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			Preface

			In Praise of Stephen Birmingham

			Stephen Birmingham died in December of 2015 at his home in Manhattan after a brief struggle with cancer. He was eighty-six.

			Mr. Birmingham made more than a dozen literary excursions into what his New York Times obituary termed “pop sociology,” including the best-selling Our Crowd, which chronicled the rise of the first wealthy German-Jewish families in America; a group portrait of the Dakota, the exclusive Manhattan apartment building on the Upper West Side; and explorations of the African-American and Irish-American elites. Real Lace: America’s Irish Rich was the title of his book on this last group, published in 1973.

			When I approached him in late 2014 to inquire about updating and expanding Real Lace, Steve immediately offered his cooperation. I am grateful for his encouragement and regret we did not have the chance to spend more time together as I got down to writing. I would have enjoyed his wry sense of humor and profited from his vast experience in chronicling America’s moneyed classes.

			At the same time, the fact that Stephen Birmingham was not available to guide me on this revisitation of the subject may, in fact, have forced me to look at the subject afresh and enabled me to make my own judgments. For one thing, neither my family nor any of the other Real Lace families would have ever dreamed of referring to themselves as First Irish Families, or “FIFs,” in Mr. Birmingham’s phrase. The audacity of such pretension would have appalled them. In fact, I can remember the delight my father took when a rather stuffy aunt who had married into the family let it be known that she had hired a professional genealogist to establish the American branch of the Butlers’ (from whom we were descended) precise relation to the Butler Dukes of Ormond. Needless to say, despite this gentleman’s best efforts, the answer came back . . . well, let’s just say no answer came back. Our Butlers were apparently, to use the late C.D.B. Bryan’s delicious phrase, “more felonious than thou.”

			My father hoped that at a bare minimum an ample strain of horse thievery would show up in the bloodlines, but in the end his dear and very determined aunt simply stopped alluding to the great research project, the professional genealogist doubtless suffered her withering scorn, and we were joyfully liberated to hazard our own, not always printable, improvisations about his findings.

			Nor was it true that the so-called First Irish Families all knew each other, though some did, of course, if they grew up in the same city (New York or San Francisco), went to the same schools (the Priory, Canterbury, or Sacred Heart), or worked in related industries, such as Wall Street.

			Furthermore, the families Birmingham profiled are only a small subset of those Irish Americans who attained significant wealth in the latter nineteenth and first half of the twentieth centuries, and an even smaller subset of those who have achieved it since. So it took some editorial discrimination to decide exactly how and whom to focus on nearly half a century on. Some families have declined, of course. Others have held their own or thrived. And many new fortunes have been made.

			I have taken the liberty of adding a few profiles, such as that of the real First Irish Family in America, the Carrolls of Maryland, whom Stephen Birmingham ignored because of his focus, as with his previous best-seller Our Crowd, on those families whose wealth originated in the late nineteenth and twentieth centuries, more than two hundred years after Charles Carroll (“the Settler”) arrived on these shores.

			I have also given fuller consideration to the Kennedys, a family that Birmingham mentioned only to exclude from the ranks of the FIFs (try pronouncing that twenty times in a row if you want a troublesome little tongue-twister) for their arriviste boorishness, immorality, and social climbing. Whatever the snobbery of the Murrays and McDonnells in another generation, the Kennedy achievements in business and public service, as well as their tragedies and highly publicized shortcomings, deserve recognition here. Hilariously enough, in fact, if you were to buy the e-book edition of the original Real Lace today, you would find the cover photo is of the Kennedys! One hopes Mr. Birmingham is not turning over in his grave. I doubt it, because, as an ad agency copywriter in the Mad Men era, he had a keen eye for marketing opportunities, which, after the success of Our Crowd, is probably what led him to write Real Lace in the first place.

			Real Lace Revisited, then, is not a revision of Real Lace. I hope, however, it pays tribute to Stephen Birmingham’s book and is an entertaining portrait in its own right of some colorful characters and families. It is most certainly not a definitive study, nor is it the last word on this very broad subject. Ultimately, there are many ways of being Irish in America and many variations of success, geography, and community. All of them should be celebrated for what they are.

			J.M., New York City

			St. Patrick’s Day 

		

	
		
			Foreword

			The Real First Irish Family

			Throughout Real Lace, Stephen Birmingham referred to his subjects as “FIFs,” an abbreviation for First Irish Families, who became prominent in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. This was a term he appears to have coined himself. I have never heard or seen it used by others, and, in fact, if there is such a thing as a First Irish Family in America, we have to look for it many years before. According to the Encyclopedia of the Irish in America, one Richard Butler from Tipperary was the first documented Irishman to arrive in the Americas, in the year 1584. But in terms of familial preeminence, it is best to look to the late eighteenth century, when the first Charles Carroll, called the Settler, emigrated to Maryland, in large part because of its reputation for religious toleration, especially of Catholics.

			The Slieve Bloom Mountains along the southeastern border of County Offaly were from Tudor times until the seventeenth century a battleground in the fierce struggle between the Gaelic Irish and the English for control of the destiny of Ireland. Ely O’Carroll, the territory over which the O’Carrolls held sway, originally lay in Munster (along with Leinster, Ulster, and Connacht, one of the four ancient provinces—“the Four Green Fields” of the rebel song—of Ireland). In medieval times Ely O’Carroll encompassed parts of the modern counties of Offaly, northern Tipperary, and Laois. The chief of Ely was named Daniel O’Carroll, who had by the end of the twelfth century settled in Litterluna. In due course the O’Carroll lands included twenty-three castles in the Clonlisk and Ballybritt regions.

			The O’Carrolls were not, however, the preeminent of clans. That designation would go to the most powerful of the Anglo-Norman clans (descended from forces who invaded with the approval of Henry II in 1169 to establish English claims but who in subsequent generations became Gaelicized and began calling themselves “Anglo-Irish”). This family were the Fitzgeralds, the mighty Earls of Kildare. By the end of the fifteenth century, a second great Anglo-Irish family, the Butlers, Earls of Ormond with their seat at Kilkenny Castle, had risen to rival the Fitzgeralds’ dominance. The houses of Kildare and Ormond struggled over large portions of Leinster and Munster, drawing less powerful Anglo-Irish and Gaelic families into their orbits. Among these Irish clans were the O’Carrolls, who shifted allegiances with the times as they strived to gain advantage and security for themselves.

