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Dedication


For Danny McLaughlin


Who taught better than he knew, and enriched many young lives.


 


 


 


I’ll have you learn to sleep upon the ground,


March in your armour through watery fens,


Sustain the scorching heat and freezing cold,


Hunger and thirst right adjuncts of the war,


And after this to scale a castle wall


Besiege a fort, to undermine a town,


And make whole cities caper in the air


 


Christopher Marlowe


(Tamburlane, to his sons)
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Introduction


It is often referred to as the greatest siege in British military history. Indeed, Macaulay called it the greatest siege in English history, going on to say that the wall of Derry ‘remains to the Protestants of Ulster what the trophy of Marathon, or the pass of Thermopylae, was to the Athenians – a sacred spot dear to memory, and enkindling by its name the fire of patriotism’. The siege is recalled on an annual basis by the Apprentice Boys of Derry, who celebrate the ‘shutting of the gates’ in December and the relief of the city in August. It is also used as a shibboleth by politicians and others, while some academics consider that the siege continues in a psychological fashion to the present day, with the unionist community in Northern Ireland feeling the sense of isolation that was felt by the defenders of Derry in 1689.


My first awareness of the siege of Derry came as a schoolboy in the city fifty years ago. Our teacher, the late Danny McLaughlin, had written an account of the siege which he read to us on an instalment basis. I was enthralled with the tale he told and can still recall his telling us about Governor Lundy who was prepared to sell the keys of Derry, as Danny McLaughlin put it, ‘for a bap’, and of how Captain Browning, commander of the relief ship Mountjoy died, like Wolfe and Nelson, in his hour of glory and triumph. The school that I attended was St Eugene’s Boys’ Public Elementary school, although we all called it the Rosemount School, and its very name is a clear indication to anyone raised in, or knowing anything about, Northern Ireland that this was somewhere one would not normally expect the defenders of Derry to be lauded as heroes. And yet that is how they were presented to us in that classroom all those years ago, as individuals at the centre of a gripping story.


In the years since then I have continued to be enthralled by the story of the siege. As a military historian I am also intrigued by the way in which the events in and around Derry during that spring and summer of 1689 are celebrated and commemorated. At the risk of being accused of mixing metaphors it has become something of a tug-of-war with politicians of different hues using it to their own ends; and, of course, it has given Northern Ireland’s unionists their rallying cry of ‘No Surrender’.


But the siege of Derry is not a story that belongs exclusively to one element of our population. Rather it is part of the history of everyone who lives anywhere in Ireland and, indeed, throughout the British Isles, while it also has resonances further into Europe. What is often forgotten in our myopic view of 1689 is the fact that, for 105 days in that year, a small city on the very edge of Europe was the hinge on which the history of the continent swung. This was not simply a spat in a war between native Irish and planter Irish but also a crucial event in the second British civil war of the seventeenth century, and of an even broader struggle for the domination of Europe. It is my aim in this book to demonstrate that events at Derry were crucial to the outcome of each of those struggles and how the defeat of the Jacobite forces helped shape a continent for the centuries to come.


It is with respect and thanks that I dedicate this book to the memory of Daniel McLaughlin.


 


Richard Doherty




CHAPTER ONE


An Island City and Three Kings


The Oxford Dictionary defines a siege as a ‘(Period of) surrounding and blockading of fortified place’ with the derivation of the word being attributed to the French sege or seat. It is in the nature of siege warfare that both sides spend much time sitting around and thus the entirely appropriate use of the word sege. Siege warfare has a long history, dating back to the first occasion on which people took refuge behind some form of fortification, and it continues even into our own times. During the twentieth century the trench warfare of the Great War was siege warfare in linear form and it required the development of siege-breaking techniques to bring it to an end. The Second World War also had sieges: the siege of Leningrad was the longest in modern history while another Russian city, Stalingrad, was also besieged, with the occupying Sixth German Army surrounded by Soviet forces. For the British forces, perhaps the most famous siege was at Tobruk in Libya, although the entire United Kingdom could be said to have been under siege for much of the war, while the siege of Malta led to the award of the George Cross to the island and its people. Over a decade later the French army suffered the siege of Dien Bien Phu in Indo-China, now Vietnam, while US forces were later also besieged in that country. Irish troops on United Nations duty came under siege in the Congo, at Jadotville, in 1961. Thus sieges, great or small – but usually small – have continued to be part of our history and the word has also come to describe a situation in which criminals or small groups of terrorists hold out against the police or the armed forces. Examples of the latter include the siege of Sidney Street in London in 1911 and, much more recently, the Balcombe Street and Iranian Embassy sieges, also in London.


The evolution of warfare has brought with it a further evolution in the conduct of sieges, from both sides of the fortifications. While the conduct of a siege several centuries after the demise of the Roman Empire might still have been familiar to a Roman general, the introduction of gunpowder seemed to herald the end of siege warfare but, instead, brought only an adaptation of that warfare. By the late-seventeenth century a system of ‘siegecraft’ had been developed with its own rules and protocols – one might almost say ‘etiquette’ – and European armies were familiar with the rules for the conduct of a siege and the equipment and manpower needed to lay siege to a fortified town or city. Those fortifications had also changed, the tall thin walls and towers of earlier times giving way to squatter, stouter walls with bastions that allowed enfilading fire on the attackers.1


Those rules of ‘siegecraft’ had developed their own, military, definition of a siege, which would not coincide entirely with that laid down by the Oxford Dictionary. The surrounding of a fortified place, for example, required an army capable of reducing that fortified place, be it town, city or fortress, and this included sufficient artillery to create a breach in the defences, or walls, through which an initial attacking force of about twenty volunteer infantrymen – a ‘forlorn hope’ – could fight its way to achieve entry for even more infantry.2 In terms of manpower, Napoleon believed that a besieging force had to be four times the size of the invested force to ensure success; in the seventeenth century, Vauban had advised that the besieging force had to outnumber the garrison by ten to one, with a minimum manpower of 20,000 if lines of circumvallation and contravallation were to be built. As well as artillery, engineers were also needed; their task was to provide gun platforms, or batteries, for the artillery, construct protection for those batteries, and develop other means of creating a breach, by use of mines under the defences and the digging of saps, which were tunnels or trenches, to allow access to where those mines were to be placed. Engineers were also responsible for the equipment needed to scale walls or cross defensive ditches; these included ladders and fascines, bundled branches with which to create a causeway over the ditches. Those engineers who planted mines needed to be expert in explosives. Their very risky profession had prompted Shakespeare to put the phrase ‘for ’tis the sport to have the engineer hoist with his own petar’ into Hamlet’s mouth. The petar, or petard, was a mine placed under the fortifications, the premature detonation of which would see the miner, or engineer, blown up or ‘hoist’.


