure was between two and
five. The proportion of Welsh to English in these positions is difficult to ascertain as
few lists are comprehensive; however, an estimate of ten percent seems accurate.'®
Military-administrative positions gave ex-officers considerable power in their
communities. Provost marshals in particular, who had powers of martial law, could
easily use their positions to become regional tyrants, extorting money and land from
the native Irish. In some remote areas they took on many of the duties of a sheriff and
effectively ran local govemment.'o5 Similarly, constables and governors controlled
the local garrison and played a significant role in the legal system. They held informal
judicial sessions and referred disputes to the courts in Dublin and to the Irish
Council.'"® Constables and provost marshals, as representatives of the Dublin
government in the localities, could exercise considerable power over settler and native
alike. They were able to use their influence to dominate local government and obtain

civil offices for themselves and their families.

192 Victor Treadwell, Buckingham and Ireland, 1616-1628: a study in Anglo-Irish politics (Dublin,
1998), p. 50; Lloyd Bowen, Family and society in early Stuart Glamorgan: the household accounts of
Sir Thomas Aubrey of Llantrithyd, c.1565-1641 (Cardiff, 2007) pp. 5, 31-2, 49-50, 56, 83, 119.

19 The Vaughans and Ralph Bingley were particularly loyal to Buckingham: Treadwell, Buckingham
and Ireland, pp. 56, 83.

1% Based on comparison of the total number of constables, governors and provost marshals given in T
footnote 99 and the number of Welsh officers serving at any one time in Table 3.1.
19 Gillespie, Seventeenth-century Ireland, p. 65; Treadwell, Irish commission of 1622, pp. 311-5.
1% Brady, ‘Captains’ games’, p. 153.
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Table 3.1. The administrative positions of Welsh officers and their families after

1588'"
Name Military offices Civil offices Economic and legal
commissions
Captain Ralph 1624-5 Mayor of
Bingley Londonderry
Lieutenant Richard 1610-3 — Constable
Bingley of Doe Castle,
(brother of Ralph) Donegal
Captain Robert 1595-1616 — Provost
Bowen marshal of Leinster
Captain John Bowen | 1616-23 — Provost
(son of Robert) marshal of Leinster
Captain Edward 1600-2 — Constable 1607 — Superintendent of 1608 — Commission to
Blayney of Mount-Norris Monaghan survey lands of Sir
1602-4 — Constable 1613 — MP for Monaghan. Brian Oge McMahon
of Monaghan Probably 1614 - Irish Privy | 1616 — Collector of
1604-30 —Governor Councillor fines in Monaghan
and Seneschal of 1622 —Made Baron Blayney | 1623 — Commission for
Monaghan of Monaghan, succeeded in | escheated county of
1630 by his son, Henry Cavan
Arthur Blayney 1634 — MP for Monaghan
(son of Edward)
Richard Blayney 1609, 1611-2 — Sheriff of
(nephew of Edward) Monaghan
1634, 1640 — MP for
Monaghan
Robert Blayney 1617- at least 1624 — | 1619, 1621 — Sheriff of
(nephew of Edward) | Provost marshal of Monaghan
Monaghan
Captain Maurice 1606-8 — Constable 1612 — Burgess of 1616 — Commission for
Griffith of Newry Carrickdrumruske the composition of
1608-29 — Constable | 1613 — MP for Sligo and Mayo
of Carrickdrumruske | Carrickdrumruske
Captain Rhys 1610 - 2 — Constable | 1612 — Burgess of Newry 1609 — Commission for
Griffith of Newry (Length of | 1619 — Burgess of the surrenders of the
service unknown) Carlingford Magennis lordship
Captain Rhys ap 1579-95 — Provost 1595-6 — Sheriff of Louth
Hugh marshal of Leinster