			Before 1513 the O’Carrolls generally regarded the Fitzgeralds as the greater threat and thus nurtured their ties to the Butlers. With the accession of Henry VIII, however, who sought to break the Fitzgeralds’ control via a policy of surrender and regrant (surrendering lands to the English Crown to have them officially regranted), the balance shifted. While the Gaelic chiefs such as the O’Carrolls saw the policy as an abrogation of their ancient birthrights that belonged to them by tradition and custom, they also saw the possibility of manipulating the Crown’s program to serve their immediate interests. For Ely O’Carroll and many others, taking this step would ultimately bring destruction for the family’s succeeding generations.

			Unlike the English practice of primogeniture, in the old Gaelic tradition, when the lord died, “the strongest succeeds: and the son seldom succeeds the father. They get many children beside their lawfully begotten, whereof all be gentlemen.” As in many developing countries today, fecundity was considered a virtue and many children an insurance policy against an impoverished and enfeebled old age.

			Clan leaders like Teige O’Carroll (d. 1533), Sir William O’Carroll, and Sir Charles O’Carroll worked to maintain lands even as the Ormonds bore down on them and the Tudor government under Queen Mary became more assertive beyond the Pale of Settlement (the area of British control surrounding Dublin). Sir Charles made repeated trips to London to pledge his loyalty to the Crown. In July of 1597 an anonymous royal official grasped his strategy:

			Sir Charles O’Carroll and Sir John Mac Coghlan are both lords of great countries; both have been rebels, and more rebellious minds are not in Ireland, yet both are subjects; but why? They have rivals. There be others who have more right to their lands than themselves. Their surrender to Her Majesty (now, of course, Queen Elizabeth I) is their only security.

			In 1594 Sir Charles chose to remain loyal to the Crown when Hugh O’Neill, Earl of Tyrone, raised his banner in Ulster and sought to drive the English from Ireland in the Nine Years’ War (1594–1603). Many Gaelic chiefs rallied to the cause, but others, who suspected Tyrone’s true intention was to make himself overlord of Ireland, held back. O’Carroll maintained a company of Irish foot in royal service, and when he attacked a force of Tyrone mercenaries that threatened Ely O’Carroll, Tyrone was enraged and ordered the entire O’Carroll territory destroyed. Tyrone then set up a rival O’Carroll chief, who arranged Sir Charles’s murder in July of 1600.

			John O’Carroll, the four-year-old great-nephew of Sir Charles, was recognized by the Crown as the legitimate successor, supplied with a Protestant guardian, and in due course married to the Earl of Ormond’s great niece, Eleanor. These events marked the death of the O’Carroll lordship and the end of the era of Ely chieftains.

			The Carrolls paid dearly for their devout Catholicism, not only in Ireland but also in America.

			“The Carrolls’ position as Catholic outsiders in Protestant Maryland and their conscious memory of their family’s long, bitter, and ultimately futile struggle against conquest and dispossession in Ireland provide more than a different perspective on early American society,” Ronald Hoffman writes in his invaluable 2001 study Princes of Ireland, Planters of Maryland: A Carroll Saga, 1500–1782, upon which much of this chapter relies.

			Threatened relentlessly between 1500 and 1782, first by the territorial ambitions of rival clans, then because of their stubborn attachment to their Gaelic heritage, and finally for their defiant adherence to Catholicism—both in Ireland and in Maryland—the Carrolls consistently developed strategies comparable to those used by their ancestors, confronting each peril with compromise, cunning, implacable will, and a tenacious determination to survive.

			By 1642, however, the crisis between King Charles I and Parliament deepened and spilled over into Ireland and the colonies, in Maryland especially. The struggle between the King’s Cavaliers and the Parliamentarian Roundheads produced chaos in civil society. Once they had executed the king and consolidated their power at home, the Parliamentarians turned their attention to Ireland. On August 15, 1649, Oliver Cromwell and an army of three thousand men landed in Dublin. They received a welcome with great fanfare from the city’s Protestants, whereupon Cromwell laid waste to the country’s Catholic centers, massacred the population in two cities, and confiscated much of the remaining Catholic lands. When it was over, Catholic-held lands in Ireland had been reduced from 60 percent of the total to 25 percent. All of these events had their impact on Maryland life as well, where Catholic toleration suffered. Even the restoration of the Stuart line in 1660 did not erase the tensions that had surfaced among Protestants and Catholics in the colonies.

			Throughout this period in Ireland, the O’Carrolls suffered grievous loss of lands. With the help of Richard Grace, some of Daniel Carroll of Ballymooney’s tracts were restored, where his grandson Daniel inherited a 136-acre townland called Aghagurty and styled himself Daniel Carroll of Aghagurty, which translates from Gaelic as “field of hunger or starvation.” Later generations of his family preferred to style him as Charles Carroll of Litterluna. Of his four sons, two came to Maryland—John, who died a man of modest means, and Charles. Educated at St. Omer’s, Lille, and University of Douai in France and called to the Inner Temple in London, Charles secured the post of attorney general in Maryland before emigrating there on October 1, 1688, and used his offices to good effect, amassing considerable power and influence as an ally to the mighty Lord Baltimore. These he passed on to his son, Charles Carroll of Annapolis, and to his grandson, Charles Carroll of Carrollton, the only Catholic signer of the Declaration of Independence.

			Maryland had a long tradition of religious tolerance, which was forged by the Catholic Calvert family. It was Sir George Calvert who, in 1635, had successfully petitioned King Charles I to establish a colony called the Province of Maryland where Catholics could live freely. Throughout the seventeenth century, as Protestants and Catholics across the British Empire battled for supremacy, Maryland was a relatively safe haven for Catholics in the American colonies.

			As it turned out, Charles Carroll (the Settler) was named the colony’s attorney general (serving under the third Lord Baltimore). However, England’s so-called Glorious Revolution of 1688 ushered in yet another era of Catholic subservience and Protestant ascendancy, which made its way to the colonies as well. Charles Carroll threw himself into his official and private duties with energy and even changed his family motto from In fide et in bello fortis (“Strong in faith and war”) to Ubicumque cum libertate (“Anywhere so long as there be freedom”). However, he still had to fight many battles for his rights and those of other Catholics against the Elizabethan-era penal laws barring Catholics from public office and other injustices, and in the event he was sentenced to two terms in jail for his intemperate refusal to accept these iniquities.

			Founded in 1729, Baltimore was named after a port town in West Cork. The name Baltimore is derived from the Gaelic baile an tigh mór, meaning “the village near the big house.” By that time the Carrolls had already established themselves as an influential family with extensive landholdings on Maryland’s Western Shore.