Judged even by this very basic outline of siegecraft, what happened between April and August 1689, over a period of 105 days, at Londonderry does not appear to justify the term ‘siege’. But, by the Oxford Dictionary definition, there was a siege, since the city was surrounded and blockaded during that time. Irrespective of these definitions, there is no doubt that there was considerable military activity at Londonderry during those months. Furthermore, the lack of artillery and engineering stores does not mean that the attacking army did not intend to besiege the city but rather that it lacked the wherewithal to do so effectively. The reasons for that will be discussed in a later chapter. Nor is there any doubt that considerable importance was placed on the city by both sides, nor that the echoes of those days over three centuries ago may still be heard today. So, let us examine those 105 days to see if we can define the truth of what occurred.


In the spring of 1689 the Protestant, or Williamite, population of Ireland considered itself to be facing dire threat. Most of Ireland was under Jacobite, largely Catholic, control, and Ulster and north-east Connaught were about to be attacked by Jacobite forces. Before long, the Williamite forces would be drawing back to Sligo, in Connaught, and Enniskillen and Londonderry, in Ulster, as they waited for relieving troops to arrive from Britain. Although Sligo would change hands, neither Enniskillen nor Londonderry were to fall to the Jacobites and it was their failure to take the latter that prevented the Jacobites pursuing the strategy of using the city as a stepping-off point to cross to Scotland, link up with Jacobite forces there and march south into England to restore James II to his kingdoms. Had that happened, the course of Irish, British and European history might have been very different. The Jacobite failure to take the city was a pivotal point in this second British civil war of the seventeenth century. But why was Londonderry important? That is the central question that this study of the siege will try to answer.


The seventeenth-century city of Londonderry sat on a site with a history that already stretched back more than a millennium. Although the popular belief is that the city was founded by a Donegal monk, Colmcille, and named Doire Cholmcille in his honour, the origins of the settlement predate his era and it is quite possible that Colmcille never visited the place.3 There was an even older tradition that named the settlement as Doire Calgach and this tradition seems to date back to the first century AD. Calgach, it is believed, was a Celtic warrior and may even be the Galgacus mentioned by Tacitus as leading the Celts against Agricola’s Romans at the battle of Mons Graupius, in modern-day Scotland, in AD 89; this was the belief of Dr John Keys O’Doherty, Roman Catholic Bishop of Derry from 1889 to 1907, who was an antiquarian writer.4 As was so often the case, it may well be that the Christian church replaced the name of Calgach, which means ‘sharp’ or ‘fierce’, with that of Colmcille, the ‘dove of the church’, to rename the little settlement that sat on an island in the river Foyle.


As far as the name Doire is concerned, the received wisdom is that it means an oak grove. However, the word can also mean a small hill, as evidenced by the many small hills throughout Ireland that include the anglicized ‘Derry’ in their names; more than a thousand townland names include ‘derry’. In the case of Doire Calgach, or Doire Cholmcille, this alternative translation as a small hill is more logical than oak grove, since it conveys the sense of an island rising from the waters of the river. Brian Lacy notes that the word frequently indicated an island that was totally or partly surrounded by peat bog and this would apply especially to Doire Calgach or Doire Cholmcille.5 The Foyle once flowed around the island of Doire thereby making that feature of high and dry ground an attractive location for settlers who sought some degree of security, which the river would have provided. Even when the Foyle’s westerly branch silted up, it reduced the surrounding ground to marsh or bog – and hence the term ‘bogside’ – which continued to provide some security from the west. In the late-seventeenth century, at the time of the siege, the marshy ground to the west was still a major obstacle to the besieging Jacobite army. One of the best descriptions of the city’s location is provided by Avril Thomas:




The site is visually striking – a clearly defined, oval-shaped hill of about 80 hectares in area and almost 40 m in height, with slopes that are steep at its broader northern end and more gradual as it narrows to the south in a wedge-like form. It is bounded on the east by the broad, deep and fast-flowing River Foyle, which is tidal at this point, and on the west by a former course of this river. Beyond these the ground rises to over 70 m rapidly on the east and less so on the west.6





The Foyle is formed at Strabane by the confluence of the Mourne and Finn rivers whence it wends its way northwards to flow into Lough Foyle at Culmore, some eighteen miles to the north-east as the crow flies but a few miles longer by boat due to the river’s meanderings. Just south of the city the Foyle turns more sharply north-eastwards at the beginning of an arc around the one-time island before turning almost directly north whence it flows into Ross’s Bay. From there the river enters a narrow section, some two miles in length, across which the Jacobite army sited its boom in 1689, before flowing into the lough. From Culmore Point to the city’s quay in 1689 was a distance of a little more than four miles. Lough Foyle lies between County Londonderry, which forms its southern and eastern shores, and Inishowen in County Donegal, which forms its western shore. Strictly speaking, in 1689 all the waters of the lough were considered to be in County Londonderry, the western boundary of which was along the high-water mark on the Inishowen shore.7 From Culmore to the mouth of the lough is over eighteen miles, while the maximum distance across the lough is some ten and a half miles. The mouth of the lough, from Magilligan Point in County Londonderry to Greencastle in Inishowen, is about a mile in width.


We do not know when the settlement at Doire began to attain importance. It was a monastic settlement, with the first monastery, known as the Dub Regles, or Black Church, in the area of the present Saint Augustine’s church inside the city walls1, but the base of local military and political power was then at the settlement on Grianan hill, with its circular dry-stone fort, or cashel, which was the seat of the northern Uí Néill, some five miles to the north-west in the modern County Donegal and overlooking the neck of the Inishowen peninsula8. This ancient fortification, in ruins by the seventeenth century, was to oversee part of the stage on which the drama that was the siege was played out.