1595-7 — Provost
marshal of the army

197 This table is compiled from, NA, SP63/69/45; 63/187/67; 63/131/35; 63/142/64; 63/207(V)/46;
PRONI, D/302/1, T/1567/1;, TCD, MS 672, fol. 50-50v; CSPI 1601-3, p. 154; CSPI 1603-6, pp. 90,
185, 201, 209, 541-2; CSPI 1606-8, pp. 86, 369, CSPI 1608-10, pp. 197, 251, 436, 458-9, 507-14;
CSP1 1611-14, pp. 293-4, 299, 439-40, 499; CSPI 1615-25, pp. 127-8, 141-2, 551-2; CSPI 1633-47,
pp. 127-8; HMC, Salisbury MSS, vol. 10, pp. 6-8; IMC, Irish Patent Rolls, pp. 6, 40, 56, 195, 311, 444-
5, 510, 518; Dodd, Studies, p. 83; DWB, pp. 980-3; John Caillard Erck (ed.), 4 repertory of the
inrolments on the patent rolls of Chancery in Ireland: commencing with the reign of James I (Dublin,
1846), p. 74; Robert J. Hunter, ‘Sir Ralph Bingley, c.1570-1627: Ulster Planter’, in Peter Roebuck
(ed.), Plantation to partition: essays in Ulster history in honour of J.L. McCracken (Belfast, 1981), pp.
20-1; Kearney, Strafford, pp. 225-55; McLaughlin, ‘Irish leviathan’, pp. 278-9, 348; T.W. Moody, The
Londonderry plantation, 1609-41: the city of London and the plantation of Ulster (Belfast, 1939), pp.
448-50; Mary O’Dowd, Power, politics and land: early modern Sligo, 1568-1688 (Belfast, 1991), p.
57; T. O’Rorke, The history of Sligo: town and county (Dublin, 1889), vol. 1, p. 302; O’Sullivan,
‘Trevors of Rosetrevor’, pp. 28, 32, 65, 71; E. Rowley-Morris, The family of Blayney (London, 1890),
p. 3; Treadwell, Irish commission of 1622, pp. 187-8.
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Name Military offices Civil offices Economic and legal
commissions

Captain Owen ap 1597 - 1603 —

Hugh Provost marshal of

(brother of Rhys) the army

Ambrose ap Hugh 1613 — Sheriff of Louth

(son of Rhys) 1619 — Burgess of

Carlingford

Captain Ellis Jones

1604-7 — Provost
marshal of Munster

Lieutenant Roger
Jones

1606-37 — Constable
of Sligo

1603-41 — Sheriff of Sligo
four times

1612 — Provost of Sligo
1621 — Mayor of Sligo
1634 — MP for Sligo

1622 — Commission to
investigate Connacht
1616 — Commission for
the composition of
Sligo and Mayo

Captain Edward 1608-10 — Probably 1607 — Superintendent of 1609 — Commission for
Trevor served as Constable Iveagh, Newry and Down the surrenders of the
of Newry'® 1613 — MP for Antrim Magennis lordship

1619 — Burgess of 1616 — Collector of
Carlingford fines in Down
1634 — MP for 1623 — Commission for
Newtownards the escheated county of
1640 — MP for Down Armagh
By 1628 - Irish Privy
Councillor

John Trevor 1619 — Burgess of

(son of Edward) Carlingford
1634 — MP for Carlingford

Mark Trevor 1640 — MP for Downpatrick

(son of Edward)

Captain Richard

1603-6, 1634-5 —

Trevor Constable of Newry
Captain Henry 1608-10? — Constable | 1605 — Sheriff of
Vaughan of Doe Castle, Tyrconnell
Donegal'® 1625-27, 1638-9 — Mayor of
Londonderry
1640 — Sheriff of Donegal
Captain John 1608-42/3 — 1617-18, 1627-30 — Mayor | 1623 — Commission for
Vaughan Constable of Derry of Londonderry the escheated county of
town 1613, 1634 — MP for Donegal
Donegal

1622 — Sheriff of Donegal

1% 1t is unclear who acted as constable at this time. O’Sullivan suggests it may have been Trevor,
although Sir James Perrot also claimed he was constable around this time. Rhys Griffith served from at
least 1610: O’Sullivan, ‘Trevors of RoseTrevor’, p. 28; IMC, Irish patent rolls, p. 195; CSPI 1625-32,

F . 48-50, 69.

In 1610 Ralph Bingley’s brother, Richard, became governor although it is unclear whether Vaughan
held the castle until that time: Hunter, ‘Sir Ralph Bingley’, pp. 20-1; CSP! 1608-10, pp. 507-14.
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