			Though Catholics were disenfranchised, the Baltimore region remained a relatively good place for Irish Catholics, as evidenced by the landholdings and fortunes established by Charles Carroll and his two sons, Charles Carroll of Annapolis (born in 1702) and Daniel (born in 1707).

			Indeed, despite the swirling religious acrimony of the era, Baltimore’s diverse blend of Irish and English Catholics, not to mention Irish and English (and Scottish) Protestants, suggests that some people did manage to get along and establish a certain level of civil peace in the New World. This comity was roiled from time to time by events overseas, such as the Fifteen Rebellion (1715) when John, Viscount Bolingbroke, and James Butler, Duke of Ormond, tried to install the Stuart “Old Pretender,” James III, on the throne. When they failed, both fled to France, but the Jacobite and anti-Jacobite passions they unleashed caused political disturbances as far away as Maryland.

			Along with the tradition of religious tolerance established by Cecil Calvert (Sir George’s son), Baltimore’s geographical location, a substantial distance from the Northeast and bordering on the American South, helped the city avoid some of the problems of New England, where a more rigid form of puritanism held sway (1688, the year Charles the Settler came to America, was the same year a devout Catholic and Gaelic-speaking Irish woman named Goody Glover was hanged as a witch in Boston).

			Ultimately Charles Carroll the Settler would amass a huge estate of many properties totaling 47,700 acres. In 1771 his grandson, Charles Carroll of Carrollton, recounted the circumstances of his grandfather’s coming to Maryland from Ireland:

			The family estate being greatly impaired by the iniquity of the times, which had stripped the most ancient Irish families of their property, he resolved to seek his fortune far distant from the scene of such oppressions. Being a Roman Catholick he pitched on Mryd where the free exercise of that religion & its equal privileges were granted to its professors by a Royal Charter, and afterwards confirmed by a perpetual law of this province.

			Like other early Chesapeake entrepreneurs, Carroll built his fortune by combining favorable marriages with high public office and private dealings in planting, banking, legal, and mercantile activities. As with many of his contemporaries, he held many slaves, 112 at his death.

			Among his properties was Elk Ridge, seven thousand acres on the border of Baltimore and Anne Arundel Counties, the nucleus of what would become Doughoregan Manor, the family’s principal dwelling plantation. Another was Clinmalira, patented by the Settler in 1711, a 
five-thousand-acre parcel adjoining My Lady’s Manor, the ten-
thousand-acre tract north of Baltimore given by Charles Calvert, third Lord Baltimore, to his wife, Margaret. Carroll’s proximity to and favor with the great lord (who, it should be said, had left Maryland to reside permanently in England in 1684) was advantageous and one he pushed, in the end, too far for his own good.

			In advancing relentlessly his and other Catholics’ claims, Carroll became an enemy of the governor, a Protestant named John Hart, who called him “a stubborn Irish Catholic Jacobite.” On February 20, 1717, after intense lobbying from all sides, the proprietor, Lord Baltimore, revoked Carroll’s commission and cast him aside, bestowing the office on a Protestant Calvert relative. Though Carroll never ceased to struggle for his and his coreligionists’ rights, the tide turned against them as Hart passed two acts repealing the Catholic right to vote and making religious observance more difficult. At his death Carroll had greatly complicated the estate that fell to his son, Charles Carroll of Annapolis, but left an enduring legacy of fierce tribal loyalty and a tenacious memory—Marylando-Hibernus.

			Or, in a favorite phrase of my old history teacher, Bill Crimmins, another Anglo-Irishman raised in Maryland: “The Irish, they never learn, but they never forget.” Another variant on which is: “Irish Alzheimer’s: Forget everything except the grudges.”

			Charles Carroll of Annapolis

			It took the Settler’s son, Charles Carroll of Annapolis, thirty-seven years to settle fully his father’s will, which he accomplished after much effort in 1857. His younger brother Daniel returned from his European education and married a wealthy woman named Ann Rozer, who bought him a 1,326-acre tract called Duddington Manor. Thereafter Daniel styled himself as Daniel Carroll of Duddington.

			Charles was happy to let his brother take on more social activities while he concentrated on managing the family’s complex business affairs. When he failed to get his way to raise tobacco prices, he challenged his adversary in the matter, James Hollyday, to a duel and was duly reprimanded by the House of Delegates, in which they both sat. He began to install a system of tenantry on some of his lands and brought the tenants from Ireland, seeing it as a more beneficial long-term solution than slavery. His land development schemes succeeded well, but at various times his management of his relatives’ affairs, and the commission he charged for so doing (5 percent), were challenged by them and their representatives, enraging him. In his mind the services he had provided and the results obtained were far superior than others could have achieved, and the fees he requested were cheap at the price.

			Perhaps the largest and longest-lasting controversy surrounding Charles Carroll of Annapolis was the birth of his son, Charles Carroll of Carrollton, on September 19, 1737, to the older Carroll’s first cousin and longtime companion, Elizabeth Brooke. They had long lived in the same household and she was an intimate friend of Charles’s sisters, but not his legal wife. Carroll did not marry Elizabeth until twenty years later, on February 15, 1757, when a Jesuit priest named Mathias Maners joined them in holy matrimony. Whereas common-law marriages were common, and we have seen in the past that Irish heads of families often produced recognized sons out of wedlock, this unusual state of affairs was considered an assault against propriety in the colony. Technically young Charley remained a bastard until 1788, when the Act to Direct Descents passed, which applied to him. But Charles Carroll of Carrollton’s illegitimacy in civil and canon law at birth would remain controversial well into the twentieth century.

			Charles Carroll of Annapolis would remain a diligent father to young Charley, sending him off to the Jesuits at St. Omer’s in France, founded by Father Ralph Persons there in 1614 as a haven for English Catholic gentlemen, who could not then be educated in their religion in their own country (the school returned to Stonyhurst in the north of England after the relaxation of the Penal Laws in the nineteenth century). Afterwards Charley continued his European education at Douai (1748–54), Rheims (1755), and Paris (1756–57) and in law at Bourges and common law at London’s Inner Temple (1759–64). Charles Carroll of Annapolis advised Charley on his studies, on his clothing, and on his comportment, including the society of acceptable English Catholics whose company he could keep on his allowance of three hundred pounds a year, in an endless stream of correspondence that today is faintly reminiscent of the letters in Bulwer-Lytton’s once well-known nineteenth-century novel, Pelham. His aim was clear: to train and equip his heir to carry out the Carroll family’s leadership and high social status into the next and succeeding generations. By the time Charley had returned from Europe in 1765 and begun to work with his father on family and public affairs, it was clear he had served the necessary apprenticeship and possessed the native ability to succeed in these tasks, as his leadership in the Continental Congress and Revolution would later prove. When Charles Carroll of Annapolis died in 1782, he had reason to be well pleased in his son and the tenacity of his paternal stewardship, which had produced the sole Catholic signer of the Declaration of Independence.