During the reign of Queen Elizabeth I, determined efforts were made to bring the province of Ulster under English control, and by the end of that long reign this had largely been achieved. Part of the process of subduing the Ulster clans had been to build a military base at Doire, in 1566, ‘to check the increasing boldness of’ Hugh O’Neill.9 This was seen as a sound operational centre, with a good strategic location, and the new military establishment, under Edward Randolph, included a hospital. Randolph, who bore the title ‘commander of the forces, and provost marshal of and within the province of Ulster’, commanded a force of seven companies of foot and a troop of horse, about a thousand infantrymen and fifty cavalry, and made his camp on the monastery site, expelling the occupants. Defence works were built of earth, the first Derry walls, and the nearby Tempull Mór, the great church or cathedral – from which the modern parish of Templemore takes its name – was taken over to store the force’s gunpowder, ammunition and provisions. Following a victory against the O’Neills some five miles from the city, the garrison appeared to be well established.10


However, Randolph was killed in another action against the O’Neills in November 1566 and was buried in Derry; he was succeeded as commander by Colonel Edward St Low. Although plagued by illness, which reduced its numbers, the garrison continued mounting expeditions against the local clans until its strength fell to such a point that a proposal was made that it should leave Derry and move to the area of Strangford lough. Before this plan could be executed, however, a fire broke out in the camp and spread to engulf all the buildings. Tongues of flame leapt to the great church which held the powder and ‘the church and town (such as it was) were blown up, the provisions were destroyed, and many lives lost; in consequence of which the place was considered untenable’. The garrison was evacuated, the infantry sailing from the Foyle for Dublin and the cavalry travelling across country through Tyrconnell and Connaught. But the lesson of the value of a military base at Doire had not been lost.11


It was not long before a further expedition arrived at Doire. A new base was established which was intended to be permanent and it is to this establishment that the modern city owes its origins. At the time of the plantation of Ulster, in the reign of King James I, settlers were brought into the area and the new town of Doire, anglicized to Derry, or Derrie, was surrounded by a defensive wall. Before long, in 1604, the town became a city when James awarded it a royal charter;12 thus it was the first city in the province of Ulster. Life was never secure for the people of the plantation who, it was said, lived with one hand on the plough handle and the other on the sword. And so it proved in May 1608 when Sir Cahir O’Doherty, lord of Inishowen, led his clansmen against the garrison and people of Derry and sacked the town. Having slaughtered the garrison of Culmore fort, Sir Cahir and his men ‘hastened to Derry on the same night, surprised the garrison, slaughtered Paulett [the governor of the city], with his Lieutenant, Cosbie, and put every man to the sword; plundered the town and reduced it to ashes’. Sir Cahir was hunted down into Donegal where he lost his life in battle at Kilmacrenan. His pickled head was taken to Dublin to be displayed on a spike as a lesson to any who might be inclined to follow his example.13


This time the settlement was not abandoned. It had been recognized as an important military base, pivotal to the control of north-west Ulster, and O’Doherty’s rebellion emphasized that value. Sitting on what was still almost an island, Derry separated the major clans of the region – the O’Cahans, or O’Kanes, to the east of the Foyle in what had been the county of Coleraine,2 their neighbours in Tyrone, the O’Neills, and the O’Donnells to the west in Tyrconnell, with their allies, the O’Dohertys of Inishowen. And so it was decided that the city would be rebuilt but with much better defences than hitherto. The help of the City of London Guilds, or companies, was sought to provide investment capital for the project. Most of the guilds made contributions, albeit unwillingly in many cases, and a special investment body was created to oversee the work; this was to become the Honourable The Irish Society.14


To mark the role played by the London companies a new charter was granted to the city, combining the ancient name of the settlement with the name of London: London-Derrie.15 Paradoxically, in the light of recent clamour by republicans and nationalists to change the name of Londonderry to Derry, the London prefix has a Celtic origin, and derives from two words meaning the ‘fort of the ships’. The equivalent Gaelic words – dun, or fort, and long, or ship, are recognizable and, to add to the paradox, some five miles south of the city, beside the Foyle in County Tyrone, is the townland of Dunalong, ‘dún na long’, the ‘fort of the ships’, where, it is believed, Norse raiders came ashore from their longships and set up camp, giving the locality its name. A new coat of arms was granted to the new city; as with the name, this combined the arms of Derry with those of London, although an Irish harp was added to the cross of St George on the latter.


The city’s new walls were intended to protect its inhabitants against another attack such as that launched by Sir Cahir O’Doherty since the main perceived threat came from local clansmen who would have had no artillery and none of the equipment needed to penetrate a walled city. Thus the walls, which were constructed between 1614 and 1619, included a six-foot-thick outer ‘skin’ of stone against a twelve- foot-thick earth wall although they did conform to contemporary standards of military engineering by being squat and stout, rather than high, with emplacements for cannon instead of the high towers of earlier times. Artillery for the walls was also provided by the City of London Guilds; six culverins, six demi-culverins and eight sakers were emplaced.16 There was no inner stone wall to create a sandwich; the inner stone wall as seen today was a later addition. Four entrances to the city were made in the walls: Water Gate, later Ship Quay Gate, at the quay on the river; New Gate, later the Butcher’s Gate, from which led the road to Inishowen, carried on a causeway or embankment over the bog; Bishop’s Gate, facing towards the south; and the Ferry Gate, or Ferry Port, leading to the cross-river ferry. Each gate had a small fort to protect the gate guard and a drawbridge.


Within the walls was a thoughtfully-planned geometric city, possibly the first example of such in these islands, with the streets leading from the four gates converging on a central square in which a market house was built. In his book on the city’s walls, Cecil Davis Milligan rejects the theory that there might have been a French influence in the design of the city. More recent research indicates otherwise. Brian Lacy has drawn attention to similarities between Londonderry and the French city of Vitry-le-François on the Marne, some one hundred miles from Paris, a possibility first noted by two American historians of town planning, Anthony Garvan and John Reps, in their research for the origins of plans for the early English settlements in the colonies destined to become the United States.3 Vitry had been designed by an Italian engineer, Hieronimo Marino, for King Francis I; Lacy notes that the resemblance may be due to the fact that Vitry was completed during the reign of Francis II. The second Francis was married to Mary, Queen of Scots who, in turn, was the mother of King James VI of Scotland who became James I of England, the man responsible for the plantation of Ulster and the building of the new city of Londonderry.’ Of course, when Marino was designing Vitry-le-Francois he was not concerned about town planning but in creating a frontier fortress and the inspiration for his design lay in the camps built by the campaigning legions of ancient Rome; he was reproducing their patterns rather than designing a new concept in towns. And whereas a Roman legion, of fewer than 5,000 men, could build its camp in hours, it took years to build the new city of Londonderry, which is probably the last example of a Roman camp to be built in Europe.


