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PREFACE.

RCHAOLOGY has for the last thirty years engaged a great deal of

public attention ; and ‘'on no branch of this science has a larger amount

of literary research been bestowed than on investigations respecting the
distinctive Architecture and religious systems of ancient Ireland.

Having from childhood taken an‘interest in Irish antiquities, I was led
in the course of my studies to form' opinions not in accordance with any of
the commonly received theories ; and the result has been the following work,
now respectfully submitted to the Public as a contribution to the elucidation
of certain problems in Irish history and archzology, which have never been
satisfactorily solved.

I have furnished as “ Introductory Remarks” a brief outline of the
theory which I have undertaken to defend ; and 1 have added a Glossary
of Irish and Cuthite terms used throughout the work, with the authorities
for the interpretations given to the words by me. These will materially
assist the reader in his study of the subject. ‘

I have scrupulously avoided all technicalities and erudite expressions,
such as would be intelligible only to the scientific student, so that it is hoped
the book will be acceptable and instructive to the general reader.

Residing as I do in a remote part of the country, my visits to available
libraries have been necessarily few and brief, and some trifling errors in
reference or quotation may have escaped my pen; but while craving the
reader’s indulgence for any such, I would remind him, that they do not in
anywise invalidate the main arguments confirmatory of my theory.

I have received suggestions, approval, and sympathy from several
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viil PREFACE.

gentlemen of scientific distinction and extensive research in course of this
arduous undertaking, and trust they will accept my grateful acknowledg-
ments without individual mention. In the pictorial department of the work
I have had the advantage of Mr. Henry O’Neill's graphic pencil, and
Mr. George A. Hanlon’s wood engraving, and many of the illustrations
have been appropriated from Mr. O’Neill's magnificent work on “ Ancient
Irish Crosses.” 1 beg to acknowledge my obligations to Messrs. Hodges,
Smith & Co. for the use of several wood-engravings, of which they possess
the copyright. Many of these illustrations appear for the first time in the
following work. Some of the engravings also have been executed from
very beautiful drawings by Mr. Gordon M. Hills, of London, intended for his
forthcoming elaborate and illustrated work on the Round Towers of Ireland.

This Work has been projected and completed in the leisure hours
snatched from a busy life within the last three years, and neither labour nor
expense has been spared in visiting and closely inspecting the numerous
sites and specimens of early architecture described or illustrated in the
following pages. In the progress of this undertaking I have travelled more
than five thousand miles, chiefly on “ post-cars.” Correct delineation may be
relied on, and the situations of the various localities are exactly described; so
that whatever opinion may be formed of my Cuthite theory, I have furnished
the Archaologist, as well as the tourist in search of the picturesque, with a
trustworthy and convenient topographical and pictorial guide to the most
remarkable Ancient Ruins of Ireland.

BEecH PaRrk, ENNTs,
15t November, 1867.
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INTRODUCTORY REMARKS.

FEW preliminary observations, setting forth the leading arguments

in support of my views, will, it is hoped, be acceptable to the reader.

The favorite theory respecting our Round Towers and their contemporary
architectural remains is, that they belong to the Christian era of Ireland.—
.My object is to prove, that they were erected for the purposes of heathen
worship, several hundred years before the Birth of Christ. Again—those
who hold the Christian theory are divided into two schools; one, of which
the late eminent Dr. Petrie was the head, maintains, that these ancient build-
ings were erected at various periods from the introduction of Christianity, or
(more accurately speaking) from the commencement of the 5th to the close
of the r2th century. The other school maintains, that the period of all these
buildings is confined to the 12th and following centuries ; and in support of
this conclusion, they reason very soundly on the fact that the Celtic Irish
had no buildings of stone and mortar before the 12th century, than which
there is no fact in history (resting upon evidence of a negative character)
more strongly attested. We have the testimony of contemporary writers
that then, for the first time, buildings in stone began to be erected ; the pre-

vious structures built by the Irish, whether palaces, churches, or monasteries,
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being all of wood and earth-work. If, therefore, the beautifully wrought
specimens of architecture (illustrations of some of the richest of which will
be found throughout this work) be assumed to belong to the Christian era
they cannot be assigned to a period earlier than the 12th century; because,
then, for the first time, the Celtic Irish began to substitute stone for wood as
a building material ;—and not later than the 12th century, for then was intro-
duced the Gothic or early English style, displaying in Ireland the same archi-
tectural character as that of the more civilized country, though the buildings
themselves were inferior in decorative skill and artistic completeness.

The Round Towers, and other edifices of what may be termed the
primitive architecture of Ireland, are commonly classed with the English
Norman, from a similarity in the outline; both having doorways and
windows with semicircular heads: but so many difficulties and anomalies
present themselves in following up the comparison that several of the most
learned and diligent enquirers have given up the subject as utterly inex-
plicable. It is manifestly absurd to affirm that a people, who had never
previously to the 12th century constructed buildings of stone, and openly
expressed their contempt for such structures, should have produced, a¢ #zeir
very first essay, so many fine examples of skill in building and sculpture,
attesting the early excellence of architectural art, and challenging comparison,
even now in their condition of ruin, with the ecclesiastical structures of our
advanced period. However, there is a large amount of evidence to prove
that some of the finest examples of ancient Irish architecture existed long
before the 12th century—some as early as the sth—which has induced Dr.
Petrie and his school to question the authenticity of the evidence, attesting

that the commencement of building in stone among the /rzsk Celts was not
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earlier than the r2th century. Theanomalies of these interesting and long-
pending historical questions are attempted to be explained and reconciled in
the following pages.

I have stated that the primitive architecture of Ireland is commonly
classed with the early English Norman, but a critical examination of both
will show, that notwithstanding occasional similarity of outline, they are the
works of widely separated eras. Great as may be the varieties of design in
the Anglo-Norman specimens, they are all alike in one respect, viz : the
jambs of doorways and windows are parallel; whereas in all the specimens
of ancient Irish architecture, still remaining in their original positions, the
doorways and windows are wider at bottom than at the top ; and in this respect
they correspond with the orifices found in the Cyclopean remains of Greece
and Italy, which, both in their sculptured ornaments and style of building,
exhibit a remarkable resemblance to the Cuthite architecture of ancient
Ireland. This one distinguishing and peculiar feature ought to satisfy every
impartial student of the subject, that there is as little of identity between the
Anglo-Norman and the ancient Irish buildings, as between a Grecian temple
and an English theatre.

Now while there is ample evidence to prove, that the Irish Celts did not
build in stone before the 12th century, another equally important historical
fact in support of my views is sustained by even more abundant evidence ;
viz. :—that antecedent to the Celtic invasion, which took place many centu-
ries before our era, Ireland was inhabited by a highly civilized race of
building celebrity ; and a careful investigation of the ancient classic and
Oriental histories and traditions will clearly prove the identity of this

primitive race with the Cuthites of Antiquity, the descendants of Ham,
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about whom Bryant in his “ Analysis of Antient Mythology,” and Faber in
his “ Origin of Pagan Idolatry,” have so fully written.

As a general rule the sites at which the remains of ancient Irish Archi-
tecture are found, have their foundation ascribed to Christian Saints
reported to have lived in the 5th and 6th centuries. I endeavour to prove.
that these so-called Saints, with the exception of St. Patrick and a few
others, were the divinities or hero-gods worshipped by the earliest apostates
from the truth; who under the names of Cuthites, Scythians, and various
other denominations, bore sway in the earth for a considerable period,
commencing at the usurpation of Nimrod, the grandson of Ham; and
that Cuthite superstitions traditionally preserved were the origin of Irish
legendary hagiology.

That so many of these structures should have survived the wasting
effects of time and change during an interval of more than three thousand
years is accounted for by several causes :—

First—The building stone of Ireland excels in enduring resistance to
atmospheric influences the same material in other European countries.

Secondly—Ireland never having been subjected to Roman dominion,
the substantial edifices of the primitive colonists escaped demolition for the
construction of an alien architecture. And thirdly—the Celtic conquerors
of these Cuthite colonists, though themselves despising the art of building
in stone, suffered to remain uninjured those edifices to which they ascribed

a supernatural origin.
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(though each of them contains a portion of the truth), 1 trust I shall be
excused for attempting what I conceive to be a nearer approach to the true
solution of this still mysterious problem.

I have read many of the treatises, that have appeared upon the subject
of Round Towers and other Ancient Ruins of Ireland. At first I did so
merely for information, and without any disposition to differ from the views
put forward by various writers. However, after much consideration, I have
been forced to the conclusion that something is still wanted, and that the

generally received theory is not supported by sufficient evidence. My
A
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of these Cuthite colonists, though themselves despising the art of building
in stone, suffered to remain uninjured those edifices to which they ascribed

a supernatural origin.



ANCIENT ARCHITECTURE OF IRELAND.

o ———

RELAND more than any other country of Europe abounds with Ruins,

“ such as Round Towers, Sculptured Crosses, and Stone-roofed Churches,
many of which display no mean degree of artistic skill. Of such remote
antiquity are some of these Ruins, that the age of their foundation has never
yet been determined. Questions as to what race of men erected such
buildings, and for what purpose they were nsed, have given rise to much
ingenious speculation, and to a vast amount of laborious research.

After all that has been written by so many learned authorities, it may be
deemed presumptuous to offer any suggestions with the view of further
elucidation ; but, believing as I do, that neither of the present leading
theories on the subject can meet the difficulties that occur to every inquirer
(though each of them econtains a portion of the truth), I trust I shall be
excused for attempting what I conceive to be a nearer approach to the true
solution of this still mysterious problem.

I have read many of the treatises, that have appeared upon the subject
of Round Towers and other Ancient Ruins of Ireland. At first I did so
merely for information, and without any disposition to differ from the views
put forward by various writers. However, after much consideration, I have
been forced to the conclusion that something is still wanted, and that the

generally received theory is not supported by sufficient evidence. My
A
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conviction of the heathen origin of these ruins has been strengthened in
proportion to the increased knowledge, which I have acquired by examination
of the Ruins themselves, and by the study of works bearing upon the subject.
My object therefore in this work shall be to adduce weighty evidence
(amounting, as I believe, to positive proof) in support of my views, not only
from the writings of learned men, but also from a comparison of different
specimens of Architecture, and from the Topography and Hagiology of
Ireland.

The late Dr. PeTrIE'S Essay on the Round Towers can never cease to
be highly valued. As an artist, he has collected and preserved much that
might, but for his exertions, be lost; and his work will always be found a
rich repository for the study of the Irish antiquary. His dissertation may
be divided into two parts. First, he undertakes to prove that the Round
Towers of Ireland are coeval with the ancient so-called “ Norman” stone-
roofed Churches and curious Crosses, found so frequently in Ireland; and
secondly, that these stone-roofed Churches and Crosses, as well as the Round
Towers, were erected after the introduction of Christianity. I think Dr.
Petrie has given satisfactory evidence in proof of his first proposition. He
has clearly shown, that many of the Round Towers were erected by the
architects of the Crosses and stone-roofed Churches; but I think that he
has failed in his second argument ; and my effort shall be to show, that not
only the Round Towers, but also the Crosses, and stone-roofed Churches, are
entirely of Heathen origin; and are, in fact, the work of the Tuath-de-Danaans,
and their Cuthite predecessors,

Having seen that Dr. Petrie’s arguments, in proof of the identity of the
age of the Towers with that of the other ancient specimens of Irish Architec-
ture, were unanswerable, I sought, but in vain, for a single substantial proof
of the age of even one of these Churches, to which his work referred. The
Doctor grounds his arguments as to the age of the other Churches on the
assumption that the age of Cormac’s Chapel, Cashel, is “ definitely fixed by
the most satisfactory historical evidence.” As the settling of the question
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relative to the age of Cormac’s Chapel would, in my opinion, put an end to
the controversy, I shall now proceed to examine Doctor Petrie’s proofs. He
says —

“ The next example, which I have to adduce, is a Church of probably
somewhat later date than that of Freshford, and whose age s definitely fixed
by the most satisfactory historical evidence. It is the beautiful and well known
stone-roofed Church on the Rock of Cashel, called Cormac’s Chapel, one of
the most curious and perfect Churches in the Norman style in the British
Empire.”