			When Charley first returned in 1765, there were approximately eighteen Carroll estates on the Western Shore of Maryland and the Baltimore Iron Works to oversee and steward. These included such storied properties as Doughoregan, Annapolis, White Hall, Bashford Manor, St. Clement’s Manor, Baltimore Town, St. Mary’s City, Mellwood, Rock Creek (today a park in the District of Columbia), Berkeley Springs, Poplar Island (just off the Eastern Shore), and Duddington Manor.

			He also set about the important task of finding a suitable wife. Having been spurned by an English girl named Louisa Baker, Charley set upon an Eastern Shore cousin named Rachel Cooke, but she fell ill and died just weeks before their planned wedding in November of 1766. Ultimately he would marry Molly Darnall, another cousin, whose mother had long been a part of the Carroll household. They were wed on June 5, 1768.

			Charley pressed on with his business affairs, which often meant travel away from home. He faced resistance from Protestant tenants over back rents and began importing slaves from Virginia into Maryland. His and Molly’s first child was born ten months later but died in infancy. Following a miscarriage, Mary Carroll (“Little Pol”) was born on September 2, 1770. By September 1772 Charley had joined the Maryland Jockey Club. In that same year his dinner guests included one George Washington. And on March 2, 1775, a boy, Charles, later to become Charles Carroll of Homewood, was born.

			Doughoregan Manor had expanded from 7,000 to 12,500 acres and was split into ten operating quarters, four of which were managed by a white overseer. Three hundred eighty-six slaves provided the brunt of the labor to care for livestock, grow wheat and corn, and raise a wide assortment of cabbages, lettuces, green onions, and endives. The Carroll orchards produced an equally varied crop of apples, pears, peaches, cherries, currants, gooseberries, and strawberries. Wherever possible the place was self-sufficient. Doughoragen contained tobacco barns, a prize house (for packing tobacco), flour and grist mills, a workhouse for weaving, a cobbler shop, a blacksmith shop, a fulling mill (for cleansing and thickening cloth), a tanyard, a cider house, a brickyard, a repair yard, and a quarry.

			In their correspondence the Carrolls show an affection for many of their long-held slaves, referring mournfully to the deaths of “Aunt Sally” or “Old Fanny,” but they showed no compunction about continuing the trade in human chattel, nor did the other members of their landowning class. They continued their moneylending and, on a modest scale, land speculation activities. As the 1770s began, however, they saw new opportunity in the public arena, where shifts in the provincial power structure offered the chance to regain rights, entitlements, and lands that had been lost at the end of the Settler’s era half a century before.

			Charles Carroll of Carrollton

			Although it was impossible to foresee at the time, George Grenville’s Stamp Act, enacted on November 1, 1765, just eight and a half months after Charley’s homecoming, set into motion a series of protests that ultimately led to rebellion and revolution in 1776. Charley had grown up in the relatively tolerant atmosphere of England and Catholic France, far different than his father’s memories of anti-Catholic persecution in the early 1700s and his grandfather’s memories of Catholic suffering in Ireland.

			His father’s long memory of the oppression in the family past and his own experience of injustice convinced him that a Catholic in a Protestant society might best protect himself by building a bastion of economic security. This was not so very different than the attitude that would impel the Real Lace Irish Americans to build their fortunes in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

			By the 1750s Maryland’s Roman Catholics accounted for approximately 16,000 of the province’s total population of 160,000. Anti-Catholic measures continued to be enacted, such as the Maryland council’s direction in 1744 that Catholics no longer be enrolled in the militia. The Jacobite rising in 1745 for the “Young Pretender,” Bonnie Prince Charlie, increased Protestant suspicion of the province’s Catholics. At one point the threat of increasing oppression became so severe that Papa Carroll seriously considered removing his estates and family to Louisiana, but Charley, trusting in the English tradition of civil liberty more than continental tyranny, talked him out of it.

			Both men were devout, doctrinally orthodox Catholics, and yet their most powerful impulse was to the betterment of their estates and the furtherance of their families in this and the generations to come.

			With the imposition of the tea tax imposed by Parliament in 1767, and the subsequent Boston Tea Party on December 16, 1773, when a party of men disguised as Mohawks boarded the tea ships and broke up 342 cases of tea before heaving the contents into Boston Harbor, the stage was set for secession from the Crown. The imposition of the Intolerable Acts only accelerated the clamor for rebellion. Charley accompanied the Maryland delegation to the First Continental Congress in September of 1774 and in November became a member of the Committee of Correspondence for Anne Arundel County and Annapolis, gaining election to the second of the provincial conventions. In February of 1776 his public duties expanded when the Continental Congress asked him to participate in a diplomatic mission to Canada for the purpose of engaging support for the American cause. Ironically, in this case his religion and familiarity with French were considered assets for the job. He performed well, and shortly after his return to Maryland in June 1776, the convention chose him as a delegate to the Second Continental Congress.

			The dangers of independence, especially to the landowning classes, were clear, and on May 21 the convention voted unanimously against it, only to reverse itself five weeks later on June 28. Charley campaigned vigorously for independence, so much so he missed the vote on it, but was present for the signing on August 2. He and his family had now moved once again to the center of the political whirlwind encompassing the colonies, and would have no recourse but to face the opportunities and challenges of revolution. Writing half a century later, Charley stated that he, as the only Roman Catholic signer, had struck a blow “not only for our independence of England but for the toleration of all sects professing the Christian religion and communicating to them all equal rights.”

			He had thus begun to move beyond his own kith and kin and to form a broader alliance with a diverse company of men and women determined to create a republic. In such circumstances, as debate raged over the course of future governance, it was only natural that Charley would alternate between hope and extreme anxiety. “God knows,” he wrote his father, “what sort of a govt. we shall get.” They quarreled over the Legal Tender Act, with the elder Carroll taking a narrow view, worried it would negatively impact their family fortunes, and Charley, peering farther into the future, seeing compromise and some diminution of capital as necessary sacrifices to future prosperity and posterity.