Captain Edward Doddington designed Londonderry’s walls, adapting the Vitry plan to the local topography, and the surveyor was Thomas Raven, while Peter Benson took charge of the building with John Baker overseeing the work in the absence of Doddington.18 At first the streets inside the walls were named Queen’s Street, Silver Street, Gracious Street and the Shambles,19 but these later became, respectively, Bishop’s Street, Shipquay Street, Ferryquay Street and Butcher’s Street. Within the walls a new Anglican cathedral, the first to be built specifically for the Anglican faith, was constructed between 1628 and 1633, and dedicated to St Columb, the same Colmcille so often regarded as the founder of the city. Described as ‘a fair church’, the cathedral was built in Gothic style, known as Planter’s Gothic, at the expense of the Irish Society and cost £4,000. The Society anticipated the building of the cathedral by sending over a silver-gilt chalice and paten for the church; the chalice, referred to as the ‘Promised Chalice’ is still used for the celebration of Holy Communion during special services.20 Another Anglican church, St Augustine’s, was built nearby, on the site of the original monastic settlement, while a Free Grammar School was also to be found.4 A more modern St Augustine’s Church today stands on the site of the original.21


By 1689 the walls had not been improved in any way but rather had been allowed to deteriorate as the city fathers sought to save money in a manner that continues to be familiar to this day – by reducing the amount spent on defence. This would suggest that the Planter inhabitants of the city and its environs no longer felt it necessary to be ready to meet an armed rebellion at short notice; the days of sword in one hand and plough in the other seemed to be past. In spite of threats in the 1640s, the walls, and the cannon emplaced on them, continued to deteriorate; this lackadaisical attitude to the city’s defences came close to gifting it to King James II’s army in 1689. By another of those paradoxes which enrich history, that this did not happen was due largely to the energy and military skills of a man whose fate it has been to be denounced as a traitor for over 300 years: Colonel Robert Lundy.


Europe in the late-seventeenth century was in a state of unrest, characterized by a series of wars and alliances in which the principal power was France, whose monarch, Louis XIV, the ‘Sun King’, was acutely conscious, and jealous, of his nation’s security. Hitherto, Spain had long been the dominant power on the continent, but the French were now in the ascendant and it was Louis XIV who was to be the key figure in the conflict that engulfed Ireland from 1688 to 1691 and brought two armies to the city of Londonderry in 1689. To understand how this occurred we must first take a brief look at developments in Europe in the years before the war in Ireland.


The son of King Louis XIII and Queen Anne, Louis XIV was born on 5 September 1638. By then France had been at war with Spain and Austria for three years and the religious conflict known as the Thirty Years War was entering its final decade. This war led to death and destruction on a huge scale across the mainland of Europe with the misery of war exacerbated by a series of epidemics of plague. As if that were not enough, the continent was emerging from what is now regarded as a mini ice age. Thus the France into which Louis was born was far from being a settled nation and this situation was exacerbated when the young prince was only five years old. It was then that Louis XIII died and Queen Anne became regent of France; she appointed a prime minister in the person of Cardinal Mazarin.


The Thirty Years War finally came to an end with the Treaty of Westphalia which followed the Prince de Condé’s victory at the Battle of Lens in 1648. However, France was not to enjoy peace for, while Condé was battling at Lens, parliament in Paris was rebelling against Mazarin’s rule. Queen Anne and ten-year-old Prince Louis were forced to flee from the city, quitting the Louvre palace on the night of 5–6 January 1649. Civil war, known as the Fronde, followed by the 1650 Revolt of the Princes, reduced Paris to a state of anarchy. By now Condé had gone over to the Spanish and, in July 1652, he captured Paris for his new masters. Outside the capital, most of France remained loyal to the regency, and anarchy was brought to an end quickly, allowing the royal court to return to Paris on 21 October. The experience of this period shaped Louis’ future attitude to the security of the monarchy and of the country, with effects that would be felt as far away as the north-west of Ireland.


In 1653 France formed an alliance with the exiled British court against Spain. Five years later, Marshal Turenne – with Condé one of France’s greatest generals – defeated Spanish forces in the Battle of the Dunes, near Dunkirk. During this battle a young British prince, James, Duke of York, distinguished himself, drawing Turenne’s praise for his outstanding gallantry. November 1659 saw an end to the conflict with a negotiated peace. Condé was pardoned that same year by Louis who had been crowned as King Louis XIV on 7 June 1654, although Mazarin continued to hold the reins of power. When Mazarin died on 9 March 1661, Louis chose not to appoint a successor and assumed full power for himself. Thus began the process that would make the Sun King the most powerful monarch in Europe.


Considering that France’s security depended on having defensible borders, Louis embarked on a series of military ventures aimed to create such frontiers. In 1672 his army crossed the Rhine into Holland. Dutch resistance was led by William Henry Nassau, Stadtholder of the Dutch Republic, who was also known as the Prince of Orange. The tiny principality of Orange, in Provence, was annexed by Louis in the same campaign in an action that was both insult and injury to William since it was the possession of Orange that made him a prince. However, Orange was too isolated and France much too powerful for any possible military action to restore the principality to William’s family. Two years later, Britain, now a monarchy again, made a separate peace with Spain, from which point both France and William of Orange sought to draw Britain into an alliance as part of the European conflict.