“In the Munster Annals, or, as they are generally called, the Annals
of Inisfallen, the foundation of this Church is thus recorded :—

“1127. DA THEAMPUL A LIiosMOR AGUS TEAMPUL A. G. CaIsioL, LE
Cormac. '

“1127. Two churches [“were erected”] at Lismore, and a church at
Cashel by Cormac. |

“ And again, in the same annals, the erecfion of this Church is thus dis-
tinctly stated in the following record of Cormac’s death, at the year, 1138 :”
[Here follows a lengthened Irish quotation, in which the words Cumpacn
TEAMPUILL CORAMAIC occur—which Dr. Petrie translates “having built
Temple Cormac.” The whole passage is thus translated by Dr. Petrie ] :—

“A.D. 1138. Cormac, son of Muireadhach, son of Carthach, son of
Saorbhrethach, son of Donough, son of Ceallachan Cashel, King of Desmond,
and a man who had a continual contention for the Sovereignty of the entire
Province of Munster, and the most pious, most brave, and most liberal of
victuals, and clothing, after having built [“the church called”] Teampull
Chormaic, in Cashel, and two churches in Lismore, was treacherously
murdered by Dermot Sugach O’Conor Kerry, at the instigation of Turlough
O’Brien, who was his own son-in-law, gossip and foster child.”

“ Lastly, thus in the Annals of the Four Masters: ‘1134. TEAMPULL DO
Roxap La Coremac.” ‘1134. The church which was built by Cormac.””
(See Round Towers, p. 287).
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But Dr. Petrie deprives his argument of all its force by the candid
admission made in the following :—

“It may indeed be objected, that the word cumpach, which is used by
the annalists to express the erection or foundation of this church, does
not literally bear that signification, but rather a restoration or covering of
the building, as the word is employed in that sense to denote the covering
or casing of a book ; and, in fairness, I should confess that, in the translation
of the Annals of Inisfallen, preserved in the Library of the Royal Irish
Academy the word cumpach is rendered doubtfully ¢ built, or restored ;' and
I should also add, that the verb cumpacmim is explained in O’Brien’s
Dictionary as signifying ‘to keep or preserve, to maintain or support,
also to build or rather to roof and cover a building.””

Now it is manifest that the mistake (if it be so), which the Annalists
made in using a word literally meaning restoration or covering, to express
the erection or foundation of this Church, destroys altogether the weight of
Dr. Petrie’s most satisfactory historical evidenee of the foundation and erection
of this Church.

The Annals furnish no evidence that Cormac’s chapel was built by
Cormac M’Carthy. I do not deny that it may have been repaired by him ;
although I think it probable that the Church referred to in the Annals was
some other, which stood upon the site of the present Cathedral.

Dr. Petrie proceeds at some length to object to the definition of the
word cumpacH in O’Brien’s Dictionary, which, be it remarked, is the
only one of four ancient Dictionaries (O’Brien’s, M’Curtin’s, Walshe’s and
Plunket’s), that in any degree countenances Dr. Petrie’s translation of the
word. The Doctor’s arguments are not satisfactory, as proef of a proposition
upon which he grounds so much ; but it is needless to occupy space with
further explanation. '

Judging from the information of persons thoroughly acquainted with the
language, and competent to form an opinion upon it, I am induced to believe
that the Irish word “cumpaca” would not in any case be correctly translated
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by the English word “to build,” except where building was made to
protect something already built. The common translation of the word
is “to defend,” “to protect,” “to guard,” “to fence.” This translation is
confirmed by O’Brien’s, O’'Reilly’s, and M’Curtin’s Dictionaries. The word
is applied to the covering of a book only in this sense—as the book is
complete in itself before it becomes protected by a cover. The word
“rRoNAD,” used in the Annals of the Four Masters quoted above by Dr.
Petrie, literally means a “club,” or “stake,” and turned into a verb should
be rendered “staked” or “propped.” The verb “RroNaD” is frequently
used to express the repairing of a building, which, among the Celts,
was frequently effected by means of wooden stakes and props; but the
erection of a stone building from its foundation is not expressed by
the word.

I shall, before I close, have much more to say about the temple called
“ Cormac’s Chapel ;” and shall; I trust, furnish evidence, which ought to
convince every intelligent and impartial student of the subject, that it was a
Heathen Temple, built before the Christian era. This is but one out of
numerous specimens of ancient so-called “ Norman” stone-roofed Churches still
remaining in Ireland, all of which, as well as the Round Towers and Ancient
Crosses, were, I have no doubt, erected by the early Cuthite inhabitants of
Ireland. This will be pronounced a bold statement; but I believe the
proofs will be found sufficiently strong to convince many, who at first would
be ready to condemn the idea as an absurdity—the result of a fanciful
imagination. My proofs will consist of evidence :—

1st—That the Celtic Irish, who preceded the English, were not the
architects of these beautiful buildings and sculptured Crosses.

2nd.—That the English since the Conquest in 1172 have not built them.

3rd.—That Ireland was, up to about a thousand years before Christ,
inhabited by a Cuthite race, celebrated for their skill in the Arts—particu-
larly in that of building.

4th.—That Irish Topography and yet extant names prove the identity
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of most of the celebrated Irish' saints of antiquity, the reputed founders of
these buildings, with the heathen divinities of Canaan and India.

These, with some arguments on comparison of architecture, will con-
stitute my proofs. Mr. Henry O’'Brien’s work furnishes evidence that
the Round Towers were Heathen ; and Dr. Petrie shows that their architec-
ture is identical with that of the ancient stone-roofed Churches. My aim
shall be to reconcile their theories, and confirm what is sound in each, by
such proofs as the study of Ancient History and Archaology, assisted by
some knowledge of the Irish language and history, may enable me to
produce.

There is one objection to this theory which I have no doubt will occur
to many of my readers. It is the improbability of buildings erected three
thousand years ago still remaining in a state of such comparative perfection,
as many of the Cuthite ruins of Ireland present at this day. Such objection
can have no weight with any one acquainted with the quality of our Irish
building stone. There are ecclesiastical edifices in Ireland of known date,
which have not been touched for at least 400 years; and, although exposed
to the action of the weather for so long a period, they present at this day all
that sharpness of edge and such marks of the stone-cutter’s chisel, as might
be expected in a building of not more than ten years of age. They have in
fact no mark of age save a slight alteration of colour. I refer to the Cloister
and Coigns of Quin Abbey, county Clare, and to the Cloisters of the Abbey
of Sligo, as illustrations of this remark. The action of the atmosphere has
only tended to harden the surface of the stone, and therefore in four thousand
years hence—if the world last so long—specimens of stone cutting in these
ruins will be found as perfect as any specimen of a supposed Cuthite ruin
now remaining in Ireland, that is to say—if not injured otherwise than by
the action of time and atmospheric influence. I am aware of the vast
difference which exists between English and Irish building stone in this
respect. The superiority of the Irish stone—sand-stone as well as lime-
stone—may be owing to the quality of the stone itself combined with more
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favourable circumstances in the action of the atmosphere upon it. Whatever
the cause may be, the fact is undeniably as I have stated.

The Cuthites must have been excellent judges of the material which they
used in their buildings and sculptures, yet they were sometimes deceived in
the quality of the stone ; and wherever such a stone of inferior quality exists
in their sculptured work, the action of the weather upon it in contrast with
the perfection of other stones adjoining, furnishes unmistakable evidence of
the great antiquity of the building itself.

Some Round Towers and other buildings are made a/foget/ier of stone of
inferior quality, but the best which the neighbourhood could afford. These
buildings present a very rude aspect, having become so weather-worn as
to lose every mark of the skilful hands by which they were originally
constructed.

THE IRISH CELTS NOT BUILDERS IN STONE BEFORE
THE TWELFTH CENTURY.

A valuable contribution in aid of the study of this vexed question is
found in a series of articles by John Henry Parker, Esq., published in the
Gentleman's Magazine, years 1864 and 1865. ' :

He tells us most truly that “ The earlier Churches of modern Europe
were generally of wood ;” that “it was not until the Eleventh century that
churches were commonly built of stone ; that the building entirely of ashlar
or cut stone, was not anywhere attained until the Twelfth century. That the
other European nations copied the older buildings of the Romans, but that
Roman civilization never penetrated to Ireland. The Irish had no Roman
buildings to copy as other, European nations had.”—(p. 5, Fan. 1864). He
goes on to say, that after the conquest :—

“ The English brought with them their own manners, their own laws,
their own arts. They erected Castles to maintain their power, and to keep
the natives in check. They founded monasteries and endowed Cathedrals
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in expiation of their crimes, and to propitiate the Church, and all these
buildings they erected in the style of their own country, modified by having
to employ native workmen, and by the nature of the material they had to
work on ; and in general, buildings of the same style are later in date in
Ireland than in England.” (p. 8).

The facts, which he adduces on historical authority, are in confirmation
of these his opinions, viz. :—That it was not until 1331, that “a bell Tower
of stone was erected at Christ Church, Dublin.” (p. 10). That “when
Henry 1I. was in Dublin in 1171, he caused a royal palace to be erected for
him, with excellent workmanship of smooth wattles, after the fashion of
Ireland.” (p. 158, F7¢b. 1864).

And, in describing the Castle built by the English at Clonmacnoise, in
1212, Mr. Parker says :—

“The keep is massive, with very thick rude Walls, the Windows are
mere rude loops, but not very small nor very narrow. The whole appearance
of this ruin is that of very rough work of the Twelfth Century, without any
ashlar. It is scarcely more advanced in character than Gundulph’s keep at
Malling in 1080, and shews that the Architecture of Ireland could not have
been in advance of other countries at the time this Castle was built.” (p. 158).
He adds -— There is no difference in construction between -Churches or
Towers, and Castles or houses. Stone walls must be built in the same
manner, to whatever purpose they are applied ; and it is evident that the
Irish were not accustomed to the use of cut stone even at the end of the Twelfth
Century.” (p. 158).