			This proved the wiser course. By aligning his family with the broader Maryland gentry and submitting, however painfully, to the concessions necessary for the propertied classes to solidify their hold over society, the younger Carroll had brought his family through the Revolution fiercely determined that the Carroll wealth would never again be placed in jeopardy. In the world made by the American Revolution, the interests of men of substantial property transcended their differences, an attitude for good or ill that persists in American society even unto today.

			Sadly, the events that propelled Charley and the Carrolls back into public life cost him much happiness in his private affairs. He was often traveling on public business and spent long periods away from his young family. Molly endured multiple pregnancies, but her health suffered and at different times she became addicted to laudanum, an opiate painkiller. The death of her mother in 1781 was a cruel blow that reduced her spirits further. The following May 30 “Papa” Carroll, Charles Carroll of Annapolis, died after hitting his head in a fall from the porch of his Annapolis home. Molly took to bed from the shock and began a decline that ended with her own death only days later, on June 10.

			Charles Carroll of Carrollton remained a widower for fifty years. When he died on November 14, 1832, the nation mourned the passing of the last symbol of its Revolutionary birth. President Jackson ordered the United States government closed. Only one other Revolutionary hero had been accorded this honor—his former dinner guest and friend George Washington.

			Charley’s personal life continued to be marred by tragedy. A year after Molly’s death, her youngest child, three-year-old Eliza, died. His son and heir, Charles Carroll of Homewood, today the site of Johns Hopkins University, turned into a troubled alcoholic, a great disappointment to his father who wanted nothing more than a strong male heir to succeed him. He was survived by four daughters and another son, Charles of Doughoregan, who became his heir.

			Papa’s “Little Pol” led a happier life. She and her husband, Richard Caton, a merchant, raised four daughters, three of whom—Mary Ann, Elizabeth, and Eliza—gained entrée to the highest levels of English society. Eliza married first Sir Felton Hervey-Bathurst, first Baronet Bathhurst, and later Francis Godolphin D’Arcy Osborne, Marquess of Carmarthen, the future seventh Duke of Leeds; Mary Ann married first Robert Patterson, brother of Elizabeth Patterson, the first wife of Napoleon’s younger brother Jérôme Bonaparte, and second Richard Wellesley, first Marquess Wellesley and lord lieutenant of Ireland, older brother of the Duke of Wellington; and “Bess” married Sir George William Jerningham, eighth Baron Stafford and seventh Baronet of Costessey Hall in Norfolk, England.

			More than half a century before the Gilded Age marriages of rich Americans to British peers that formed the basis for Downton Abbey, it was Mary Ann’s that was the most brilliant of these matches. Richard Colley Wellesley, second Earl of Mornington and Marquess Wellesley, was the elder brother of the Duke of Wellington. A former governor-
general of India and foreign secretary during the Peninsular War, Wellesley was made viceroy of Ireland, and Mary Ann returned with him there in triumph, as viceraine, where despite the Catholic Disability Statutes she went openly to Mass and, to the scandal of English society, undertook to complete and verify the pedigree of the Carroll family. Thus, like other Carrolls before her, Mary Ann affirmed a Gaelic past and defiant heritage.

			In his waning years Charley used Wellington’s attachment to his sister-
in-law to impress upon Mary Ann his disappointment with England’s policies toward Roman Catholics in England and Ireland. Although Wellington, as prime minister, personally opposed Roman Catholic emancipation, political reasons induced him to ram that measure through Parliament in 1829. Mary Ann became lady of the bedchamber to Queen Adelaide, wife of William IV, after Wellesley died in 1842. She died in 1853, in her grace-and-favor apartment in Hampton Court.

			None of Charles Carroll of Carrollton’s children could manage money. He capitalized their marriages generously and lent them additional sums when necessary, but never hesitating to secure collateral. When Charley finally surrendered power of attorney at the age of ninety-four, he insisted on imposing a clause that could reverse such a stipulation if he became displeased. He died the following year, very much in his father’s mold.

			The story of Carroll’s illegitimacy lived far beyond him, perpetuated by such ladies as Rosalie E. Stier Calvert, whose own husband, George Calvert (1768–1838), was the illegitimate but acknowledged son of Charles Calvert, fifth Lord Baltimore. (George Calvert, in fact, began an alliance with a slave mistress in the 1780s that had produced several children by the time he married Rosalie in 1799, and he took open responsibility for them, so Mrs. Calvert came by her interest in the subject honestly.)

			Another version of the Carroll story, told by Anna Hanson 
McKenzie Dorsey, a prominent Roman Catholic author, in a letter to Notre Dame University’s Father Daniel Hudson in 1892, claimed that Charles Carroll of Carrollton refused to return home from Europe until his father “legitimize my birth by marrying my mother, wiping dishonor from her as well as myself.”

			However fanciful that version may be, the fact remains that even into the early decades of the twentieth century the presence of the bar sinister (a symbol of bastardy in heraldic coats of arms) in the Carroll past led a prominent patriotic society to refuse membership to women who claimed descent through Charles Carroll of Carrollton.

			Another prominent Carroll descendant was John Lee Carroll (1830–1911). Carroll was born in Baltimore, Maryland, the son of Col. Charles Carroll (b. 1801) and Mary Diggs Lee (b. 1800). Col. Charles Carroll was the great-grandson of Charles Carroll of Carrollton. John Lee Carroll was also a great-grandson of Maryland’s second (and seventh) governor, Thomas Sim Lee (1745–1819).

			After his legal studies in Baltimore and at Harvard, he practiced law in New York and served as a United States Commissioner in the office of the clerk of the United States District Court. At the outbreak of the Civil War, he returned to Maryland, where he then remained the rest of his life. When he returned to Maryland, Carroll purchased the Doughoregan Manor, the historic family estate in Howard County, near Ellicott City, from his older brother, Charles Carroll.

			In 1875 Carroll became the Democratic Party nominee for governor of Maryland, opposed by James Morrison Harris. He won by a ten-thousand-vote majority and was inaugurated as governor on January 12, 1876.

			John Lee Carroll was married twice, first to Anita Phelps (1838–1873), daughter of Royal Phelps of New York, on April 24, 1856. His son by his second marriage, Philip Acosta Carroll (1879–1957), was married to Nina Ryan (1897–1989) of the Real Lace Ryans.