France remained at war for most of the decade that followed. During this period, on 22 October 1685, Louis XIV revoked the edict of Nantes of 1598, which had guaranteed religious freedom to the Protestants of France, the Huguenots.5 French Protestants were ordered to convert to Catholicism, but many refused and were massacred. Others chose exile, fleeing to England and other European countries: their skills in many crafts and their intellectual achievements in many spheres were to benefit the countries that gave them refuge; the Irish linen industry and trade owed much to these refugees from persecution. Among those who sought safety in exile were some of Louis’ generals, including the Duke of Schomberg, who would later command the Williamite army in Ireland. Included in the leaders of the campaign of persecution against the Huguenots was Marshal Conrad de Rosen, who would serve James II in Ireland and, for a time, command the Jacobite forces arrayed against Londonderry. One leading French commander, Marshal Vauban, estimated that some 600 first-class officers and about 12,000 good soldiers were among the Huguenots who fled France. They went to England, Holland and some of the German states, offering their services to their new countries and becoming some of the bitterest foes of Louis XIV.22 Their military skills were also to add to the professionalism of the armies in which they now served.


Under Louis the army of France had changed dramatically. When the Duke d’Epernon, the Colonel-General of Infantry, died, Louis took over that office as well, having earlier identified the Colonel-General of Infantry as being more powerful than himself. Louis now held the authority to issue commissions in the Royal Army’s infantry arm. Colonel-General appointments continued to exist in the army’s other arms – cavalry, dragoons and Swiss troops – but their power was nominal. The king now possessed real power and began establishing the most powerful war machine seen in Europe since the demise of the Roman Empire.23


The concept of national armies is now so familiar that it is difficult to conceive of a time when they did not exist, but this was the case even in the France of Louis XIV where there were many local town forces under governors who enjoyed almost complete independence. Louis brought that situation to an end by cutting off the finance for local troops and rotating the postings of governors so that power and control shifted to the centre, to Louis himself. With that centralized power, Louis began reforming the French army, especially the infantry, which he noted, as late as 1666, was not very good.24 As with other armies of the day, the French army was a collection of units rather than a cohesive force. Discipline was poor and often non-existent, while weaponry, organization, pay and clothing were far from uniform; a regiment might have several companies in different uniforms and of differing strengths. As for pay: sometimes it arrived and sometimes it did not, and this was one of the greatest causes of indiscipline.


The reform process was begun by Michelle le Tellier, Louis’ secretary of war, but it was le Tellier’s son, the Marquis de Louvois, who achieved his monarch’s aim of creating a thoroughly professional and effective fighting force.25 To Louvois and Louis belong the credit for creating the first truly modern army, to which most modern armies owe their genesis. In the new French army, discipline and loyalty to the monarch were core features; the corruption that had existed hitherto was stamped out by making examples of corrupt officers, and morale increased, especially when soldiers realized that their officers had to become conversant with the skills of warfare. No longer were commissions to be awarded as sinecures, and, since officers now recognized that their careers depended on demonstrating professionalism, the sales of military training manuals increased exponentially. Within the rank and file, soldiers took pride in their new uniforms and were pleased that their pay was arriving regularly. Thus both officers and other ranks were keen to become more professional.


This new era of professionalism was embodied in one commanding officer whose regiment became a byword for effective and disciplined service. This was Jean de Martinet, lieutenant-colonel of le Regiment du Roi (The King’s Regiment). Martinet trained his regiment so well that it became an exemplar during the 1667 campaign, the War of Devolution, and its practices and procedures were commended to the rest of the army, both infantry and cavalry, and adopted as standard practice. Sadly for Martinet, his name has become synonymous with that form of rigid discipline that demands blind obedience, something with which he, and his soldiers, would have been unfamiliar.26


Expansion of the Royal Army was also facilitated by the practice of keeping officers of disbanded regiments in service with the Guards’ units, thereby creating a cadre of professionals who could raise new regiments whenever necessary. In 1688 Louis also introduced conscription through what was known as a militia draft.27 By the time the European war reached out to engulf Ireland, the Royal Army already numbered about a third of a million men and was destined to increase to almost 500,000, and the largest in Europe, by 1694. That figure would not be exceeded for a century until another French leader, Napoleon Bonaparte, created his Grande Armée.


This powerful Royal Army allowed Louis XIV to expand France’s frontiers through military muscle. He was attempting to create a defensive buffer, or ceinture de fer (iron belt), around his country, in much the same manner as the Soviet Union’s domination of Eastern Europe provided a defensive buffer for Russia in the decades following the Second World War. In Louis’ view, the natural frontiers of France were formed by the Rhine to the east and the Pyrenees to the south with Spanish Flanders, present-day Belgium, as an integral part of France. Military power was used to dominate and intimidate Europe as Louis pushed to make France’s frontiers more easily defensible, at less cost to France, by creating the pré carré, or square field.


Needless to say, other European states were not happy with French policy. The Dutch were especially reluctant to see Louis XIV’s France try to establish dominion over the continent. They had but recently thrown off the control of the Spanish empire and were not willing to become a vassal of France. Regardless of his neighbours’ views, Louis continued to expand to what he considered the natural and logical frontiers of France: Artois, Lorraine and Franche-Comté, all French-speaking areas, were annexed and integrated into France in spite of opposition from neighbouring states. Then, in 1681, Louis seized Alsace, an area that was German-speaking. In doing so, he set the trigger for a process that would create long-lasting alliances between states that shared few interests other than the checking of Louis’ expansionist policy. Only through such alliances could the other states in Europe stand against France since the latter was by far the largest state in Europe: in 1661, when Louis took personal power, the population of France numbered some 18 million souls, whereas Habsburg Austria had about eight million and both England and Spain some six million each. It did not require a Cartesian genius to realize that none of these states could stand alone against France.


Louis also succeeded in making an enemy of the Pope, Innocent XI, by his refusal to accede to a papal request to go to the assistance of Austria when Turkish forces laid siege to Vienna in 1683. Although the Austrians beat off the attackers – and celebrated their success by creating a new cake in the form of the Islamic crescent, the croissant – the Pope was not to forgive Louis, and friction between the pair increased in 1688 when Innocent refused to appoint a Frenchman to the archbishopric of Cologne. The man was Louis’ candidate and the Sun King’s anger led to the invasion of the Rhineland which, in turn, triggered William of Orange’s invasion of England. By now, Austria, Sweden and several German states had formed the League of Augsburg – created in 1686 – to counter French expansionism. Also a member of the League was the Dutch Republic, and William of Orange was to become the leading figure of the League. William’s invasion of England in 1688 was intended to bring that country into the League against France. Pope Innocent XI gave the League his blessing, thereby creating a Catholic-Protestant alliance against the world’s most powerful Catholic monarch, and this in an age when religious affiliations were very important. Louis was left with only one ally in Europe, King James II of England, who was forced into exile after William’s invasion of his country. James had supported Louis’ candidate for the archepiscopacy of Cologne and thereby incurred the wrath of both the pope and the Austrian emperor.