Now, all this is quite true, and fully confirmed by the authorities of
Giraldus Cambrensis, Dr. O’Connor, Sir John Davis, and Sir William Petty,
quoted by Dr. Ledwich, who says—(Co//. vol. ii.,, p. 124) :—

“ Turgesius, the Danish chief, having in the year 840, subdued this
island, examined it round, and at proper stations erected castles and fortresses
throughout it. Hence it is, says Cambrensis, that we see at this day an
-infinite number of intrenchments, very high, round, and many of them triple ;
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also walled castles now (a.n. 1185) in good preservation, though empty and
deserted ; the remains and traces of former times. For the Irish, continues
he, build no castles; woods serve them for fortifications, and morasses for
entrenchments. (Ch. 37). These accounts, our author tells us, he learned
from Irish writers, and he himself, who was well acquainted with the Danish
settlements at Dublin, Waterford, and Limerick, and with the Danish clergy,
many of whom possessed high dignities in the church, suggested nothing to
contradict them. Our own writers complain (Walshe's Prospect, p. 51) —
That being enfranchised from the tyranny of Turgesius, we resigned our-
selves to ease and unmasculine laziness; neglected navigation and fleets,
which alone could secure us from fresh attacks; and were so far blinded as
to slight all the Danish fortifications. Dz O Connor informs us (Dis-
sertations, p. 104, 2nd Ed.) that the buildings of the ancient Scots were
for use solely, and not for ostentation. They built their houses of #mber, as
several nations of Europe have done until very lately, and as some do at this
day. They did not conceive that real magnificence consisted in rearing
heaps of stone, artfully disposed and closely cemented ; or that real grandeur
received any diminution from the humility of its habitation. The first in
worthy accomplishments was generally elected to the dignity of magistrature,
whether royal or dynastal. In such a country durable or superb structures
could not well take place. As the possession was temporary, so was the
building. And se far did inveterate customs prevail among the people, that
even after their reception of Christianity, they could not be induced to build.
their churches and monasteries of more durable materials than their own
habitations. The exceptions are very few, and the church of St. Kianan,
built in the sixth century, is the first instance of any stone-work erected in
this kingdom. They had no cities or towns in the earlier ages. In a
country where the inhabitants have but few mechanical arts; where they
draw most of their necessaries from the soil they cultivate, and where precious
metals are not made equivalents, or signs of national wealth, there can be few

or no cities. In their wars with the English they were at last obliged to avail
B
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themselves of the arts of their enemies, by erecting castles and other strong-
holds. This gave rise to stone buildings in Leinster, Munster, and Con-
‘naught, and soon after in" Ulster. The northern bards inveighed bitterly
against this innovation, and represented it as a signal that the nation was
ripening for foreign subjection—Let us, said one of them, pull down those
fortresses of the insidious enemy, and cease working for them, by erecting
any of our own ; their stratagems will assuredly wrest them out of our hands.
Our ancestors trusted entirely to their personal valour, and thought the
stone-houses of the Galls a disgrace to courage. Every line of this citation
goes to confirm the authority of Cambrensis.”

Ledwich proceeds to say :—* Let us hear Si» Fokn Dawvs, a candid and
intelligent observer :— Though the Irishry be a nation of great antiquity,
and wanted neither wit nor valour; and, though they.have received the
Christian faith above 1,200 years since, and were lovers of poetry, musick,
and all kinds of learning, and were possessed of a land in all things necessary
for the civil life of man yet, which is strange to be related, they did never
build any houses of brick or stone, some few poor religious houses excepted,
before the reign of king Henry I1. though they were lords of the isle many
hundred years before and since the conquest attempted by the English.
Albeit, when they saw us build castles upon their borders, they have only in
imitation of us, erected some few piles for the captains of the country. Yet
I dare boldly say, that never any particular person, either before or since,
did build any stone or brick house for his private habitation, but such as
have lately obtained estates according to the course of the law of England.
Neither did any of them in all this time, plant any garden or orchard,
settle villages or towns, or make any provision for posterity. (Historical
Researches). '

“ There is at this day (says Szr Willzam Petty, in his Political Analtonsy
of Ireland) no monument or real argument, that when the Irish were first
invaded by Henry I1. they had any séone /fousing at all, any money, any
foreign trade, &c.  Doctor Campbell, in his Political Survey of the South of
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Ireland, positively asserts, that what is reported by bards and others of the
magnificent place of Teamor cannot be true, for the hill of Taragh itself is
evidence enough to prove, that there never has been a considerable house of
lime and stone upon it.”

I shall conclude this part of the sub_]ect with one important fragment of
evidence.

The Church of Bangor in Down, an ecclesiastical establishment of very
ancient repute, began to revive in the twelfth century. The efforts of Bishop
Malachi to restore its former greatness are recorded by his friend and
biographer, S$Z Bernard, whose account of the matter, as that of a con-
temporary, may be relied on.—I quote from an article by Dr. Reeves;
St. Malachi’s “first oratory was ‘constructed of boards, but well and
closely united, a Scotic fabric, respectable enough,’ and this was a step in
advance of the early structure which probably answered to the description
‘of wicker work interwoven like a fence, and surrounded by a ditch’
Subsequently, however [in the year 1120}, when foreign travel had enlarged
his views, ‘it seemed fit to Malachi that he should build at Benchor an
oratory of stone, like those churches which he had seen in other countries.
But when he had begun to lay the foundations, some of the inhabitants were
astonished, for no buildings of the kind were known in that land” Where-
upon a factious crowd gathered around him, and one who was chosen as
their spokesman expressed their sentiments in these memorable words :—
¢O, worthy man, what is your motive of introducing this novelty in our
neighbourhood ? We are Scots, not Gauls. Why this vanity >—what need
of a work so extravagant, so aspiring ” The work however proceeded, and
subsequently received additions at various times ; but, like the second temple,
it fell very far short of primitive greatness, and in process of time, under
civil commotions, it dwindled into insignificance and finally became but a
name.” (Ulster Fournal, vol. 1. p. 170).

This seems to be the first well-authenticated case of stone being used for
the erection of a Christian Church in Ireland; and the surprise elicited by
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such an unusual proceeding is significant. I ask the intelligent and candid
reader to reflect for one moment, and he cannot fail to be struck by the
absurdity of supposing that the stone-roofed Temple at Cashel—a building
that for beauty, richness, and variety of sculpture has not been equalled by
any modern Irish structure, should have been erected only seven years after
this first essay by St. Malachi in building with stone.—Erroneous views
may be obstinately held, but in time they must yield before.the persuasive
influence of substantive facts.

The several authorities recited seem to furnish us with a perfectly true
and consistent picture of the condition of Ireland as to Architecture on the
arrival of the English—and yet we are asked to believe that Cormac’s
Chapel, was built by an Irish Provincial Chief who aspired unsuccessfully to
the sovereignty of Munster : and that he did build Cormac’s Chapel with all
its beautiful sculpture, more than forty years before Henry II. erected his
“ Royal Palace in Dublin of Swiothe Wattles after the fashion of Iveland,’
and more than 200 years before Christ’'s Church was furnished with a Bell
Tower of Stone.

Cormac’s Chapel is the only specimen of a Cuthite structure of the temple
class in Ireland approaching to its original perfection, and it may be taken as
a type of all the others.

The general character of the ornament is alike in all—with some trifling
varieties—and the identity of all with the Round Towers and the Ancient
Stone Crosses may be assumed to be proved by Dr. Petrie.

As to the general description of this Temple : it appears to have been
butlt without windows suitable for glass—for the lights now appearing in it
were manifestly an effort of after times to adapt it to Christian uses. Then,
the Temple is built of cut stone within and without, and ornamented with
the greatest variety of minute and beautiful Architecture.

The two styles of Arches which ornament the interior are furnished to
us in Dr. Petrie’s work. (Fig. 1).

“The first represents one of the decorated arches of the blank arcade which
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ornaments the sides of the nave; and the second, one of the arches of the
open arcade which ornaments the apsis, or recess, at the end of the chancel.”

The door-way and chancel arch are ornamented with columns and
capitals—all of the same general form, but the ornaments on each are

different.

LR

FIG. 1.—ORNAMENT OF INTERIOR OF CORMAC'S TEMPLE.

In Dr. Petrie’s work we are furnished with about thirty of the ornaments
on these, every one of them presenting a different style of decoration.

The Temple is small in dimensions, yet more costly by far in proportion
to its size than any ancient Church or Cathedral ever erected in Ireland since
the conquest by England. A temple in design and construction unlike any
ancient church in Christendom, whose building can be proved to date within
the Christian era. A temple roofed with a thorough semicircular arch
of cut stone appearing like the interior of one of the Rock Temples of
Hindostan. This arch is again surmounted by another cut stone roof, having
chambers between both.
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FIG. 2.—EXCAVATIONS AT CARLI (EAST lNDIES),—ROCK TEMPLE.

Compare the ribs on the under surface of the semicircular roof of Cashel
temple (Fig. 3), with the like in Franklin’s description of Kandeish Rock
Temple.

“ The second at Kandeish,” says Franklin (p. 73), “is a small Temple
with a vaulted roof, which, from the shape, and manner of cutting the arched
parts of the rock into forms resembling ribs in Naval Architecture, has a
striking likeness to the inverted bottom of a ship, to which it has been often
compared. At the farthest end is a pyramidal building supposed to contain
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some relic of the Saint to whom the temple is sacred. In this and the next
arched cave, which fell under our observation, the ribs do not appear in the
body of the place, as #zey do in those of Canara, in the Island of Salsette and
of Carli, about half way between Bombay and Poonah, but are seen in the
aisles, about the height of the pillars from the floor of the cave.”

I annex an illustration (Fig. 2), from a drawing by the celebrated Henry
Salt, of one of the Rock temples of India at Carli, photographed from a print
in the possession of Charles Desborough Bedford, Esq., Montague Street,
Portman Square.

Even the entwined serpents, the common ornaments of Irish Cuthite
Crosses, and the ornament on the Sarcophagus (Fig. 4) called The Font, at
the Cashel Temple, have their parallels in Hindostan.—Colonel F ranklin,
describing the Rock temple of Bhilsa, says (p. 84) =—

“ The upper parallels of this costly Temple, says Captain Fell, are beau-
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FIG. 4.—‘ THE FONT,” CASHEL TEMPLE.

tifully sculptured with hooded serpents, passing through them in spiral
wreaths.”

Square basons, such as “ The Font” at Cashel, are met with in the Rock
Temples of the East.

In Bryant's Awntient Mythology, vol. 5, p. 243, 1 find the following
quotation from Thevenot’s travels into the Indies :—* ‘I saw three temples
one over another; which have but one front all three; but it is divided
into three stories, supported by as many rows of pillars : and in every story
there is a great door for the temple. The stair cases are cut out of the rock.
I saw but one temple which was arched; and therein I found a room,
whereof the chief ornament was a square bason. It was cut in the rock
and full of spring water, which arose within two or three feet of the brim of
the bason. . . . The constant tradition was, that all these pagodas,
great and small, with all their works, and ornaments, were made by Giants :
but in what age they could not tell I'” 4

Dr. Petrie, after informing us that this “ Font” was traditionally recorded
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as the burial place of Cormac, goes on to mention the fact which, he says:
“ May throw some doubt on the truth of these traditions, or at least so
far as they relate to the tomb having been that of the founder of the Church,
namely, that, on the opening of the tomb, there was discovered a crozier of
exceedingly beautiful workmanship.” (Pefrie, p. 303).—I hope hereafter to
show that Croziers are of Cuthite origin,

I am convinced by a personal inspection of this ruin (Cormac’s Temple),
that it was originally made with only small windows not suited for glass.
Subsequently, on the Cathedral being built, these windows were deprived
of light by the south transept of that building, which crossed them ; where-
upon two windows were broken out on the south side of the Chapel,

Antiquaries of the last century follow each other in saying that the stone-
roofed Churches, which furnish this beautiful architecture, were the first
buildings of stone and cement erected by the Irish ; and this they believed
for the best reason possible,—because they found them to be older than any
other buildings to which they could assign a date. But no one who examines
these ruins will suppose them to be the work of such a Nation as the Irish
were at the period assigned to their construction.

The other Irish Temples of this class are (with few exceptions) too small
for congregational uses, the nave of Cormac’s Chapel measuring only twenty-
eight feet by seventeen ; but they make up in costliness of ornamental details
what they want in size, and I venture to say that there is not in Ireland a
Cathedral, which, in proportion to its size, is so elaborately ornamented as
Cormac’s Chapel.—But this I leave to the reader’s judgment.

ON THE CONTRAST BETWEEN ENGLISH NORMAN AND
IRISH (SO-CALLED) NORMAN ARCHITECTURE.