			Doughoregan Manor has survived into the twenty-first century. It was a hub for munitions for Southern supporters in the Civil War. It had its own post office from 1876 to 1907. The annual Howard County horse show attracted thousands of spectators through the 1930s, keeping up a Thoroughbred tradition that went back to Charles Carroll of Annapolis’s horse being beaten in the first Annapolis Subscription Plate by George Hume Steuart’s Dungannon in 1743. As recently as 1971 Doughoregan was still 2,800 acres. “Only God, the Indians and the Carrolls have owned this land,” a family member said. Today it is the only home of a signer still in family hands.

			For much of the twentieth century, Doughoregan was presided over by Philip Carroll, born in New York City on August 9, 1924, to Nina Ryan and Philip Acosta Carroll. He attended Brooks and Harvard and the University of Pennsylvania Law School after serving as a combat engineer in World War II. He married the former Clellia Delafield LeBoutillier in 1957. Carroll was remembered as gentlemanly and kind. He opened the family chapel to neighbors as a place to worship for years. Later in life he worked to keep the place private. Yetta Goelet, the wife of one of his Brooks School schoolmates, remembers going to dinner at Doughoregan early in the twenty-first century when Philip Carroll ordered the meal off a takeout menu from a nearby Chinese restaurant. He placed easements on much of the land and received development credits for other parts of it until, at his death in 2010, the estate had been reduced to about nine hundred acres. His daughter, Camilla Carroll, lives at Doughoregan with her family and operates a farm-to-table stand that sells beef, pork, and poultry grown on Carroll land. They also rent out six-hundred-plus acres for the farming of corn and soy. Her brother, Philip Delafield Carroll, and his two sons, Philip and Harper, are also heirs to the manor.

			Other Carroll descendants include Charles Carroll Carter, a former publisher, who lives in Washington with his wife Rosemary. He is a direct descendent of Daniel Carroll II of Rock Creek, who donated the land on which stands the Capitol of the United States. They remain active in Catholic causes, especially the Knights of Malta, as do several of his sons, including Carroll Jr. and Adam, a labor lawyer in the District of Columbia. Another son, Samuel Casey Carter, studied at St. John’s Annapolis and Oxford University before taking his doctorate in philosophy at Catholic University of America. He also spent several years trying his vocation for religious life at Portsmouth as Brother Augustine. Later he was the executive editor of Crisis, the conservative Catholic magazine founded by Ralph McInerney and Michael Novak. He has written two influential books on education, On Purpose and No Excuses; headed National Heritage Academies; and today is CEO of Faith in the Future, an independent not-for-profit partnered with the Catholic high schools of Philadelphia to stabilize and rejuvenate them for their students’ benefit, which will be discussed in a later chapter. The organization’s success in a few short years is a testimony to Carter’s leadership and his family’s lived faith after three and a half centuries in the United States.

			A final Carroll cousin is Outerbridge Horsey, the seventh of his family to hold that name, the first being a U.S. senator from Maryland (1777–1842). The present Horsey’s father was a career diplomat and ambassador to Czechoslovakia under President Johnson. Today’s Outerbridge is a distinguished architect and is active in urban and landscape planning and conservation causes. He lives in Georgetown with his wife Georgina.

			America’s First Bishop

			No account of the Carroll family would be complete without mentioning another Carroll cousin, John Carroll, S.J. He was born in 1735 to Daniel Carroll I and Eleanor Darnall Carroll and grew up on the family plantation in Upper Marlboro, the county seat of Prince George’s County. His older brother, Daniel Carroll II, became one of only five men to sign the Articles of Confederation and Perpetual Union (1777) and the Constitution of the United States (1787).

			Like several of his cousins, John (or “Cousin Jack” as he was called in the family) Carroll was educated at the College of St. Omer in French Flanders and entered the Society of Jesus at the age of eighteen in 1753. After the fourteen years of strict Jesuit training in philosophy and theology, he was ordained to the priesthood in 1769.

			He remained in Europe until he was almost forty, teaching and serving as a chaplain to a British aristocrat traveling on the continent. When Pope Clement XIV suppressed the Jesuit order in Europe in 1773, Carroll returned to America and worked as a missionary in Maryland and Virginia. With five other priests he began a series of meetings that gradually organized the Catholic church in the United States.

			The priests of Maryland petitioned Rome for a bishop in the United States. At the Vatican’s invitation for a candidate, Carroll was selected by twenty-four out of twenty-six voters, and Pope Pius VI approved his election on November 6, 1789. Carroll was consecrated by Bishop Charles Walmesley, O.S.B., on August 15, 1790, the Feast of the Assumption, in the chapel at Lulworth Castle in Dorset, the seat of Mr. Thomas Weld, Maria Fitzherbert’s brother-in-law.

			When he returned to Baltimore, he took his chair in the Church of St. Peter located at the northwest corner of North Charles and Saratoga Streets. Later he oversaw the construction of the first cathedral in the United States, the Basilica of the Assumption, designed by Benjamin Henry Latrobe, architect of the United States Capitol.

			Carroll, who served as archbishop until his death in 1815, gave future American Catholic leaders a blueprint when it came to establishing a Catholic diocese. A fierce proponent of education, he pushed for the creation of what would later become Georgetown University. In 1809 he also encouraged Elizabeth Seton to establish the American Sisters of Charity for the education of girls. He was also an early supporter of a vernacular liturgy in a country where few save the upper classes were schooled in Latin.

			On a recent visit to Montpelier, the home of James Madison, prime author of the United States Constitution, I asked the guide about a bust in the drawing room showing a fine, strong-featured man wearing a pectoral cross. “That’s Bishop John Carroll,” the guide replied, “the first Catholic bishop in America. Despite their religious differences, they were great friends.”

			Bishop Carroll plays a part in the little-known story of another possible First Family of America, the mystery of James Ord, the reputed son of the Prince of Wales, later King George IV, and his wife, Mrs. Fitzherbert.

			Maria Smythe was born on July 26, 1756, and grew up in a fashion typical of the eighteenth century Catholic gentry. The Smythes of Shropshire held properties in several counties and had their seat at Acton Burnell Hall. Because the Penal Laws were still in existence, Catholics could not hold office and were restricted in other respects, such as in inheriting property, attending university, voting, possessing arms, or even owning a horse worth more than five pounds. In addition, until the Catholic Relief Act of 1788, their property was subjected to what often proved to be a ruinous double taxation. In spite of all of this, the Smythes had taken advantage of agricultural prosperity in the mid-eighteenth century, remained well circumstanced, enlarged their new hall, and retained their ancient family motto: Regi semper fidelis (“To the king ever faithful”). But their world was a somewhat retired and insular one, spent for the most part in the society of other Catholic families, with whom they had long intermarried.

