














dragoons the better pay of a regiment of horse. In 1656 Abbot petitioned Cromwell to tulfil this
promise, which was granted in 1658 possiblv duce to the good offices of Charles Tlectwood. Of
this pav rise Henry Cromwell, lord deputy, wrote on 12 January 1659: “I must necds say, [ am
startled at so incongruous an action”.

From his council of officers in Ireland the Lord Protector, in May Lob6, appointed six men -
among them Colonel Daniel Abbot — to act as trustees for the purpose of satisfving the arrears
of pav due to otficers and men for their service in Ireland.

For himself Abbol obtained land in Tipperary and Kilkenny together with property in the
town of Clonmel. In March 1667 he was confirmed, by the terms of the Act of Settlement, in his
possession of 2,682 statute acres in the barony of Galmoy, Co. Kilkenny, 2,367 statute acres in
the barony of Owny and Arra in Tipperary, and 2,367 statutc acres in Upper Ormond in
lipperary. He also had an involvement, together with Colonel Prittie, in the re-opening of the
lead and silver mines in north Tipperary. Abbot even brought oy er skilled labour from England
to work the mines.

And yet he disappears from the records for the last quarter of the seventeenth centurv and there
scems to be no mention of his descendants in published works dealing with cighteenth century
Tipperary as happened with his contemporaries. This was despite being the owner of 6,300 slatute
acres in the TooUs, which would have made him a figure of importance in Tipperary society.

Being at all times republican in his sympathies, he was suspected of opposition to the
Restoration of Charles [1. This, together with the fact that the Planters old and new were more
interested in the protection of property than in implementing radical ideas, may account for his
being written out of history; and he may not have married. In January 1660 Abbot was arrested
by Sir Charles Coote on charges ol hostility to Parliament. When Sir William Flower travelled
about lipperary in October 1660 asserting the authority of the Duke of Ormonde he called on
Abbot at Nenagh who, up to that date, was Governor of the town. In a letter to Lady Ormonde
Flower writes of his distrust of Abbot and notes that the Duke was reluctant to renew Abbot’s
leases. When parliament brought in a Bill of Indemnity on 24 Nay 1661 some thirty persons
were excluded from its terms because they were persons who were fanatics and opposed to
Charles’s Restoration and had gloried in the death of his late father. Colonel Abbot’s name
appeared on that list. However, on 10 June 1661 the t nglish Privy Council dropped the names
from the bill and so Abbot escaped censure or worse.

In 1663 he was again suspected of complicity in the “plots” (real or concocted) to overthrow
the government by capturing Dublin Castle and take prisoner the Lord Ficutenant, the Duke of
Ormonde. A reward of £100 was offered for Abbot’s arrest, but he succeeded in escaping,.
Nevertheless, a Chancery Pleadings case shows he was alive in 1669; but a Sir George Hamilton
was the principal occupicr in Nenagh parish in the 165 /66 Hearth Money Returns.

Abbot’s subscquent history is not known.

[Palatiinle Chancery Pleading - oth Report DKPRI, appendiy, 72; R. Dunlop, Ireland under the
Commonwealth Manchesler, 1913), 37; Burke, Clonmel, 246; Charles [1. Firth, The Regimental History
of Cromwell’s Army (Oxrard, 1940), 621./23; HM.C., Ormonde Mss., iii (1904), 9; Reports of Records
Commrs, 1821-25, 15th Report, 119; T. ¢ barnard, Cromwellian Ireland (Oxford, 1473), 39; Thomas
Laffars Tipperary’s Families, etc. {Dublin. 19113, 51; Thomas Birch (ed), A Collection of the State Papers
of John Thurloe (London, 17), iii, 166,67, iv, 270, 21, v, 227, vi, 7-14; Dermot F. Glceson, The Last Lords
of Ormond (London, 1938), 162].