While the ancient architecture of Ireland bears such resemblance to the
Norman of England, as to lead superficial observers to the hasty conclusion

that the Irish was Norman, borrowed from the English, which of course
o
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was the more ancient; there are at the same time so many features of
striking contrast between the English and Irish styles of architecture, as to
present insuperable difficulties to the minds of some English Archzologists,
who have compared them. The Architecture of England is now thoroughly
understood ; and thirty years’ close examination of its history has reduced it
to a Science, about which no difficulty exists. Every particular ornament,
with every progressive style of masonry in England is so well known as to
be assigned to its particular era, no differepce of opinior{ of even a few years
as to the date existing among the learned. The knowledge acquired
on the subject is with confidence applied by some to the case of the Irish
“ Norman” Architecture. But here difficulties commence.—The well-known
circumstances of the Irish when the English came among them are utterly
inconsistent with the idea, that such architecture belongs to the date, to
which the principles of English Archeology would assign it. Intelligent
writers on the subject have most correctly concluded, that the Celtic Irish
had in fact no native architecture among them when the English arrived:
nevertheless they are obliged to notice the fact, that the “ Norman” ruins of
Ireland abound with dZstinctive peculiarities. Now the existence of these
peculiarities, as well as their superior style of workmanship, are inconsistent
with the well-established fact, that the inhabitants, previous to the English
invasion, had no skill whatever in building with stone. Z%eir kings palaces -
were made of smooth wattles of wood.

In the course of this work I shall have occasion to treat at considerable
length of these Irish peculiarities; but, for the present, I pause only to
observe, that the most striking peculiarities of this primitive architecture in
Ireland are those, which specially wdentify it with that ancient style of Cuthite
architecture, so well known under the name of Cyclopean. Let the reader
examine the base of the Round Tower of Kilmacduagh. If an intelligent
English Archeologist were to find this specimen of architecture in Greece, he
would have no hesitation in at once pronouncing it to be undoubtedly
Cyclopean ; but, finding it in Ireland, he reserves his judgment. Ireland
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‘abounds with doorways of ruined Temples, called Churches. They have
all the Cuthite or Cyclopean characteristic of sloping or inclining jamébs.
Compare the Cyclopean ruins at Mycene, and Etruria, hereinafter introduced,
with sundry Irish doorways. The reputed Saints, to whom Irish Churches
are dedicated, will be shown to be nothing more than the Cut/kite Pantheon
christianised. Every so-called Norman doorway and window in Ireland,
which I have examined, and found in its original position, has this Cyclopean
peculiarity of sloping or inclining sides; and I have been informed that a
single specimen of such characteristic is not to be found in any existing
example of English Norman.

The construction of windows is another point, in which the ancient Irish
architecture stands in direct contrast with the English Norman. Glass was
known throughout England since the eighth century. It was in general use
in Churches from the earliest age of Norman architecture. But in Ireland
there is no specimen of the ancient so-called Norman window adapted to the
use of glass : the only exception to the rule with regard to England being
that, in some country Churches—specimens of the Early Norman—rude
loopholes were used instead of windows to admit light. But the rudeness
of architecture in such unglazed windows without a morsel of ashlar stands
in striking contrast with the Irish windows belonging to the so-called
Norman style. Such windows will be made the subject of a subsequent
chapter. I shall here only observe that there are hundreds of them in
Ireland, and all of the same general character. In respect to masonry, they
are all made of the best cut-stone, closely and perfectly jointed, some plain—
others highly ornamented with the richest devices of so-called Norman
sculpture. But they all exhibit similar characteristics, being constructed so
as to admit a very limited supply of light ; they are not adapted for fitting of
glass; and, they have got slightly inclining jambs—being generally from
half an inch to two inches wider at bottom than at top. The large double
window at Kilmacduagh (hereinafter inserted) consists of about 200 super-
ficial feet of beautifully executed cut-stone, used to admit about g superficial
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feet of light. This is one of the largest in Ireland; but the characteristics of
all are alike, namely, thoroughly well-cut stone—Ilittle light—and no prepa-
ration for glass or frame. 'While hundreds of this class of window are to be
found among the “ Norman” ruins of Ireland, I have in vain endeavoured
to discover from the information of those best instructed on the subject the
existence of a single specimen in England of a well-executed window with
ashlar jambs having sloping sides, but unprepared for the use of glass. :

The Anglo-Norman architecture is rude compared to the Gothic or
Pointed style, which succeeded it. Mr. Parker, referring to existing
examples of early Norman architecture in England (A r»ckeological Fournal,
vol. 4, p. 204), notices “ a consideradle degree of voughness in the masonry” as
a characteristic of them all. The examples to which he refers are—The
Chapel of the White Tower, London; The Nave of Rochester Cathedral ;
and portions of the Cathedrals of Ely, Lincoln, Winchester, Worcester,
Gloucester, Durham, Norwich, and Canterbury. Mr. Rickman, writing of
the Gothic or Early-English style, says :—* After the Conquest, the rich
Barons erecting very magnificent castles and churches, the execution mani-
festly improved, though still with much similarity to the Roman mode
debased. But the introduction of shafts, instead of the massive pier, first
began to approach that lighter mode of building, which, by the introduction
of the pointed arch, and by an zucreased delicacy of execution and boldness
of composition, ripened at the close of the twelfth century into the simple
yet beautiful Early-English style.” (Rickman's Gothic Architecture, p. 4).
Now if the best specimens of ancient Norman, in the richest localities of
England, manifest a considerable degree of 7oug/ness in the masonry com-
pared to the styles which succeeded them, the very opposite is found to be
the case in Ireland.” The so-called Norman ruins in Ireland are in point of
masonry, and the abundance of ashlar used, as far superior to the Gothic
buildings (the genuine Christian Churches) as the Gothic of England is
superior to the English Norman. This anomaly has never before been
attempted to be explained.
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English Archeologists have no difficulty in correctly accounting for the
Gothic or Pointed ruins found in Ireland. Almost every Church in Ireland
built within the period of authentic history is found to be in the Pointed
style, like the English of the same date, but far inferior to the English
Churches in point of material and execution. Most of these Churches were
subsequently repaired and beautified by the addition of handsome windows,
and a greater quantity of ashlar; but even in their improved state they
fall far short of the “ Norman” ruins in respect of the quantity and
workmanship of the cut-stone used. Randown Church on Lough Ree in
the County Roscommon is a good example of the Gothic architecture of its
day. It was built in the reign of King John, and, as some writers say, at
his express command. The style is the Pointed Gothic, but without a
vestige of ornamental work, and the masonry is extremely rude. The
inferiority of this Church to buildings of the same age in England may
be accounted for on the same principle as Mr. Rickman accounts for the
inferiority of the Roman work found in England, which, he tells us, “ was
rude, and by no means comparable with the antiquities of Greece and Italy,
though executed by the Romans.” (Rickman, p. 3).

There are particular dates assigned to more than a hundred Gothic
Churches and Monasteries in Ireland. The earliest are ascribed to the
twelfth century ; but there is o Aistorical record whatever of the foundation
of a single one of the so-called Norman Churches. Two cases are relied
on by some Irish antiquaries as exceptions to this statement—one is that
of Cormac’s Chapel, already noticed ; and the other is that of the Church of
the Nuns at Clonmacnoise, to which I shall afterwards allude.

The finding of the zigzag ornament on so many Irish ruins has led to
the hasty conclusion that such st be Norman; but we learn from Mr.
Rickman, that the use of this ornament is much more ancient than the
Norman architecture. He says (p. 4) :—* It is curious to observe that the
ornament, afterwards used so profusely in Norman work, is used in the
buildings of Diocletian, the Corinthian modillions being capped with a
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moulding cut in zigzag, which only wants the enlargement of moulding to
become a real Norman ornament.” An examination of the Ruins of
Palenque and Yucatan, as illustrated by Stephens, will be sufficient to show
that this favorite Norman ornament belongs to a period of very remote
antiquity. The zigzag ornament may there be found in great profusion and
of the same form—running in straight bands, as it exists on the southern
doorway of Cormac’s Chapel.

As an evidence of the inferiority of the Irish genuine Christian architec-
ture to the English of the same period, I would notice the fact that, while
several specimens of Bell-towers of stone of the early Norman period exist
in England, there is no proof that.any such ever existed in Ireland. 7%
was not till the year 1331, that a Bell-tower of stone was provided for Christ
Church in Dublin.

There is one very ornamental appendage to
Anglo-Norman Churches, examples of which are to
be found in every county in England, viz.—a double
window supported by a pier (see fig. 5). They are
generally used in Bell-towers, and in the fronts of
Chapter-houses of Norman date. Hundreds of them
exist in England at this day : but there is not, that
I am aware of, an ancient specimen of one such in
any part of Ireland used as a window, although a
: few specimens are found in the chancels of some of
FIG 5.—WINDOW IN JARROW  the largest Irish Temples. They are niches, which

RO were probably made to contain Images or Relics.

I think the fact will be found to be, that, when the general use of stone
as material for Churches had begun in Ireland, the period of Norman archi-
tecture in England had been succeeded by the Pointed Gothic or Early-
English style. , A

All the anomalies relating to the ancient Irish “Norman” architec-
ture are altogether irreconcilable with the assumption of its having been
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borrowed from the English Norman ; but these difficulties are removed by
assigning it to the Cuthite Colonists of Ireland, of whose existence in ancient
times there is abundance of such evidence, as the nature of the subject is
capable of affording. Irish topography, legends, history, language, and
hagiology, all point back to a period when Ireland was ruled by a nation
who were descendants of Ham, answering to the Cuthites, about whom the
learned Bryant has written so much.

There is an interesting example of the Irish ancient style of architecture,
which, from the topography and legends connected with it, has strongly
confirmed my opinions on this subject. It is the church of Kilmelchedor, a
small building like Cormac’s Chapel at Cashel, but less rich in its variety of
ornament. There is a handsome “ Norman” doorway of three orders,
and the interior is lined with panels, separated by well-cut stone semi-
detached semi-circular piers. The locality is the parish of Kilmelchedor in
the wilds of Kerry at the extreme west of Ireland. The building is called
“ Teampull Melchedor,” which (as Irish) may be translated—¢ The
Temple of the Golden Molach.” On the inside of the soffit stone of the
doorway is sculptured in relief the head of an Ox—the Golden Molach
himself. The presence of this emblem of divinity is explained by the
learned Bryant, who tells us that “it was usual with the Amonians
[Cuthites] to describe upon the architrave of their temples some emblem of
the deity who there presided.” The Ox’s head on the architrave of the
“ Temple of the Golden Molach” is eight inches broad, and projects five
inches above the surface of the stone, which, having been originally seven-
teen inches thick, was reduced to twelve inches for its whole length, so as to
leave the head five inches in relief. The name is spelled Melchedarr in the
Martyrology of Donegal (p. 127),—the derivation may therefore be Melech,
the offspring of Dair, the Oak, which will afterwards be shown to be of
Cuthite origin. Itis probable that the Temple, as well as its reputed founder,
may have been called by both names. The name of the parish is at this
day spelled K7/melchedor and Kilmalkeader. The promontory of Sybil Head
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is in the same locality. All these names are of Cuthite origin, as is also the
term “ Golden” applied to Molach. Bryant has written at considerable length
on “ The Golden Age,” showing that it referred to the period of Cuthite domi-
nion.—See Bryant, vol. 4, p. 210. Some Archzologists to whom Cormac’s
Chapel presented no difficulty, have been sadly puzzled to account for a
beautiful “ Norman” Temple in such a remote locality as the parish of Kilmel-
chedor. I may add that the tradition of the common people in this place is,
that it was erected by supernatural agency in one night. I may also remark
here that this legend, of being erected in one night, is never applied to
Gothic ruins, but only to Round Towers, Irish Crosses, “ Norman” Churches,
and such Cuthite relics, which may perhaps be accounted for by the fact that,
after a long period of the dominion of the Celts, who had no stone buildings,
these beautiful Cyclopean remains could only be explained by the peasantry
as the result of supernatural agency.