It was the exiled James II who was to become Louis’ surrogate leader in Ireland, rallying Irish Catholics and Jacobites in a campaign to take control of the island. (Louis’ intentions, however, were limited to using James as a distraction to keep William away from the continent.) Ireland was to be the scene for a war that lasted some three years and which devastated much of the country. In Irish history the war has become known as the ‘war of the two kings’ but it ought, more accurately, to be styled the ‘war of the three kings’ for, although he was never present in Ireland Louis’ was the hand that did most to precipitate that war.


 


Why had James II been forced into exile? Although the traditional answer is that he fled the country of his own volition and thus abdicated, the truth is not quite so simple. Since King Charles II had no legitimate male heirs, the crown was likely to pass to his brother, James, Duke of York, unless James predeceased Charles. James had converted to Catholicism and there had been a move to exclude him from the succession in 1678 but this, the Exclusion Bill, had come to naught, being defeated in the House of Lords, and when Charles II died in 1685 James II’s religious affiliation was not perceived as a threat by Parliament since he had no legitimate male heir to succeed him, thereby establishing a Catholic dynasty. Instead, the crown would pass to James’ daughter Mary, who was married to James’ nephew, William Henry Nassau, Stadtholder of the Dutch Republic and Prince of Orange.28


This state of affairs changed when James’ second wife, Mary of Modena, gave birth to a son and raised the threat of Protestant England being ruled by Catholics.29 Allegations were made that the queen had borne a daughter but that a boy had been smuggled into the royal bedchamber in a warming pan.6 These claims were part of a propaganda campaign to deny the new-born Prince of Wales his birthright but even then the thought of a Catholic succession might have been tolerable had it not been for James’ attitude to Parliament. Although his own father, Charles I, had been executed by Parliament for opposing that institution, James failed to appreciate the lesson of his father’s fate: that, having shown its muscle already in his lifetime, Parliament was capable of repeating the performance. James seemed to believe in the divine right of kings and was determined to be the real power in the land, as was Louis XIV in France. The power struggle that ensued and which led to the war in Ireland, and Scotland, had much more to do with the rights of Parliament than with religion.


Although James was an enthusiastic Catholic, as is often the case with converts, the charges that he was a bigot are unfounded.30 Although he proclaimed that he wished all his people to enjoy the Catholic faith as he did, he added the rider that ‘our blessed Saviour whipt people out of the temple, but I never heard he commanded any should be forced into it’.31 In his day James II was a man of considerable tolerance and while he is remembered for instigating a policy of reverse discrimination, placing Catholics in positions of influence and power where and when he could, it is forgotten that he also included non-conformists in that policy, as they suffered the same disabilities as the Catholics. James took care to advise his lord deputy in Ireland, Richard Talbot, Earl of Tyrconnel, to be generous to the Presbyterians of Ulster – advice that Talbot ignored with disastrous consequences for his and James’ cause.32 Implementing his new policy required the repeal of legislation that restricted the rights of Catholics and non-conformists, but this necessitated the support of Parliament. However, that body was composed entirely of Anglicans who benefited from those laws and were, therefore, unlikely to repeal them to their own detriment. To bring about the changes he wanted, James II would have to follow the example of Louis XIV by proroguing Parliament and assuming absolute power. Such a step was guaranteed to bring King and Parliament into conflict.


James’ attitude to Parliament had created a momentum that threatened to lead to another civil war and his son-in-law, and nephew, William of Orange decided to travel to England to persuade his father-in-law to adopt a more conciliatory tone. William knew that none of his Catholic allies in the League of Augsburg, and especially Austria’s Emperor Leopold, would tolerate the deposing of any monarch, above all a Catholic, by a fellow head of state; the one exception to this rule was, of course, Louis XIV. Events overtook both William and James as a small group of influential Englishmen invited William to come to England and take the throne. The invitation was not issued by Parliament, although it is a popular belief that such was the case. When William landed in Devon on 5 November 1688 at the head of an army of 15,000 men, the largest invasion force ever to land in Britain, James led his army to Salisbury to meet the invaders.33 William might have expected a warm welcome from the people of the West Country, but if he did he was mistaken: following Monmouth’s defeat in 1685 that part of the country had been ruled rigorously and the ‘Bloody Assizes’ had left such an impression that the reception for William was quite cool.34 Had James seized the initiative ‘and appealed to the national dislike of foreigners to rouse his subjects against the Dutch the issue would hardly have been in doubt’.35 Instead he vacillated and appeared to be more concerned about gaining time for the Queen and the infant Prince of Wales to leave the country than in fighting the Dutchman. This lack of resolution, which he attributed to a nosebleed, lost him the confidence of his commander in chief, John Churchill, later the first Duke of Marlborough. Churchill decided that he was on the losing side, and switched his allegiance to the Dutchman leaving James’ army in turmoil; a third of its officers followed Churchill, another third remained loyal to James, and the remainder resigned their commissions. Nor had the Royal Navy, of which James had been high admiral, been able to stop the Dutch fleet due to adverse wind conditions; it was said that a ‘Protestant wind’ brought William to Britain. Betrayed by his commander in chief and, apparently, failed by his navy, James II panicked and fled for refuge to France.


The king’s panic-stricken departure left London in a state of anarchy with rioters attacking Catholics and burning buildings and the homes of foreign diplomats; the Spanish ambassador’s home was among three that were destroyed. To try to restore the situation, a group of peers, under the presidency of the Marquis of Halifax, who was to become Lord Privy Seal, met at London’s Guildhall and, on 21 December, twenty-nine of the peers declared that they would unite themselves with William of Orange and undertake to maintain order until his arrival in London. James’ departure allowed a constitutional settlement to be reached quickly. An election was held and the convention formed thereby began the work of reaching a settlement. This was not a proper parliament since there had not been a royal summons but it was understood that its work would be affirmed later by a regular parliament. It was this convention that declared that James had abdicated and which, on 23 February 1689, invited William and Mary to take the throne. William had refused to hold any position that would make him subordinate to his wife and this ruled out the option of Queen Mary with a prince consort, or of William as a regent. The coronation followed on 11 April 1689, by which date James was in Ireland, where, because of the separate Irish Parliament, he was still legally the monarch.36 However, William, now William III, was able to proclaim that he had been given the crown rather than having taken it.