ARCHBOLD, Richmond (MI” Cross lipperary, 1585/86).
He was elected to parliament in April 15385, probably in the Ormond interest as he was one of
those who signed a petition to safeguard Ormond’s lands when an Act of Attainder was being
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passed on the Earl of Desmond. This family name seems to have been variously written as
Archbold, Stacbolde, and Stacboll; and was eventually anglicized as Staple or Stapleton.

[t has been difficult to identify precisely this MP. He was probably the Redmond Stapleton,
alins Stackbold, who was recorded in an Ormond Deed of 13 May 1587. This Redmond was son
and heir of Walter who was son of Robert who was son of William. The family had lands in the
parish of St. Patrick’s Rock in the County of the Cross. The Edmond Stapleton of GortmcEllis in
the same parish who held lands in 1640 was probably a descendant of theirs. This Edmond was
transplanted and the lands passed to the Pennefather family.

However, to muddy the waters further there is among the extant fragments of sixteenth and
seventeenth Chancery Bills a reference to Richard Archbold alias Stacbolde, dated 1580s, of St.
John Grange, Co. Tipperary. St. John Grange is probably St. John Baptist’s Grange, close to
Lisronagh, Clonmel and part of the lands of the County of the Cross. Another, bearing no date,
records a Richard Stackbold of St. Johnes Grange in Cross Tipperary, son of Redmond
Stackbold, late of Dublin, yeoman. Archbold may have been a member of the Leynestowne
branch of the Stapleton family. Their lands were closc to Cashel and within the County of the
Cross. An Ormond Deed of 22 November 1616 records that a Thomas Stapleton of Lynestowne
sat on a Grand Jury in Cashel.
|National Archives, bhancery Bills, E220, F59, N43; Ormond Deeds, ed. Edmund Curtis, see vols. v and
vi at Stapleton; John O'Hart, The Irish and Anglo-Irish Landed Gentry, etc. (Dublin, 1884), 346; Cal. S. P.
Ire. (1509/73), 461; Cal. S. P. Ire. (1586/88), 53].

BAGWELL, John. (MP Co. Tipperary, 1792/97; 1798 /1800).

John Bagwell first took his seat for Tipperary on 20 January 1792 when the Hon. Francis
Mathew was declared mis-elected. Bagwell, formerly, had contested Cork City in 1775, sat as
MP for Tulsk, Co. Roscommon, and been elected to represent Doneraile, Co. Cork in 1790.

In the county election of 1790 it was expected that the candidates would be Henry Prittie, the
outgoing MP, who would likely obtain the first seat and the second would have been contested
between Daniel Toler, the other sitting member, and Francis James Mathew, who was Lord
Llandaff’s eldest son. At the time of selection Prittie withdrew his name and nominated John
Bagwell in his stead.

When the 1790 election count was completed on 26 May, Daniel Toler had 1,491 votes,
Mathew 845 and Bagwell 776. The first two were declared elected, but Bagwell petitioned the
House of Commons against the return. After a wait of a year, on 7 May 1791, Bagwell was
declared the winner of the second seat and promptly abandoned Doneraile. He was returned
unopposed in the election of 1797; he represented the county in the Imperial Parliament from
1800 to 1806, but was defeated by the Catholic vote in 1807 and 1812.

John Bagwell was the only son and heir of William Bagwell who was the second son of John
Bagwell who had a banking business in Clonmel. John, the grandfather, had, in the late 1720s
and early 1730s, purchased an estate of nearly 3,000 acres in south Tipperary which was land
formerly owned by John Slattery and Lord Dunboyne.

John the MP, born in 1751, was of the junior branch which continued in the banking and corn
merchant business. But John was reared at Belgrove, Cobh, Co. Cork by his mother’s people
and probably lived here for some years after his marriage. He may not have returned to
Clonmel until Marlfield was purchased in 1780 from Steplhen Moore. About 1785 John Bagwell,
who was by then a rich man, built for himself a mansion at Marlfield which was destroyed in
1923 during the Civil War, but rebuilt two years later.