There is another Irish peculiarity which marks the contrast between
English Norman and ancient Irish architecture. A striking characteristic
of Cyclopean architecture is, that the stones are not set in horizontal courses,
but they are so prepared, that the z7regularities of one stone are met by the
angles of the stones adjoining. This mode of workmanship was evidently
designed to communicate strength. The same principle may be perceived,
introduced in profusion, throughout the Ashlar masonry of the “ Norman”
ruins of Ireland. There is scarcely a window of this style throughout
Ireland, in which specimens of such masonry are not to be found. Several
specimens may be perceived in the cut-stone window of Kilmacduagh : and
a variety of others, some very singular examples, may be seen in the
illustrations of this book ; but indeed this style of jointing is common through-
out the ancient ruins of Ireland ; while I believe scarcely a specimen of the
like is to be found in English Norman architecture.

Now if so striking a feature of Irish “ Norman” ashlar work is
absent in England, it is a fact utterly irreconcilable with the theory that the
Irish was derived from the English Norman. I have elsewhere shown that



CUTHITE ARCHITECTURE OF IRELAND. 25

the English Norman is rude compared with the several styles which suc-
ceeded it, but the opposite is the case in Ireland. There are in Ireland
at this day no better specimens of stone cutting and closeness of jointing
than the ashlar work of the so-called Norman ruins. Norman architecture
has become fashionable in Ireland within the past 20 years. Every Church
and other building, intended to be expensive and handsome in the extreme,
is built in the Norman style. Notwithstanding which there is nothing to be
found in Irish modern architecture, which for richness of ornament and
costliness of work is worthy of comparison with the Cuthite doorways of
Kilmelchedor, Freshford Church or Clonfert cathedral, with their Cuthite
peculiarities.

CUTHITE ARCHITECTURE OF IRELAND, COMMONLY
CALLED “NORMAN.” ‘

I shall in the course of this work have occasion to refer to about one
hundred and forty localities where specimens of the style of Irish architecture
called “ Norman,” or fragments of sculpture belonging to the same order, are
to be found. I would direct the reader’s particular attention to the fact that
about a hundred and twenty of these localities are associated with the names of
sth and 6th century saints—Cuthite divinities, or Finian heroes. The few
that are not connected with such names are foundations, of which no record,
written or traditional, has been preserved; but the topography of most of
these places proves that they are undoubtedly as ancient as the others.

Now I would ask how it came to pass, that builders of Norman architec-
ture in the 13th century should invariably have chosen ancient foundations,
ascribed to the sth and 6th centuries, for their sites? How is it, that the
records of the 12th century are silent respecting the erection of these beautiful
“ Norman” edifices and Crosses, while they are very particular in noticing
the erection of Gothic buildings of the same date—buildings, which, be it

remembered, are much inferior as specimens of artisticskill to the so-called
D
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Norman architecture ? The conclusion to be drawn from these facts seems to
my mind unanswerable,—namely, that we must assign the ancient Irish
architecture and sculpture to a date as early at least as the 6th century ; and,
as abundance of evidence has already been adduced to prove, that the Celtic
Irish (who preceded the Danes and the English) Zad no architecture or
sculpture in stone, we are forced to the further conclusion, that the ancient
architecture (which existed in the 6th century) must have been the work of
the antecedent Cuthite colonies of Ireland, the names of whose Divinities
and Heroes answer to those of the reputed founders of the Irish “ Norman”
ruins. ‘

One very important fact tends to disprove the assumption, that the
ancient Irish architecture is Norman. This is, that the so-called Norman
architecture has disappeared wherever Norman colonists obtained a perma-
nent footing in Ireland.

If the reader wishes to visit the best specimens, and in greatest variety,
of ancient “ Norman” buildings in Ireland, he must go to those remote
parts of the country where the Normans were never known to be in occupation!
Several specimens of this ancient style of architecture are found at Glenda-
lough in the County Wicklow, but this is owing to the exceptional circum-
stance that the district, though within 25 miles of Dublin and surrounded by
the English Pale, was held by the O’Tooles, an Irish Clan, “ w/ko maintained
possession of 1t with uncontrolled authority till the 17th century.” Clonmacnoise
also has its “ Norman” ruins, but even to this day that district, unlike the
remainder of the King’s County, is inhabited by families almost exclusively
Irish.  Yet, notwithstanding the numerous ruins of Glendalough and Clon-
macnoise, I think it will be found that—with the exception of Round Towers
and Sculptured Crosses, which have been everywhere carefully preserved
during the past hundred years—a greater number of specimens of Cyclopean
and so-called Norman, but really Cuthite architecture exist in the County of
Clare and the islands of Aran, Scattery, and Iniscaltra on its coasts, than in
the twenty-one counties of Leinster and Ulster. These provinces have
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been occupied almost entirely by English and Scotch settlers, while in Clare
the inhabitants have ever been for the most part of exclusively Irish descent.

Wherever a good specimen of this architecture is to be met with in
Ulster or Leinster, there are generally some exceptional circumstances
connected with it to account for its not having disappeared like the others.
Thus, for instance, a beautiful doorway (called Norman by archaologists) is
preserved at Kilmore Cathedral in the County Cavan. This relic of ancient
times owes its preservation to the fact of Bishop Bedell's having been
imprisoned during the wars of Charles the First's time in the island of
Cloher Oughter. He there saw this beautiful doorway, which, on being
restored to his See, he got transferred to the Cathedral of Kilmore. Here
it remained for about 200 years. A new Cathedral having been erected a
few years since, the ancient doorway was considered too handsome to be
abandoned ; so it was again removed, and is now beyond comparison the
richest piece of work in the handsome new Cathedral.

There are ten Saints, or Cuthite divinities, recorded in connection with
ruins in the County of Clare. Every one of these names is found also in
Ulster and in Leinster, but in these provinces the Temples, with which they
were associated, have for the most part disappeared, only fragments being
left to attest their former existence. Having gone to search for one of these
temples in Drumhome parish, County Donegal, which the Ordnance Survey
had marked as a Ruin on their map, I ascertained that every vestige of it
had disappeared. Meeting shortly after an intelligent farmer of Norman
descent, he told me that a very curious little Church had stood on his farm
with carved stones and a grave of uncommon construction, but that a short
time ago he had thrown down the Church and broken the stones for draining
materials ! This, from his description of the ruin and locality, I believe to
have been the one for which I had been searching.

The efforts of the Government after the Reformation to overcome
popular superstition still further account for the disappearance of these
ancient Temples, such having ever been the resort of pilgrims, being the
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localities of Holy Wells and other relics of the supposed Saints. Mr. Otway
relates of the island in Lough Derg, County Donegal, called “ Patrick’s
Purgatory,” that “in 1632 ‘the State ordered Sir James Balfour and Sir
William Stewart to seize unto his Majesty’s use this island of Purgatory;
and accordingly we find that Sir William proceeds to the island, and reports
that he found an abbot and forty friars, and that there was a daily resort of
four hundred and fifty pilgrims, who paid eightpence each for admission
to the island.  Sir William further informs the Privy Council, that in order
to hinder the seduced people from going any longer to this stronghold of
Purgatory, and wholly to take away the abuse hereafter, he had directed the
whole to be defaced and utterly demolished; therefore the walls, works,
foundations, wvawlts, etc., he ordered to be rooted up, also the place called
St. Patrick’s bed, and the stone on which he knelt. These and all other
superstitious relics he ordered to be thrown into the lough.””  (Donegal
Highlands, p. 64).

So effectually did Sir William Stewart finish his work, that not one stone
upon another is now to be found on the once celebrated island of Purgatory.
—Similar records exist with reference to other places, and what is recorded of
one place was no doubt done at other localities also. We need therefore
have no difficulty in accounting for the disappearance of Cuthite Temples -
from numerous sites, which are still associated with Cuthite names.

I have already observed that English Archeology has been reduced to a
Science, and that the Irish Gothic Architecture fits into the place, to which
English Archaologists would assign it; but not so with the Irish so-called
“Norman.” Difficulties and anomalies with respect to it present themselves
at every step. John Henry Parker Esq. of Oxford is perhaps the most
learned man of the age on the subject of genuine Norman Architecture. I
doubt whether, for many years, he has experienced any difficulty on questions
relating to Norman Churches; but when he comes to examine the Irish
ruins, he confesses that the subject has not yet been mastered. The fact
that the Irish had no Roman buildings to copy from, while the English and
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Continental nations had, presented difficulties to his mind in accounting
for the fact, that some so-called “ Norman” buildings of Ireland display as
much artistic skill as buildings of the same age in England and France;
but he assists us in arriving at the truth, by reminding us that the architec-
ture of a country cannot be properly understood without a knowledge of
its history. His last sentence of a series of articles on the subject in the
Gentleman's Magazine is—* The study of Irish Architecture is only commenced,
and will require the labour of many heads and hands to work it out as it ought
to be.”

The question then suggests itself, whence was the English and French
Norman Architecture derived ? 1 mean the peculiar characteristics of it, as
distinguished from the Roman. A difficult question to answer at this day;
yet it might be accounted for—first, by the fact, that, although in the 8th
and o9th centuries the Irish despised Architecture, yet their Schools and
Colleges, as seats of learning, are generally supposed to have been superior
to any in Europe at the time, in proof of which numerous authorities might
be adduced, for instance—King Alfred is said to have been educated in
Ireland, at the college of Baal in Mayo, and all of his time, who desired to
become scholars, came to Ireland for education.

Now, as some of the most beautiful specimens of our ancient architecture
existed in the localities of Irish Colleges, though even then in ruins, it is but
reasonable to suppose that they should not be overlooked by some intelligent
Architects among the English and other foreigners although disregarded by
the Irish.

This would in part account for the Norman Architecture in England and
other places; but in addition, it may be said, secondly,—that if the Cuthites
be assumed to have inhabited Ireland, it may be proved that they had
settlements also in England, Scotland, France, and Switzerland; and vestiges
of their buildings may have remained so long after, as to suggest designs for
Norman Architecture ; however these countries are beyond the range of the
.subject of this work.
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An impartial examination of the whole subject will lead to the con-
clusion, that not only these relics of “ Norman” Architecture, but also the
general form of our ancient Churches with many of their ornaments, had
their origin in a Heathen age. M. de Beugnot, a very learned Roman
Catholic writer, whose work was sanctioned by the Institute of France,
informs us that—

“ After the Council of Ephesus the churches of the East and West offered
to the adoration of the faithful the Virgin Mary. They received this new
worship with an enthusiasm sometimes too great,—since for many Christians
this worship became the whole of Christianity. The heathen did not
endeavour to defend their altars against the progress of this worship of the
Mother of God.—They opened to Mary the Temples, which they had kept
shut against Jesus Christ, and confessed themselves conquered. It is true,
they often mixed with the adoration of Mary those heathen ideas, those vain
practices, those ridiculous superstitions, from which they seemed unable to
separate themselves. The Church, however, was delighted to see them
enter into her bosom, because she knew well that it would be easy for her,
with the help of time, to purify from its alloy a worship, whose essence was
purity itself.” (M. de Beugnot, Histoire de la Destruction du Paganisme en
Occident. Vol ii., 271).