			In order to receive a Catholic education at the time, the sons and daughters of the English recusant families had to go abroad, and Maria for some years attended a convent school in Dunkirk. By the time of her return to England and coming out in society, she had become a great beauty. She first married Edward Weld, brother to Thomas of Lulworth Castle, where Bishop Carroll had been consecrated, but was widowed early when he fell from a horse. After a suitable mourning period, she married Mr. Fitzherbert, but after walking from London all the way west to Dorset and back, he too fell sick. Husband and wife traveled to the south of France to restore Mr. Fitzherbert’s failing health, but to no avail. Tuberculosis took his life. Back in England the still-young Maria lived a country life in widow’s weeds, but after an appropriate interval she was persuaded by her uncle Errington to come to town with him.

			The Prince

			George Augustus Frederick, the Prince of Wales and Duke of Cornwall, was born in 1762 and by his early twenties had become notorious for living a bibulous and spendthrift existence. His primary pursuits were hunting, gambling, and whoring with his rather dissolute set of friends. He was well known for spending late nights arguing politics at Brooks’ club. And he seemed incapable of escaping debts that grew ever larger. This was one cause of friction with his father, George III. “Perhaps you would be more productive if you got up earlier in the morning,” the punctilious monarch said to him in one stiff interview. “Sir,” replied the prince, “when I am given nothing to do I find that, no matter at what hour I rise, I am able to accomplish everything.”

			First Meeting

			Now in London, Maria and her uncle Errington were one day out for a drive near Park Lane when a magnificent carriage hurtled by. “Why, it’s the prince,” Errington exclaimed as the handsome face of the Prince of Wales looked back with curiosity. Some nights later Errington urged Maria to accompany him to the opera. She protested that she was still in mourning, but her uncle insisted. “It will do you good, my dear.” They went and enjoyed the performance hugely. On the way out they encountered the Prince of Wales. “Good evening, John,” he bluffly greeted Errington. “And who the devil is this pretty girl?” “My niece, Mrs. Fitzherbert, Your Royal Highness.” The prince drew Maria’s veil aside to look at her and was smitten on the spot.

			Courtship and Marriage

			The Prince of Wales pursued Mrs. Fitzherbert in the most fervent fashion imaginable. Before long he was on his knees before her, declaring his undying love. Maria declined his advances at first but began to be swayed under the sheer force and volume of his protestations. The prince then claimed to have attempted suicide in his despair and called Maria to him in his wretchedness. Maria did go but took the Duchess of Devonshire with her as a chaperone to ensure that no scandal could arise. She then went directly abroad to avoid such a dangerous liaison, but, undeterred, the Prince of Wales pursued her still by letter, and then in person. Ultimately Maria agreed to return to England, but she made it perfectly clear to the prince that, as a Catholic, she could not possibly entertain his advances unless they were married. The prince agreed to a wedding, illegal though it was for him to do so under the Act of Settlement of 1701 and the Royal Marriage Act of 1772 without the king’s permission, since he was under the age of twenty-five (he was twenty-three; Mrs. Fitzherbert was twenty-eight), which would not have been forthcoming in any case, given that Maria was a commoner and a Catholic.

			The secret marriage took place at Mrs. Fitzherbert’s house in Park Lane in December of 1785, an Anglican clergyman presiding and her kinsmen, including Errington, attending as witnesses. According to those present, the prince signed the marriage certificate with a flourish.

			Married Life

			The newlyweds retreated to Brighton, where they maintained separate establishments (said by Lady Guernsey to be connected by a private passage) but were constantly together for carriage drives, house parties, racing at Newmarket, and entertainments at the prince’s lavish Pavilion. No one acknowledged, but yet everyone considered, Mrs. Fitzherbert as “the consort to the prince.”

			In the background the Prince of Wales’ faction voiced their late-night misgivings on the danger Mrs. Fitzherbert posed to the prince’s succession to the throne. These whisperings, and the prince’s natural inclinations, eventually eroded Maria’s position, and the prince moved on to other lovers, including the infamous Lady Jersey, “a type of serpent, beautiful, bright and glossy in its exterior—in its interior poisonous.” The prince and Maria then separated and became estranged.

			Separation

			To appease his father, George III, and also, not incidentally, to settle his debts, the Prince of Wales agreed to marry Princess Caroline of Brunswick. Lady Jersey led the welcoming party to meet Princess Caroline at Dover and took special care to ensure it was an hour late, after which she refused to converse with the princess in the carriage on the way to St. James. Once there, despite being apprised by Lord Malmesley of the need for impeccable personal hygiene, Caroline came to court and knelt before the prince. He gallantly lifted her up, but when she came close enough for him to smell, the prince blanched, turned sidewise, and asked an attendant to bring him a glass of brandy, pronouncing himself “unwell.” At dinner Princess Caroline’s remarks were hilariously crude.

			The Prince of Wales was notably drunk at the April 1795 wedding ceremony in the hot chapel at St. James Palace and passed out later in the grate at Kempshot, where, as Princess Caroline later compassionately recalled, “He fell, and I left him.” The marriage was a colossal failure from the first. By one account they spent no more than three nights together, and the princess expressed surprise that she could be pregnant.

			Upon being notified of the marriage, Maria Fitzherbert refused to believe it could be true until Orlando Bridgeman told her, as gently as possible, that he had witnessed the ceremony. At that point Maria fainted.

			Although the prince continued to woo her and they retained cordial relations, Mrs. Fitzherbert and the now prince regent (King George III having gone mad in 1810) parted after she was not included at the head table at a banquet for the royal family of France arranged by Lady Hertford and the prince at Brighton to celebrate the regency. Maria asked for complete separation and never spoke to him again. She lived in retirement, taking pleasure in her wards, Minney Seymour, whom she had adopted, and her “niece,” Marianne, said to be a daughter of her brother Jack Smythe but widely considered by many to have been the progeny of Maria and the prince.

			In 1830 the king’s health took a turn for the worse. His memory began playing tricks. He claimed, for example, to have led a cavalry charge at Waterloo and asked Wellington to confirm that was so, to the Iron Duke’s discomfiture.