James arrived in Ireland on 12 March 1689, landing at Kinsale, the nearest major port to mainland Europe.7 He found considerable support since Richard Talbot had created a Catholic army and a Catholic civil service. In addition, he had the support of Louis although, as already noted, that support was limited to using James’ presence in Ireland to distract William from the conflict on the European mainland. A Jacobite army in Ireland, with James at its head, and the backing of France, meant that William would have to guard his back and undertake a campaign in Ireland, albeit unwanted, to contain James’ army. That campaign would mean the deployment of many English troops who might otherwise have joined the forces of the League of Augsburg on the mainland. And there was a bonus for Louis in that James also enjoyed considerable support in Scotland – he was, after all, a Stuart – and success in Ireland would allow James to move to Scotland, thus increasing the threat to England. Louis’ strategy was working well.


The new joint monarch of England and Scotland, William III, was a paradoxical figure. He came from Europe’s only republic, The Netherlands, where he had been born, less than forty years before, in 1650, in the Binnenhoft Palace in The Hague. His mother was Charles II’s daughter but William never knew his father who died before his only child was born. William’s great-grandfather was William the Silent, the man who had led The Netherlands to independence from Spain; this began a family tradition of being champions of Protestantism. Following a lonely childhood and a strict religious education, William Henry Nassau8 became a gifted statesman as well as Stadtholder of the Dutch Republic. His qualities as a statesman are illustrated by his cementing the League of Augsburg, an unlikely and disparate alliance, and by his success as stadtholder, where he worked in union with the States General, the Dutch ruling body. Arguably, he was the most suitable candidate to be a constitutional monarch, which is what he became in Britain. In fact, William III saved the monarchy and created the institution that we know today. This is often forgotten amidst the claims that William secured civil and religious liberty in Britain. His true legacy is the modern monarchy. With James in exile, Parliament could have deposed him as it did with his father and declared a second British republic in less than fifty years. Few wanted that, however, and William proved to be the ideal compromise as a monarch who would rule with Parliament, allowing precedence to the latter.


These were the three kings who would bring war to Ireland, a war that included the famous siege of Londonderry. By the end of 1688, with William already in England and James in exile in France, war had already broken out in Ireland and the people of Londonderry felt threatened.
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1 The monks of the Dub Regles adopted the Rule of St Augustine and the church became an Augustinian monastery, surviving as such until the end of the middle ages. The site, therefore, has an ecclesiastical history of some 1,400 years.


2 The former county formed the basis of the new county of Londonderry. To Coleraine county were added parts of Counties Tyrone and Antrim as well as part of County Donegal in which sat the city of Londonderry.


3 Reps suggested that the original plans for Philadelphia had parallels with those for Londonderry.


4 Grammar schools were so called because their pupils were taught Latin grammar.


5 Their name derives from the German eidgenossen, men bound to one another by oath. France’s Protestants originated in Switzerland and were followers of Calvin.


6 This had a long-lasting effect which continued until the present reign which required all royal births to be witnessed on behalf of Parliament. This requirement has now been dropped.


7 Although this may be seen as a significant event in Irish history there is nothing in Kinsale today to mark the arrival of King James


8 William’s family held large estates in Nassau and were counts of Nassau. In spite of his religious upbringing, William was a very tolerant man and made no distinctions between Catholics and Protestants; his Blue Guards were mostly Catholic and their loyalty to William was unquestioning.




CHAPTER TWO


The Closing of the Gates


When King James II came to the throne in 1685 on the death of his brother Charles II, there were expectations in Ireland that the social and political situation of the country’s Catholics might improve. Those Catholics who had lost land and property during the Cromwellian period had hoped that the restoration of the monarchy would see a reversal of the confiscations that had taken place under the Commonwealth with a repeal of the Acts of Settlement that, in 1652, had gifted land to supporters of the parliamentary cause and placed two-thirds of all the land in Ireland into Protestant hands. But Charles II, although sympathetic to the plight of the Catholic gentry – who had, after all, provided him with much support and many officers for his army in exile – adopted a pragmatic stance. Realizing that he had been restored to the throne by the army of the Commonwealth and that to upset the parliamentarians could well lead to a second, and possibly permanent, spell of exile, Charles chose to do little and his Irish Catholic subjects were disappointed.


The little that Charles did do was enshrined in a declaration of 30 November 1660 by which those Cromwellian adventurers and soldiers who had been given land in lieu of pay that was due to them were allowed to hold whatever estates were theirs on 7 May 1659. Nonetheless there were some exceptions: Ormonde and other loyalists were to have all their property restored and the Church of Ireland was to be treated likewise, as were all Anglicans who had lost property. Some Catholics, those who had remained loyal to the crown since 22 October 1642, were also to have their property restored while those Cromwellians who had been in possession of it were to receive compensation. Sir Charles Petrie considered that Charles would never have signed the declaration ‘had his information concerning conditions in Ireland been more accurate, or had he paid the briefest of visits to the country’. Petrie provided no evidence to substantiate his theory.


But King James II was considered to be a very different individual. As Duke of York he had adopted Catholicism with enthusiasm and much was hoped from him. There were signs that he might be willing to improve the situation of Catholic landowners whose property had been confiscated under Cromwell. Such hopes may have been raised when James removed the incumbent viceroy, the Duke of Ormonde, and replaced him with Henry Hyde, second Earl of Clarendon and his own brother-in-law. A contemporary commentator wrote that




The Duke of Ormonde, lord-lieutenant of Ireland, is removed from that government, and two lords justices appointed for that purpose at present: his [Ormonde’s] regiment is given to Col. Talbot: the privy council is dissolved, and a new one appointed, and some talk as if there were a design for the papists regaining their estates in that kingdom.