His illustration of the fact is in the following note :—* Among a multitude
of proofs I choose only one, to shew with what facility the worship of Mary
swept before it the remains of heathenism which still covered Europe—
Notwithstanding the preaching of St. Hilarion, Sicily had remained faithful
to the old worship [ Heathenism]. After the Council of Ephesus [that which
offered the Virgin Mary to the adoration of the faithful] we see its eight
finest Pagan Temples become, in a very short space of time, Churches under
the invocation of the Virgin.”

These circumstances account for the fact, that not only the buildings, and
localities connected with the worship, but the customs and traditions of
Heathenism, passed over to Christian uses. Heathen Feasts became Saints’

L}



THE FOUR EVANGELISTS—SCULPTURES. 31

Days, legends of Heathen Gods became ascribed to Christian mythical
Saints; and the localities, venerated on account of their association with
Heathen legends and worship, became the favorite sites of Christian
Churches and Monasteries. We learn that Theodoret recommended that,
to win the Gentiles, they should present to “them the Saints and Martyrs
in lieu of their demi-gods.”

THE FOUR EVANGELISTS, ETC.—.SCULPTURES.

Among the many relics of Heathenism which were thus transferred to
Christianity, I reckon the Winged Bull, the Winged Lion, the Angel, and
the Eagle. Whilst other monstrosities of Heathenism were rejected from
Christian uses, these were suffered to remain, and were adopted as the
emblems of the Four Evangelists. The Christians, who first adopted them
as such, never anticipated, that in the nineteenth century similar figures
would be found among the ruins of Nineveh, to which Christianity could lay
no claim. I believe that they had their origin, like many heathen customs
and traditions, in some primeval revelations (probably antediluvian) such as
are described in Ezekiel (chap. i.), and elsewhere in Scripture ; and that, like
other sacred truths, they became corrupted in after times into the heathen
monstrosities exhibited at Nineveh.

Fig. 6 is copied from A Chart of Anglican Church Ornament—collected
Srom ancient existing samples—by F. Bedford, Jun. “ The Emblems of the
Evangelists :—The Angel (appropriated to St. Matthew) supposed to signify
the Manhood of our Lord—the Lion, (St. Mark) His Almighty power—the
Ox or Bull, (St. Luke) His Sacrifice—and the Eagle, (St. John) His Resur-
rection and Ascension. From a Brass in Selby Abbey Church.”

In Fig. 7 are the corresponding figures found among the Ruins of
Nineveh ; and in Fig. 8 are the Winged Bull and Winged Lion found among
the Ruins of Cashel. I merely notice this remarkable coincidence and simili-
tude between the three, but I cannot take on myself to say positively whether
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the Cashel figures are pagan or Christian sculptures, though the fork on the
Lion’s tail (St. Mark) does not appear on the devices, which are generally
admitted to be of Christian origin.

FIG. 8.—SCULPTURES AT CASHEL.

- It is remarkable, in considering the ancient Irish so-called “ Norman”
Architecture, that, while the strictest uniformity of outline perfectly con-
sistent with Architectural taste is preserved, there is in the Irish specimens
a rich variety in detail of Ornament. For richness and beauty the speci-
mens which remain are not excelled by those found in any other country in
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IDOL FOUND AT THE BASE OF CASHEL ROUND TOWER.
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Europe. It has before been remarked, that of the thirty ornaments of

Capitals at Cashel Temple—though all alike in outline—there are no two of

the Capitals alike in the detail of ornament. Fig. 9 represents the orna-
- ments of opposite Capitals of the Southern doorway.

FIG. Q.—SCULPTURES OF CAPITALS AT CASHEL.

Fig. 10 is that of an idol, formed of well-cut limestone, two feet six
inches in height, which was discovered some years since, buried several feet
under the ground near the base of the Round Tower at Cashel. I believe
it to be the emblem of Female nature, the “ Grove” of the Scriptures,—
and possibly the “ Fiedh-nemadh” of the Irish, treated of in a subsequent
chapter.

Fig. 11 is another sculpture found among the Ruins of Cashel. There is
not a vestige of Christian symbolism to be seen among the devices upon it.
The arch with the pointed top has its exact counterpart repeated many
times in the view (Fig. 3) of the temple of Carli. Whether it is Christian,
or heathen, I will not take upon myself to decide. I am however of opinion,
that it is heathen, and therefore I insert it as a Cuthite relic, leaving the reader
to judge for himself. There are several Christian Altars in Ireland exhibit-
ing much the same outline, but the contrast between them and that at
Cashel in respect to detail and elaborateness of design is so marked, as to

lead me to believe that the only connection between them is, that the ancient
E 2
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FIG. 1I1.—SCULPTURED PANELS, CASHEL.

Cashel sculpture may have suggested the design for the modern Christian
Altar. ‘ ;

This piece of Sculpture consists of nine panels, five of which—the most
interesting—are represented in fig. 11. The whole piece, as it now stands,
is seven feet two inches long, by two feet one inch in height.



ANCIENT IRISH HISTORY AND HAGIOLOGY.

EFORE proceeding further with the subject of Irish Architecture, I
shall make a short digression upon Irish History, as the one is
intimately interwoven with the other.

No country in Europe possesses so large an amount of ancient historical
records as Ireland, yet objections have been raised as to the genuineness of
these records, so as to make them contemptible among the learned. How-
‘ever there are few, if any, among those who have studied them, who believe
them to be purely inventions; and, for my own part, I have been often
puzzled in forming an opinion upon them, by the evident marks of antiquity,
coupled with the ingenuousness of those who recorded them, on the one
hand ; and the direct contradictions and absurdities of some of the principal
records, on the other. The conclusion to which I have been led is that,
Irish History was originally genuine, and extended as far back into remote
antiquity as it purports to do; but that on different occasions it underwent
corruption and alteration, owing to various circumstances, which at the pre-
sent day deprive it of such value as a relic of antiquity, as attaches to the
fragments of Sanchoniathon and Berosus.

If neither the English, nor their predecessors the Celts, were the
artificers of the Round Towers and Crosses, we must seek in History
for some other people more ancient still, whose reputation would justify
us in ascribing such works to them. Now we find such a people in the
Tuath-de-Danaans, who, Dr. Petrie informs us, (p. 384)—are always
referred to as superior to the Scoti in the knowledge of the arts. We learn,”
he says, “that in the traditions of the Irish the Tuath-de-Danaans were no
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less distinguished from their conquerors in their personal than in their
mental characteristics.”

The age in which the Tuath-de-Danaans flourished corresponds with the
period of Cuthite rule elsewhere throughout the world ; and I think it will be
found, that there are good historical grounds for concluding also that the
Irish colonies of Fomeerians and Nemedians (predecessors of the Tuath-de-
Danaans) were of the same Cuthite race.

As to proofs on this subject—

First, we have, on the unanimous testimony of Irish Historians, the fact,
that the Tuath-de-Danaans (the last Cuthite Colony that settled in Ireland,
about 1,900 B.C.) were learned, and well skilled in Science and Magic.—This
must be taken as an unquestionable fact, because it is recorded by all His-
torians of the Celtic race who subdued the Cuthites. The Celts were
ignorant of the use of letters until taught by the vanquished party.*

The Bards or Priests of the Tuath-de-Danaans, after their Phallic
worship became interdicted or utterly abolished, continued for generations to
be the Musicians, the Poets, the Historians, and finally the flatterers of their
masters. These in time, I doubt not, corrupted Irish History by ascribing
to the Celtic Chieftains the pedigrees and records of ancient exploits, which
properly belonged to their Cuthite or Tuath-de-Danaan predecessors. Thus
we find the Celtic pedigrees extending to Noah; though I very much doubt
whether the celebrated Heber and Heremon, their first Kings, could have
told the names of their ancestors to the fourth generation. From mingling
among the Tuath-de-Danaans, the Celts soon acquired that taste for long
pedigrees, of which they afterwards became so proud.—This I believe to
have been the first great corruption of Irish History.

Many names of Tuath-de-Danaan divinities, after their religion was inter-
dicted, were ascribed in the mythic legends of the Bards to the supposed Kings

* We have the authority of the Book of Ballymote for stating, that the Scythians acquired their
knowledge of letters from Ogmus, the Tuath-de-Danaan. (O’ Brien's Round Towers, p. 493)-
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and Heroes of that race; while the names of real historical personages of
the Tuath-de-Danaans were, with their pedigrees, exploits, and wanderings,
ascribed by the Bards to their conquerors, the Celts. This corruption of
history seems to have been systematized in the reign of Olam Fodla (about
700 B.C.). He revived much of the learning, and some customs of the
Tuath-de-Danaans—such as the Taltine Games at Tara, and the use of the
Laic Feal, or Coronation Stone ; only transferring their traditions to his own
Celtic race. He is called the Solomon of the Irish.

If we examine the several accounts, which have reached us, of the
“Laic Feal,” or “ Stone of Destiny”—supposed to be the Coronation Stone
in Westminster Abbey,—they will serve to illustrate what I have said
respecting the corruptions of Irish History.

The Tuath-de-Danaans are stated by the best Authorities to have

. brought this stone with them to Ireland, together with other wonderful objects
said to have been possessed of magical properties. (Keating, vol. 1, p. 70).

This is the account now generally received in Ireland, and I believe it
to be the truth ; but the relic was too venerable as a Coronation stone, not
in time to be turned to use by the victorious Celts—and accordingly another
version of its history was invented.—The Chronicles of Ewi inform us,
that, long before the Celts left Spain, the God * Baal had sent the blessed
Stone,” Lafail, to their ancestors, with instructions as to its use. Cathac, their
Chief, brought it to Ireland, after which the Danaans, hearing of its virtue,
did bear it away to Oldanmact, where it remained till the reign of Olam
Fodla, who brought it to Tara, and restored it to its original use (O’Connor’s
Translation,* vol. 2, p. 88). This Olam Fodla is described as “a prince of
the most comprehensive knowledge, that ever sat on the Irish Throne. He

* I am aware that O’Connor’s “ Chronicles of Eri” is not looked upon as good autho-
rity by learned archeologists, and that some suppose it to have been a composition by
Mr. O'Connor himself. But to my mind the early portion of it bears internal evidence
of authenticity as an ancient composition. I believe it to be the work of Olam Fodla, in

fact, the work in which he systematized the plagiarisms, by which he assigned to his own
ancestors the history and pedigrees of their Cuthite predecessors. In it he brings the
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perused and revised the National Records, erasing all falsehoods—and he
punished severely all historians who made improper representations”
(Keating, vol. 1,.p. 197). That is to say —He altered the records, in order
to suit the pretensions of his own dominant race to that remote antiquity of
which Irish Annals treated ; and he enforced these alterations on Historians
by severe penal laws.

A third legend respecting the Laic Feal, noticed by O’'Flaherty, is that,
Simon Breac, the leader of a colony of Scythians, came from Spain to invade
Ireland “whither he carried the marble stone, we call the fatal stone, on
which our kings were installed, and from which Ireland was called Inis Fail,
which they say Gathelus brought out of Egypt, or, as some will have, Simon
drew up from the bottom of the sea with an anchor, in a great tempest,”
(Ogygra Vindicated, p. 30).

A fourth account of the “ Laic Feal,” or “ Stone of Destiny” (invented
after the introduction of Christianity), is, that it was the stone Jacob used for
his pillow at Bethel; that Gad-el-glas, the ancestor of the Celts,received it from
Moses when in the Wilderness,and that he (Gad-el-glas) having been bitten by
a fiery serpent was cured by looking at the Serpent of Brass, for which
reason his descendants used the Snake entwined on a pole for centuries
afterwards as their National Standard. (See Keating, vol. 1, pp. 208, 213).