			Upon learning of his illness. Mrs. Fitzherbert wrote him a moving letter of farewell, “To my King Ever Faithful” (her family’s motto), though due to blindness George IV is unlikely to have read it. When King George IV died, he was wearing a locket with Maria’s image around his neck, and he was buried with it.

			Mrs. Fitzherbert and the American Connection: 
A Royal Heir?

			There is a possibility that the Prince of Wales and Maria Fitzherbert’s marriage bore fruit in the form of a son, and that Bishop Carroll played a part in his story. For primarily political and dynastic reasons, these claims have been discounted by establishment chroniclers as “against British interests,” but they remain well-documented traditions in the lives of those whom they touched.

			The Mysterious Story of James Ord Jr.

			In America in 1812 a young man in the dress of a Jesuit seminarian, James Ord Jr., rushed to his adoptive uncle’s Washington bedside. A dying James Ord Sr. rose up and said, “James, I have something of the greatest importance to tell you.” But then the older man fell back, unable to continue, and retreated into his final coma.

			Because the Ords were well known as a staunch Catholic family in England, the elder Ord’s funeral and burial were presided over by no less than Archbishop John Carroll. James Ord Jr. received a commission to the United States Navy and went to sea. When he returned and resigned his naval commission for one in the United States Army in 1816, he was welcomed by a friend of his uncle’s and Archbishop Carroll’s, Notley Young, at Young’s Maryland plantation. During Ord’s visit they discussed his naval career and his upcoming army assignment. Notley Young then handed the younger Ord a packet of papers that Young had been given by the elder James Ord before his death.

			When, back in his room, James Ord Jr. looked through these documents, he found shipping records of his “uncle” and “mother” to go to Spain when he was an infant; invitations to call on the British ambassador there, a Mr. Fitzherbert; details of crossing the Atlantic to Norfolk, Virginia; and, finally, receipts for James Ord Jr.’s tuition at Georgetown, paid by “Notley Young Esq., British Agent.” These papers provoked a strong reaction in James Ord Jr., and he recalled vividly various childhood memories, particularly walking by a river in Norfolk as a boy one day with his uncle James. He had heard his classmates at school discussing their birthdays, and he realized he did not know his, so he asked his uncle when it was. The elder Ord turned to him solemnly and said, “I do not know, James, if you had your rights in England you would be something very great. God forgive those who have wronged you.”

			The next day James bought a book in a Washington shop (Croly’s The Life of George IV) about the marriage between Mrs. Fitzherbert and the Prince of Wales. The book contains Lady Guernsey’s assertion that, soon after, Mrs. Fitzherbert became enceinte (pregnant). Excited, James went straight to Georgetown and sought out an old teacher, Father Matthews, S.J. Father Matthews advised him that his suspicions were correct, that James had been born of distinguished English parents, but that Father Matthews was under a pledge of silence. When James said he believed he might be the son of King George IV and Mrs. Fitzherbert, Father Matthews answered quietly, “I have heard that from another source.” This would most likely have been Archbishop John Carroll. Carroll had gone abroad from Maryland to be educated at St. Omer’s and there became friends with many of the English Catholic gentry. Then Father Carroll had lived with the Weld family in England after the Jesuit order was suppressed by the pope in 1773, where he would have known Mrs. Fitzherbert, then Mrs. Weld. When he was appointed the first bishop of the United States in 1789, the installation ceremony was performed at the chapel of Lulworth Castle, Dorset, the seat of Thomas Weld, Maria’s brother-in-law. This would explain why James Ord spent his young life looked after by and in the company of the Brents and Youngs, Archbishop Carroll’s brothers-in-law, and their families and friends.

			As their meeting came to a close, Father Matthews did suggest that James write a letter to Mrs. Fitzherbert and helped him to draft it as diplomatically as possible.

			Dear Madam,

			Believing that there is no person living better acquainted with eminent and distinguished personages than yourself; I take the liberty of asking your assistance in an effort to find out if yet among the living are my dear and beloved parents. . . .

			I have good reason to believe I was taken from the bosom of her who brought me into life as an helpless infant, carried over into Spain and thence to the United States of America by James Ord . . . The declarations and conduct of James Ord induce me to believe he was under strong obligations of secrecy as to parents and family . . . Should you think proper to honor this communication by an answer, affording me your assistance to discover if still be living my beloved Parents, please enclose to the Archbishop of Baltimore or the Reverend William Matthews under cover to Aaron Vail Esq. Charge d’Affaires of the Court of & c.—

			James Ord Jr. could not be sure that the letter ever reached Mrs. Fitzherbert via Aaron Vail, the United States minister to England, but he knew it was never answered. He lived out his life in the army; married Rebecca Ruth Cresap, daughter of Col. Daniel Cresap of the Revolutionary War; and, after holding various government positions in Washington, moved to Chicago in 1837 as Indian disbursing agent, and on to Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, as Indian agent until returning to Washington in 1850. In July 1855 he embarked to California on the steamer George Law and afterward went to live with his son, Maj. Gen. Edward Otho Chesap Ord, U.S. Army, in Nebraska, where he worked on his memoirs and died at the age of about eighty-seven on January 27, 1873.

			The Aftermath in America and in England

			The Ord descendants in America and the Fitzherbert descendants in England searched for answers to their joint mystery for many years. In 1863 an Englishman turned California rancher named William B. Watkins wrote to Pacificus Ord, then living in Paris, to relate that two strangers had called on him for breakfast at his house in Monterey County. Upon discovering they were English, he related that he, too, was English and mentioned Mrs. Fitzherbert as having lived near his childhood home at Swynnerton. One of the guests then asked him if he was aware that a son of George IV and Mrs. Fitzherbert was living in America under the name of Ord, sent hither for “State reasons.”

			The Georgetown Tradition

			Ord’s daughter, Mary Ord Preston, compiled a pamphlet in 1896 of memoranda concerning her father’s origins. One of the items is entitled “The Jesuit Tradition” and reads: “In the Centenary History of Georgetown College published in 1891, under the auspices of the college, on page 29 is the following statement, ‘James Ord, son of King George IV, of England and his lawful wife, Mrs. Maria Fitzherbert, was enrolled among the students of the college in the year 1800.’” In 1920 historian H.W. Shoemaker commented on this, “Evidently, the parentage and legitimacy of James Ord were known to the Jesuits, as it is said that no one of unknown or illegitimate origin can be admitted to this famous order.”

			The mystery of James Ord remains unresolved to this day, and the discreet Archbishop Carroll never spoke publicly on the subject, but he clearly knew more than he let on.
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