The two lords justices were the Archbishop of Armagh and the Earl of Granard. The Colonel Talbot to whom Ormonde’s Regiment was given was Richard Talbot, of Malahide,1 a close friend and confidant of James II. Ormonde had expected to be succeeded by Laurence Hyde, Earl of Rochester, but the latter showed no desire to take up the appointment, which then passed to his elder brother Henry. Not only was Richard Talbot given command of Ormonde’s regiment but he was also ennobled as Baron of Talbotstown, Viscount Baltinglas and Earl of Tyrconnel. It was by the last title, which had once belonged to The O’Donnell, that Talbot was to be best known and remembered. He was also promoted to the rank of lieutenant-general and appointed commander-in-chief of the army in Ireland.


Clarendon and Tyrconnel were not men who could work together. The former lacked his father’s ability but had inherited his narrowness of mind while harbouring a dislike of Irishmen and Catholics in general and of Talbot, now Tyrconnel, in particular. Some contemporaries felt that James intended that the two should neutralize each other but ‘the elevation of Tyrconnel to the peerage and to the rank of Lieutenant-General was as far as James felt he could safely go for the moment . . . it was only the first step in a revolution of the Irish administration’.


Initially, Tyrconnel did nothing overt against Clarendon who did not travel to Dublin until January 1686. Thereafter there was friction between the pair, with Tyrconnel doing his utmost to undermine Clarendon and force James to recall the viceroy. In February 1687 the viceroy resigned but, although Tyrconnel hoped to be appointed in his stead, James was unwilling to give him that title. Rather Tyrconnel was made lord deputy in Ireland but since, effectively, he was the viceroy, he set about reforming the military and civil services in the country. Whereas James had instructed Tyrconnel to treat Catholics and Protestants alike, the lord deputy had his own agenda and began purging both the army and the administration of Protestants, replacing them with Catholics. Tyrconnel, ‘a fighting man, truculent and ambitious’, was the brother of a former Catholic archbishop of Dublin and was married to Frances Jennings, a sister of Sarah, later to be the first Duchess of Marlborough. A very ambitious individual, Tyrconnel ‘worked whole-heartedly . . . to build up the royal power in Ireland; but on a catholic basis’. In the long term, however, he did more to bring about James’ defeat in Ireland than almost any other individual or factor.


One of Tyrconnel’s first measures as lord deputy was to reform the councils and corporations of Ireland which were entirely Protestant in their composition with Catholics denied seats. At first Tyrconnel suggested that Catholics and Protestants should have equal representation on councils but when this proposal was rejected he invoked the royal prerogative to issue an order in council that called in the charters of the towns and cities. Most councils accepted this, but among the few that did not were those of Londonderry and Dublin. The recalcitrant councils were brought into line by the courts, which decided that the king could do as he wished with their charters as he had awarded them in the first instance. James commented that there was ‘no great trouble except at Londonderry (a stubborn people, as they appeared to be afterwards), who stood an obstinate suit, but were forced at last to undergo the same fate with the rest’. Tyrconnel issued another order in council that warned those clerics who pronounced from the pulpit on matters political that there would be penalties should such oratory persist.


 


The Irish army was a separate establishment from that of England – and a further discrete establishment was maintained in Scotland – and was paid for from the monarch’s personal purse rather than by Parliament which voted the funds for the English army.1 In 1684, the year before James came to the throne, the army of Ireland included a troop of Horse Guards, the Regiment of Guards in the Kingdom of Ireland, twenty-four troops of cavalry and seventy-five companies of infantry, giving an overall force of some 1,400 horse and 6,400 foot soldiers.2 The Irish army was deficient in artillery, the third major arm or fighting element, but contemporary practice was to raise a train of artillery for each campaign or war rather than to maintain a permanent body of artillery. In England the artillery was the responsibility of the Board of Ordnance rather than the army and came under command of the Master-General of the Ordnance;3 a similar arrangement existed in Ireland where Lord Mountjoy was Master-General of the Irish Ordnance.4 The English Board of Ordnance equated to a department of government and the Master-General of the Ordnance had responsibility for all matters related to the artillery and those services associated with it: manufacturing, testing and maintaining the weapons; recruiting and training gunners and their teams; ensuring the availability of munitions and other necessary stores.5 His responsibility extended to engineering services and supplies as well as the upkeep of fortresses (the letters BO can be seen to this day on many such buildings) and to the Royal Navy, for which he also oversaw the provision of weaponry and other associated stores. During 1684 the Irish army was reorganized into regiments so that when James became king in 1685 there were three cavalry and seven infantry regiments in his army in Ireland. Some permanent Irish artillery had been formed under Mountjoy’s command (he assumed his post in 1684) but the Irish Board of Ordnance was subject to that in London. In 1685 a regiment of dragoons was also added to the Irish army’s order of battle.6


The officers and soldiers of the Irish army had not been confined to service at home. Since the monarch had more discretion in the employment of his Irish forces than those in England, some of his Irish troops had seen service on the continent, often on loan to other monarchs, and even in Tangier.2 Irish forces had also been prepared for service in Scotland on two occasions; these expeditions, which were cancelled, would have seen them fight against the Covenanters. However, the army’s primary employment had been as a police force within Ireland; soldiers were posted in small groups throughout the country to combat tories, or thieves. Thus it was not an effective military force; it was considered inefficient and was, at times, close to mutiny, although poor pay may have provided much of the reason for this latter state. Prospects for this army being successful in action were poor; the contrast with the contemporary French army could not have been greater.7


With Talbot’s appointment as lord deputy, the army was faced with further changes as a purge of Protestant officers and soldiers began. This followed the disbandment of the militia which had been almost entirely Protestant.8 By the time James landed at Kinsale in March 1689 Talbot had removed more than 4,000 Protestants, about a tenth of whom were officers. Talbot’s plan to convert the Irish army to a largely Catholic force was pushed through in quick time. In 1685 there were fewer than a thousand Catholic soldiers but their numbers had increased almost fivefold by the end of 1686, a period of only eighteen months. One of the last regiments that Talbot set out to purge was the garrison regiment in Londonderry, commanded by William Stewart, Lord Mountjoy, of Ramelton in County Donegal, which was ordered to Dublin in November 1688. Mountjoy’s lieutenant-colonel was a Scot, Robert Lundy, who had seen much service and was to be one of the central figures of the siege. We shall see later how the attempted replacement of Mountjoy’s Regiment with the Earl of Antrim’s Regiment was a major factor in events at Londonderry.
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