The true solution of these contradictions I believe to be, that Gad-el-glas

Scythian Irish from the banks of the Tethgris [Tigris] to Ibar [Iberia,—Spain] before their
arrival in Ireland—thus far corresponding with Bryant’s researches respecting the Cuthite migra-
tions from Babylon. The myth respecting the Laic Feal is too flimsy to conceal the truth it
covers. I need not notice the improbability of the enslaved Danaans, having heard of its
virtues, being able to steal from their conquerors and bear away to Oldanmact [Connaught],
their most venerated relic, the Laic Feal. But the truth is transparent through the legend—
namely, that the Danaans when conquered took with them from Tara to Oldanmact [ Connaught]
their own venerated relic, and there retained it until the reign of Olam Fodla, who took forcible
possession of the Sacred Stone, finding that without it he could not effect his purposes. Olam
Fodla’s erasing all falsehoods from the National Records, as he is stated to have done, and his
misunderstanding and reconciliation with the Danaans, seem to me very significant circumstances
all confirming my explanations regarding this composition.
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was not the name of a man, much less of an ancestor of the Celts, but the
name of the Serpent, which was worshipped by the Cuthites. Mr. O’Brien
interprets the name “ Gad el Glass”—*“ Green God snake.” It was in fact
the Serpent of Paradise, which through primeval traditions found its way into
the worship of all the nations of remote antiquity. It is also singular and
worthy of notice, that the name “ Cathac,” the Celtic chief who, according
to the Chronicles of Evi, brought this Stone from Spain to Ireland, should
also answer to the name of the Serpent. Cathac is the name of the double-
headed Serpent, which, according to yet extant oral tradition, kept possession
of Scattery Island, until overcome by St. Shanaun.

The traditions of this Serpent, continuing among the people long after all
Cuthite worship was abolished, were transferred to Celtic myths, and, after
the introduction of Christianity the legend was enlarged by addition of the
. names of Jacob and Moses, and the Scriptural account of the fiery serpents in
the wilderness.

The Legendary Poems, ascribed to Ossian and others, seem to have
had their origin in remote antiquity, many of the names of their heroes
being found to correspond with those of the Tuath-de-Danaan race. Several
parallels have lately been drawn in Archzological Journals, between these
legends and similar ones' in the extreme East, but space will not permit of
my enlarging upon this part of the subject.

There appeared in the Ulster Fournal, vol. 7, p. 334, a most interest-
ing article by Mr. O’Laverty, in which he records several very ancient
Irish legends, comparing them with similar legends of the East, and of
ancient Grecian Mythology. The coincidence of names and events is
wonderful, and is sufficient to prove that the legends are mythological, and
not historical. '

The story of Conloch, the son of the Irish Hero, Cuchullin, is compared
with the Persian legend of Rustam. In both cases, the father is described as
killing his own son, not knowing him to be such until the time of his death.

The Irish King Labhradh Loing-Seach is compared with Midas King
F
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of Phrygia, and son of the goddess Cybele. Both had asses’ or horses’ ears
—Dboth took equal pains to conceal the fact, but in both instances the manner
of discovery of the deformity was the same, and miraculous.

Conan of Ossian is compared with the Thersites of Homer.

ODuibne of Ossian is compared with Adonis of Greek mythology.
Their histories are wonderfully alike. Each is killed by a mystical Boar.
The story of the Irish King Balor Beimeaun is contrasted with the Grecian
legends of Perseus. The incidents are so much alike in each case, as to
prove that both were derived from the same mythological origin.

Mr. O’Laverty’s article is well worthy the attention of every student of
the subject.

The second corruption of Irish history took place after the introduction
of Christianity.

The Bards finding that the Bible records, which they did not venture
to question, contradicted theirs in several particulars, undertook to correct
the latter, superinducing on the ancient legends names borrowed from
Scripture history ; and then were introduced the names of Jacob and Moses,
which of course never appeared in the National Records before the Chris-
tian era. These circumstances are to be regretted, as they have deprived
the most ancient Irish Records of much of that interest, which would have
attached to them had they come 'to us in their original form; and the
manifest contradictions thus occasioned in the Records, touching such points
as I have referred to, leave the reader to his own choice.as to which Record
(if to either) he will give any credit. I have already said that I believe the
Tuath-de-Danaans, the Fomecerians, and the Nemedians to have been
different Colonies of the same people; and that all were Cuthites, or
descendants of Ham.—Thus Vallancey refers (vol. 4, p. 155), to the state-
ment in “ the Reim Riogra,” or Royal Calendar of Ireland, that this (Tuath-
de-Danaan) “ Colony was of the family of Cush the Son of Ham.” Then
follows the pedigree.

From the above Royal Calendar (which is admitted to be one of the
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most genuine authorities) I conclude, that the Tuath-de-Danaans were of
the posterity of Cush, which is also confirmed by many other writers on
Ireland, although Keating, without quoting any authority, dissents from it.

In OFlakerty's Ogygia, vol. 1, p. 19, we read, “ Breas, the first King
of the Danaans being of the Fomcerian race by his father, and Danaan by
his mother ; and Lugad the third King of the Danaans, who was a Danaan
by his father and grandson of the King of the Fomcerians by his daughter,
put it beyond possibility of doubt that a mutual commerce and intermar-
riage subsisted between the Fomcerians and Danaans.”

In confirmation of Mr. O’'Flaherty’s opinion, M7. O’ Brien furnishes an
Irish quotation from the Book of Leccan to prove that the last three Tuath-
-de-Danaan Chiefs, who ruled together at the time of the Celtic Invasion,
were the sons of Milad, a Fomcerian, by a Queen of the Tuath-de-Danaans
—(See p. 393).—I not only agree with Mr. O’Flaherty in his conclusion,
but I believe them to have been of the same Cuthite race, the names of
successive colonists being different, but all bearing the same general character.
—As to the name “ Fomcerians,” pronounced “ Fomorogh,” Mr. O’Brien
interprets it as meaning “ Mariners of Fo” or Budha.

Doctor Keating states that the Tuath-de-Danaans, and their predeces-
sors the Nemedians, sprung from the same stock. In fact he traces relation-
ship between the Nemedians, the Tuath-de-Danaans, and the Gadelians or
Scythians, but while other historians noticed by O’Flaherty (vol. 1, p. 7), say
they were all the offspring of Cham, Keating ascribes their ancestry to
Japheth, the son of Noah; and also, contrary to numerous other respectable
authorities, he traces the descent of the Fomcerians or African pirates
to Shem, the son of Noah, (vol. 1, pp. 49 and 52). The identity of race of
early Irish colonists seems to have been generally recognized; but, after
Christianity had brought to light the curse upon Ham and his descend-
ants, the Celtic Irish were forced either to abandon the ancient pedigrees
which they had assumed, or else to declare the whole stock of ancestors
to have been uncontaminated by the blood of Ham.—This explanation
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to my mind accounts for the discrepancies which ancient Irish pedigrees
exhibit.

The name by which the Colony is designated—Nemedians—I am dis-
posed to think is derived from “NEMEADH,” holy or consecrated, rather
than from “ Nemed,” the proper name of their Chief or King. This inter-
pretation agrees with what would appear to be the pretensions of the first
apostates, for Persia was called “Iran,” interpreted to mean in the Palahvi
language, “Sacred land, or land of believers;” and the ancient name of
Ireland was “ Irin”—* the Sacred Island.”

Keating proceeds to tell us,that at Achaia the “Tuath-de-Danaans learned
the art of Necromancy and Enchantment, and became so expert in Magical
knowledge,” that when the city of Athens was invaded by the Assyrians,
these Sorcerers by their diabolical charms raised the dead bodies of the
Athenians, and brought them next day into the field, which sorely vexed the
Assyrians. The force of their enchantment being destroyed by the skill of
the Assyrian Druid, they fled, wandering from place to place. (Vol. 1,
p. 68).

It would appear that the Phallic element in the religion of the ancient
Irish was specially interdicted in the Celtic worship, the two systems being in
certain other respects alike. The Celts worshipped the Sun under the name of
Croum on Cromlechs ;—but among the traditions of the peasantry the names
and customs of the Tuath-de-Danaans never ceased to be traced. It would
scem that the Celts, on appropriating the pedigrees and traditions of their
predecessors, adopted the names of Graine and Baal (from which such tradi-
tions were inseparable), but only as alases of the name of the Sun. We
have a remarkable instance of this in the present Irish name of May-Day—
“ La Baal Thinna”—the day of Baal’s Fire. The name of “ Baltinglass,”
“ The Fire of the green Baal,” may be also_ traced to the same source, and
it is probable that the name of “the Green God Snake” (Gad-el-glas) may
have given rise to Ireland being first called the “ Green Island.”

Who the “Green God” was may be learned from Colemar's Hindu
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Mythology, p. 133, where we find that the primeval Budh—the planet Mer-
cury (whose monogram we have in a subsequent illustration,) was described as
of a greenish colonr. Maurice suggests that this monogram represented
the Sun and Moon combined with the sacred cross, and that its outline
answered to the form of the celebrated caduceus of Mercury—the double snake
entwined round a rod, answering to the Irish standard of Gad-el-glas, already
noticed, (Maurice's Hist. of Hindoostan, vol. 1, p. 235). It would therefore
appear that the colour green was that, in which this snake was originally
represented. This would explain the Green Budh of India; the Green God
Snake of Ireland ; the Green Baal, of Baltinglass; as well as several other
names of Irish topography, such as Tirdaglas, the Tower of the Green God
(now Terryglass in Tipperary), an ancient ecclesiastical establishment of the
sth century; also Achad-ur (Freshford, Co. Kilkenny), which may be trans-
lated, the Green Achad. The word AcHAD is found in our Irish diction-
aries, and rendered—“ A green field.” The real original meaning of
AcHAD is furnished to us by Bryant, vol. 1, p. 104, of his Antient Mytho-
logy, who tells us that it was a Cuthite radical, and a term applied by the
Amonians to their Deity. (See the subsequent notice of the term AcHAD.)
Like many other cases to be found throughout Ireland, the original meaning
of this term became obsolete, when the ancient religion with which it was
connected was proscribed; but the name itself still remained in connection
with some localities where the worship had been carried on. The name
Achad is frequently found in Irish topography, but never that I could
discover except-in places of ancient ecclesiastical renown; and therefore
it is unreasonable to suppose, that its primary meaning should have
been simply “a green field,” though such interpretation is sufficiently
probable as a secondary signification, after the original use of the term was
lost.

The May Pole ceremony, with its dancing and rejoicing, was in fact a
common mode of celebrating the Feast of Baal at a distance from the
Round Tower, or real May Pole ; and it was continued among the peasantry
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as a harmless custom long after the Round Tower worship was interdicted,
and after the knowledge of its real origin was lost by lapse of time.

Although we know on the highest existing historical evidence, that at
the time of the Celtic invasion the Fomcerians or Fomorogh were closely
connected with the Tuath-de-Danaan Kings ; yet the contempt, with which
posterity was taught to regard their very name, may be judged from the
fact, that to this day the Dogfish, a miniature Shark of no value as food
and very destructive to its finny brethren, is honoured with the very name
“Fomorogh.” The humble fisherman knows the word only as the Irish
name for the Dogfish.

A well-known opprobrious term in use among the Irish to this day—
BUpH A VOHER (Budh of the Road), by which is meant an idle good-
for-nothing vagabond, is, according to O’Brien’s explanation, synonymous
with “ Agious Apollo,” “ Apollo of the high Road;” though it is probable
that the term, as one of the ancient appellations of the Divinity, was once as
much venerated in Ireland as it is now despised.