John married, on 4 February 1774, Mary the daughter of Richard Hare of Ennismore, Co.
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Kerry and sister of the 1st Earl of Listowel. By this marriage he had two sons, William and
Richard, and four daughters. John Bagwell died on 21 December 1816 and was succeeded to the
Marlfield estate by his elder son, William. The latter died unmarried in 1825 and the estate
passed to John son of Richard.

Bagwell made various attempts to break the monopoly which the Moore family held on the
Clonmel corporation but without success, despite the casual manner in which the Moores
controlled the borough. Eventually, in 1799, Lord Mountcashell (Moorce) sold his controlling
interest to Bagwell.

John Bagwell was appointed Governor of Co. Tipperary on 14 March 1792, and High Sherift
for the county on 14 Februarv 1793. He raised a countv militia regiment in the 1790s of which
he was the commanding officer; it has been recorded that in 1798 he gave them carfe blanche in
dealing with rebels so long as he did not have official knowledge of their deeds. But when the
Dublin government introduced a bill of Indemnity to protect Judkin Fitzgerald, the High
Sheriff for the year 1798, from legal prosecution for misconduct in Tipperary, Bagwell spoke
against Fitzgerald’s behaviour at that period. Bagwell, speaking in the Commons chamber, said
that “his [Fitzgerald’s] zeal had in a great many instances carried him much too far, and excited
a great deal of reprobation from many gentlemen in the county”.

While in parliament he had interested himsclf in the political needs of Catholics. Fle
supported the Catholic Relief bill of 1792 and was one of the minority of 84 who voted for
Henry Grattan’s Catholic Emancipation bill of 1795. This may have been no more than political
opportunism. In his day he had himself changed his religion from Presbvterianism to the
Established Church, probably to forward his social position.

Bagwell opposed the bill for an Act of Union when it was first introduced in the Commons,
but subsequently blew hot and blew cold on the subject. Soon after he was visited at Marlfield
House by Lord Cornwallis, the Viceroy, who wrote to the Duke of Portland that Bagwell would
give “unqualified support to the union” and added that “the objects he [Bagwell] solicited were
promised”. At a meeting held in Clonmel on 10 August 1799 the voters instructed their two
county members to vote for the Union to which Bagwell replied in vague terms two days later
that he would conform his conduct in parliament to meet the general approbation of his
constituents. In the final phase of the debate on union, which occurred in January 1800, Richard
Bagwell (John’s younger son and MP for Cashel) spoke in favour of the union.

Nevertheless, when the final vote was taken on 6 February 1800 John Bagwell and his two

sons (William of Rathcormack, and Richard of Cashel) voted in opposition to the Act of Union.
Promises made by the opposition had won the day. However, in the long term this move seems
to have caused a serious decline in Bagwell’s political fortunes as he could no longer rely on the
county’s Catholic vote. Bagwell seemed always to have been motivated by personal gain and
political advantage, and could be said to lack that feel for the mood of the times that can keep
men on the winning side.
[Hughes, Patentee Officers; Burke’s Irish Houses, i, 203; Burke, History of Clonmel, 131, 133, 161, 172, 183,
195, 215, 231, 321; E. M. Johnston, “State of the Irish House of Commons in 1791”, RIA Proc., 59c, 23;
Comms. Jnl. (Ire.), xv (1797), 6/7; C. M. Tenison, “Cork MPs, 1559-1800”, JCHAS, i (1895), 41/42; BLG,
1871, 44; BIFR, 1976, 50/51; Thomas P. Power, Land, Politics, and Society in eighteenth-century
Tipperary (Oxford, 1993), 318/23; Burke, Commoners of G.B. and Ire., iii, 141/42; Lecky, History of
Ireland, etc. (London, 1913), iv, 283; Finn's Leinster Journal, 29 May 1790, 11 May 1791, 20 May 1795, 5 Aug,.
1797, 21 Aug. and 4 Sept. 1799.].

To be continued.
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