I am disposed on the whole to agree with Mr. O’Brien in ascribing the
erection of the Round Towers to the Cuthites, whether under the name of
Tuath-de-Danaans, Nemedians, or Fomcerians (the latter of whom are stated
to have been the Aborigines), and I also believe them to have been the
artificers of the Ancient Crosses and Stone-roofed Temples, as well as of
the so-called Bells and Croziers. For, in addition to the evidence that the
predecessors of the Celts were a colony of Cuthites, who were well-skilled
in all that in their age constituted learning and science, especially in the art
of building, of which they have left traces in the Cyclopean Architecture
found wherever they had settled all over the world, we have also the
strongest presumptive evidence, which such a subject will admit of, that these
Towers were not built by any subsequent inhabitants of Ireland, and

therefore the conclusion is but reasonable, that they were the work of the
Cuthites.



ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY OF IRELAND. 45

ECCLESIASTICAL HISTORY OF IRELAND.

Defective as the ancient political history of this country is, it is truth
itself, compared with the narrations in the Lives of the Saints, the supposed
Founders of the earliest Christian structures in Ireland.

It will be found, that most of the localities of Round Towers, Crosses,
and other specimens of (so-called) Norman Architecture of the ancient style,
are foundations ascribed to the earliest ages of Christianity in Ireland,
namely, the 5th and 6th centuries ; and this period I shall beg leave to call
the fabulous age of the Irish Church. How far I am justified in thus desig-
nating it is left to the reader to judge.

It is also to be observed that they are stated to be the foundations of
Saints, many of whom are said to have wrought extraordinary miracles; and
most of the names of these supposed Saints are so suspicious as to lead to
the conviction, that they are names of heathen divinities, traditionally pre-
served among the peasantry, until early Christian writers—per/aps from
well-meaning ignorance—ascribed them to Christian Saints.

Popular traditions preserved names, and transmitted with comparative
accuracy the extravagant legends connected with them; but Chronology
never could be preserved by such means. From the introduction of Christs-
anity all literature or written matter vemained in the custody of Ecclesiastics,
the legends of the Bards having been orally communicated. In after times,
- when it was thought desirable to ascribe ancient legends to Christian Saints,
all were without distinction referred to the g5th and 6th centuries, as of course
no celebrated Saint could have been ascribed to a period before St. Patrick.
This was the foundation of our Irish Hagiology, which began to be com-
mitted to writing about the 10th century.

The ancient literature seems to have been destroyed by the early Chris-
tians, as we read that St. Patrick caused more than 180 volumes of ancient
Irish Theology to be burned. But, as I have said, nothing but the loss of
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their language could deprive the peasantry of their traditions, or of their
faith in them. They seemed indifferent as to whether the subject of a legend
were called a saint or a hero, or to the period in which he flourished, provided
his. name and exploits were correctly preserved.

Before proceeding further, I beg to say that I am far from denying the
fact, that during these centuries Ireland had many Saints and learned men.
However, these learned men did not in their autobiographies, or in the Lives
of their contemporaries, furnish us with the facts recorded by Colgan. These
I believe to have been founded on compositions written centuries after-
wards.

Among the Irish Saints we have the names of :—
St. BuiTHE answering to Boodh, a Divinity of Hindostan.
ST. MOCHUDEE »  Mahody, the Divinity of Elephanta.
St. DaGAN ,,» Dagon, the God of the Philistines.
St. MoLacH ,  The Idol Moloch of the Bible:
St. Di(cH)uL »  The Devil in Irish.

ST. SATAN »  Satan, the Destroyer.

St. CrONAN ,,  Cronos, the Titan.

St. BoLcain »  Vulcan of Cuthite Mythology.

St. C1arAN »  Chiron, the Centaur of Cuthite Mythology.

St. NESSAN ,»  Nessus, the Centaur of Cuthite Mythology.

St. DECLAN »  Declain, the God of generation (Irish).

St. ENDEE »  The one God (Irish).

ST. SENELL »  Senel, The Ancient God.

St. Luan »  Luan, the Moon (Irish).

ST. SHANAUN »»  Shanaun, The Ancient Ana, the Mother of the
Gods (Irish), The river Shannon.

St. Earc, Erc »  Earc, the Sun (Irish) ¢ Erc, Heaven (Irish).

StT. BREEDH ,  Breedh, the Irish Goddess of Poets and Smiths.

ST. Dima ,,  Dimabh, the good God (Irish).
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St. Cocca answering to Caca, the name of a Cuthite divinity.

StT. CAINAN ,,  Canaan, the father of the Canaanites.

ST. MAELISA »  Melissa, a Cuthite divinity representing the Ark.
ST. DARERCA ,  Dair-eirce, the oak of the Ark.

St. DAIRBILE »  Dair-bile, the Oak-tree (Irish).

ST. DIARMAID, ,  Dair-maide, the Branch of the Oak.

St. MAEDOG »  Maideog, the emblem of virginity (Irish).

In my opinion all these names, with others to be afterwards noticed,
can be traced to Heathen derivations, and there are many besides, which are
only latinized modifications.

The Author of AMon. Hzb. informs us that there “were some names
among the Irish Saints to which sanctity seemed to be inherent.” He
proceeds to furnish a list, out of which I extract the following.

Bearing the name of

GossaN, there were Ten Saints, answering to Gobban Saer.
LASSERENE, ,, Eleven Saints, e Wiolachs

CroNaAN, 2 Thirty Saints, 5 Cronos, the Titan.
Finrtan, 3 Twenty-seven Saints, ,, the Antediluvian.
SENAN, o Twenty-five Saints, ,, the Ancient Ana.
MoOCHUAN, 5 Sixteen Saints, 5 the Son of the Dove.
Lucapus, " Fifteen Saints, = the Moon, Luan.
Bripcer, - Twelve Saints, - the Goddess of Smiths.
Dicnut, 3 Twelve Saints, it the Devil.

DiarwMip, " Fifteen Saints, & the Branch of the Oak.
CoLoMB, n Twenty-four Saints, ,, the Dove.

Afterwards he proceeds to say:
“ Nor is it Colgan alone that has advanced a matter so surprising and

extraordinary, for St. Keledeus, who was an Irish Bishop, and lived in the
G
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7th century, likewise assures us that there had been in that island sixty-two
Classes of Saints, who bore the same name, among whom were remarkable
thirty-four Mockuminses, thirty-seven Moluans, forty-three Molaises or
Laserenes, fifty-eight Mockuans, and to conclude, two hundred Colwmans,
which much exceeds what Colgan has said. But that which most amazes
all readers is, that the Irish Historians pretend to decide the difference
between all the Saints of the same name by their several genealogies, and
the diversity of the time and place of their birth—an undertaking so bold
that it does not seem likely. So that it has always hitherto appeared that
not only the profane, but also the Ecclesiastical History of Ireland is, more
than any other, perplexed with a vast number of the same names—of
synchronisms and anachronisms.” (Mon. H7é. Int.)

Such is the style of authority so often referred to by antiquaries for
historical facts!

To me these legends of numerous Saints of the same name seem quite
simple, and just what I should expect. And for this reason, that those, who
originally collected the legends, finding the same name to be venerated in
many different localities (which must have been the case, if the legends were
those of Heathen Divinities) naturally assumed that they were different
Saints of the same name, and recorded them accordingly. Such were the
materials for Colgan’s Acta Sanctorum.

For instance, if the Shannon, like the Ganges, was worshipped, its name
would be associated with every religious house of Pagan origin along the
banks of that river, and so twenty-five St. Shanauns would be found.

In offering this explanation of so many Saints of the same name, I do
not deny the unquestionable fact, that in subsequent ages of Christianity
many Ecclesiastics and real Saints were called after the supposed Saints so
much venerated in past ages. '

Before presenting to the reader a Catalogue of the ancient Ecclesiastical
Establishments of Ireland, which are usually the sites of (so-called) Norman
Architecture and Round Towers, and the names of their reputed founders,
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I find it necessary to offer a few remarks upon the Irish language. And
here I may notice, that all Irish words in English character introduced
throughout this work are, as a general rule, spelled as they are pronounced
to the English ear—the sound of the words being the object intended to be
expressed. Whenever an Irish quotation is introduced, or that attention is
required to the letters forming a word, the fact is noticed ; and in such cases
the words are correctly spelled in English characters, according to the Irish
mode of spelling. ]

“ The Irish language,” says Davies, an intelligent and respectable Welsh
writer, “appears to have arrived at maturity amongst the Iapetidee*, while
they were yet in contact with Aramzan families and formed a powerful tribe
in Asia Minor and in Thrace. It may, therefore, in particular instances
have more similitude or analogy to the Asiatic dialects, than what appears in
those branches of the Celtic that were matured in the west of Europe.
Those who used this language consisted partly of Titans, of Celto-Scythians,
or of those lapetide, who assisted in building the city of Babel, and must
have been habituated, after the dispersion, to the dialects of the nations
through which they passed, before they joined the society of their brethren.”
(O Brien's Round Towers, p. 58).

The Irish language seems to be a compound of the Celtic and Cuthite
languages, as the modern English is a compound of the Saxon, French and
other languages.t The Celts were at the time of the invasion of Ireland,
without literature, having, as I have elsewhere shown, acquired the know-
ledge of letters from their Cuthite predecessors. This circumstance

* In page 13, vol. 5, of his Antient Mythology, Bryant remarks—* lapetus was one of the
Titanic race. He was a person of great antiquity, and of the Giant brood. Hence by the
Iapetidz, the sons of Ham and Chus are undoubtedly alluded to.”

t In using the expression “ Cuthite language,” I mean the language spoken by the Cuthites
of Ireland previous to the Celtic invasion. I believe that the Cuthites in different countries
used different dialects; but that affinity between all may be traced. I am aware that the Sanscrit,
though a dialect of the Cuthite, differs widely from the Irish language..
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occasioned the adoption by the Celts of the Cuthite language, to a greater
extent than is usual for conquerors respecting the language of the vanquished.
Such remnants of a Cuthite dialect manifestly furnish the numerous words
referred to by the learned in their notices of the affinity between the Irish
and the Sanscrit.

There is one circumstance in particular leading to the conclusion, that
the Irish language is a compound of some ancient Cuthite dialect with the
Celtic. Itis that most of the words which I call Cuthite compounds have
the adjective prefized to the noun. In this respect the idiom agrees with
that of the Sanscrit : whereas, according to the idiom of the modern Irish,
the adjective generally comes after the noun: for example—¥rEAR-MOH, a
good man, compounded of FEAR, a man, and mon (spelled MmarTH), good.
But words, which I would ascribe to Cuthite origin, in most cases have the
adjective preceding the noun. Thus in the name ARDFEAR, the tall man—
an ancient Scythian hero of Irish history. Almost all Irish words com-
pounded of sHAN (0ld) have this adjective as a prefix, instead of its following
the noun. For example—SANCHONIATHOR, ancient historian; SHANDRUM,
the ancient hill ; and sHAN-VAN, an old woman. But vAN-CREENA also signifies
an old woman—the adjective (CREENA, old) coming after the noun; whence
I infer that the sHaN, old, is from the Cuthite, and crREENA, old, is from the
Celtic language. The Cuthite compound words, having been generally
retained in the Celtic language as proper names, were thus preserved to the
present day. I also infer that, as a general rule, the adjective was prefixed
to the noun, in which respect it differed from the modern Irish idiom.

Objection has been made to my interpretations generally, on the ground
that the prefixing of the adjective is contrary to the usage of modern Irish.
To such objection I offer these explanatory remarks, leaving the reader to
judge whether or no<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>